N of reco track vs pT

tracks

Ratio

10*

10°

10°

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

tracks

Ratio

tracks

Ratio

10°

10°

F 9] F %] F [%]
- ] s f S
ey IS IS <
I A = - =1 5
@ E 2 2
E % 5 f 8 8
Lo i, L 5
E - ] E °
F - L E
- - -
=_...' ............ R TP R [ 4 =Pt SRR R P TR P
E+ E
10fy-eerr et FERALT, (EEEEEETTY IS (1] = EEEETPEPPPPPEEENEL) S TR PTPPERE IR 10] S PEPEPPRERERLA: T P PEEEPEPEEE
F1! USSR | 5 S [ R 1 TN SRR SR | | ST R ST SO
o o W o
bl © © ©
i i @ o 24
05ff b - 2T g e e T AR b bl ik I | {2t SR it i
; ; : n ; ; : ; ; ;
10t 1 10 2 2 101 1 10 2 ? 10 1 10 2 ?
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 traélg P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0
—_— VIV UpJd] \Y A/ TEOUOU Ay =\w3
| —— BNV R0R0a008 =l h e =MW e o el RECO
N of reco track vs ¢ —V —| —Global— W—LowptQnoclean O
F 9] F %] " N . [%]
F : : : : : < F : : : : : X H i <
i : : : : : g : : : : : S . 8
10°F : s s s
o = S 3
r =
E 3
E S
E—-.o ------------------------------- Y
[+
10 E_i -
il
f-t o o 2
T © T
@ o @
O.SL-
A ; ; ; ;
-3 =1 0 T 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_|
9] %] [%]
] S S
s g 8
g 2 2
£ 8 8
=
3
T
+ . .
. : . e ;
I “""?*4- hic 3 "’IN?* s i S
. . OF .++ + 7 + .
10°F : ]
T o 8
T © ©
o L - : : : : : : o
. N . N . . . R . -, .
Y H N . . H H 0.5t “Eatigrin g VS F e E T ety
0 Gl W, ety e e : : : :

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track ¢

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track ¢@




	Contents
	Page 1


