N of reco track vs pT

Ratio

[N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

.. 0 ae———
: E 0 S T v 3 10F:
— o :
L : ol DA S A i
: 5 5 F W, :
T — T L A T
: : : i : :1 : : F:
e ;R ST IR o e ;---ﬂ#-##--{ . B
| um P oh wfﬁur T .H;w...; ........ S T D
5 +H: 5 § be! +H: : ) |1+ 5**+Hﬁ : I +4§ . :
107 1 10 Eia Zp(Ge\;')03 10" 1 10 trag‘lgzp (Ge\})03 107 1 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')03 107 1 10 traél?sz (Ge\}f)3
41 EQM véﬁéi Bé%éﬁééﬁi—élé Tk ﬁ‘”ﬁt@'“ t.frnn‘;e‘%&fgg
102 s

2L
N
085t
track n

ittt R e

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

track ¢

track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |
%]
] T
S . .
3 R
= . .
[ : :
2 R P S PRTTE PR

1*.+++

Ratio

fake tracks

10

=
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n

ii*H#

Ratio

track n

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

duplicate tracks

Ratio

1.2-§ -------------------
2] P I Y OO M :
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


