Efficiency vs hit
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J% 1.2 o 0.5
= [ = E
¢ 204
2 T & o
s g
(3]
g o038 $03
© 8o
E;
202
e
20
8
0.1
0
0.0
L2 8 . .
S g L - :
© : : o :
rhensomod i
l.a::'f".. .l u,vﬂfl . . . . 0.8 Ve . 1 |
0O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_harvest_CKF_CKF_keep
—e— DQM_harvest_mkFit_CKF_keep
—=— DQM_harvest_mkFit_CKF_keep_TESTNOFIT
| Efficien —— DQM_harvest_mkFit_CKF_keep_TESTFIT
[4) .8 1) 0.5
g g
3 04
4 2o
> Q
§ ©0.3
8 g o.
E §
50.2
3
2 0.
£
5_50-1
0
0.0 E
) o +OF
g 5 £
o o
0.8fF---
0.6 i -
15 20 25

TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5

0.4

efficiency vs pixel layers

0.3
0.2

0.1

Ratio
=

track layers

fake+duplicates vs pixel layers ]
0.1

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

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

Efficiency vs 3D layer

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

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

o 0.8 » 0.5p
[ (7]
g o 04
a 0 Qo
g - £03
> 2
20 < 0.
Q 0
(5}
£ 04 202
s 8
0. s 0.
0 EO.lS
’ s o
0.1 0.0
2 2 191
I T
@ AR A A T 12
b :
; =r£{: Do 0.8 -~ b-- g - s e maes T
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

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



	Contents
	Page 1


