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

%] F %] F %] F j%]
< F 4 F = F . X
€ 105k g 8 : 8
5 10°F 5 5104 FRERPPRRRE L RN E
E g o hn ]

o = o . ©
10%k- = £ [ A 2
DT T A, s

F S

=
o

W
Ty

10

.;.... $
*

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

| B8 T I 1

2 . H g . ! : ! . .
g bl ol - A 1
1-----;-;'#:"H'H-H-|>: T 1—'---;.7:“2.” }‘ i _”_—: ________ LR T . e e

0. . . | 0. . i L 0. :
_ 3 -] 3 -~ 3 -~ 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg ZpY (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 traélg 2pT (Ge\}f) 10™ 1 10 traé‘lg 2pT (Ge\;')0 107 1 10 tra&l? sz (Ge\}f)

DOM_mKFit_TToriginal
—— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWHS _ALLITERS oo |

tracks
true tracks
fake tracks

duplicate tracks

§ %Mﬂgmmmmmm} = iy R S T
osshcpdpff} oot oot —C 64—

track n track n track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

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

1%} 9] %] (%]
x . < X X
Q N Q [} Q
E P [REEE IR L PO — E Q S
£ : £ E
5 s 8
=
3
T
Leveilonns] [T PP P
Qv ; ; ; ; ; : o ;
3 F : : : : : : s :
o . N . . . . . 24 .
1f++++H.+++ .“ H*?MW" H 4 T T
o5kt : : : : : : o :
3 2 -1 0 1 2 3 3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

track ¢ track @ track @



	Contents
	Page 1


