N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

4 AT

N of reco track vs phi

tracks

[%] 2] 1%}
g 3 g
I I IS
= = =
S 2 [
] = 8
S
=]
(=}
] =] N =]
I T K T :
14 o4 i o4 .
it A B R L 0
o 1 : ; - 2 3 o 1 : o 1 : - 2 3
10™ 1 10 10~ 1 10 10~ 1 10
trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
OCAMCCO\AN 14 N L/ IAATN L lot/INAng TT 11
%‘@M /_' ? EEkE}lm% %\g@lchlﬂl I\/ Vl\J\)VV_J.“I‘_U_JIQIL’IIVII v HIULIIJ\{IVI_I T \Jllylllcll T O
2] 2]
U f) ﬁ Fooiiiiiiiieiiiie
I < IS I
= = = -
s 2 o
s = 8
S
=]
(=}
] : ° °
b E g :
|||||I"||||||I|£|||||||| | | I I" « ||||h I x :
Ll J i
-2 0 = -2 2 =3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n
N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |
(%] 9] %]
S S S
g s g
= = =
S 2 o
] s 8
S
=]
i=}
=] =] =]
3 s 3
14 o 14

Ratio

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


