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

] [%] 2] 1%}
< x o 4 4
Q Q [} Q
s g s g
S 2 [
£ 10%F = 8
E 3
o =]
o j=]
10F
) o D S 11 o °
12 i P 1| SR 58 S SRR SR
o -1 : ; lz 3 o -1 : lz 3 o -1 : : lz 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 track'p, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
mYal \V/ :": alnllal
N of reco track vs 4 ——— gg :'”"‘:gg
] [%] 2] 1%}
< x 4 4
Q Q [} Q
s g s g
s 2 o
£ = 8
=
3
j=]
=] e =] =] N
© I © T :
o4 14 o4 14 .
(o) EEEREE PP PPET Beeeeree e
0 ;
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

tracks
true tracks
fake tracks

duplicate tracks

Ratio
I
IS
o
Ratio

Ratio

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

:
+
+
E -
_er)T{T'._..'.

tracl




	Contents
	Page 1


