N of reco track vs pT

[N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

2 f 2 F 2 F : 4
8 sl & . sl s F = : 8
£ 10 " i 31042_ = .Z
= E Al |
10° r : -
10°F : 2 10
10° T
10 = oeeeieee B ;
10% E ixf :
10 :
1 :
) : o ) o g
] * : 3 i 5] ]
TR © e © ]
+ . ﬁ b 0.5 EEEE CEERY STTPPPEE PR
J *,ﬁ' Ll J bl L L ' H
-1 -1 2 3 -1 -1 2 3
10 1 10 "a&gp (Ge\})o 10 1 10 tra&gp Gelf 10 1 10 10 1 10 tra&ng Gelf
— v %
— 35 Fggf el Hfﬂkfé@gﬁ%%% wRejection10
g g f 2
g g [ <
s g e
£ 8 g
3
2 10
1=
° o s
3 3
14 @
!
0.
3 2 -1 0 1T 2 3
track n
N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |
(%) T T (%) 2 (%)
S : : S S S
S k- Ll Lo el g 3 3
- : : w © e [
R SR AR AR SR E k] g |
: : s |
2 10
bl i
JR [P O | i | JN [P TN T T i . .
ETE I R T T R I :
j ;.;:W ++++++++ﬂ+++i E ' ﬂi: ;E' ' *I;;* 141 L I 11 0 I
" 0.95| & - 3 . . .
ﬁ¢+t+ mﬂ*ﬁi% ﬁh + H ; R : H : H
o 3= 1T 0 1 2 3 03T 1 T 2 3

track q)




	Contents
	Page 1


