N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

sociated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

1%} 9] %] [%]
x . . . x X X
g r : : : g I : : : 3 8
Y . T I . = £
0% - : : gloé . : : o o
e : : s te. : K] 8
i ARSIt SR I ARSI SR E
. - . . F . - . . r--"""" [
Pl g e R T
E : fe : E : + :
: My i : iy
1of e eefeenenis g 1oL+ feeens g
R S e U Ny v s iy T O O
SltllEN | IR D
SN 191 I O S St i1 0 il
, + i i N : i ] - +1 I
-1 2 3 -1 2 3 -1 2 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0
R e e B
opal—mKEFEl 1] m CcO
[N ofreco track vs ¢ —V — —Global—m |E E\ﬁc ec ett ?%588
9 s o P 2 : : 2
Q P L - Q - [} Q
8 g o 8 - 8
S g 2
10%E: £ 10°E: 8 8
)
10?
o o )
k. g E
[ S R S R EETEE R
32 1 0 I 23 L L
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
g g 3 8 .
= B 2 e [
£ ke g
= :
g [
o o o
T © ©
@ o @

track ¢@




	Contents
	Page 1


