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

[%) - [%] [%) %) T
5 ] ] ] :
g g g g [ Prenees R
£ s = = :
g0 % g bl P
g :
3
102 R A A
1
) e [} i °
g *ﬂ% LT R 2 1“ 1N g
@ ! ‘I k : o k 24
0.9F ----T bq- - - 0.9---—T-_-ri- -------------
E{TLNS : :
‘ot : 1 1I0 7 2 ot 1 1Io 7 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0
TThk
[‘I"g};gégmgﬁgresl%_vz_prelimWP_epoch4
+ es125 v2 prelimWP_epoch4
2 - 2 7]
3 s
£10° s g
=
3
10
o Pt ° 2
g 3 g
@ o @
0.9 05
N ; o ; ; ; ; ;
B2 10 T 2 3 e R ] T2 3
track n 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 Q [} Q N N
S S g ) e
= = = = . .
g i e | :
= A R R R
= ] g o - : H - H
= N N
3 .
© e
2 8 2 8 ] 5
g = ] g . .
o 14 @ 14 ] .
[ TETPT PPPRE R Feeeedeeeeiens
ofd :
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

3
track ¢@ track @



	Contents
	Page 1


