N of reco track vs pT

[N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

%] F (%] 2] F 1%}
4 r x 4 - 4
g 0ol g g I g
5 10°F =1 5904 2 A
E g ] E* o
e = s f § 10°
0°F b g
E 10°F 3
10°F A O g A
F 2 -
[ 10 10
10° 3
10
10
1 lg—
=] 1 . ] =] 4 =] 4
T : I T T
o4 . o4 o 4
0.95f + == r s rd et 0.95F 0.95f = = rmrd e
-1 : : 2 3 -1 - 2 3 0.9
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f) 10
N of reco track vsé DQM_TT_OriginaI
%] (%] 9] E %]
X X X o X
[=} Q [} Q
g g s r g
o o 10°F o
= 5 F g 10
F S
i 3
10°F :
10?2 AR T r ---------- PR
) . +
10 E— R R R LR LR
i i i i i
=] e =] 4 5 5 =] 5
= ] i . : s :
4 o4 o . . o4 8
0.95F « = - -d-ann- [EEEE EEEEEECEETR EEEEE 0.95 v
0. i 0. i
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 =3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n track n
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |
[%] [%] %] 2]
4 4 4 4
Q Q Q Q
g g s g
S 2 o
=] = §
o .
10* 2 10
0 =] - =}
: 5 : 5
. o4 . 4
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

track ¢

-3 -2 - 0 1 2 3

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



	Contents
	Page 1


