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

1%} 9] %] [%]
E E: g 3
- E 2 2
E = 810
=
=]
o
10™
10°°
il . =] o+ 8
k) H : 3 ki 3
e T RATTR T TT i @ x
o 1Jl' AN 0.5
T NEIEITTE
WA T AR
‘o2 1 10 ? 2 ‘o2 1 10 2 ?
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f)
m¥a Cis TTocio: !
f—— V- RE[I—TFERERITS-improved
N of reco track vs  ———— —] Et—TT "é‘ “improved
1%} . .. . 9] — %] [%]
3 :: g = E 3
- E 2 2
] = 810
=
3
o
H 10~
107
2 2 il ll. L6 T 2 L o
: ST TR A
| il it R R R S el
041 i R
BT 0 12 3 P S (S T R
track n track n track n track n

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

tracks
true tracks
fake tracks

P
o

duplicate tracks

Ratio

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


