N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

0 F (%] F %] F 1%}
B4 - . . < - X - X
[} L . . [} [} - [5]
g . H g 8 ]
. (] Q Q
p : E 3 g
: =
=
. . o
: 10°F
: : 10°F
L 1 s
[ : : 1,_# [
10 ---rmmgmmemenes presmesemenens - 10F
o +vof I I I k=) o wwof o
5] : g g 5] = =
o4 . ¥ § 14 4 14
1%%%- HE 4
A i 0.
o -1 : : 2 3 0 -1 : - 2 3 0 -1 : : 2 3
10 1 10 tra%ﬁ) P, (Ge\%) 10 1 10 traélg P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 traéQ P, (Ge\}f)
| _"‘: . € f“ll*
N of reco track vs d ———— EﬂE | E ﬁm{
2] F 1%} %] (%]
~ [ : X~ N N N S S
[5) ' 3} : . . 5} 5]
st : ] : : : I 8
0%k -- B R R Tt TP PP o o o
E E s g
[ ™ g_
10? -
[ . .
10% TRRRRI IRRREE: R E
3 .
2 o
3 3
14 14

3

track @

true tracks

2 3
track n

fake tracks

321 o 1. 2 3

track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

Ratio

P
o
R

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


