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

%] F [%] F 2] F 1%}
4 x 4 - 4
Q Q [} Q
S g s Y
o 3 e E 2
3 £ s f 8 10?
Sl | . S
10°F 3
[ - ‘e i
0% 2
10f--+eseefeeennd
F ] =] =]
3 s 3
: = @ g £---H
0.95F
3 o -1 : ; lz 3 o -1 : : lz 3
trag‘lg p, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
N of reco track vs § ——— %g%- — g%'[ E h
2 g 2 g
[=} L Q [} Q
g : : : : : S < @
i1 10“5— ------------------- . S 104 = =
E : : : R e 3
E = F & 3
3L 3L . =
10°F 10°F 2 10
o o L
L R A AL b St 10°F
10
=] =]
: : " 'Il !E !
o o | | |

track n track n

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

[%] [%] %] 2]
4 4 4 4
Q Q Q Q
© © @ ©
= = = =
S 2 o
= ©
] s 3]
S

10° 2 1

° ) ° o+
3 3 3 3
24 o 24 o

0.




	Contents
	Page 1


