N of reconstructed tracks vs dR

N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs dR ]

] %]
X X
[} Q
& IS
5 5
[
=
5
§=] 8
=] =
S I
4 14
1 1 . 1
track min AR track min AR
[N of associated (recoTosim) looper tracks vs dR_|
] 9]
S 3 :
& IS
5 5
£ 2
-1
s g0
=
=]
=
—a— D! dl :uu-l luuue T
—— DOM =
—— DQMTit
—+— DOMfit_c|
T BOMli-cheoK-SaRTRz2 1000evt
I~ - == DQNfit cpeOK SORTRZ2 TESTOUTLIER 1000evt
R - I
T
1 i
HHWH o
ie] 3 ie] 1
T T
o 24
0.5)
0.5
-3 -2 = 0= -2 -
10 10 ! i 1 10 10 10" ) 1
track min AR track min AR

N of reconstructed tracks vs dR(track,jet)

[N of associated u

racks (recoToSim) vs dR(track jet) |

tracks
true tracks

Ratio

- .
0 track AR(track, je]ig)

— ~
0 track AR(track, jél’[?

N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs dR(trackjet) |

fake tracks

Ratio
Ratio

0 10~
track AR(track, jet?

duplicate tracks

072 10”
track AR(track, jetg)



	Contents
	Page 1


