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ilf’ """" e
St S
o
Y S S SRR S
T
ofp v R T
. 1; """ ; """" ;% """ ﬁﬁﬂf'h
A T 11 (T e
e i
-l

trag‘lg Zp (Ge\;’)03

[N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

s f : : :
E10°F e FRRRER AR
] E T : :
3 F -~ : :
“1045._.....'.._.; ........ FERTPITE e
Pvs] S TS A ........ ........
E £l . .
E . :
) SRRSO NS R SO
¢+ﬁ:
1ty
i 1

fake tracks

Ratio

L R A oo e
E oot : :
- = N
o= : :
10%frereogsm s e SRRERERE
:: = . .
3 P : :
Ll S A T

10F

sociated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

duplicate tracks

Ratio

DOM _mKFT_TT
DOM_mkFit TT

base
retrain

N of reco track vs g

tracks

0 TN T m#ﬂ +*

b
f ****ﬁf“h **Hm fﬂ**f *H#

3
track n

tracks

N of reco track vs phi

Ratio
.

1H+++ +} ++++ +H'{H+H++H +§=

: —3 —2 —l O

1 2 3
track ¢

true tracks

o - i i
& st - *-*"'i*ﬂ\‘#
‘E {H{ﬁ} h# ﬂ#m ﬁ#}t iﬁ*

083 T ]
track n

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

fake tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

o
-

-3 l

track cp

duplicate tracks

Ratio
-

........................

-2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n

sociated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

Ratio
-

-2 -1 0 1 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


