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

%] F 1% 1]
4 F . . = X
] [ : : ] (3]
T A £ £
- . : o )
EE T : & S
103 meae -.5----'— ----------------- S
E - . °
i -
DT S S N .
. v, :
. . . E . !++ .
e : : 10t :---%1,-*---5 --------
1-} ........................ ABII | IO e i .....
E V| F J V| J

-

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

0.9F- - -

08F---

S TN 111 S B
&*ﬂ ]| B
0.7 . i 0. : ; J

10 1 10 trag‘lgsz (Ge\;’)03 10" 1 10 trag‘lgsz (Ge\})03

E—— R

10*E

|IrE€}2 WP2 6iter ep3

nu
-}
(D
o

[¢]
=
™ |S
Q

[

(%)
4
[5)
s

[
Q
=

true tracks
fake tracks

duplicate tracks

-
(=}
w

-
o
S

10k

1
o - o+ ° o
T T © T
¥ 1.05) o4 14 14
-
-
0. 0.95
= 3
track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
%] 9] %] [%]
4 < . X . X
5] 3] : : 5 : : (3]
g 3 R 3 R 3
= = H . = . . =
) : : [ : : 2
=} R----- e B EEEEE <5 R----- e T EEEEE ©
E : s . 51
: : g
3
°

Ratio
o o I3
> » .
-I--I...I..

—_—

T e
-

(=] gracor oo



	Contents
	Page 1


