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

2 2 F 2 F ¢ F
g P s | e f
s = 10°F ! 5 104k S 104
g f : o WE 3 10
= F . - T F @
L0 -t = e %
E : 1033: 210
10°F : E
; : 102 102
10°F 3
F : 10 10
10F :
1 : ; : B AL EEE L
) o v : : ] o +v )
1}{'4:«:' - "“*"HH‘H‘H“ = " 1 +
s 1 1I0 2 2 *To 1 1I0 02 2 s 1 10 02 2 107 1 10
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 traélg P, (Ge\}f) trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
DOM_TT _original
——— DQM_TT_newscoreonlyINIT
2 2 2
8 g 8
g 2 g
s = 8
=
3
j=]

Ratio

N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|

2 g 2 g
Q Q [=) Q
© o © IS
= = = =}

g g e [
2 <

5 i 151 .

=) .

10° 3 :

;+++ ;M.”, .‘» Eﬁ++1:-+ +
b, A T

+
.+++ +"”+"‘?"’ "'+ P

Ratio
Ratio

1-++++
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track ¢ track @ track (0] track @

0.



	Contents
	Page 1


