[N of reco track vs normalized x2 ]

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

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

track x?

2 F I 2 F g
S E ] - ] ]
S o5l 8 [ 8 g
i ¥ 3 10'F s s
i X =
] E 8 g
10* r =
10°F 3
10°
10°F
10? 3
10 3
1k
=] . o . =] S
i 1*.;.‘#* : 0.9)
' 0.9F--t-- .9 -
o L b e A R Dk 4] | [ o N T FE 1 o oo WTETEL L o RN
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2 track x2 track x2
— —oTTgT b |—Fu| bcl':lllcvv TOTIT
N of reco track vs.i j——— B§M—BI%I85E¢%E’5“R EpB Rbarphaskionewgeom erset
(%] 1%} F 2] F 0
x < o x o x
& 5 8 g g
5 107F = = =
o 10'F o 10°F AR o
ny i W % X ¥ 2
10'F k b ey R 5
s ¥
e ¥
10° i i % X
102 X gy 10%B
10%F
=] o =] =]
© I © ©
o4 14 o4 14




	Contents
	Page 1


