N of reco track vs pT

tracks

Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

N of asso

ciated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

tracks

Ratio

tracks

Ratio

[%] 2] 1%}
S S S
g g <
3 e o
E kg 8
=
=]
j=]
; o . 3 : o ° :
12F-eaaann EL- { = i = i = .
| SRttt 211117 % | Ml E i : & 5
[ EPPRRR TH{H - - H : ] i i R S A A
H 1_ _______ ‘_:1 A & d 1 | b EEEEERE - ¥ EEE  Th N N
o -1 : ; lz 3 -1 : ; lz 3 -1 lz 3 C71 : lz 3
10 1 10 track'p,. (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
[—— E M_UI)I(%Té t—step2—tthar= ilabe%ncvv eony
| e ale_s tbar-phasel-newgeom
N of reco track vs ¢ —lee emBTa{eeut quareNew sr}epg t?bar-phasel-newgeom
[ RN 2 F. : . 2 2
E 2 o
E g 8
=
3
j=]
o ) 5
I © T :
4 i i :
[ R PP P R e
o N
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n track n
R TS e |
2 2 2
8 g 8
; :
2 8 §107
=
3
j=]
1072
107
o) ° o 1
T © T
4 @ i
05 ;
o N
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

track ¢

track @




	Contents
	Page 1


