N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

d (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

W Frrrrraiiiiiriiiii %] %] %)
T e SRR R 3 ] S
g g g <l
10° 10 2 g
2 8 g10°
a
=]
o
10? 10?
""" 102k
10 :
il i 10°
o s i i i o v o o
© d N N © © ©
24 o | | @ o 24
' R ¢ HN T 1 0.5
e 1 1I0 2 2 *To 1 1I0 02 2 ot 1 1I0 2 2 107 1 1Io 7 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
DOM_mKFIt_TT_retrain-Towpt
— DQM_mkFit_TTold-lowpt
1%} T T T T T 9] T T %] [%]
] ] S 3§
g g g <l
S g 2
E 8 g107
a
3
o

i
i

T
II! 2

=3 -1 3
track n
N of reco track vs phi
2]
o . T T
S . .
3 T TR
SRR P B EEEEER

) "||"I‘Il{}""Ew""p;"ml“”
n: ] I
A

=3 -2 -1 1 2 3
track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |
%]
] T
S . .
g R
5 : .
g . .
2 R P S PRTTE PR
102
o 1w
T
o4
0.

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

|

=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

Y
S

duplicate tracks

107%F




	Contents
	Page 1


