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Figure 39: Mean ∆E as a function of Inst.Lumi. comparing full MC (CAEP) and
predicted by our model in PMCS (Toy).
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Figure 40: Mean ∆E as a function of true P e
T comparing full MC (CAEP) and predicted

by our model in PMCS (Toy) with explicit modeling of ηphys. and ηdet. dependences. The
sharp rise at low true P e

T is due to the cut on reconstructed P e
T at P e

T > 25 GeV. Imagine
an electron whose true PT = 20 GeV, and its reconstructed PT > 25 GeV. The only way
to make this possible is a large ∆E.
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