N of reconstructed tracks vs dR__]

N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs dR ]

tracks
true tracks

[
o
)

] 4t |
= i IH” |
= I |
5 ||||| [ I-‘, :
- H L
Il ||||
I IIIIHIIIIIHIIIII i
| I
ask AN osk- ,|||||||‘n
10 107? ot ) 1 10 1072 ot ) 1
track min AR track min AR
[N of associated (recoTosim) looper tracks vs dR_|
] 9]
3 3
IS IS
= =
£ 2
2
810 g
=
=]
=
—original 1000«
hnedA IODOevl
SR 100
K~ ORTRZZ‘TESTOUTLIERS 1000evt
o | I
g ||||||'I|||IH T
. I 'l‘!‘
: I . |
: il..,u etk
: il il
- |I|| |I|||||||l|l|||!!|'h (R
o. el QMo 0.
107 2 S 1 107 1072 100 1
track min AR track min AR
N of reconstructed tracks vs dR(track,jet) | | N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs dR(track jet) |

tracks
true tracks

. .95
107 2 107 072 10°
track AR(track, jet track AR(track, jet

[ ot associated (recoTosim) looper tracks vs dR(rackjet) |

%] 4]

X X

Q [}

I - g

= =

[} Q

< | . 2

ke g
a
=]

L. o
10°f-

o tu o v

I : T

4 14

I - - - i - -
008 . R N
10—3 -2 10-3 -2

0 10~
track AR(track, jet?

0 10°
track AR(track, jetg)



	Contents
	Page 1


