N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

] F [%] F 2] F 1%}
< - x - 4 - . . 4
g s f g : : g
5 = S q0tkege [ e =
) e E e : ]
= ] F - % 8
I ° =
T e AL S b 3
E -
F -
10°F
E 10F
o F ) " o F ° g
= A = : = . = i
& & & & vosf----- P T P
il L A | . B
o. ' ' i . \ %] |} 9 ' . 1 N N
-1 2 3 -1 2 3 -1 -1 2 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (EE\;’)O 10 ) 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
— myay AT _-\n\v/_ |_r\27
Cormrmre] —— BOWH Ik EDRNHHEA. Hifdated-127
%] F (%] P 9] %]
< . x b 4 4
g f Lo g : 8 g
oI T R L A PR, : = = s
10 : : : : 2 2 10° o
3 2 s g
ol =
10°F 3
E 102
102 E_
. 10
=] e o v =]
s 3 s 3
o 14 o 14
-
0.95%
N of reco track vs phi
[%] [%] %] 2]
x x 4 4
Q Q Q Q
g g s g
(5] _g‘) o
E g 8
=
=]
i=}

Ratio

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


