Efficiency vs hit

1.2

efficiency vs hits
.
il
.

fake+duplicates vs hits

fake+duplicates rate vs hits

1__'+‘-|'~"".":'"":""‘."".'"": """
0.6-—

0.4

g +ebprbbiud
T : H
© | ”lllll ..........
I
095 0 20 30 40 50 60 09— 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits

—"— DQM_CKF_TT_base_noSel

| Efficienc]| —— DQM_CKF_TT_baseT125_noSel

14 4] s PR I EEEEEEE T
g g 1T s
0. g | .
2 e t : : : :
20. o 08 Feneensd RREEED e P
N gt Do : :
= 1%} . . . .
O ] B . . . .
500 o R

s [ :

=]

he} .

3

[} .

X .

k| :

L P Ted
- — L 1 0 1 1 -+ 1
o0 o +0 ;
5 | | 3 : |
o o P | l
I ]
095 5 10 15 20 25 09% 5 10 15 20 25

TP layers

track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

== I DD T

: o ' :
S H :
| x : |
| o
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 R R N B R 678

TP pixel layers

el
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

[ 2 aE
© E [ a
FO0.09F N
So.08F 8 o0.aF-
E o L
20.07F > F
50.06F P
= E Q -
£0.05F g [
E L L
0.04F 2 0.4}
E he] L
0.03f s F
E % L
0.02;— = 0.2}
oot sl -
Fracds i [N [
g+ : + o1
3 | | 3
' @
%2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 09024 6 8§ 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


