N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

%] F T T [] F T 4] ]
BE S Rl A A PR S o o
F = : £ F £107 ]
N NSO SRR S S 5
10 SRR CRCRERE T ORRARED 10F 2
E : 4 +$*'KW*1¢#+ ] E 10
3 : D F : 3
. tiat L tH
10f-eereieeee {Jf-,- ------- TR 10f
b ; 0%
g i { +' i { { +. + ¥
o . . 2 S 1
| R SRS e 3 3
24 . + @ o
N + 0.5]
F| EEPTEEN FEE B T : :
: I ] : v ] 0 :
-1 2 3 -1 2 3 -1 2 3 -1
10 1 10 tra%ﬁ) P, (Ge\%) 10 1 10 [ra&lg P, (Ge\}f) 10 tra%&) P, (Ge\}f) 10 1
| [r— ggM_g llg EMUE*ig_HI EE_EL{IIU
ng|eMu mK
[[Nofreco track vs —gIngleMuPtI0-mKEit—TOoRescaleBoth
(%) T T T T T T T T T %) )
s : 3 S
g | g g
£ £ S
E s

Ratio

tracks

0.9F

0.8

Ratio

track n

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

Ratio

Ratio

fake tracks

-3 -2

-1

1

2

3 4
track n

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4
track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |




	Contents
	Page 1


