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fake+duplicates vs hits

8 1.2 a Ff--r - LR PR TR
< < 3 :
2 2
> I o L
2 © 0.8
(%) -
k) 8 L
£ 0.8 & !
3] S 06k-4r:
E I
0.6 ° Fol:
+ .
Q B .
& 04f--:
0.4 = 3 :
..o
0.2] 0'2. .
L H N N N N F M : : : : :
o B M ETETE FEETE FETEE PR FEEEE FEE o LDp " M FEETE FPUTE FTERE FERRE FREE
= k=]
© . . . . . ©
4 . . . . . [\ 1= - 1111
H+ +*5.+_‘_-.+.-"‘.,.._' ’+.-+*.-.-.+- .
H H H N N 0.95F
0.95 H H H . . o = SN H H H H
-5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_original_step2__pt1000_eta2p0Oto2p5
—e— DQM_mkFit_step2__pt1000_eta2p0to2p5
I Efficienc|] —— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2__pt1000_eta2p0to2p5
o 1.2 1)
b4 L &
. Y
Kol F k]
1 [
> >
2 e
g ©
(%)
8 3
]
s g
=
=]
°
+
Q
X
8

Ratio

Ratio

20
TP layers

25

Efficiency vs pixel layer

10

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

15

20 25
track layers

1.

i

o
(o2}
TTT [T T T[T T T[T T T[T T[T

efficiency vs pixel layers

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

uplicates r:
o

o O
Qi

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

6 7 8

el
track pixel layers

1.

i

o o
e )
ML B o e

efficiency vs 3D layers

6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
TP 3D layers

0.8

0.7

0.6]

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2]

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers

0.

i

10

Ratio

R SRR B o 1 R

6 8 10 12 14 16

18 20
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


