N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

4] F %] F 4] F
ks = H S F : < F
g f : g F : g [
T _e : : © E : : E
F* H H E IM - H £
103 e FRRR L R ERIIEE FRRRTREEE 103 EARRRRRLLE RRRRITES freeeeees 10%
v I R 3 2L
10 A : 10 E 10
[ : : N + [
: * EERRTSRTTEEEE 10 10F
- * t -E. -------- lE_ 15—
o d " 4 Pl |||! PETEETTT o v E o E
4 LELLL U p L I .lllJ.I' B
PR W#H‘F
0.5 . - : 095 - I ) 005
10~ 10 1 10. 0 10~ 10~ 1 10. 0 10~
track ref. point r (cr%) track ref. point r (cn%)
N of associatd (ecoTosi) loaper acks v ransverse e paint positon | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | [ ot essocited recoTosim) ks vs vansverse et poit positon |
(%] %] F %] F
x x - x
g 10’
S E
[=% . . .
3 'lIVI'II ........... LTl SERRR P T eT: ... fersn Mg aasbeso--
102 M~T od_modelsdeep_truthfinal_model TEST-25 F,
M_TT__mod_modelsdeep_truthfinal_reg_altmodel TEST-29
M_l' mod modelsdeep truthfmal reg modeITEST 24
10 .
10 10
15
9 9 FRVE) [ 9 1.uof ]
8 TRy g L 5 '
x ] o« ; ox i
09| 18 T H i
e 10t 0 °%¥0 20 10 0 10 20 30 0¥ =20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point r cn%') track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref pmmnnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
L F 2 L
Q Q Q
S . 8 8
© 10 — §
s g
| =
10°%¢ 3 10°
10? 3
8
T
o

0 10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

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

30

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

2 g

g g |

10°F

10%F

105—

) o wuef
5 5
@ o

£

0 5 10 15 20 0%5 =15 10 5 0 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

track Sim. PV z (cm)

-5 0 5
track Sim. PV z (cm)

10 lo 20

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

duplicate tracks

Ratio

10 15 20

0 5
track Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


