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

2 2 M
T WO T S
g § s
=1 8 g 1 | i
3
°© I I
i T
o "E_ o _gw-- | ' }
f i t D R EERTETEP: PEPEPERE PPRPRPS
f 1 T I | :
. H L 0. L HEa L 0. H i i 0. i i i
107 1 10 trag‘lgzp (Ge\;’)03 10" 1 10 trag‘lgzp (Ge\})03 10* 1 10 trag‘lgzp (Ge\;')03 10* 1 10 traél?sz (Ge\}f)3
B ‘V ||| Il _e)ﬁlldble CUTITS lebbd TTUT
(e E%M e EH A e asoms TesEa o Eror B0 TRUIVEM2B0R8 aynamicchizcutoveriap
‘cﬁ - é ‘% CIIIRIIIIIRIIIIIEIIIIEIIIIT % J.‘ __________________
E © 10? [ o | I e Sk Sy
...... s
______ 10 . . . . .
ETE T e
ik |§| L. R |
°'953 =2 —1 o 1 2 3 °'95 -1 o 3 °'953 =2 —1 0953 —:2 —:1 (:) 1 2 3
track n track n track n track n

N of reco track vs phi N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs phi | N of associated (recoToSim) duplicate tracks vs phi_|
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