N of reco track vs pT

tracks

107

10°

10°

0.!
10"

tracks

10°

1

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT
9] F %] F [%]
3 f 3t g
s o s S s
=10 = = 10°F
g g £ E
s s 8 F
g F
10 2 10°F
10 10°E~
10 10°F
[ +
.................................. 10 10_................-........-...ﬂ
; ; g g
3 3
14 14
(AT EEHH- - 1
2 3 10t 2 3 10t
10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 traélg P, (Ge\}f) 10
DQM_CKF_TT_base
freco track vs  — e DQM_CKF_TT_retraln
%] %] n 1%2) F
3 3 F s F
8 s r g I
s @ 10°F @ 10°k-
3 f‘fE 10 § 10 E
[ = o
- =] -
°

10°

0 ww 4
s :
24 .
0. i i o
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n
N of reco track vs phi
2]
o . T T T
S . . . .
g o et Yottt ot
SRR P B EEEEER

track ¢

i

-2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

L0

Ratio

.Eﬁwﬂﬁ]&#ﬂ;#ww{ﬂﬂﬁt

-3 2 -1 0 1 2 3

track @

104 - -ame e IR r ---------- --
;' ' o
103 - mdme i Feseeeenedeees
o*»v: i i i i i
g .
24

fake tracks

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

H

1S)
2
T

-

S I S OUN S

i

il

T

23 =2 —

i

1 2 3
track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

e

Ratio

T

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


