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

9] F %] F [%]
S s ]
€0 g g
‘q;) 10 — 2 E
] F ] §
T TS N N ST 5
O e i SLLL Lt b
B+
IR0 R R ¢ SRR
] I S L
Qv : ° °
kS : | i ] 3 E
e il i L x e
il :
o -1 : : :z 3 o -1 ; :z 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f)
—— BN e aE s 32 ogsel
[N ofreco track vs ¢ g — — —reEraln | ||esﬂ§—v8 noSel
(%] F T T T T T (%) F T T T T T i) F %]
s : : ; s ., : : : : : s F s
10°F : 2 10° L 10°E" o
- : . S s f- . g 10
[ : s i =
Fa : 10°g~ Fe 3
10%fr e rgrern i Perresmeesadiane E T FARREALREL L EERLR L EEE
° °
] ]
@ @
J )
0.! L i i : : 0. L L i i i 0. L L i
232 1 0 1 2 3 >3 2 I 0 1 2 3 >3 2 T 0 1 2 3
track n track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
9] %] [%]
S ] ]
8 s g
s g g
5 s 8
=
31
o
T
@
CSFT T 0 12 3 0¥ T o0 1 2 3 ST 0 12 3 o

track ¢ track @ track ¢@



	Contents
	Page 1


