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 g g g
S g 2
E 8 810
=
=]
o
] i 10™
i ] il
9o o o j | i)
& | i & { g 1 1 | O o &
=+ T H H|+ v:q -+ - b o - -+ - 1.1 .' '- __________ 05----
. , ; : ) : ; B3I ] : : :
10t 2 3 10t 2 3 -1 -1 2 3
10 1 10 trag‘lgp (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘lgp (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 trag‘lgp (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l?pT (Ge\}f)
= E M |||' E:la 'f" |u t
[[Nofreco track vs 4 g |{ T aull? specPLess3-lowpt
1%} 9] %] [%]
x - x X X
Q - Q [} Q
g g g <l
5] 2 Q
10? E = 8
=
3
o

i

i |

track n

=3

Ll
“

I
Ul

il

track n

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

el bl
0¥ZFT 21 0 1 2 3
track @

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

vsf- i
B . U R
track n

U
N

Ratio

track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


