N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

tracks

Ratio

duplicate tracks

H
<
b

Ratio

%] 4]
X x
g g
3
E s
8 . . 8 1 .
FoREs SR 11 B SR FE A E R G {1 8 1sp------ RS SRR TELE (EREPPR
@ | f @ | :
1 11
05 2 I 1 : ) I 2 0.5 I : l I
10~ 10~ 1 10, 0 B
track ref. point r (cn%)
N of assoclated (recaToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref polnt position | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position |
2 R
[} [}
g g
- ©
g
.................... 10
—— DQM_TT_original
—— DQM_TT__mod_modelsdeep_truthfinal_reg_modelTEST-24
—— DQM_TT__mod_modelsdeep_something3
o) R
T ]
24 E
i
10 0—30 -20 -10 0 0 20 30
tri

fake tracks

Ratio

H
S
L

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

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

N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs. sim PV z_|

true tracks

Ratio

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

track ref. point z (cm)

Nt associated (ecaToSI) loper racks vs ansverse e point posiion |

.4
S
o

duplicate tracks

Ratio

B0 =20 -0 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

fake tracks

Ratio

15
track Sim. PV z (cm)

ack ref. point z (cm)

| N of reco track vs. sim PV z |

tracks

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

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

%0 =40 —20 0 20 40 60
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


