Efficiency vs hit

1.2

efficiency vs hits

fake+duplicates vs hits

1F

o o
o) e}

o
N

fake+duplicates rate vs hits

0.2 : :
§=] 8+ T
3 K T I
o £ @ 11| i
}J_ itk 5
T L} 153
£ i L) S|
0 20 30 40 50 60 o 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_test_CKFFitDefault
—— DQM_test_mkFitFit
—— DQM_test_mkFitFit_retest
[ Efficien DQM_test_mKFitNOFit_retest

ey

o
e}

fake+duplicates rate vs layers
o
(o2}

25

0.4]
0.2 - --rmrrrmrs e
n- Il Il Il 1
9o+ . .
T H i .
I e
e csitiile
. Fciat L [ |1 'I‘l : :
0 10 15 20 25 9% 5 10 15 20
TP layers track layers
Efficiency vs pixel layer [ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

0.2

w 0.8 o 08
g g
& 07 & 07
2 g
‘2 0.6 ‘5 0.6
2 2
> 0.5 @ 0.5
g g
Q
2 0.4 g 04
[
® 03 £ 03
o
=3
kel
b
[}
X
s

Ratio

Ratio

Efficiency vs 3D layer

0.5

5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

o

o

efficiency vs 3D layers
o

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

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

1

I o o
EN fe) o)

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers

o
[N}

oy [P e A S

Ratio

Ratio
&

e
T

() 2 4 6 8101214161820

TP 3D layers

O'U

2 4 6 8 101'214161820
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


