N of reco track vs pT N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

1%} F 9] F %] (%]
x - x - X X
Q L Q L [} Q
g . . . o g <l
L S e e 310 o 3
Eo, 2 & &
103 - e - : E
10°
10
b I SR
o+ : i : g v o °
& + 11| E: | & E:
El 810 N I 9 Iy Y7 0
| HT’"'l |
e 1 1I0 7 2 *To 1 1I0 7 2
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘lg P, (Ge\}f)

DOM_mKET_XimmusNOPU_NEWdetauTt
—— DQM_mKkFit_XiminusNOPU_OLDé6iters

[=] . [=} * [} Q
IS I © IS4
g g g g
=1 5 s =
S g 2
= & g 10°
=3
=]
°
8 2
T ©
o4 14
0. : : : :
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
i : L 9 g
[=] N Q [} Q
8 L..... P R A F 3 e 3
= = = =
. g 2 2 .
fo----- FEEEERLER R R =4 @ .
: : ; 2 8 s |
N g N
I e R IR I I ] © 10

° °
i 5
o 24

£ 1] IR il L
0T 1 0 12 3 0T 10 1 2 3

track ¢@ track @




	Contents
	Page 1


