Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

0.5

0.5

i) F 2] E
<= E £ E
0 0.45F 0 0.45F
> 3 > E
> E Q E
é 0.4E £ 0.45
‘3 0.35F £0.35F
5 E w© E
0.3 £ 0.3F
E S __E
0.25F S0.25F
o E
0.2] :‘g 0.25—
OA15;— 0.15;—
0 0.
0.05F 0.05F
£, AFi i iy [T T P
o 0 o =0
T I |
o o | l L
B oL £ R B3 Ll i B S0 ) (S
T | I
%995 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0995 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_noFit2_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_Fit2_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_Fit2AndCPEGeneric_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
| Efficienc] DQM_Fit2AndCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
o 0.2r o 05
@ F @
0.18 045
£0.16F £ 04
Iy g
£0.14 €0.35
o 4
0.12 < 0.3
s g
0.4t~ PREERERY SERERE 50.25
3
0.08 i 02
X
0.06 £0.15
0.04F 0.1
0.02: 0.05
o+ o +0
3 3
x @
¥ T
9% 5 10 15 20 25 095 5 10 15 20 25

TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

0.1

0.5

o
O A
A 01

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

3 4 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

0o 1 2 3 4

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

o 0.2p o 0.5
] F ] E
Zo0.18F B0.45F
So.16F S o04fF
r [ E
20.14F- 2 0.35F
S0.12F o
K] E Q E
5 01:—' .50.25:—
0.08F- S 02F
E S E
0.06F $0.15F
E s F
0.04fF £ ok
0.02f 0.0BF - +i-=rieesinerdenni
E TN N T [N
9 ENV S 9 LU0 M M M M
5 T . -
x o : AN
RS
%024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 %024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


