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 g e
= 10%F 8 10° 8
E =
C =]
o (=}
10F
=] S 4 =]
T I T
o4 @ - 4
(o R R PP
0.9F----- 2 : : :
101 : ; lz 3 o -1 : ; lz 3 lz 3 C71 : : lz 3
10 1 10 trag‘lgp (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘lgp (Ge\}f) traé‘l?pT (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l?pT (Ge\}f)

E M X%I|é‘EE?Fe Z LLUdI bC llcvvg l
[[Nofreco track vs 4 g lee eeu quar ?%WJ% rPlasel newg
] [%] 2] 1%}
< x - X : X
Q - Q N [5] Q
8 g L g 8
s 2 o
£ 8 g
3
10} 3
1=
9 = . o e : : o ! 9
R 1 R B e
| =l R ] S
(IR0 ! 1 : : | 09
b hl £l - L RERE
=" 0 1 2 3 083—=3 —1 0 2 3 083 —2 1 2 3 L L
track n track n track n track n
R TS e |
[%] [%] %] 2]
x x X X
Q Q [5] Q
& g g <
B g g g
£ 8 8
I3
3
j=]
) ° o g |
K] 3 T 1iff- E o
@ 4 o |
]_: admdsd : 4+ - :
osf-H-FH -His : : : : : :
0.8t G = - ok L L L . i i
3 2 -1 0 1 2 32 1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


