N of reco track vs pT

N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs pT

of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs pT

%] (%] F 9] %]
4 N x - N N 4 4
Q L N Q L N N [=) (%)
[ N L L S L. N T s s r
e : 5 g FTT : : v 2
IR s f : : g g T
o ST SN S e ST SRR S SO g
:. ... : : E -.. : )
i : : [+ te :
v) S .
108 : oty : 10k ety
E . e . F . e .
I : A : I : Tt : 1
10f--mrmrgmmrnees HT -------- 10f=-emrmrgnrneees ﬁT -------- I
ler """ AN m """ ; ; ;
o * . " i o * . " i ) . . .
S : ] i 3 : g i 3 : . :
E R N N IS ——
+ LI ] + |k ] i : :
1%*—--*5----1 AT Pf—**—--t----l AT |35 S U SO S
-1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 traélg P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 track'p, (Ge\}f)
DOM_original
——— DOM_firstTest_byPassRefit =
%] (%] 9] %]
4 . . 4 4 4 .
[=} Q [=) (5]
e g g I T T LT TS TETTTs T
£ £ 5 p
2 3 - i R SRR LR SRR SELE R
=
3
Il Il i Il Il
S g v .
3 3 :
24 o

N of reco track vs phi
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