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
® o o
E kg 8
=
=]
(=}
o o o
T I T
o4 o4 o
o -1 : ; lz 3 o -1 : o lz 3 o7 -1 : : lz 3 o -1 : : lz 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)
— Ul | t
] —— BON-GSIVRELE: B PR
%] (%] 9] %]
< x = 4 - : H . .. LR x
Q Q [} Q
g g s g
® o o
E g 8
=
=]
(=}
o ] o o
T I T T
4 o4 o o4
o :
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |
[%] [%] %] 2]
x x 4 4
Q Q Q Q
g g s g
® o o
2 & g107]
S
=]
i=}
=] =] =] | =]
= 2 3 ] 3 :
o4 o4 o HH---HHH 49 SR 4 .
o8l = -44- R AR pttharTrTTRTTTO
06 -1 : :
3 2 1 0 1 2 3 S35 1T 0 1 2 3

track @ track ¢




	Contents
	Page 1


