N of reco track vs pT
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N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT
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Ratio

tracks

3 2 F 2 2
10 s 0°F s s
E £ = 8
r r =
1035— 1035— 2 10
102F 107 :
3 : . : E :
i S 5 i 5
10é""""':"""'+'+.“+'H"'E """" L S
E : : : E : 1
] :-.- JF U l""""‘: .......
| | M
Lu 4 ;- o +v 4 ° ! T ! o v
] £ : 3 i f : 8
| 11H111|'| | € ||| L |ll||| ; A1 €
T ”l|:| i . ||:| |”l|| : ] :
*To* 1 1I0 7 2 *To 1 1I0 7 ? *To 1 1Io 7 2 107
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0
[—— ROM—TT origimat —tim -
Nofrecotrackvsé — —H']eo | |8Ee?|rr!rT|%lNlT—tlme
[%] 2] 1%}
g s g
z s Z
=
10° 10? 2 10
: 10 : : 1
! :
9 A.UJ- " 9 FRVE . . i i 9 +.uf
IO T A e
x| @ x
| 1
LA RN
I
%32 1 o0 1 2 3 T2 1 0 1 2 3 095
track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pi_|
(2] %] 2]
S S S
g s g
z S z
E
j=]

Ratio

=

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


