Efficiency vs hit

1.2

iy

0.8]

efficiency vs hits

0.6
0.4

o S

Ratio

“10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
TP hits

fake+duplicates vs hits
12

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates rate vs hits

Ratio

K

10 15 20

25 30 35 40
track hits

—=— DQM_CRF_TTbar

—e— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU-updated

—— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU-updated-newPLDNN
— —— DQM_mkFit_TTharPU-updated-newPLDNN-2
[ Efficienc] —— DOM_mkFit TTbarPU-updated-TTbarDNN

ciency vs layers

£0.06
5]

0 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

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

Efficiency vs 3D layer

0.
$0.18
S0.16
20.14
$0.12

0.1
0.08
0.06,
0.04
0.02

ers

la

ncy vs

effici

F

Ratio
T

Laf=seseapere s

L SRR

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
TP 3D layers

fake+duplicates rate vs layers

3=
T
o -
0.5 - -wrrr e e
. : .+ :
0 5 10 15 20 25

track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

1

T

.

3
i
H

H

f

0.8

0.6

0.4

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

0.2

Ratio

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

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

Ju.-u_?:':.::

0.8

0.6

0.4

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers

0.2

Ratio

R SRAE IR
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


