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
s g s g
o ] o
2 8 ]
=
=]
j=]
=] ] =] =]
© © © ©
o 14 o4 14
- - --Euuu- : -:--ww .- -T-1- : : :--u-m -
*To* 1 1I0 7 2 10 1 1I0 2 ?
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f)
| POM-FT—CKFORt
[N of reco track vs é —TT— gﬂg ggg—ﬁglg":
2 .. : : .. 2 : : : 2 2 oottt
Q Q [} Q -
s g s g L
Q Q Q
2 g g
=
3
j=]
=] e =] e frine-
o4 14 o4 .
P 1NN ||E|||I||| i" |||| |||||||I|E| :
0BT 0 1T 2 3 0BT 2 a1 0 1 2 3 P B S [ T R
track n track n track n

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

[%] (2] %] 2]

x x 4 4

Q Q Q Q

s g s g

S 2 o

= & g

=

3

j=]

=] F =] =] - =]
= : 2 T o 3 . .
o4 i 14 @ ; 14 ] .
T bl T .5k i
0. L L - 0. L o. L - - ot L

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 1 2 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

track ¢ track @ track ¢@ track @



	Contents
	Page 1


