N of reco track vs pT

[N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

[%] 3 %) 3 [ F T %)
S F S F § N : S
£10°F g ) I . SO P g
) e E “ @
i; E A 8
W B AL AU SO SO S
F E (=}
10°F F
102 '+
B (ORI
10 g : %ﬁ#} ~f
! Lo 0
| /| Ml
g 1 : g g : - g
& 105 & & 14 {1 g :
| ; ] | L T
o -1 : lz 3 o -1 ; l :2 3 o -1 = = :2 3 o -1 ﬁ[ l :z 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 traélg P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
mYal b - DOV H 1
—— HAatd24eqt [ Sronie Mgy 2 > 2_X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated-0
N of reco track vs  ———— 38 _¢""gl-dFH @_abég @WM_ - Q - Q -up

o. : : : : :
= -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n
N of reco track vs phi
%]
1] T
S . .
3 bo.... P . Leeeedeae R :
5 . .
SRR P B EEEEER .
Peas o™ "'éﬁo(:’ﬂ o S o m’:'*";;;‘.;"é"éﬁ%,
. - .

Ly

Ratio

-3 -2

-1

1

true tracks |—F

b ]
ol

track n

1
o R (|

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

g B ooroobooior b
o . s .
o3

track @

fake tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

2]

x

(5]

g

Q

<

e

E

2 10
1

o v

3

14
F . AL

0. i L -3

=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

2]

X

Q

I

5

@ :

[+ .

8 :

g N

2 10
B

o

‘r'“‘ .

¥ 2
15F
E




	Contents
	Page 1


