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

tracks

10 SREPEPEFIPIPIREE FRRCRERED SRRRERLE

true tracks
fake tracks

duplicate tracks

o v o v <] =}
E: E : E & E
i ﬁ#*ﬁﬁ## 1 1 1 P : : | : :
4 : ! ! : ; : : : : :
0951 : . - 5 0951 . . o . 1?;'4*“*#4"" Toooos TS T
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 traélg P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
— _un Illdl
(ol rakvsd EgM :I:I:—m% e| g r h ﬂal reg | modelTEST-24
8 8 g 8
= °© ° @
E & g
=
3
o H M M M . <} <} =}
g ﬂ : I : : *: : H.l. 5 g g
Hiaeing
09835 —'1{ U B

N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|

E g [ IRICE SUSEAROR SO - g
[} [} . ]

E k] ;H++\c ¥y ﬂ+++ ++++++ g

10* + 3

#%4{# . * H *.H:* E— AL

LA S e e P————

o . . . . . . . o st
g : : : : : : : 3 :
@ . . . . . 14 .
S R
3 2 10 1 C¥ZT 1 0 1 2 3
track ¢ track ¢@ track @



	Contents
	Page 1


