N of reco track vs pT

[N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

2 F 2 F g
P, s f g
510 590tk =
v o 1UF @
E s 8
10* I 3
10°F 3
10° =
10°F
10? F
10
10 E
I3
P e o o
i & g M
T 1T 0.8
! () EERERFEERREL S |
i - 0.6}
-1 2 3 1 -1
10 1 10 trag‘lgp (Ge\;’)o 10 10
= ||| Il base:
EgM |{ ZI:II reEraln noCandDNN
[N ofreco track VS | etrain™
1%} 9] %] [%]
x x X X
Q Q [} Q
[ g s g
S g 2
5 8 8
=
3
o
o ° in H C I o o
= {ﬂ N# = i" 13 = 2
© * < 3 *“i- © <
14 tant 14 . 0 14 14
H’ﬁ m N*ﬁ H*m Qmﬂﬂﬂ% }M |18 SN O || 1
: . Lo /P AL i AN h
) o ; ;* ; ; Q : 4 0 ; ; ; H
2 3 =3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 =3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n track n track n

tracks

1H*+«+*‘**+4**+4++«—+++++“‘F” ++’4

g_gi}ﬁﬁﬂ d’ sy .H;“if“' ’“”F”’ ’H

-3 -2 -1 O 1 2 3
track ¢

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

-
Q

fake tracks

Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

=
o
F

Ratio

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


