N of reconstructed tracks vs dR

N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs dR ]

] %]
X X
[S) Q
g g
5 5
[
2 2
£ 10
10
i %
§=] ¥ I| THITH o T I MTHIE HE-
gL || A HI i < I II "H"I g
i 1B "n \'" I « il i
ook- ‘ ,. 09l ”\H ‘: :
: . i1 B
. ..‘| mH U [ w AL
107 107 10t 1 107° 1072 ) 1
track min AR track min AR
[N of associated (recoTosim) looper tracks vs dR_|
] 9]
S 3 :
© 8
5 5
£ 2
-1
s g0
=
=]
=
[- - | —— DQM_test_CKFFitDefault
[ "| —— DQM_test_doubleFit
| — DOM test_mkFitFit_newOL2
107
ie] ie] 1
T T
o 24
HH ‘l lH )
10-3 -2 0= -2 -
10 10 1 i 1 10 10 10 ) 1
track min AR track min AR
N of reconstructed tracks vs dR(track,jet) | | N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs dR(trackjet) |
%] 19
4 4
o Q
] I
= =
)
=]
=
10°
he] 8 Vi
T T
o4 14
!
. 0.95!
107 107 072 10°
track AR(track, jet track AR(track, jet
[ ot associated (recoTosim) looper tracks vs dR(rackjet) |
%] 4]
4 4 - I
o | . o
£ £
o @
< | . 2
ke g
a
p=]
L. ©
10°F
o tu
I
4
-
0'1‘6—3 -2 1%—3 -2

0 10~
track AR(track, jetg)

0 10°
track AR(track, jetg)



	Contents
	Page 1


