[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?

1%} F (%] F %] F [%]
x x < - B4 o
[*] Q [=] o
8 g g [ g
1 Z:;l a3 9
s s P S0
r =3
104 1% % - 3
10° 10°F 10
10? 10f--3-
€Loi !
o ot o o |
. 44 et T 0.8
1 08 -...9_1.++.+ :
0.6fF- L SRIEEETERE ++ (R EEE o.s---}--—f‘lf--:- N R AL [ SEEEE B | O B B R R D CE R DL
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
iy e p—
reco track vs. § ins %@{%&i—me QECO prerset
2 L E 2
8 . g 8
= 1K il A — 0 b -l i = =
E . Pl 2
F < g 8102
" < F 210
10 E 3 % Ep
E 10 ( S
1%k Ry
Ex
Fe 10?
lOzf'
10f -
k=] L8
3 I
@ 14




	Contents
	Page 1


