N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

d (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

]  —— [%] 2] 1%}
< x 4 4
Q Q [} Q
g g s Y
= 5 = =
S 2 [
= 2
£ S 10 g
S
=]
(=}
10k :3d::::
=] ] Q v N y =]
T I T K : T
o4 14 @ T ERRRRR TR AR 400 e 14
K N (O R T T EEE PP PP
0.95F 1 N K111 i :
osstl : : pa i : , of : : .2 .
10~ 1 10 10~ 1 10 10~ 1 10
trag‘lg p, (Ge\;')0 trag‘lg P, (Ge tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
Ho Joro INAT\ Alat/IMVAVNA TT  ~Aricin o im]]
HeeHs W—H4—0-b5/sreMP-pletHBOM—FF—eoriginalPY
N of reco track vs § ———— — —|
%] (%] 9] %]
X X X X F----7
[=} Q [} O keeaata
g g s g
= s = =
s 2 o
s = 8
S
=]
(=}

||||Ii I HIIIM".!II EIIII Il IHII
. LR

N of reco track vs phi

Ratio

.3
track n

tracks

Ratio

u.u

| IHIHIILIIII;“IMH

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

track n

Ratio

i

true tracks

3

Ratio

fake tracks

l
3

1]
[

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

=
o
h

duplicate tracks

1072

=] d
g . :
4 2 .
(1) EEPPP PEPRE FRT | EETEE R PEREE
o . N
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


