N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

1%} 9] %] [%]
x x X X
Q Q [} Q
g 8 s g
S g 2
£10? 8107 8107
a
=]
°
107 1072
1 1073 103
9o i) 1 i) 3 Ke] b
E & & &
08 ] s A 0]
0.6} . . .
-1 : : - 2 3 ° -1 : : : 2 3 0 -1
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10
mYal AW/aYaYal mYalaYaValaVaVaVal Lo Yol [alal¥.Vi fal RO
— V-V, — I— —CMesW— i N
Nof reso uajck vl —— 3@ SV BRHREREER =B = k%éwﬁ el E:E%ﬁ%ﬁggﬁﬁ?/ RECO
(%) %) i) —_— - (%)
g 8 - s g
g |- e g
s s 8 107
=3
=]
°
1072
2 8 2 8 o
T T T T : :
o 14 14 14 . .
05 === dr b 05 === p e R
o N N o N N
3 =3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 =3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n track n track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pi_|
2] 9] Q (2]
] S S S
g 8 8 g
= s ° P
5 8107 8107
o
3
°
102F 1072
107°E:: 107
8 2 b o] 8 bl
3 s . 3
14 14 14
055 0.5k ; 3
ok L L L L ot L L
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


