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

2 2 2 [
Q Q [} Q
g g g <l
[} 2 o
H s 8107
a
=]
o
1072
107
° ) Je! o 1
3 : 3 3 3
o +T1 14 o 24
+--+1-1 - 3 a.e- - - H1- 15 20 0 -1t : % o o EEER [ )| S R R —
s 1 1I0 o 2 *To 1 1I0 02 2 107 1 1I0 7 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
[—— E M_I”EE“_Eidbg“ e _towPT
mKEI selinesiter, | T .
[N ofreco track vs ¢ —m |{— ? etfrain Z‘ngl Giter ep3 lowPT
1%} 9] %] (%]
3 ; 3 ] S
g g g <l
© ) °
2 s 8107
=
3
o
1072

Ratio
Ratio

-1 0 1 2 3

|

N of reco track vs phi

3 =3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

tracks
true tracks
fake tracks

=
o
h

duplicate tracks

1072

g ° ) o 1
5 F 5 i 5
o 3 14 o 24
I 1 b 0.5k i
R e 1 2 3 02 1 0 1 2 3 R 1 2 3 3= 10 1 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


