| N of reco track vs normalized
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| N of associated (recoToSim) tracks vs normalized X2

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

2] 1%} F [%] F (%]
X r ~ o X x
5] o [ 5] (3]
g | g 8 g
10°F: e 4 @10k @
E o = r g g
b 10°F b s
10°F- -+ : 10%- .
o 1035— o
10°F .
E 10°F
10°F
o N M °
O i L 5
osE- -} L L
Eo) g L[
il il I ]
1 :n]:””:” 7 13 nl]:”” ! oo
%2 4 6 8 10 4 16 18 20 %2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0% 4 16 18 20 0% "2 4 6 6 10 12 14 16 18 20
track x? track X2 track x? track x?
[ —oTIgiTal DR gTavector _1000evt
[ Nofrecotrackvs. 4 ———— EQM—R[{QH‘EQQ@W erset
2] E 1%} 1%} (%]
2 F g 3 g
© 5[ © 5 © 5 ®©
5 107k = 10°F s 10°E 5
E 3 EE g B
= [ © 2
10°E 10°E © 10k g1
oy >
et r 3
10° s 10° ey 10°k
L 10
10%F 10% e 10%F
Y
10 }
1
1
111 4 1111000 100011 Ww‘ e e 0 Vo) o s
R © I o]
14 § [h4

@iiiiiiw333333333333333333333333iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii?




	Contents
	Page 1


