N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

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

] [%] 2] 1%}
< x 4 4
Q Q [} Q
g g s Y
S 2 [
E < g
=
=]
(=}
o o o o
T I T T
o4 o4 o 1 i ! 4
[ SEEEEEE R &y o REEEE SEEE RE [ R P T | EEEEEEE s
o -1 : ; :z 3 o -1 : ; :2 3 o -1 : : :z 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)

—— DOM_TT_mKFT_ORIG
— DOM_TT_mkFit_MODIF

%] (%] 9] %]
4 4 4 4
[=} Q [} Q
IS4 IS4 © IS
= = = E
s 2 o
s = 8
S
=]
(=}
o < . =] =]
;5 I I g I} : g
o 1i-- | i | o4 -- 14
ook il i [ 110 A BE
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -2 -1 0
track n
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
[%] [%] %] 2]
X : : : X : : : < X
Q Q N N N Q Q
IS} o © IS
= = = =}
S 2 o
=] 8 §107Y
S
=]
i=}
1072
: 107
i
o g =] =] o 1
T 1.05ff 4 3 =1 =
o4 s . o4 o4 14
b T & 1 0.5 :
0.95 - :
0. o - 2 o L
-3 -2 -1 1 2 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


