Efficiency vs hit

o 12 @ 0.
= [ =
@ 1_ wO 18:
> — CD C
eI gO16F
2 L %] e
£ 08 %0'14:
o I o F
L L0.12F
[ S o
0.6 S 0.1
L + E
- [0} -
L £0.08F
0.4_— 0.06F
oAz' 0.04F
0.02F
o 0 RV RV o seofti 5 il
|||||\|||!HMNIH||||||| ||
1} - 1 - 4 ¥ S R
LY | +’ ‘
0.95 0.95 R
0 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

fake+duplicates vs hits

TP hits

track hits

—=— DQM_TT__CKF_ORIG
—— DQM_TT__CKFandPLess_ORIG

[Efficienc| —— DQM_TT__CKFandPLess_MODIF

yers
ul

a

o
Iy
1

o
N
Ul
AL LR LN Ll LA LAY LA LR LAY L

o
i

0.35

effimency Vs
=3
[%3]

-+ +

Efficiency vs pixel layer

15 20 25
TP layers

0.8

0.7

0.6]

0.5

0.4

efficiency vs pixel layers

0.3]

0.2]

Ratio

Efficiency vs 3D layer

4 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

09% 5 10 15 20 25
track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |
0.

0.18
2016
20.14

pixel layers

te

§0.12
0.4
£0.08
20.06
CD

$0.04]
0.02

icates r:

+dup

S 0 S A S B

Ratio

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

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

o 05p 0 0.1
) E ] E
Z0.45F 0.09F
S o04f So.08f
o E 2,07F
>‘0.35:— 0)0'07:_
2 E © E
& 0.3F - 0.06F
) E o E
£0.25F %0.05F
E L E
0.2F S0.04F
E o E
0.15F $0.03F
0.1 Lo.02F
0.05F--i- 0.01F
Foo i i i i E
.9 ENV S N ‘9 LU0
3 : l | 5
o 1 o
- | | i
54610 17 14 16 15 20 095 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


