Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

o 12 o 0.2
= [ IS E
s | 90.18
> - Q
% 50.1
5 )
£ 08 %0'1
o £0.1
E
0.6} S 0
. N . +
A 200
0.4 ERRER BN 0.0
0.2 Beees l‘ HET
o ofrtbmmetll G R
& ﬁ{ﬁ : & 5
el 1 L]
0'0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—— DQM_CKF_softQCD
—e— DQM_mkFit_SoftQCD-updated
—— DQM_mKFit_SoftQCD-DNNsgcd100
I Efficienc|] —— DQM_mkFit_SoftQCD-DNNalliters
) Nl o 0.2p
[ [
=0. 801
2o, 201
> 2
50. $0.14
8 3
£o. Eo.lz
2 0.1
3
$0.08
x

20 25
TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

0.5

o

efficiency vs pixel layers
o o
S N © w 9 »

0.1!

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

25

track layers

0.1

o

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers
o o o o oo o

o
Q

0O 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

0.5

eﬁiciencycvs 3D layers
w
Ul

0 2 4 6

8 10 12 14 16 18 20
TP 3D layers

Ratio

6

7

8

track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

o

© o o
I~
» O ©

o o ©
S D i
Tt

fake+dl£licates rate vs 3D I@/ers
< 2 [
N

© o o
o o
N5

o

Ratio
[

o

T

R o X e R LT

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


