N of reco track vs pT

[N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

] F g T &) 1%}
E10°- wTe- e peie e T e £ : £ £
AT : : g g
- = . L S 10
10°F L AEEEE : g
: : : 2
10°F : S S
o : 10
10°F i .
10; e e - 1Y S I MORRON SRS
T STt Lt Rty N SR e coeieed . H
§ ot AL 5 g R = 8 g ke
S =""5'}} TR « 114“ JHn « & :
ossk---- Tt THEHEHEL R AR L °+*++:+++]l L 11| ERRRRERE SEEEEEER-EELEEE
: i i + i i : : :
‘ot 1 10 2 2 *To 1 10 2 2 ‘ot 1 10 2 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f) tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
—_— _Ul T IIIdI
(ol rakvsd EgM :I:I:—m% e| g r h ﬂal 1£9_| modelTEST-24
Q Q [} Q
g S s g
B B 2 °
5 = g 10
3
3
j=]
10
o ERRF I ELARN] 1 i o o sufriiil "i'- o
N T ;él{HiH}H}
-l *1#{' 1# il
L {ﬂﬁiﬁ *+ 141 i + UL { o9
I L, ST A T Tt ** . i o
B3 210 T2 3 3 2 —2 S i 2 3 <
track n track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pi_|
2 : 2 2 ¢
Q N N Q Q Q
[ R R AR R R LR R s g s
Bt : B 2 °
h----- frereanenes e R = s 8
: =
2 10

Ratio

Ly

Ratio

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


