N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

] [%] 2] 1%}
< x 4 4
Q Q [} Q
g g s Y
S 2 [
E < g
=
=]
(=}
=] . ] B . =] =]
0.9F H e b 0.9F i -HE P U S ST
0.8F HH T |- --- o0.8F ﬁ* EEf---
iy i lz 3 hwy l 101 lz 3 o : : lz 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 traélg P, (Ge\}f) 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
UI ep2_ttharph >c TTEW
BRVE x%@gf SR U E—
[ Nofreco track vs ¢ 1Xe em eeu uar asel-newgeom
%] (%] 9] %]
< x 4 4
Q Q [} Q
g g s g
s 2 o
E < g
=
=]
(=}
=] e =] =]
T I T T
4 o4 o o4
o N
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |
[%] [%] %] 2]
x x 4 4
Q Q Q Q
g g s g
g g 810
E i 8107
=
=]
i=}
1 E
i
=] =] S “vE . =]
S g g of 1 3 :
o4 o4 o [ 1 14 .
1.5H - O] ST A [t R A
£ 1t 5 5
05 2 3 S35 1T 0 1 2 3

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


