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%}
s f s f St : 3]
I : : g g. 4 : g
W0 e e o § §1°§' """ R proTimArree @
E * =2 S E . - T 102
3 - s f Y g 10
10° O A SRR S E]
-
2 AN -
10 10°F 10
10 10
1 1 .
o LY o o v
& & 108 g
Pl L 1 £ LI O
] : 0.95E - 11 : 0.95| :
0.! L . 0. i L 0. L . . . L
10t 1 10 3192 2 10t 1 10 2 ? 10 1 10 2 ? 010’1 1 10 2 2
track p,. (Ge\;’)0 traélg P, (Ge\}P trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
mYal \V/ — t f 1 4+ 2 &-&-I,«cu I 1 A §£_ gt
— §§ :Blﬁléﬁﬁgmmﬁééﬁéﬁééﬁiﬁé‘@g 982 At phaseLNREERE
%] F %] Fx T T (%] F pa— (%]
s [ . . H : : I - : - 54 L .. g -
el T A g g10° g
F : E k] 8 10?
E 102
2L
10°F 10
[ 10
10
1E- .
o s ° o s i : o 4w
3 3 3 i 3
@ @ 14 3 @
095 08FT= T T o0 1 3 T R e
track n track n
ot assotated (soTosm) dupheats rackevs o |
2 2 2 2
g 8 8 8
Q [} Q .
E g g I
I3 :
2 10
o o o o
3 3 3 T 11k
@ @ o 14 3
b o
0.9
0.




	Contents
	Page 1


