N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

2 F g E 2 F 4
S : : : 9 S of g L
S0t Breeeeees ARREEREE £ £10°F £
10° 10°F 3
F =]
F S L
10° 10’
10° 10°F
3 -
10 10? L.
] L.
g T - g g
o 1.05 - i -1 bEdE 4373 -4 o X 15F----
& sha b *ﬂ} - & ) + :
o : T 115 W v : dilA i N : : ] E.... ...
-1 2 3 -1 2 3 -1 2 3 -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)
mYal b - 4+ NV H + 1
—— Hatd2eqt Ni y ; W_13 2_X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_mod_updatedmd-127
N of reco track vs  ———— 38 —TT— :{: —' Ud 127 [seta ]
Q B Q [} Q
s r g s g
O s b © °
10 é % %
; =
I 2 10
103_
Eo Ye
1
o o )
g ] T 1.5
14 o4 14
1
0.5) ‘
0 ;
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

N of reco track vs phi

tracks

Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

-
o
w

fake tracks

ol

track ¢@

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


