N of simulated tracks vs dR

N of associated tracks (simToReco) vs dR |

%) C )
Q o
Q L —
S ©
T, 5 Q3
0&10 A S S S A 510
£ f 2
~ n
[} B c
g I 8
S N SIS RN AL R RS N 102
10*E 10
10 bbb i R b e 10
0
102 1t
OJ..UU_ b t ' ' i I I . [ekad
= I A NENE T oo N = I
& 10 e g
! A1LEELALE |H“““llllli|i|5|iu.......E.....E... 1
| HHHIHH”“HM HHHH”|1|||llllm“'“5'!“'"""?""'!““:"':"!'f.'u|' !
095'_3 " 1 .!!.!i_z . o !;_l . I 095'_3 w — . e
10 10 10 o 10 10 10 o
TP min AR TP min AR
—=— DOQNM MRET6_XivimusNOPUNew-fowpt
- = Bl o e specpt ey
mkFit_XiMinus efault_specPLess
| N of simulated trac| —— D M mKEI-XIMInuSNOPU-NEWdefault-SpecPLess 3
—— DOQM™mkFit“XiMinusNOPU”NEWdefault_specPLess4
Q —
= ©
g o
o
[«
g 5
[S) c
g 310°
— )
x

10*

OJ..UU OJ..UJ
2 2
© ©
e e

1

0.95 ) 0.95 —
- 10

1
TP AR(TP, jet)

1072 107t
TP AR(TP, jet)



	Contents
	Page 1


