N of reco track vs pT

[N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

] [%] 2] F 1%}
< I x 4 - . 4
8 sl 8 g T : 8
£ 10°F 5 B . B
© P 2
W E s z g
10°E ! P g
W07 -* '; """""""""""" 3
10k 103 HEEREEER E, .
F F i Bpr e
10%F 10%fF------- IR R A AR E
10k 10p4 - -
1k 1-%— ---------------------------
9+ g v o °
© © © ©
i o i i
! I
o -1 : : lz 3 o -1 : ; lz 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f)
. m u ROMoTgT
[ Nofreco track Vs EgM *1:— } :EQM Omlo% %7‘{27
] [%] 2] 1%}
< x 4 4
Q Q [} Q
[ g g <
s 2 o
2 10 = 8
=
3
j=]
10°
10°
=] o v =] =]
© I © T
i 4 i i

tracks

Ratio

m if#

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

1#‘1#1# ++1—#f*h¢##ﬂ+ﬂi##w

track (p

fake tracks

Ratio

L. P A Pee-
10°F

1.
1.2
11

duplicate tracks

Ratio

o8k

0.6f

2 3

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


