N of reco track vs pT

tracks

Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

tracks

Ratio

tracks

Ratio

F 2 E: 2 f 4
: : : S s S
1% ---reie e EREEEEEE e g £10°F g
- - - S i g
= s F
10¢ 10°F s
3 3 10
10° 10’
10% 102-—
10 10}-------; -------- EERPRRPES SERRRLEE
1 T P R R
o v i i i o v
5 # : : 3
14 %M{#ﬂ%# 4
il N 1 ---:--- k -1+ 4| -
e BRI — : : i
o 1 ‘ot 1 1I0 7 2 o 1 1Io 2 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0
= BV e R e e A BiRSP L newgepm
N of reco track vs ¢ g —lee emBTa{eeut%?n quaréNew step\ggt?gar-phasel-newgeom
: : : : : 2 B : : 2 T X P
E g 0F °
E s F 8
A 3
10°F- 2 10
10°F
° g v
3 I 3
L[ :
TR i
IIE i
09532 1 0 2 3 05,
track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pi_|
2 2 ¢ :
8 8 8 ;
: |
5 8 8 K
I3 :
10* 3 :
10’k :
! 1 o.h ; i __i
. R SR s L L g :
+. IR o + i +% S : :
1¥5+H=|’|EL|'; ﬁH‘{'ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ% 115####&###-5*“% 'H'HH I T I R :
o5 o5 I — 53

track ¢

track ¢@



	Contents
	Page 1


