Efficiency vs hit

efficiency vs hits

Ratio

fake+duplicates vs hits

TP hits

0.8 2 0
o <
[ T U S PO A P S ©0.18F
E > F
o <0.16
0.6 © F
3 $0.14F
0.5¢ Soa2f
F s F
0.4 S 0.1
E + E
E Lo.08F
(O] b R AR R R [ hahad 4
E 0.06F
O e S it R R E :
E 0.04¢
(O AREEETERE. | KL% SRR EEREE F :
3 0.02F A0
E '¢++& N N
111 po| AEEEE FREEE I 1 1 I boaaa]asa
LW 9 LW
3 14
: i
. 01 11
095 0 20 30 40 50 60 0% —% 10 15 25 30 35 40

20

track hits

—=— DQM_TT__original_noPU
—— DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxEff_PU
—— DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxHits_PU

[ Efficienc] —— DQM_TT__paretofrontMinFR_PU

o 0.1 @ 05
s F ¢
N7 R RN £
QYY) P S A 2 o4
> E °
2 E =
5007 """ i S 80.35
S E o g
ﬁo'%; _S 0.3
0.05F - rrreencmennnn. £0.25
E =]
SR 2
0.04 P g 02
0'03;_ """""""""" 80.15
0.02F ol
0.08F -+ : 0.05
g -0 i o 40f
& TIL & 105
i 1]
1 £
0. f() 5 10 15 20 25 0. 50

TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer
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