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

2 F 2 F 2 F : ¢
§ 10° :.- § § " §
. @ g W P @
i = g P § 107
ad 3 10°F K g
o E (=]
10° ; - zio
E 10°F 10
10;—
£ S
o 4 ° o+ o v
& 1,05------;{-5 | I 158 § E 1.05f ¢ === - - = a=dtd b A - - H-- - - §
‘&M“f ? HITH H- B3 § | -
0.! o = L . L il . 0.! - i = . 0. L L L
107 1 10 trag‘lgsz (Ge\;’)03 10" 1 10 trag‘lgzp (Ge\})03 107 1 10 traé‘l?zpT (Ge\;')03 107 1 10 traél?sz (Ge\}f)3
— ImYa' v_'|"|'— _f\
T —— [AAVBNETANA IHe é?ésﬁalg{af%gw W13.3.6 piedaicAITT_BRIECH
[ g g <
- . ]
2 10

Ratio

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |

N of reco track vs phi
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