N of simulated tracks vs hit

TrackingParticles

Ratio

10*

10°

gi‘”

URRLLL

[N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs hit ]

Reconstructed TPs

Ratio

0 10 20

80

TP hits

—=— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal
—e— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal-106
—— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWHSMS95_ALLITERS-106

[N of sim] —— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWHSMS90_ALLITERS-106
1] F 1J
s F : : : : g
s f : : : : F
B 10 el R, Do e 2
S e
< P : : 3
IR0 SEEREEFRERRERE: e Bree S S
= E : - 3
i : + x
Tz SURRP PRRRRRE: PRI EP R pa e
F : S
10| I PR by
] E...............: ...... »
o 4 F | | | (e} 1.4 l_ + L.
K . || kS ] ____'____'I-
o i ot ¥
‘||]1HHHHHHI|| . |T
9% 5 10 15 20 25 : 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

4 5

Ratio

8
TP pixel layers

[[N of simulated tracks vs 3D layer ]

TrackingParticles

Ratio

4 5

6

7

8

TP pixel layers

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

F n -
3 2 T
+ =
10°F 3
E o
3 2
F B
10°F 8
F [
F o
10%¢
10
1=
1.0 9
I
o
0.95 i . i i . . . 0.
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

6 8101214161820

TP 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


