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

1%} 9] - %] [%]
X X r X X
Q Q [} Q
g E g E ik
£ s [ s £
S0 % g b
a
=]
S o A
10%E
10
1
2 e F 9 °
3 3 I g
x & oof -} x x P T SUURUUNE ST
0.8F-H- - - ¥
‘lo* 1 10 2 ? 10 1 1Io 7 2 10% 1 1Io 7 ?
traélg P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
B VJ.UU 1:\.,\.;
— R
| E%M véﬁéi Eéi?ééééﬁéi ERR— kE é‘EE 98&? EE&;
2 2 2
8 E g 8
s g g
£ 8 g
=
3
o

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

o : : : : :
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n
N of reco track vs phi Nof d (recoToSim) dupls ks vs phi_|
%] %] %] [%]
X L . : B X X <° .
S 3 k 3 : S 5 ¥ :
o] 1] I I R R EE L TP PP PP
= = = = .
g i e |
= s S 1 S ik S
S .
3
°

8 8 8 il d 5
g = ] g . .
o x @ x . .
[ TETPT PPPRE R FEEPPE P EEEEE:
ok :
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


