N of reco track vs pT

tracks

Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

tracks

Ratio

tracks

[%] 2] 1%}
S S S
g g <
S 2 [
£10? = 8
=
=]
j=]
9 ERVE 9 9 L.V N | |
© © © :
@ o 14 .
JHHELO R JHHH S R A
*To* 1 10 ? 2 *To 1 10 2 ? *To* 1 10 ? ?
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
| BN Fahjm —
N of reco track vs ¢ EQM—:I:I:—éBEan éEFess—ﬁglglF
[%] 2] 1%}
- P s [ ; S S
g g <
s 2 o
£ 8 g
3
10| 3 ]
“HHH | :; :f
o s
©
E I T2 3 B T N VR N R
track n track n
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
(2] %] 2]
S S S
g g <
S 2 o
£ 8 8
I3
3
j=]
. i . . SR [ TR T
i 3 3 g 5 F : :
3 4 o 3 14 . . .
14 = HHE 1 - 1+ BT - e XTI e s
0T 1 0 12 3 0T 10 1 2 3 ¥ T o0 12 3
track ¢ track ¢@ track @




	Contents
	Page 1


