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

tracks

true tracks
fake tracks
duplicate tracks

il 8 2 8
s 3 3 3
o4 ‘ 14 4 14
e AT (R - - - - eennanid - S1R 1T 1] S S S R
0.95fF - ---- - pa ]
*To* 1 1I0 2 2 To* 1 1I0 ‘o= 1 1Io 7 2 10% 1 1I0 7 ?
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)

33:
[o]e]e
00dq
ccg
.—w—w—

|rTocEean3 RECO

e EQM véﬁéi Eéﬁéﬁéﬁéﬁi—él i |—§M§§W i

[
1%} %] [%]
X ] X X P
[=] Q [} [ R
g 8 s g
=1 5 s =
S g 2
5 8 8
) =3
10 3
: : : : : 10 3
: 107°E:
. + o+ o o =
o I A g £ 2
1 | - - o4 14 o4
| ”IE| | |I| : ] b
0.9 | A 0.95! : o i i i i i
=3 4 3 =3 2 3 =3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n track n track n
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
%] %] %] [%]
X . : s : X : - : . : X X
[=] Q [} Q
g 8 8 g
B 5 ] =
3 ) 2
s & §107
o
3
°

1072

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


