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S : : :
S 0% ezt T AR

E - : :
1045__...5....'-.‘, ..... . ........ ........
1035_...- .......... -‘-':' ........ ........

3 ., :
1025_.......,........i...fq_.....i ........

E : *

[+ : #

10 --crimmeee e EEEEEEER) FCREEEE
it T
L Fereeee # .

o 4 4 4 4
§105 SO
el
o -1 ; lz 3
10 1 10 trag‘lgp (Ge\;')0

[N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

true tracks
= I
o o
2 2
Ty
- .
. :

=
[S)
2
T
»
o

e

0. . i .
— 3
w1 10 . (edf

fake tracks

Ratio

duplicate tracks

Ratio

-~ 3
w1 10l @edf

DOM_CKF_TTbase

tracks

Ratio
.

1[1”1{1{]%” *{l} {Hﬂﬂﬂa +[#HH #H

0.

O 1 3

track n

N of reco track vs phi

2]

4 M

S .

8 e

= .
A S S S

=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track ¢

true tracks

i iyl ﬂm_ﬂﬂ_ﬂ_ iy

2 —2 —1 0 1 2 3
track n

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

9]
F] T
< :
N R s S
o |
R R CETETY SLPLY PIPIT IS
10*F
2 v .
g : :
@ L
et REE
o. L
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

track @

fake tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

— DQM_CKF TT retrainOldFiles125 v2 prellmWPM epoch4

H ..... ! ..........

H

track n

duplicate tracks

Ratio

3
track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

Ratio

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


