Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

|| e, LT T IEEEET OrrTe TR

o
©

o
o

fake+duplicates rate vs hits

I
S

o
)

o 0 .91'\‘0...:.}....!.
& ol LRI L5 ¢ Dl
U - - - 4 - 095-----5 ..... J. A4 -
+T . . ,-f_ i . .
0.95 0.
10 15 20 25 30 35 40 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits 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
0 0.05g | e T
E 5} [ :
$.045 E‘ L
4 [ .
o 0.8~ B P
g [ :
@ L
L
© 0.6
L2 3
o L
=]
S L
o 0.4
< L
Es L

Ratio
N
=)

Efficiency vs pixel layer

12 14 16 18 20 22 24

TP layers

o8 5 0 15 20 25
track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

0 0.05F

vs pixel layers

S Pxeliy
» O wu
T

4]

w

N

o
Ul

fake+duplicates rate
o
g ok o pS @

o

5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

4 5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

00.05

0.8

o o
N ~
i LAas. Lans CaREUTRRR LIRS

o
[

o
41

o
w

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers
o
N

0 2 4 6 8 10

12 14 16 18 20
TP 3D layers

6 8 9 10
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


