N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

1%} n 9] F %] n [%] F
g r s o s r g [
g OF 210 e
s s g
0'F s B
10°F
10f----rmrarrnes
il Q v . . 2 8
3 : : g : i 5 g
I T :.....uu:ullll”l & ||l. ..:..ullll||:|| & &
T [ L
o -1 : : :z 3 o -1 : : :z 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 traélg P, (Ge\}f)
DOM_CKF_TT_base_noSel
——— DQM_CKF_TT baseT125 noSel
%] n 9] %] [%]
3 f 3 3 : g
g r 8 g . g
Y R A SR ° ° L . °
“ E i |
[ [ ; Ej
N N ©
10°- : £ .
104 i [EREEE R 104 i [EEEEE P LEREEE
T Froseshoeeedee 10°---rineniees Pressieeesdeens
F i i i i i F i i i i i 2
2 Y N 8 2 Y N 8
g N il g g il g
! g i ] j|
0BT 0 123 B T R R R R A
track n track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
9] %] [%]
S ] S
8 s g
g 2 2
5 s 8
3 \4
3 10
10°F
g -k
g :
4 <
1 I
0.95L2 N N N N N N o. N o. . N N N N N N o. . N N N N N N
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track ¢ track @ track ¢@ track @



	Contents
	Page 1


