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 [} L M Q
g g0 Y T St SN T R O
3 10 s 10°E = : : s
! = R 8 10°
. : 10 10° §: §
: i S
. 2
: 10 10°F 10
: 10F
L : 1t
o ' r " o v o v F o Lu
T : R ! I T T
@ : . . x @ x
1 ---:- -IH? ﬂHM-:N -+ --+-¢ ®HI" Lt oot n et Attt Bl TE e
H»HHI b b 0.95
o -1 : - lz 3 o -1 : : lz 3 o -1 : : lz 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
[—— RRNMFTT_—prigm f
[N of reco track vs é — —IHI H }/’EWB8—BH
] [%] 2] 1%}
X F-- s s X - X X
Q - . .. Q H [} Q
[ g g <
s 2 o
5 = g 10°
=
3
j=]
10
9 T T T T H 9 . T T 9 FRVE
8 : : : : 3 : =
2T 0 1 2 3 08I 1 0 o

track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

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

tracks

true tracks
fake tracks

duplicate tracks

N N S
P, Ty S :
ATl A P""‘?""O-*"Tm,""b

Ly

Ratio
Ratio

L

*i+

-3 - =3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track ¢ track @

+++++f+++++j}+++++§+++++§ﬂ+++§+++++} {#HH}HHHHH}



	Contents
	Page 1


