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 s L..... s IS
o ) o)
2102 s 8
=
=]
j=]
o A o o )
g ; S k- f i AT - - 8 3
o4 d 14 o4 14
b 1
0.9F- 3 ! : 09k . H
Py : ; lz 3 08— : lz 3 o : : lz 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)

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

%] 9] %]
4 - 4 4 4
[=} Q [} Q
g g s g
= 5 = =
s 2 o
2 <
s = 3]
S
=]
(=}
o =]
T 14 T
14 14
0.9)
0.
N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
[%] [%] %] 2]
4 4 4 4
Q Q Q Q
g g s g
5 5 s E
S 2 o
=] 8 §107Y
S
=]
i=}
1072
10°°
=} | g =] =] o 1
g 3 -4 T ] =
14 3 H o 14 14
g M | q H I 0.5F :
-+H . L L .
0.9) J. . .
0. o : 2 ot L
-3 -2 -1 1 2 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


