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

] F-------1---- - -5 ---seemmeeeeens [%] 2] (%]
< . x 4 4
Q Q [} Q
s g s g
10° 2 ) o
2102 8102 g
g
o Y EEEEE L EETEE T T EEE T I IR RS - 1 MR RN E
10
10
1
9 1.4 —_— 9 1.4 9
& Yok il & 109 g
E-4 N 44 LY S S S A
0.95F - |- ﬁ - .- T :
o -1 : lz 3 o -1 o -1 : : lz 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
[—— N/ S \/
[N of reco track vs é — —m }{_
] [%] 2] 1%}
X r .- - X - < X P
Q Q [} O keeaata
s g s g
s 2 o
E 8 10 8
S
3
j=]

Ratio
Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

[%] [%] %] 2]
x x 4 4
Q Q Q Q
S g g I
= = 5 5
S 2 o
] g g 107
2 2 g
10 10 3
1072
10
<} g ¢ =} :
= = T ) .
@ @ 109 14 3 .
E ok R [EEEEECE PR PP
0.95| . N
o. o ;
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


