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

0 F [%] —_— 2] 1%}
s F 5 2 g
g L . <] <] @
. : 3 ©10° 2
F 2 £ e
w0 3
E 102
1022_.
i 10
10F
b it L 4F
o & o i . . I .
& 11k H I g 1;1—# AR {E -+ 8 15 I i . 8
] I 1...'11*.'..1 R q A1 i A 1_%Wl [ ARl
its j 0. l ; } : ; :]:if : :
1 > 3 = > 5 — | ,
0 trafp, (ceVf 10 ! 10 walfp, Gedf 10 ! 10 yradlp, (el
m¥al \V/ | -| 1 s 2 “Iﬂcu I 1
o] —— BOVMCDIREERE e Bl AEEIEHSH e e Siep 3 Ise Hhase k- nataEa test
0 N N P—_— [%] —_— N N " 2] 1%}
g [ s [ : g g
Q O °
2 s g
5
j=]
) ° o .
© I © T
@ o & g
g g g g
g 8 g 8
Q O °
E s g
g
) ° o .
@ o K g
0! : :
3 2 -1 0 1 2 3

track ¢@



	Contents
	Page 1


