N of simulated tracks vs hit

[N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs hit ]

[%] - n
<@ F N N N o
s [ ¢ oo =
= . . . -
g : : :
@ 10* -t g10°
® E : : 2
3T z
Eob :
10°E & 10?
10°F 10
o +.uo 3
=
o
||| | |||H| ||||| ||” L
0 20 30 50 60 70 80
TP hits TP hits
—=— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWHS_ALLITERS
[N of sim] —— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWHSMS_ALLITERS
1] F 1J
o F o
S r =
510 3
e I E
2 L g
3
g 10°E S
F i}
E 14
102 ....................

Ratio

10

R R R 4
a. = 9 .
| T : 5
@
9% 5 10 15 20 25 09% 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers TP layers

[N of simulated tracks vs pixel layer ]

TrackingParticles

Ratio

—_—

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs pixel layer |

Reconstructed TPs

o3
i

_.
N | -

5 8
TP pixel layers

[[N of simulated tracks vs 3D layer ]

TrackingParticles

Ratio

4 5

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

6

8
TP pixel layers

F w0
F a
L [ L
10°F S10'F
E 134 E
E oL s F
103;—"':-.-' §103=—
E . Q E
E . Q E
F o x F
107 -4+ 10°F
101~ 10F
i 1
L g bl
L i ..+
P . = -
09024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 O > 4 65 1012 14 1618520

TP 3D layers

TP 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


