Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

1.2

efficiency vs hits

Ratio

TP hits

0.5
0.45

its

N
~

o
N
&1l
TI T T T T [T [T T [T TTrT

’t

0.35

o
w

fake+duplicates rate vs h

o
)

0.15

0.05

Ratio

}‘ . .

J i) Jell
23 11

20 25 30 35 40

track hits

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original

—+— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original_newwindows
I Efficienc| —— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_update-mod127

—— /data2/legianni/standalone-May24/CMSSW_13_2_X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated}0

10 15 20 25

Ratio

N

©
o
o

fake+duplicates rate vs layers

al
©
=}
2}
T

0.04
0.02F

14F

Ratio

1.2 -

10 15 20 25

TP layers track layers
Efficiency vs pixel layer [ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |
1

T
L.
4

efficiency vs pixel layers

Ratio

=+

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 8
TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

3 4 5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

o 1. %
g g ]
> o >
g | 8
o I [a)
(3] o (3] 0.8
w I 1’4
> - >
> - Q
g 0.8 g
s g 06
s 06 g
[ S 04
0.4} 2
[ e
[ 8
0.2F- 02
L AP P IS P I IS |
o %) o
: : | {Il
1+ T
. N N R O TJ?]H:
10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

12 14 16
track 3D layers

8 10



	Contents
	Page 1


