N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

| N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

£ 3 2 F A [4] E
% I % 8 % 105-
=107 =10° = 10'F = 0F
E N § f
= = [ 2 10%k-
10° 10°F -
E 5 r
E 10°E-
10° 10°g
Fo 107
1 4 1 4L
0 0 3 10
10° : : 103 e e e 4
9 L.V N 9 ERVE N N 9 L.V F 9 L.V
g : g o g g
e ' #*"H*}HHt 1 Hm : ++H i i 1
s 1 1I0 7 2 *To 1 1I0 02 2 107 10"
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f)
—_— B Z LLU = bEJ. IﬁVV CUTIT
EéM RN R BRASEPR
[ Nofrecotrackvs IXe! e ar p el-newgeom
2 F 2 2 F 2 F
Q Q [} Q
g T 8 S 7 g r
£ 5 5 ° 10%k-
10 g g 8 10°
= w— Q o
= f
3 -
j=]
10° 10°%
10* 10%Fs -1 ; : g 10°F
s I
o M o
10° 10°F ; 10!+
o v o o v E 4 4 i 4 4 o v E
I 3 3 : 3
@ @ 14 @
£
0. 0. 0.95%

N of reco track vs phi

tracks

Ratio

track ¢

true tracks

Ratio

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track @

0.

fake tracks

=
(=]
>

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

P
Q
=

1 H’H‘ H +’r #HHH#*{. .



	Contents
	Page 1


