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

1%} 9] 2] (%]
s f 3 s f S
S g =S el el e g
i E il BN : : °
= 8 o - - I
3' 3- - bty : : %_
10% ol L A T 8
102; ;
10
D : f
g LU | | | | g g y g
¢ + unllll | i & H {H 8
] "*‘H“H‘LH Hmm || ] HH+ T I wost- A ELE HNE L

0. i 0. . . 0. . . . o. . i .
_ 3 -] 3 -~ 3 -~ 3
10 1 10 trag‘lgzp (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘lgsz (Ge\}f) 10™ 1 10 traé‘l?zpT (Ge\;')0 107 1 10 traél?sz (Ge\}f)

DOQM_mKFIT_TToriginal
——— DQM_mkFit_ TTNEWnoMS-genMatch-CUT

1%} 9] %] [%]
x x X X
Q Q [} Q
8 8 g 8
o o @
£10° s g
=
3 10
102 I
10 3 Hi
° o T ° 2 o
@ x @ x
| HiHHHHmﬂiHmHHWH! S
0953 % =10 1 2 3
track r] 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_|

) 9 %) )
< 2 2 . M
S S S . . 3
IS & & I B
= = = N N =
o o : : @
= <5 h----- EERREE ST e [ERREE g

E H : : . . . i) H
. o > - . =
T B e WO P : s
: . E]

T ! +H+H+HH i 4H {{Hﬁl;} %EHWHUHH&

track ¢ track (p track ¢@ track @



	Contents
	Page 1


