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%}
< I x 4 - 4
Q o Q [} Q
[ g g <
%] 2 @
E s 8
=
3
o T ¥ o [} )
g A g g g
0.8frr * -1
06l PR S | D 0.8 s ; :
-1 2 T 103 = 2 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 traélg P, (Ge\}f)
DOM_TT__Original_Towpt
—— DOQM_TT__ Original-pLess_lowpt
2 F 2 2
g g 8
§ 10 o s
= & g
10° ! Ey
. o : :
L e A AL b Skl 10° : .
H : Y
4 + ¥ : : t
10 10fg--deeen R R EEE R EEEE T
1 | SRR ool B
° ° ° — ) ' °
3 g ] R I 5"'f'-"+" R T 3
e © ogfft--:- © oof ”"+*+++ﬂﬂ+“f*}4 &
. ot gt b
0. 0| I ¥ H" i E-1' } ¥ 1*-3
0z B R B e S )
track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |
2 2 : 2 2
3] 5 : : : ' O 5}
g E  Rrreeerimeeecreeegeeeereeeed g g
= ° : : : : ° °
2 peeees Feeeedeenes Peeeedeees Feeees . X g
L en = hott7 * . g
e R T RN R 3
DA : MRS e s e

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track @




	Contents
	Page 1


