[N of reco track vs normalized x2 ]

| N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs normalized x?

N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs normalized x*

9] F 1%} F 123 0
x x o . . x x
3] [5) [« * . 5] 5]
8 [ g g
- E ; 10 E'A.' Vv o) Q
i N s g
[ FoL o =
10°F 10°F - 8
E E " -
[ [ - o
10°F 10%F- - -2
10°F 10°F
10F 10F--+-
g wuwprohond : g wwvprithed o o b
s . b 3 3 3 ;
x Y : x @ x .
et - { A
O'TJ 2 4 6 8 12 14 16 18 20 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 6 18 20 O'D 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2 track x2 track x2 track x?
T POM-FF—orgT
[ Nofreco track vs. 4 ———— Bé rml T&E\NBB BY erset
2 2 L 2
8 8 g g
= 10°F = 10°E = 10°F £
= “— o
10°F 10°E 10°F s
o
10°k — 10° i 10°
102k ‘ )
- ¥
o i I o o
=

g
EHEL !




	Contents
	Page 1


