N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

1%} F 9] F %] F [%]
x - x X - X
Q L Q [} Q
g L) S 1*.’«»: ........ L . g 4 = g g
10° < : : g 10E © @
Fos e : s f 8 8
10°F -t Forrebs 10°F E
107 Frerergee S AEREEEEE ARRRDELE 10°F
Fe : A : 3
I : g, I
B S T ,---t-{fl--: -------- 10
it DTy
ot ol ! :
g s ; f ; o of ; g s 2
T : q T : T T
@ |uur||JJ| ] ©F il | _______ @ |ll||||ll L S SR
1 |]||1|E||||| i F'TIE]” | ] 1 |” ||“| :
0. . 0. : i . 0. . 0. . L :
-1 -1 2 3 -1 2 -1 2 3
10 1 10 trag‘lgp (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l?pT (Ge\}f)
AW/aYaYal mYalaYaValaVaVaVal Lo : O W ) 1 RO
VHE =R BHBRBRRR  =E R B ™ m)
¢ g g
g g g
s s s
E = 8
=
3 10
2o o +f ;
: : |||I [l '||| IR
o 4 o ool B |
—2 -1 3 =3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |
2 % g
8 s g
s s s
E = 8

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

Ratio

=
o
W




	Contents
	Page 1


