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

0 F [%] F 2] F 1%}
< I x I 4 - : X
8 105k & . sl g I : &
I E E 5 0tk [P P s
e e E : g
g 8 fF. g 10
10* [ g
10°F 3
10° b
10° : 10
102 F :
10F :
10 :
3 : 1
1 1 :
o L y r 1 o o L E y o 9
g : : | g g ; g
LR e Beeee e B 5 | R « & M*# Sy
]P"’nil‘giiﬂi il oef - R T E 1o S S S
-1 2 3 -1 2 3 -1 -1 2 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;’)0 10 1 10 traélg P, (Ge\}P 10 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
mYal \V/ I -I 1 4+ 2 &-&-I,-\cu I 1
— §§ :B|§§] gﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%@%@
0 [%] 2] 1%}
< - : et _— x — RS - 4 .- 4
Q N N Q [} Q
g I g - g t-- 8
o ) o)
E s 8
3
2 10
1
o ww
3
@
!
0.

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

N of reco track vs phi

2] [%] %] 2]
x x 4 4
Q Q Q Q
© © [ ©
S 8 g8 8
E E = £
S 2 @

= [+

E K 151

. =

10 2 10

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


