N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

9] F %] F [%]
X F X E . . 2
g I 3 : : 8
S 104 S 10% - L EEEREREEE [RRRRRERE-REEREEE =
3 E X E _— . %
s s I A : g
10°F 10% g iy [EEEERTTE TEREEEE §'
i i P
10°F 107 M AR
E Fo ‘*::& 5
10f 1Y R ;--**—#*%e --------
1 1E—|- | | -
o 4 o - PIEE - - L
: g i g
& 1osE ¢ &
|-} - - 1
f . 0.6f il
0.7 1 : : lz 3 o -1 : lz 3 -1 0 = - :
10 1 10 "a&gp (Ge\;)o 10 1 10 trag‘lng (Ge\}P 10 10 1 10
——— ||| Il abc metowPT
S e6| | T
[ Wof reco track vs EQM ti;? etrain Z‘ngl Giter ep3 lowPT
1%} F 9] F %] [%]
X o Q2 F . . N 5 5 1] 2
Q L Q L [} Q
g ok gl g g
S i) g
E 5 F s 31
100 : g
3 . : 3
[ . e L
8 E ° K=]
T © T
4 @ 4

tracks

3

true tracks

fake tracks

track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

=
o

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


