N of reco track vs pT

tracks

Ratio

10°
10*
10°

10%

105-"#1%1 ]

e | AL i i}

[N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

true tracks

0. . . |
1 3
10% ! 10 ol (Gedf

=
o
W

fake tracks

=
o
S

10

1
g * .
g :
LR s ot
- - -5 1
-1 2 3
10 1 10 traé‘l?pT (Ge\;')0

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

duplicate tracks

Ratio

jISEERR B ¥ PR R T PP

-~ 3
w1 10l @edf

tracks

Ratio

tracks

Ratio

= B e Raes
N of reco track vs ¢ g —lee emBTa{eeut quar
: 2 : 2 ¢
g 2 g
s = 8
S
3
j=]
i i i - ! i i i i ° o
4 l 14 4
o ; ; ; ; : o ; ; ; ; :
232 -1 0 T2 3 3T 2 -1 0 T 2 3
track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |
[%] %] 1%}
: S S S
L..... Ll O el g 3 g
: 3 2 g
SRR Feseedeeees P LR 2 8 g
: =
3
.................................. o
) )
3 3
24 @
0.

ep2tthar= ilabe"—ncvv S0

et‘i’tr)nar-[:)hasel-newgeom

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

track ¢

B aleRs e

track n




	Contents
	Page 1


