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« 0.0 O o,
= = : .
©.009 ¢ :
@ .
?.oos £ o8
D007 8 :
g :
s :
%.006 S 06[ :
0.005 s | :
a | .
0.004 S 04
0.003 L :
0.002 ¥ 0.2 :
0.001E- P o.’-i-- + ;
L 1T, i PRV TN 4 . VA T PPN
o of A o ropdends T TP
& QTN Eob |
il it 1
i | 1 Do dl:
099710 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 099510 15 20 25 30 35 40

TP hits

track hits

—"— DQM_TT__Original_lowpt

| Efficienc] —— DQM_TT__Original-pLess_lowpt

0 0.0I
Q

.00

i

1)

o
[

fake+duplicates rate vs layers
o
i

-------- 02
o+ o9
I 4 T
@ 24
[ T T S T . -
095 5 10 15 20 25 09% 5 10 15 20 25

TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

0.00

o 0.0 o 08
Q 3
é}.oo & 07
$9.00: 2
a ‘a 0.6
9.00 2
3.00 g 05
o 0
@.00 3 04
@ 8

=

=]

7

[0}

X

s

©
w

o
)

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

Efficiency vs 3D layer

» 0.01

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

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

bl

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers
o
(2]

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

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



	Contents
	Page 1


