N of reco track vs pT

tracks

Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

[%] F 2] 1%}
g F 3 g
g ol g s
p 10°F o s
] F = §
3l o
10° 2
10°F
10
1
o Y =] =]
3 s it 3
14 o4 14
11 -1
: ogsth " o . 0.7 | TTIT]
10 10™ 10 10~ 1 10
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0
fal W1 44 0O L/ IAATN L lot/INAng TT ImYTH ]
J.“f_U_JIQIL’IIVII v HIULIIJ\(IVI LI \Jllylllﬂl T O

p———
N of reco trackvs d —————

i é?ﬁéﬁﬂ%

L‘.’D-

10

e

N of reco track vs phi

tracks

'I'

1

H++H+++
ﬁtﬂ*ﬁ‘*ﬁ

?Mé :

track q)

true tracks

faYaV V]
tartfCivt SOV _

true tracks

Ratio

L0

:#jf' |1%#|'

] s i

track @

fake tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

0.

©

.‘3

5’# +*#++

| 1;++1+H+ H+}++++1+++++H++++Hf++;

if‘Lr’rHﬁ?'ﬂ* %%

track cp

duplicate tracks

Ratio

duplicate tracks

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


