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

0 [%] 2] 1%}
< x 4 4
Q Q [} Q
s g s g
o ) o)
E kg 8
E3
j=]
=] . ] =] ]
© 15F------ FEOF P | R EREEEE JORE s SEEREE [ 1R F ORI 0 - O R PR © ©
o ? 14 o4 14
..... I H R E... b 1 ) [
‘o= 1 10 ? 2 ‘o= 1 10 2 ?
trag‘lg P, (Ge\;')0 traélg P, (Ge\}P
mYal \V/ + H 1
| — niti
pm— 3@ -Féé?ﬁl?éﬁ%ssen;w HiatRiRSep
§ - s H . . S ﬁ A IR, R & Q
] H : : : i (3] H : : ] o
s g s g
s 2 o
s = 8
E3
j=]
e =] ]
I © T :
14 o4 14 .
0 ;
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n track n
N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi |
[%] %] 1%}
3 g g
g s s
*a e o
2 8 §107
E3
j=]
1072
e “k . =] =} d
g LTI 7 & g . :
158 -HH 11 sk ;
32 1 0 1 2 5= 1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


