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

[
o
)

true tracks
fake tracks

duplicate tracks

B A

2 8
T T
! 14 ] : 4
Y |TITII| 2 1 00
o -1 : ; :z 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0
m¥al - P !
—— V_ — " U
Nofrecotrackvsi ——— gg :m | NEWH%:QR@ h
9] n %] [%]
S F . : : X £ oot
@ : : : : : S s [
v 104 f st - - et < g 2 E
EFS L et i O] s g 107
Fo . . =
- . =]
. °
103 te e -
Eoo 10
1025—---“5 ----- R PP
F .
IO e
E i i i i
o v 4 o sy
L
3 ORI 0 123 08T 2T 0 1T 2 3
track n track n track n

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|

1%} 9] %] [%]
x < X X
Q Q [} Q
g 8 8 g
5 5 s 1
[} [} Q
2 % K
5 s 51
s
210
hinarthing, e i gt - | o e . . . : : : !
: S o mentt S e . le . I
D A T S [ooroioe, o eer_qeos wopele ™
o su
3
14
1
0. L 0. 0.
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

track @ track ¢




	Contents
	Page 1


