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

] [%] 2] 1%}
S S S S
g g s Y
S 2 [
= ® 10° g
=
=]
j=]
10
1k
=] ] o =]
g g g wofttllEEHE -+ e g
LA - - s R o bk
o : : : : . R L3111 e A AR o . . :
101 2 3 -1 2 3 -1 2 3 -1 2 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
[—— E M_Ul)l(%lré%ﬁcr%g tthar= ilabc%ncvvgcuni
| e ale_s tbar-phasel- €0
[N ofreco track vs ¢ —lee emBTa{eeut%%réquar S ep?% r-p'ﬂasel-newgeom
) - T — %) T T T T T ) T T T 7] A
% - B ... ﬁ N . N . [5] . . N ﬁ ......
g g s g
s 2 o
s = 8
=
3
j=]

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

tracks
true tracks

=
o
h

fake tracks
auplicate tracks

1072

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio
Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


