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N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

sociated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

22 9] F-----o1--------r-reeeermeeeenes %] [%]
g g M- g <l
Tk 0 10°E ®© E
E i 510
a
- =]
o
10? 10%F
_____ E 1072E:
105_ 105—
i ik 107
PRI e e o § 1110 j o Pt : 9 °
g : + T ; s -ﬁ...H H 9111 2 g
[ S o v o 1 x ; : ! o 13
og-hﬂ#ﬂ{ * I | B 0.9—---1-+|e- S R 1L ) EEEEE 05
‘ot 1 1I0 2 2 ‘o 1 1I0 02 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f)
— BRVERRE e
[N ofreco track vs ¢ g —m |{— —reEraln noCandDNN
1%} 9] %] [%]
X r A S S e X 4
Q [ N R L L Tl T e S P [} Q
g g g <l
S g 2
510° = S 10
a
3
o
10 E 10°
| E 107
o o I ) o F o
g g ST [ B g
14 14 E | il x 14
0.9 i | i ! B
0a |¢| | o
; =T 0 T2

%)
X
S
g
5

10
2
T
24

0.

0.

©

N of reco track vs phi

track n

R

L

i

-

i

track ¢

W

-2 3
track n

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

fake tracks

Ratio

-2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n

associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


