N of reco track vs pT

tracks

%)
X
5}
s

tracks

Ratio

F [%] F 2] 1%}
[ s f S S
oL S ., s g
10 < 10 = =
S 2 [
] = 8
10° §
10?
: I 1
10 : [-
. i i i i | i
Ly . [ ] =] Q Vi .
: | 3 = z
[ LR LD L : e LI || O S SO S
Tty . .
o -1 : ; :z 3 o -1 : ; :2 3 : ; 2 o -1 : : :z 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 1 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
DOM_TT__ORIGINAL
——— DQM_TT_MODIFIED layerProcv2_PRVersion
[%] 2] 1%}
S S S
g s g
3 s 5
E g 8
= :
3
j=] .
- A i i i i |
=] Q v N
S 1T e '
o4 14
I AR |
2 -1 0 2 B T e R R N R
track n
[%] %] 1%}
: S : S S : : :
] o . g o . Tttt Yttt ettt
: s | ° s | : 5
: s ] § I :
N N = N N
. . 5 . .
e F e e me e renean © e P y o
[T PO FUU VU PO TN
=] =] o v N
= ] 3 : .
14 @ x . .
[ CREEEELEEEEY. ARETEI EERTEIPEE 1
08T 1T 0 1 2 3

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT
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