N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

B

track n

] F [%] F 2] F 1%}
< - x - 4 - 4
Q L Q [} Q
I ; : € g, s €
W : : . e 0E @
i s st s 8
. o
10* 10°F 2
10° 10°F
10 10%F
Q v o E e
I T T
14 o4 14
lz [ 3 o -1 o -1 ; lz T[ 3 10t
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 10 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1
mYal b - H + 1D
BENEH— M-k
] [%] n 2] 1%}
X X o X p4
Q Q [} Q
s g r s g
o 10%F ) )
E 10 i" § 10
F =
- 3
- j=]
10°F 10
10°F 1
[ 4
10f----drenn- R R R PP E AP
E i i i i
° o +v i + + + + ° o v i
3 g : : : : : 3 g
& & | | il 0 e « ""E | i""" IH
| | ! L Pl LML L L LALLI)
B e R R RS R R %32 1 0 1 2 3
track n
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
[%] [%] %] 2]
x x 4 4
Q Q Q Q
s g s g
S 2 o
£ = 8
=
2 10
] ] <]
T I T
o4 14 @
-3 -2 -1 1

2 3
track ¢




	Contents
	Page 1


