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
s g s g
o 10° o ®
g s g
=
=]
j=]
102
10
i f ‘H. o v o =]
d | i i 3 =1 g
. . ! 14 o4 14
+TIT|| b 201 I -1 ENNR0 0 1 B o Fe
*To* 1 1I0 o ° To= 1 10 02 ?
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f)
——R \/ EitR M—otdi
[N of reco track vsé — —m }{- _RSW aés2tl32
%) T ™ %) P ™ %) %)
X : X X X oo
Q Q [} Q -
s g s g L
"1 5107 5 p
10 3 10 < é
=
3
j=]
10? 102
10 10
1
o +v o +v °
: ||.’|||I’WIFWIE‘IWNF Imgll [l IIUIIFUIN IIFIIWFIHNIII’IE |||I5|| Il |||II|‘IW |||||||i||||||l"|~||| | =
o4 14 o4 .
110011 4 C ;
7=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 = -2 -1 0 1 2 3 7=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 =3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n track n track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pi_|
2 2 ¢
g g g
3 s Z
E g 8
=
3
j=]
foaa. .. “"i"?": ..... :
: PR TR Y :
g et 2] w0 T T ey
=] =] =]
= ] g . .
14 @ 14 ] .
b 413 5 . .5k i
08T 1 12 3 S35 1T 0 1 2 3

track @




	Contents
	Page 1


