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

1%} F 9] %] [%]
X E S B eriIIIyIIIIIIIILIIIIIIINIIIIII S S
Q L Q [} Q
8 g g 8
v 10° ) 2
S ks g
=
3
102
10
] S :- ...... A g H
| | Ml i
o s t h o v + N o il
] : i 3 3 ﬁ K i 8 8
g Al ! r - § FeEE T T H e - 14 x
I q 0 Y i 4T 1
i f 0.95Ff - ‘41 FHLEE TR EE - -
T i bt ; i : | ]
0. LI+l 0. il . L oslx Ll L
1 -1 2 3 -1 2 3
e 10 10 1 0 o0 cedf 10 L 10 yradlp, (el
N
f— CNEYVS-improved
N of reco track vs d ———— i J| -improve
) 4] o - - Y] ¢
2 i3 oo '\_ X x
Q Q * [} Q
8 g g 8
o 10° Q Q
3 10 3 g fopiee Peeees [EEREE- | EEIRPR
= :
3
o

10?

Ratio
Ratio

3

track n track n track n

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks
fake tracks

duplicate tracks

-
o
w

Ratio
Ratio

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track ¢@ track @




	Contents
	Page 1


