Efficiency vs hit fake+duplicates vs hits

n

» 0.5
£
0.4
>
[}
g 0.
£0.3
S
Lo
E
©0.2
o
Lo
s 0
0.1
0.0 %% 0
0.0 #é PR e 0.0
sl ;
<) k) _
I 4 T
& ogH & o9F -
. . 0.8F
o6H1-T[ " AERLERE | . HE
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 "% 15 20 25 30 35 40

track hits

—=— DQM_mkFit5_XiMinusPU_base
—e— DQM_mkFit5_XiMinusPU_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epoch4
—+— DQM_mkFit6_XiMinusPU_base

I Efficienc|] —— DQM_mkFit6_XiMinusPU_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epoch4
0n0.05p o 0.2p
5} . . . . 5}

20 25
track layers

TP layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

1

o o
o) ©

N
S

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

0.2]
__________ Re]
T
14
8 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers track pixel layers
[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |
0 0.05¢ o 0.5p
o 9]
O
8o
2
E0.3
g o
(%]
[
©0.2
S
2 0.
o
$o.15
s
= 0.
0.0
8
T
X o9
. SN o Zi 5 I Lo
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 ‘0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


