N of reco track vs pT

tracks

Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

tracks [

i +]\l iy
j {Nﬂiﬂ’lﬂl

Ratio

2 3
track n
N of reco track vs phi
2]
<
[=]
g

Ratio

il ]
AT A T
1*;*++++%++*H%+++#§+*+++§H++1H++H?

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

[
o
S

10

track n

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

-
o
w

fake tracks

=
o
=

‘*++++++++++1++++;++ B! f{w

*++H+f++++++++}+ﬂ+++++++++

++++H'}

-3 -2 -1 0 1

2 3
track @

2 2 2
g g g
=
=
. o
. i . —
& 1osEf 4 Jﬂ]l- + & 105 f‘-‘-‘:‘* fﬁ#
pa _}‘*HH# a?nn - 1 %W*'# T 1 :
095 . 0 . 5 0.955- . 095 . . . 5
tra%ﬁ)p (Ge\%) 107 1 10 [ra&lgsz (Ge\}f) 107 1 10 tra%&’zpT (Ge\%) 10% ! 10 lfa%IQZPT (Ge\}fj
T §§M ﬁ'ﬁEﬁéﬁé‘?SE’a 9888evt
: : £ : o 2 2
N S g g g
- 3 = b
E 10 % %
=
2 10

=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


