N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

] [%] 2] 1%}
S S S 3]
[ g g <
S 2 [
£ = 8
3
=]
j=]
o o =} o
© © © ©
[ R ARREREE & | 2511 001171 1 x 24 = : : :
[ S Foeneeens ORI
10 1 10 ‘o= 1 10 2 ? *To* 1 10 ? 2 10% 1 10 ? ?
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
4+ NV H
[—— ﬁ? e NEpIE) él}H M 2_X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated-0
N of reco track vs  ———— 38 —TT— :{: —i g
] [%] 2] 1%} |
S S S 5 F
[ g g < |
s 2 o
£ = 8
3
10 3
: N dH 1 o o Ik
i i .- CEo2fE:
o v i o 1w ° i
: |||i| ||| U1 &M : = =
i ] 4 i : :
ORI | AR |
09532 0 1 2 3 %32 1 0 1 2 3 R B N (R R R P B S [ T R
track n track n track n track n

N of reco track vs phi

tracks

Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

Ratio

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


