N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

1%} 9] —_— %] [%]
x x X X
Q Q [} Q
[ g s g
S g 2
] = 8
=
=]
o
il . § o 2 8
g E e d 8 105 TR g g
I i £ TR
0-95F ] .H:'l TITH f 0.95f m i’ -
o -1 lz 3 o -1 : ; lz 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f)
—— BRVERE R sen
[N ofreco track vs ¢ g —m |{— etraln€}2 WP1 6iter_ep3
1%} " N N P—_— 9] P— N %] [%]
x e - — x o b X X
Q Q * . [} Q
[ g s g
o 10° o o
E 10 fc‘g §
=
3
© R L T TR
10°
10
o q 9 o 8 v
5 : g 5 £ :
@ i i 14 @ 14 .
L 09 R FEC | I
TS0 T 2 3 T T 2 3 P B S [ R
track n track n track n track n
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
1%} 9] %] [%]
x < X X
Q Q [} Q
g 8 s g
3 ) 2
] = 8
=
10° 3
8 =i 2 8
T 1 © ©
x 1 @ 14
0.95f “F
o 52 1T 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


