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2 [ g g
8 8 105 8 - : : 8
- §lo §1°4 Ut o o o
= 10"; “ . g
F =]
o (=}
10k
102;
10k
ik
o o v o
& E E
1
*To* 1 10 o ° To* 1 1I0 : 2 ? “To* 1 1Io 7 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f) tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
— M T —_mkFit v ung Ildl
oy @é 2legranni/s ?%1 d dy24/CMSSW_13 2 X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_mod_updatedmpd-127
2 ¢ FrooTo e P P
g g g g
. s ° @
2 10* s g
g
3 10
10°
102
“ﬂw‘ﬂ:l,r +H+H+§I*++H+ ﬁﬁﬁw{*

track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
2 g T 2 g
Q Q N N Q Q
g g 2 Tttt e g g
= = . : = E
© . : ® I .
=2 F----- FERRR S EEEEE LR [ERERDY 8 S .
N g N
2 10
N\
| i i i i i | | i i i I I |
o v o v T T T T o o N
s 3 Fb : : IS g F
o4 o4 . H o4 4 .
e $H-+ H%Ir -H'-F 2
B *.+++ H 1
0. 0.958% L 1
-3 -2 —1 3




	Contents
	Page 1


