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%
< I x I 4 - . 4
g ol 8 ol g : g
= 10 — _ ) I e . -
5 5 =10k i : : 5
=1 - r o
10 i - g
10°F -t '; """"""""""" El
10° i y
10° E
10 ; ; ; ; 3
I 5 -l : 5
o v . . ] o+ . 1 o ) ;
= : : : 3 : ; s 8 :
i H H ! 4 : H @ [ S A R I
b SRERETE -'-+I-|+|-H: : g b RERETE ‘WH++H+: G H 4
: . i : : i oo dHTHE AW
0. : : . 0. . : . 1 .
-1 2 3 -1 2 3 -1 2 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
| POM-TT—CKFORL
[ Nofrecotrackvsé —TT— gﬂg ggg—ﬁglg":
] [%] 2] 1%}
X M- s X M- < X
Q - . .. Q - H [} Q
8 g g 8
s 2 o
= & 8
=
3
j=]
=] e =] =] 1
: ; ¢ [, © g
) 1.9 -
A T I 1 £
B T S N (R R R B T R R RS R R 0/ 1 0 12 3 3 2 -1 0 2 3
track n track n track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | [
[%] [%] %] 2]
x x 4 4
Q N Q Q Q
S f g g I
- © o o
. = & 8
: =
. 3
e ©
[T TP POV P P P
o v . . . . =] =] =]
g : : : : : § g §
SN




	Contents
	Page 1


