N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

N of associated (recoTosim) tracks vs transverse ref point position

fake tracks

Ratio

true tracks

9] 9]
x x
Q Q
8 g
= ©
2
8 8
I I
14 14
0.95 5
10 tlrack ref. %gint r (cnjﬂo
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref polnt position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |
1%}
x
Q
g
2
IS
L
=
=] . . .
k=)
"""" —=— DQM_CKF_TTbase
—— DQM_CKF_TT_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epoch4
R R T F----- I MR et P N
o+
T
o
0. : -
=30 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)
ot s GecaTosim) ooper ks va rnsvers e pon osiion |
2 2
Q [5]
g g
e 2
s g
£
>
o
gy T T 2
IS ‘] : j i T
x I ik b 14
0.95F [ -H- !
%% =20 -10 0 10 20 30 0¥ 20 -i0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_|
2 )
g g

Ratio

0.

0 15 =10 -5 0 5 10 1

5 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

0 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

N

of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs. sim PV z |

duplicate tracks




	Contents
	Page 1


