N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

1%} F 9] F %] [%]
x - x - X X
g f g f g g
£ £ £ S
Q
g
] ] I3
a
10° 3
104 R R PR PP PR PP PP
E o+ ¢
10
I3
o =t ] ) X]
s : 3 3 3
[ P 14 4 14
06f----- = -
B H H N i
10 1 10 ples ? 10 1 10 fles Mo
track'p_ (Ge! track'p_ (Ge
[—— B ‘V._\mi\F. S fol B
[N ofreco track vs ¢ —mk ]I-{_ 0 B-fixCIoner fo e ]
(%) i Y T - %) p— %) %)
= L - - - x X X
g g g g
£ £ g £
S g 2
5 8 8
=3
3
o
2 8 2 8 -
T T T T : ; :
o 14 14 14 . . .
05| eremmneeraanan ﬁ
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n track n
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
1%} 9] %] [%]
x < X X
Q Q [} Q
g 8 s g
= 5 s 1
[}
g
5 s 51
o
3
T
2 8 2 8
s 3 s 3
o 14 14 14

-3

-2




	Contents
	Page 1


