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

e F :
S .
s ., .
;10 R AR S i
X - M
K} F -
L ®
[0 R R PR PP AP PP PR
E~ -
- .'
10°F
10F
3 : ; AT 1T
Q 1.4 N t |
8 vosp- {304 RES I N
1 - HE e AITCRRNTLY | Gt et
0.95f - {47 L TR - 45 - - -
o -1 : ; lz 3
10 1 10 traé‘l?pT (Ge\;')0

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT
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