N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of reco track vs pT

© : L
g I : : : g
] IS S SO S £
FTo] MRETIRSEIOL SR e
: T : 102
N S S-S S
: H N .‘:bu 10
Y R LT o
10; L : .**.'*
; : : : +
opt l
Qv : ; £ g -
g +++,+++++++H+E}HHTHIE § foipiiens
f Y S R R Xl :
) T

”H:L?;

0. L
10" 1 10

3 =
trag‘lgzp (Ge\;')0 10" 1

10 traélg P, (Ge\}f)

%]
X
] [
g : : :
o WPy A AR
X E : : :
g .
R R R SR
E : “e :
T It . WO S
i %
102=""'6'"""""""""":'.'.'0 ..... o
E ‘*"‘1.
[ +
T O S
F

e
*To* 1 1:0 trag‘l:gzpr celf’

duplicate tracks

Ratio

10

tra&l? sz (Ge\}f)3

DOM_CKF_QCDHIghPt_base

N of reco track vs g

2 2 2 :
R SO A P A ° Y U S AL R
W LT S e T N S
Eo : : 1o, = = F = : iyl
. : i . :

[ De : Dt De : o
10% - mim s nie e AR poreraees 10 e ieneee AR R A
E D : : E e : : :

=3 -2 —1 O

il

Ratio

1 2 3

track n

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

N of reco track vs phi

tracks

true tracks

—— DQM_CKF_QCDHighPt _retrainOldFiles125 v2 prellmWPM epochl

fake tracks

duplicate tracks

track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

(2]

x

Q

©

=

2

©

e

s

3 10
10f:

o L4

g :

x 13
1-
0.9




	Contents
	Page 1


