N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position

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

%) C %) F %) r
3 f : 3 f 3
I F . 8 [ 8
AR I e . ieeeenann ® 2
10 : o § %
[ 10°F
10°F E -
O ARALALL RELAERERE RAL bl i
10* F 10°F
10 E
i+ 10°F
9 J..A- 9 J.,U;?-
& 1ok &
1
5 . 0.95 . 0.95 .
1072 10 1 10. 0? 1072 107 1 10. 0? 1072 10 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cn%) track ref. point r (cn%) frack ref. point r (cr%)
1ot associaed recatosim) tooper racks vs ansverse et point posiion | N of reconstructed tracks vs transverse ref point position | N ofassociated (ecaToSim) racks vs ansverse 1 poit positon |
2 F L R
s - s
g 2
E
k=l
elsdeep_truthfinal_modelTEST-25
elsdeep_truthfinal_reg_altmodel TEST-29
elsdeep_truthfinal“reg"model TEST-24
T0E
ie] Re]
T T
o o
500 10 20 30 ¥ 20 10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)
N of associated (recoToSim) looper tracks vs transverse ref ymmvpnmmnl [N of reco track vs.sim PVz ]
R 2 L 3
Q Q [} I
8 g 8 r
) Q 10°
2 8
S 10° g 10°
=
=]
k=l

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

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

true tracks

[N
(=}
™

fake tracks

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

290 —i5 -10 =5 0 5 10 15 20
track Sim. PV z (cm)

'—‘F’ZO -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

track Sim. PV z (cm)

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

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

duplicate tracks

[N
(=]
=

=
o
w

10°

0880 =15 -10 -5

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



	Contents
	Page 1


