[ N of simulated tracks vs pT |

" C T T T [%]
3 E : : : a
st : : : =
8 107 ™ e e P e fSIppe
o E P, : B 10
=) 3 : e N >
c L s - : =
S 1ne . : 2
@ 107 PR e S
= E . - . [0} 2
r : e x 10
: -
LOPfmmminrneeeeeees Beeeeeee e
E : *
C g ¥ 10
L o H
A ------------- e H e 1]
o suob Ll -] o suof=
: TG |
o ‘lllluuullllll“l” : @ I
;_“'[TTTTTTTTTT]']']']'l||||||‘ B
0.95— '2 . 0.95— : : '2
10™ 1 10 10™ 1 10
‘?‘B P, (Ge\})o ‘?‘B P, (Ge\})o
—=— DQM_mKkFit_baseline
— —e— DQM_mkFit_baseline6iter
@ —— DQM_mkFit_TT_RetrainV2_WP2_6iter_ep3
1% n
0} s - a
© —
= I ko]
< Q
o o
=) =]
< 5
g -
IS 8 10°E
— Q L
x

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs pT |

Ratio

[ N of simulated tracks vs phi |

TrackingParticles

Ratio

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs phi |

Reconstructed TPs [




	Contents
	Page 1


