N of simulated tracks vs hit_]

[N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs hit |

1%} F n
@ F a
2 r =
E 10°F 3
> S 102
=2 oL 2
3 10 E S
FOPE g
[ @
2
10° 10
105— -------------
L £ !
E LI
o W t o v
I T
o4 o4
3 SRR 111111 LEAL LTI RO S
o O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 o 10 20 30 40 60
TP hits P hits
— é M ?m;m TTOT_TUUUEVT
DQM f:& _cpeOK_1000e
—— DOM_fit ¢ CpeOK_SORTRZZ 1000evt
| N of sinl —— DOMfit eOK_SORTRZ2_ TESTOUTLIERS 1000evt
12} F |2
Q@ F o
] r =
E 10'F 3
o f 310
2 L z
<] 10 Ea s}
- 3
[ 4
N T
10° 10
L0 r--rrrrrmrmmm s e e
l-— ______________ =
9 L.u¢= 9 4. =
T T
g :
I ]
09 0. . = .
0 20 25 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers TP layers

| N of simulated tracks vs pixel layer |

10°k+

10*

TrackingParticles

10°

10?

10

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs pixel layer |

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

Ratio

6 7 8

TP pixel layers

[ N of simulated tracks vs 3D layer |

%701 2 3 4 5 6

7

8

TP pixel layers

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs 3D layer |

1%} F n
o F o
s [=
f= v B kel
I 2 10°
f= F . >
£ o =
S 103k -1- 2
g 0% 5
= E 2
o ¢ 10
10°F
[ 10
10F
1L 3§
o+ F o v
3 | s
14 & 4
| 7T ES
o b 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 o 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

TP 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


