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

2 g 2 : ¢
g T : : : g I g : &
5 10%E eeeer e - = 10%k S0t e =1
: : : o F e e o
i S L § 10°
10 R ARERI SERCRRE ARRERERD 10k IO LR LR R L ELRERD Ey
10°F 10°E 10°F 10
10k : : ﬁ_T ------ 10 10k
o 4 " o +f ¥ . T o 4 o s
& 105 3 & 108F- - ¢%* N4 I & 1 LT . e
e T L |01 Y S s
T 10 7 ° *To* 1 10 7 ? “lo® 2 ° ‘o= 1 10 7 ¥
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
[—— EQM_UI%TéEIE:«T}e 2 Ltbal—{)h%bc%ncvv eony
| e ale_s tbar-phasel-newgeom
[N ofreco track vs ¢ —lee emBTa{eeut%%réquarg ew sr}epg t?bar-phasel-newgeom h

10°E 10°E

P
o
R

true tracks
fake tracks

duplicate tracks

10°F 10°E

2 2
10°F 10°F 10k

T I SRS

Ratio
Ratio

= -2 -1 0 1

Ratio
I
o r
PR - B
T
+—

0.

3
track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

N of reco track vs phi

iy




	Contents
	Page 1


