N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

%) o F T T ) %)
s [ S [ : : S S
s : : : g : : g 8
TA0E sy HER R Pk SRR A R 6 @
E 5 : : 2 F & : 3 %
P [ E : = 2
o e : : s e : E3
I e A 1% = P E
E LR . ; L e
1025"""'. """ ‘.".' """" [ 1025 N
E . ‘." . o N
i : ¥ : I :
[1 AR *EH -------- 10 ¥
R I R ] :
| | il
Qo v . y 9 Q v N 2 . 8
S et TN IE 1 g : S ool g . L g
TR ] i i : Bl i | 2 S S
0.95fFf-----2- 0.95] : : &} . - (Y o0
1 :H’ i i i . i i . : :
101 2 101 2 3 ) -1 2 ) -1 2
10 1 10 tra%ﬁ) P, (Ge\%) 10 1 10 traélg P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 traéQ P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 tra%& P, (Ge\})0
L
[ == —BkE “E§RL
Nofrecolrackvsd | — — E z E_ ] [I fo eta ]
2] M M 1%} %] (%] M M
g g g B AR R RRRE AR R
- g 8 3 :
E »‘E 8 " : v
= .
10° 3

Ratio

tracks

Ly L) JI|||1 LLLL||||1J.r.|| 1:J.L|l|
‘LTII !TTII Illll' mlrﬂl el 1
ool i +++{,++H+;

track n

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

it

3

track n

..................................

-1 0 1 2 3

duplicate tracks




	Contents
	Page 1


