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

2 F 2 ¢
& 1ok g 8
© ° °
E K] g
E3
o
-% - o, : % -% 14 %
R i LTI o o 1o o
A A — ;}ﬂf 1 1
; i A T T T 08 : : N : ; ;
D'10’l 1 10 2 2 101 1 10 2 ? 10 1 10 10t 1 10 2 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 traélg P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
mYal -ty Dl
f—— gg":m = gzg M Hﬁsgaza’g;ginomﬁleslzs v2_prelimWPM_epoch4
Nof recotrackvs § —MRFEIt6—XIM PU-| inOldFiles125 v2 prelimWPM epoch4 fo e ]
Q Q [} Q
g g g <l
[} 2 )
2 NS 8
[}
o
o o o
3 3 g
24 o @
B = R | R N R |
track n track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pi_|
2 2 2 2
Q Q [} Q
g g s g
= © 2 ]
2 NS 8
10% §
10%F
o o ; ; ; ; ; : o o
5] . g : ; ; ; : : 5] “ g
I m+.+..+. .+.+... e +++¢, b & 1_1m++@wfi%wﬁ¢+¢+ﬂjﬂ+t+mﬂw & g
. . . . . . 1.2
;'::'HHH':':.":':H:Y'}I.:H.:HHH:: A:E:'HLiHHrHHJH:.:‘—H:I.:HH;:HHE:

3 -3 -2 —1 0 1 2 3
rack @ track @ track ¢@




	Contents
	Page 1


