N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

1%} 9] —_— %] [%]
S ] S S
8 8 g 8
g ) 2
] ] 8
=
=]
© s cccccdccicapr e s s s mm s
; ; i | |
=] ] A M o g .
5] : : : 5] g
24 o 3 . o 24
- H 10| e | S S |
*To* 1 1I0 7 2 To* 1 1I0 7 ? *To* 1 1Io 7 ?
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
DOQM_mKFit_XiMinusPU_retrain2
—— DQM_mkFit XiMinusPUold
1%} 9] %] [%]
S ] S S
8 8 g 8
S g 2
£ 8 g
=
3
© R L T TR
o o) 2 o
: N : IR : :
24 @ o @

2

AN
-1 0 1

2 3
track n

N of reco track vs phi

tracks

0.95

23 -2 —

|

2 3

track n

1 0 1

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

E =1
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track @

fake tracks

Ratio

track n

o. : : : :
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n
N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |
7]
2 T
S H H H
k] bo..-. . P Ceeea
= N . .
2 . . .
© Re---- FER R FEEE EETEEE [ERREE
o . . .
= N . .
=1 H
© R T T TT N Pp F A
| | | | | | |
o v + + +
s L : : :
@ . . . .
B e (R R b
o. : : :
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


