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

4] F %] F 1%} F 1%
X F X F =< - <
8 o8l 8 o5l 8 8
£10°F £10°F £ £
F 3 % % 2
" =] 8 S 10
10*k= g
F =]
E (=}
o R R ARRAALRE AL
i Do 0
107 Z :
b 10F
10F
1 -
o i ; Y o o i o)
FERS SRR | 111541111 3 S LIPS SRR {11111 O S ) g
"
peestiginlititiig - b 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)
mYal b - DLAL
jr—— — a Vv .
N of reco trackvs d ————— —| V —W|H88W§ hits
%] E (%] 9] %]
X [ : : : X [ : : : : : X X
3] : : : 5 : : : : : O 5}
[ I H N N o I H H N N H <4 g
104§.,;u§’*¥;,--éwxssﬁi; %1045_5!#;,;%..{;%% P @
Ee W £ Ee L k] g 107
Fo : Fo : ° =
L . L . =]
: . S
10° RRRREREERERRED
=] e =] S v
T I T T
4 o4 o o4
0.95
2 3
track n
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |
[%] [%] %] 2]
4 x 4 4
Q Q Q Q
g g s g
® e o :
E ] g I
§ 1
2 10
o o o
T I T
o4 o4 o4




	Contents
	Page 1


