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

L ¥ L2 ¥ 2 F ¢
[} F [3] F [ L Q
£10°F S0’ g g
e 2 ]
[ 5 ] 8
=
=]
o
: 2
+J§llll| E:
Pt ,:”Ill ....... P U I
*To* 1 1I0 7 2 To* 1 1I0 07 ? *To* 1 1Io 7 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0
DQM_V000I_R0O00000001__Global___mkFitOLD__RECO
——— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitNEW _ RECO
g g g g
5 ] s 5
§ % 10 f:; 102
=
3
10? -
10
1
o v
¢ S
14
095353 0053t} 0BT T 0 1 3 00— T 3
track n track n track n track n

N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|

1%} 0 %] (%]
x X X X
Q Q [5] Q
8 g g 8

3 ) g [

£ 8 8 :

g .

______________________ 2 10

0w

3

24

CSFT T 0 12 3 0¥ T o0 1 2 3 o

track @ track ¢



	Contents
	Page 1


