N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

1%} F 9] F %] [%]
x - x - X X
Q L Q L [} Q
! U £ £ £
10 E g 10 2 s
i £ g g107Y
1035— §
2.
10 E 1072
1)) S R ST PR 1) PP TP NP
[ 10°°
1F
g wwf ’ g ’ ’ ° o | 3
T : T : K T T :
< bt il €t LU @ N T A
FEFITIY iy Froo :
0. : L ! 0. : ! . 0. . . o : :
-1 2 3 -1 2 3 -1 2 -1 2 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
—— D |||' EitS_TToft=towpt
i n-téw t
[Nof reco track vs o EQM El{ T \Wderaik specPLess3-lowpt
Q Q [} Q
[ g s g
g £ 2104
s 8 810
g
1072
8 2
T ©
14 @
B T e N (R R R
track n track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pi_|
L2 : ] kY e
Q N Q [} Q
g L..... PR R s P g g 8
SRR e R LEEERE 3 £ % -1}
. =] 8 810
: g
1072
107
8 2 o b
T © ©
14 @ 14
0.5k i
5= 1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


