N of reconstructed tracks vs dR

N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs dR ]

] %]
X X
[S) Q
g g
5 5
[
2 2
£ 10
10
: i
2 el iI'HIIIIIIlIIIiIIIII
T I ©
& | || I'l'\| Il |= & e
H ik v| I 0.9 ||
0.8 l '|' | 0.8 ‘ | ‘ |
.8 1l . 1
' :!I
- {1011 el o dlillh
107 10‘ ot 1 107 10' 10‘1 ) 1
track min AR track min AR
[N of associated (recoTosim) looper tracks vs dR_|
] 9]
S 3 :
g g
5 5
£ 2
-1
s g0
=
=]
=
iginal—1000ev
ledADII(gDOevl
P ek —SORTH7> 100
- CPEOK—S RTRZZ‘TESTOUTLIERS 1000evt
107
o * |:I1 ’ S 1
= =
: I I‘ | ’ “ &
il
o |' I ||I. |I| o 05
. Il |||| IIJm || o
103 -2 ot -3 -2 -1
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 tracks (recoToSim) vs dR(track jet) |
%] 19
4 4
[} Q
& I
= =
)
=]
=
10°
iel iel
T T 1
o4 14
0.9)
) - 08
107 107 107 107
track AR(track, jet track AR(track, jet
[ ot associated (recoTosim) looper tracks vs dR(rackjet) |
%] 4]
4 4
[} o
& - I
s =
o @
< | . 2
ke g
a
p=]
L. ©
107+
o tu
I
4
-
osst . _ R o . _ . 1
10 107 10 107 lg)’

10
track AR(track, jet?

track AR(track, jet



	Contents
	Page 1


