N of reco track vs pT

tracks

Ratio

[N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

tracks

Ratio

F [%] F 2] 2]
- X - X X
b P g g
10°F- = s =
g 2 @
F = & ©
10t 2
=]
(=}
10°
10°F 3
Ey ot
F I+
10 G16) TP ERRE FEPERRR
- 1
o v o H 3 =]
A g T : k 1: - - IS
x 1 o4 : : 14
. g
o -1 : : 2 3 o -1 ; lz 3 o -1 : : lz 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 10 traélg P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0
— OTT Illcll
Moo maived EgM ZH % e| 8 r h {ﬂal r§g modelTEST-24
% 2 g
g s g
° e o
2 10 = 8
g

0.

: T

: EN ; +'+.1 :

ot 3
track n

N of reco track vs phi

tracks

Ratio

m- -, - poas- - Tty
".. "0'““'. .q..uuoa,!,
- v H

Ly

track ¢

Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

fake tracks

i
’*++H+++“++’M*””*“+W

1=
0.5 wwﬁﬂﬁm+wﬂ+mw R S A !
A L A SR L S S
-3 T o0 12 3 T T 0 1 2 3
track @ track ¢@

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


