N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

] [%] 2] 1%}
< x 4 4 .
Q Q [} Q M
s g s g IR [ARRh brrmeroemeeoee
o 10° o @ :
2 10 E § Fo-e-- . -------- e
2 .
=]
j=]
10?
10
1
o . o Y =] y =]
= : 3 8 i 8
o : 14 o4 . 14
g E H H N H
0. . i 0. . . X .
-1 2 3 -1 2 3 -1 2 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0
| POM-FT—CKFORt
[N of reco track vsé —TT— gﬂg ggg—ﬁglg":
] — N P—_— [%] 2] 1%}
< . - x o 4 4
Q Q [} Q
s g s g
= 3 s 10° 5
210 8 10 g
S
3
j=]
10?
10
1
9 9 FRVE i 9
: : T
14 o4 1 14
13 | LR
0%¥3—=2 1 0 1 3 05, T2 3
track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |
[%] [%] %] 2]
x x 4 4
Q Q Q Q
s g s g
g £ : 5
E & g
=
3
j=]
=] . =] =] ] d
T X I T T .
o4 ] 14 @ 14 ]
159 e .5k
0832 1 I 2 3 52 1T 0 1 2 3

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


