N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

2 2 2 2 :
Q Q [} Q M
g g g g o freeeee Breeeeeednee
- @ 10° © 10° o :
E K] S R Treneees [
g :
© b ccccccf ettt s er s s s s mma
10? 10?
10 10
E118 ; :
3 i i i
o . o v . o = ; o s i i
S : : g g +|I|| 11 8 19 : TH & :
Al i | By fo b A
4 i ] o.9sf - -4 -:H I 1 1 | SARERRRE ool 4. ... 1] L0102 I :
. uili . 0.! L = L 0. L = . L
-1 2 3 -1 2 3 -1 2 3 -1 2 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
[—— E M_Ul)l(%lré%ﬁe 2 Ltbal—{)h%bc%ncvv SO
| e ale_s tbar-phasel-newgeom
[N ofreco track vs ¢ —lee emBTa{eeut%%réquarg ew sr}epg t?bar-phasel-newgeom
2 °F R 2 F ¢ © .
Q M Q e [} Q
[ - g . g <
10 e @ 10° I
2 & g
3
3
10%F 10?
10k 10
1 ; R
i i i i i
o o o = R o i i i
‘“ N i g
@ @ 14 @ . .
! i ‘ . EEE R
0.95] E : :
0953 %3 = 0BT T 23

tracks

Ratio

track n

track ¢

true tracks

Ratio

10?

bid
+

R
bt
AR
PR

L0

fake tracks

Ratio

v

i
-3 -2 -1 1 2 3
track ¢@
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