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 g g
S 2 [
£10? = 8
=3
=]
j=]
10E: 10f:
1:‘[ : 1 i
o FT i S o - ) o)
3 FT ] { 3 ¥ q - 3 3
& oo b 1 1EH- - - i -3 --]- & ook H{EEH-- - LL{ - - - x =
l ﬁl# | ok L

0.7 : 0.7 .
-1 2 3 -1 2 3
10 1 10 track'p,. (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 track'p, (Ge\}f)

o] —— BOM BRElCPECH IR Sleb) bar ot akel hewgeom

tracks [

2] 2]
................................... g 2 ¢
"""""" o I o] I
= 5 s
s 2 o
10%E: 5107 8 8
S
=]
(=}
=} =] =] T
T I T :
14 o 14 .
o :
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
Q Q Q Q
IS} o < IS
= = = =}
S 2 o
=] 8 g107
S
102 3
1072
10°°
=} =] =] e K
T I T T . :
14 o 14 14 . .
[k [EEEEETEEEEE EEEEE:
ok :
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


