N of reconstructed tracks vs dR

N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs dR ]

] %]
X X
[S) Q
IS} IS
= 5
E)
£ 10?
10
1
2 : HEHH Il \II|\IIIHII\|!H il L8 Y T
g . | ...‘ ”“ il ”| I i Illu
i3 ::‘ :::|: ”| A | c
({111 | | |
- i l|i\ .Hll |”‘h 0.95
1 it |
::h:::l: H 0 |
107 102 10t 1 107 102 0'1 ) 1
track min AR track min AR
[N of associated (recoTosim) looper tracks vs dR_|
] 9]
2 3
IS} IS
= =
£ 2
-1
s g0
=
=]
=
—=— DQM_test_CKFFitDefault
—— DQM_test_doubleFit_noOL
—=— DQM_test_| mkFltFn noOL
146 o
S i IIIH [ IIIIIHIIHIIIIIHIIIHiHII T Hlii:lll‘
8 : " |”||n ||I|| ittt
= . |“1I i l”‘ Bl
ooff{-+ I I it
- | | | || |
08 “ ) o=
10 107 10’1 i 1 10 1072 0% 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
IS IS
= =
[
2
£
10*
10°
he] 8 Vi
T T
o 14
-
103 2 1 0955 2 1
10 107 107 107 107 .10”
track AR(track, jet track AR(track, jet
[ ot associated (recoTosim) looper tracks vs dR(rackjet) |
%] 4]
4 4
o o
g g
= =
) )
< 2
ke g
a
p=]
©
° o
I T
o 14

107 102 _ 19’1

track AR(track, jet

0
107 1072 107t
track AR(track, jetg)



	Contents
	Page 1


