N of reco track vs pT

[N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

] F [%] 2] F 1%}
< x 4 - 4
Q Q [} Q
g g s Y
= 10°F s S 10k £
i E s g 107
10°k g
5
] g v : g v | ]
] 3 . 3 :
: I T[] £l |
i I
-1 2 3 -1 2 -1 2 3
10 1 10 tra(l,‘lgpT (Ge\}f) 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l?pT (Ge\}f)
H ]
%] (%] 9] %]
< x 4 4
Q Q [} Q
g g s g
] 2 @
E g 8
" =
10 3
10°F Lli
o v N N N N N e N N N N =] =] ‘
S TR NI e i T : 1l |||Ii| iIIIII I
st Wity LR IR O ||
. . . . . . . 3 . . I
o. N N N N N 0. N N N N N }
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 =3 -2 -1 0 1 -
track n track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pi_|
[%] [%] %] 2]
x x 4 4
Q Q Q Q
g g s g
- o 2 ]
= s g I
2 .
3 107
=] . . =] =] .
kS : : IS g :
o4 . . H . o4 o !
s ) ) . % 1. A )
U9FT=r T 0 1 2 3 0FT =T 0 1 2 3 0Ty 1 T2 3 OF 2 1 0 1 2 3
track ¢ track @ track ¢@ track @

3




	Contents
	Page 1


