Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

Efficiency vs pixel layer

25

0 0.8 0 0.8
= < o
¢ 07 2 0.7F
> I -
19 L o
G 0.6 € o6
S [%] -
= 2 E
T 05 8 osF
EN
0.4 3 04F
+ E
i) E
0.3 S 03fF
0.2 0.2F
0. 0.1
© LD P TS PP 9“G'lll ™ S P
: g @fﬂ# ;
P ¢ 2 I 1 O O S
0.9 || OO0 ﬁ+
°% 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 099510 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_TT__CKF_ORIG
—— DQM_TT__CKFLowPtQ_ORIG
[Efficienc| —— DQM_TT__CKFLowPtQ_MODIF
[4) 0.5 o 08
£0.09 &
8 & o7
20.08] 2
Iy 2 0.6
20.07 g
3 3 05
= Q .
£0.06 £
0.05 S 04
3
0.04) % 03
0.03) =
0.2
0.02
0.04 0.1
o 0 o @
§ 13 & 1.1
1 S+ 1 -
o9 2025 %5
TP layers track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

¢ 0.05F

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

0.5

Efficiency vs 3D layer

6 7 8
TP pixel layers

H | H H
4 5 6 7 8

track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

TP 3D layers

o 0.1 o 0.8
] E 2 3
Z0.09F 2ok
S0.08F 8 er
% E = 06E-
E o 0.6F
30.075— o ]
§0.06F g 0.5F-
s F g F
= 0.05F T 0.4F
E S E
0.045— § o
0.03F i J:
E 02k
o.oz;—+-;- s E
oo®l: o1f
o *BF o B
g 1.2 & E

1.1

]F—'v— PR 0.95F

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 92 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


