N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

1%} 9] %] [%]
] ] S 3§
[ g s g
o 10° o o
E 10 frfs §
=
3
107 Lo
1
il 8 2 8
3 i | 5 1 3 3
o4 ; 14 4 14
-4 q a 0 e e
Uhs i 0.9
o] JHTHIHHIRIIINT :
‘o2 = 1 1I0 7 2 o= 1 1I0 7 ? 10 1 1Ic'> ? 2 10% 1 1Io ?
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
——— ||| Il aseft ||e towPT
e6| | T
[N ofreco track vs ¢ EQM ti;? etrain Z‘ngl 6iter ep3 lowPT
1%} 9] %] [%]
o] ] S 3§
[ g s g r
[ 2 I}
g “tE 8 o
=
3
o o o) 2 /
© T © T :
@ 14 @ 14 .
T T T 2 3 R B S (S T R
track n track n track n

tracks

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

2 3
track @

fake tracks

Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

Ratio

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


