Efficiency vs hit

1.2

efficiency vs hits

fake+duplicates vs hits
bl

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates rate vs hits

0.4

0.2]
S g 0
& ; ¢ ]
- 0.9)
3 : 3 : : 0.8F -- -4z~ - : R :
117 N 258 25 Y 5 R
"0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_CKF_QCDHighPt_base
I Efficienc] —— DQM_mkFit_QCDHighPt_base
g0-05; g T M e
DossE g [
1’d E [%2] o . . . .
= 4 . . . H
20'045 o 0t e P e
9.035F 8 [ : : : :
Z§0035_ 3 I
50%% g
0.025F o
E 3
OAOZE— é
0.015F- 8
0.00F- - FF e oe e e
o.oosi- ----------
o OFT] o
g 7 T
X oof [id
0.8F -
E
° 25 5

TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

1.

track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

iy

0.8]

0.6

efficiency vs pixel layers

0.4]

Ratio

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

0.8p
0.7
0.6F
0.5
0.4F
0.3

0.2

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

Ratio

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

w 0.2 o 0.8
) o [ o
0.18F & o7E-
So.16F g N
d C [ Hel i
3 @ 0.6
;)0.14:—- ® E
So0.12F 2 05~
= C [ C
S 0.1:—' E 0.4:—'
0.08;—- § 0.32—-
0.06F o A
E 0.2
0.04F & F
0.02F--- 0.1
E 3
o OF o Op== T
5 E 5 12f--: ARRESRLE, - -
X oof- x : .
o08f-- : S
E S T 4 _d’. 4
°0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 %2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


