N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT.

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

] [%] 2] 1%}
< x 4 4
Q Q [} Q
g g s Y
S 2 [
£ = 8
=
=]
j=]
=] ] =] =]
K 3 s 3
o4 14 o4 14
M b S STU0 I T 1] S S S R
*To* 1 1I0 0 2 To* 10 02 10% 1 1Io 7 ?
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
DOQM_TT__PR43146
—— DQM_TT_PR43146 swap
] [%] 2] 1%}
< x 4 4
Q Q [} Q
g g s g
s 2 o
£ = 8
=
3
j=]
=] =] =] -
s s 3 :
o o 14 .
[\ SEEEEE LR Feeeeee e
P B S [ T R
track n
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |
[%] [%] %] 2]
x x 4 4
Q Q N Q N Q
g g . s . g
o | e [ o
= | s T g 107
N N I3
. . 3
. . j=]
! ] 1072
- 1f- 4
: : 107
| 1 | 1
o it t o vt o ot o |
T ¥ k I . T 1 T
o 105 k 14 2 o i 14
[ . 1 A Loatt AL il - 0.55 i
ki T 1 5 3 H . N
0. o L - 0. 0.95L o L ot L
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


