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

1%} 0 " w
< Q2 o) o
Q L S % ¢
8 g 3 :
<= 10%E = . g8 8
E 5 = 2
: E 10 fé g
1035 §
E 10?
10°F
10
10f
l; 1
o < ° o .
8 T 1 = 2
@ 1 3 g g
1E] 0.9)
% L :Z 3 o -1 : - :2 3
10 tradf P, (Ge\;')0 10 ! 10 ad? P, (Ge\}f)
[—— RRM REt T _oase.
[ Nofrecotrackvsé —m I{_ _II:gEFgEH—nocandDNN
L2 P P 2
Q S % ¢
g g 3 :
(3] o <
E 10 fé g
=3
3
o
10
o o B . .
© 2 g g ;
@ ) g g :
0.9) :
’ R B R N (R R R

track n track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

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

1%} 9] %] [%]
x . < X X
Q N N Q [} Q
[ O S S S g 8 Q
8 g f g g
= : : = = s
: : g L &
Lo.... R S PR PR S ]
H . 5 s 151
N N =
: 3 S
e er e ameaemeaeme e 10 °©

Ratio
Ratio

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


