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

] F [%] 2] F 1%}
< I x 4 - 4
8 o8l 8 3 8
£ 10 = 5 104k =3
g o 10 o
4 g & F 5]
10 I g
10°F- 2 10
10° E
102 E_
10% E
10
1
o +v o : : )
g 2 : 1 T 15 ¢
g | gl | LIS S
+ [ | e 4 8 S S e
: | i L : : ; ]
e 1 1I0 o 2 *To 1 1I0 2 2 ‘ot 1 1Io 7 2 ‘o l 1 1Io 7 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
| M UII Ildl bl Z LLUdI allsdblCJ. IIﬁV\%&UHI
[N ofreco track vs ¢ g plxe emprP? ep% tfbargp asel-newgeom
] [%] 2] 1%}
< x 4 4
Q Q [} Q
[ g g <
o ) o)
E k] g
3
2 10
1=
g e ; ° e g =
g : : : : : § : * : : : : § 2
e mﬂmﬁ*ﬁ e H': : ;H*ﬂ”*ﬁ“ﬁ* |
R R . T R S 0%
track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pi_|
[%] [%] %] 2]
x x 4 4
Q Q Q Q
& g g <
= ) 2 2
E k] g
I3
21
) o g +v
3 3 3
ox & 1!5_u_“_|_:. 1Al i ddr « 117 S 1 A R A 4 H
FHAHHR .T..m*“*”.,. e
CSFT T 0 12 3 0¥ T o0 1 2 3 3 T T o0 1 2 3

track ¢ track @ track cp track @



	Contents
	Page 1


