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

2 QL Eiiiiiiriiiiiiimiis QB 2
Q Q B [=} =}
= %103:— % % [
E 3 ) SR S S U
i 5
102_ ° -eeeas .
10;—”
O ot T B O 1111
2 g ¥ L] =
E: - ++H+H’}]l * & oa—*‘ﬁ‘*ﬂﬂﬁﬂh N ------ & +"‘,§ : L
T SO H LH ...... RS IR |
107 1 10 Eia Zp(Ge\;')03 _ 10" . 1 n 1.0 traélg P, (Ge\}f) 107 1 10 traé‘l?zpT (Ge\;')03 107 1 10 traél?sz (Ge\}f)3
O —— EQM véﬁéi REGBEEBR —eizsa T “””éEE e G,
E £ ] E - U OO SO SO S
) SRR S A S

+++l|||N‘P++H; o "
Wl G
track n - track r{ s - ° ! %rack r]J

N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
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