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

0 F [%] F 2] 1%}
< - x - 4 4
Q Q L [} Q
8., S, g8 Y
10 g 10 P @
] = §
3l . o
10°F 3
[0 EETTTT PO
20f s enedeneees SRR :
1]
° i g e
ISl © ©
Y Y S e
0.6f - ~ShREREEEEE peeseed- T o.6F-+ : :
-1 2 3 -1 2 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;’)0 10 1 10 traélg P, (Ge\}P
m¥al HPSH

=F 5 -

%] 1%} %]
< X - < 4
) g g 2
£ = 8
=
3
I=]
] i = ! e ]
5 . . < <
£ oot -Wt,r..;;W;w*.m.g....it?‘.#i{. & s
ool - ML g

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |
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