N of reco track vs pT

tracks

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

sociated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

QL F i % 2
g r 8 8
o 10°E ] ]
E £ S0
=
- =]
o
102 L.
E 1072:
105—
ik 107
o +wof o o
3 .L i i 3 E
o4 L) ! 14 o4
1+ | h : A [ S i LR EEEE T LR
7 2 *To 1 -1l0 2 2 s 1 1I0 2 2 107 1 1Io 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
mYal \V/ AW/aYaYal mYalaYaValaVaVaVal Lo - O W ) 1 RO
RN :—3a§a§a§@a —Eb =R B et
—Vog61= —HREItNEW

9 oo
5
10
10?
10

.
o

£ T

'Mmu@ini i| il

095 1 0 1 2 3

track n

i
ossh IIIIE IIIIIii ||1IEII||iII|Ii [l |

track n

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi |

true tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

Ratio

fake tracks

duplicate tracks

Y
S

10°

-2 -1 0 1 2 3

track n

associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

Ratio

duplicate tracks




	Contents
	Page 1


