N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

] F [%] 2] F (%]
< - . x 4 - X
Q L M Q [} L Q
s F : 8 g 8
10 : 2 10° 2 10°F o
i e = €t g
1035 : 1035 §
E : 102 F
102k : 10°F
I : 10 b
10k : 10k
1 . 1 1
o i i o i o o
g 109 +*#{ ; g | A6 MITLENR N . g 105 5
; ] : 1
0.9:? ----- ##% I:' - EHE -4 - 09 1 N 0.95F -
‘ot 1 1I0 o 2 ‘ot 1 10 7 2 ‘o7
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f)
| DM T —CKEORIG
[ Nofrecotrackvsé —TT— ng %8—&%'&'3
] [%] 2] 1%}
X r - X r < X
Q - Q [} Q
[ g g <
s 2 o
2 10%E = 8
S
3
j=]
10
1
) o = ) ) .-
s g 1 g 3 :
['4 24 o 14 .
[\ SEEEEE LR Feeeeee e
0.9 '
083 L L

tracks

Ratio

Ly

true tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


