N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

] [%] 2] (%]
< x 4 X
Q Q [} Q
[ g g <
£ £ £ £
310 g
=1 - o
S
j=]
10?
10
1
o & nins o 4 1 [} )
S 1.05) it - HHH- - 1 T 1.05 1 i 431 - g g
['4 b | 24 3 g o 14
E L IR A L T
0.95F | 1 -+~ - HE - - - - 0.95F <[ 4]-- -1+ L - FER - - -1 :
‘ot 1 10 2 2 ‘o 1 10 2 2 ‘o7 1 10 2 2 107 1 10 2 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
[r— B UI |5 4 LLUdI TTEVW T
R R s ——
[N ofreco track vs ¢ IXE eeu quar Step r-phasel-newgeom fo eta ]
] [%] N N " 2] 1%}
X X : : X X
Q Q [} Q
[ g g <
£ £ £ £
é 10 g 10° ;“:;
5
j=]
10?
10k :
10
| l ]
(=} o i i o
: Bl | | ,| BE
['4 o 1.05 o
| ; | [
0.95% l"' ! 08
track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pi_|
2 g 2 ¢
Q Q Q Q
& g g <
B g : g g
= . < ©
2 i @ g
10° 10? E]

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


