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

] [%] F 2] F 1%}
3 g f 3t <
g g 8., Y
g g U T g
= ] F - §
W 3
10°F
10F
1F]
° ) o +woF °
K 3 s 3
o4 14 o4 Ll [ 14
o -1 : ; lz 3 o -1 : ; lz 3 o -1 : ; lz 3 101 : ; lz 3
10 1 10 trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 trag‘l? P, (Ge\}f) 10 1 10 traé‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 10 1 10 tra&l? P, (Ge\}f)

—— D UII Trat
N of reco track vs EQM_&%S f\/lk ItExport |n|t|a|5tep

2 2 2 ¢
Q Q [} Q
s g s g
5 = s z
E g 8
=
3
j=]
3
o o ) )
o4 14 o4 | 14
it | I
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2
N of reco track vs phi
L 2 2 ¢
Q Q Q Q
s g s g
s 5 S z
E g 8
=
3
j=]
[T PO PUU U P T
=] . . . . o v . =] ] 8
T o : : : I . T T i 1
< EE [ < B [ © LA :
H T e [ I} [ : i
L T T 1 el 1T ] T Tl o.sff | i
0.95L% E - 0.95k : i T - L
-3 -2 -1 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2

track ¢ track @ track @



	Contents
	Page 1


