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

2 F : M) L F : : : g
3% S S
F : 2 < F ['H H H T
10°F" A 10 A “ : : 2
= r ' =]
102;— 10?
10;- : 1‘
O S
Qo 1 2 o ning® W B N o
B T i
N s L e *@#‘Jml . o
107 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;’)0 107 1 10 traé‘lgzpT (Ge\;')03 107 1 10 traél?sz (Ge\}f)3
AW/aYaYal mYalaYaValaVaVaVal Lo Yol A [alal¥.Vi 1 LN
— g@ BV 253995%595555335 NEhE g@%’%”” oo — 0

true tracks
fake tracks
=
Q
2

duplicate tracks

8 o
T g -t‘ﬂ 3
o4 14
4 tﬂg W
0.9 h”t oy M.:. ,c % +
0. i
=3 —2 —1 0 1 2 3
track n track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
i L 9 g
[=] Q [} Q
IS I © IS4
= = = =
3 2 2
5 s 8
o
3
°
10
8 2 8
T 1 T T
--------------- o4 14 14
0.9)
0.

1 2 3
track ¢




	Contents
	Page 1


