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

1%} F [} F 2] (%]
x - x - X X
Q L Q o Q
s : : : g g s
W : : g 10 2 o
- % ] = 8107
10° : 5
o
2
10 1072

F -3
1K 10
o F o ° o 1
T 1 3 3 3
o4 14 4 14
ook (O R T T EEE PP PP
o2 1 10 7 2 o2 1 1I0 7 ? 10 1 1Io 7 2
trag‘lgp (Ge\;')0 trag‘lgp (Ge\}f) traé‘l?pT (Ge\;')0
——— E M ||| |15 IYHU%E{Q‘EH =t E
[ Nofreco track vs ¢ g { ;EMmus RIEW e aut specPLess3
¢ E ¢ £
g g g
3 3 s
2 s 8107
=
3
o
1072
8 o
g ] + | s
o9 o e
0.8
0z 7 3 P S (S T R
track n track n track n

N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|

. H#{* ++ W*H H+H+H+{{ o #*ﬁﬂ%’fﬁﬁﬂ” H*H#ﬂm ) i

track q) track (P



	Contents
	Page 1


