N of reco track vs pT N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

10 HH

] [%] F N Frrrrrrer s e e e, 1%}
2 f - - - g f : : 2 ‘ : ¢
g [ : : : g L : : 8 8
T : 5 . e”‘”..; : ' e 10° 2
3 : : 2 : <
- = - . e 151
I P : : I T : =
1% g EERPPRE SERTRER 1%t w RARRRLEE ARREREEE E]
E Poe : E Poe : 10?
| Poe : | . :
] I R A 2l
10°g; SRR : 107 O
Fe ¥ N v
i ¥
10 *#* -------------- T0) NS IS 71
! TT

% T REEERTTE -l |1 TR PP % [ R R REEE: - i 1, | AR TR % 1.4F %
2 S # ........... 2 S TS |11 € 1f &
P e ; e ; ] 0.8f] : I ; ;
=) -1 3 -1 -1 2 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)

%%?{ﬁlﬁ W_13 2 X 2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_mod_updatedm 27
127

]
'Zamz’

T —— 3@@5% éizgﬁ'

tracks
true tracks
racks

fake ti
auplicate tracks

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

tracks

true tracks
fake tracks

duplicate tracks

Ratio
Ratio

Ratio
Ratio

tﬁ;i#?#&ﬁ%

track q) track (p

gi
TH‘
%
&‘*
—-H—-l-
“—z-ft




	Contents
	Page 1


