N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

sociated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

] [%] I 2] 1%}
S S [lleeiiiiiliiIiIIIIIIIGIIIIIIL S S
g I e g £
@ e o
£10 s S10E
= E
s F
2 E
10k 107
] 1 107
o = T = o = ° o
g NI RER R N N N e 3 - g
LR iﬂm 5ol Y o SRR S 1| 05
11&#1 A H -1 .;.Z... L. ] 171 A HUL it 2 ] 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10
TOiEd u:-tpg tthar-phaset-mrewgeom
ef2 tthal-phasel-newaeom
xel|é‘EE:’€sl’1|eZ‘gR step tetlﬁar-pha “newgeom
-~ 2 F- - 2 2 F
£10° = 8
3
3
j=]

i

= - = 3
track n

N of reco track vs phi
%]
1] . T T T
S . . . .
3 T TR
5 H .

SRR P B EEEEER

Ratio

il

-2 -1 0 1

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

|

i

|I

|

I
3

-
o
S

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

it

e

track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

P
o

duplicate tracks

107%F

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


