N of reco track vs pT N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

2 2 2
8 8 8
B 2 s
£ 8 g
3
=]
j=]
o [} )
A nie | S T 1 : E
] i 7 H . L y -]
1 1 . ---- -1
‘o= ' 1 1I0 I 2 2 10 .11 1I0 7 ? “lo* 1 1Io 7 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0

Crrmmre] —— BOM BRelcPECHI0R CesD b Diasit Towgeom =

%] 9] %]
X - : < X e
[=} Q [} Q
IS4 L IS4 © IS
= 5 = E
s 2 o
s = 8
E
10 El
l . "I | : : . gl :
=} =] . =]
T I T
) 1 | MM |I‘ | - )
| SEEERE T H I i ERR AR
PN 11111:01(088 11 :
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
2 g 2 g
Q Q Q Q
IS} IS4 © IS
= = = =}
S 2 o
] s 8
S
=]
i=}
=} =] =] i ¥ . o
T I S LSERFRERE- - - 1+ EE R T .
14 o4 o4 5 h . 14 .
1 “ 4+ ¥ L. [I. . :
0 L ot
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

track @ track ¢




	Contents
	Page 1


