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fake+duplicates vs hits

12 0.8
[ = E
L w0.7'_
i s F
L < 0.6:—
[ @ E
0.8 = o
C 8 o5F
L o E
0.6 S 04F
- + E
r ) E
[ 8 0.3F
0.4 F
r : 0.2F
0.2f---tenertendenns E
[ . 0.1
[ N M PR PR PP ° O-""' 1 A
T _...'..+..:....: .............
: : : § 1.5 : ]
iy 1 Rtk L ' : +*
. : : 1_...+... fﬂ*"’ﬁ‘** *
o 0O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—— DQMstep3_TT.

Cl F
—e— DQMstep3_TT
—— DQMstep3_TT. cka\xe\Less

—— DQMstep3_TT default-relf4

—— DQMstep3 TT_defaultNEWTOLDSAMPLE-relf4

efficiency vs layers

Ratio

fake+du

glicates rate vs Iaa/ers
< o .

e :
0 5 10 20 25 0.0 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers track layers
[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |
LN = T » 0.8f
g I . 8
g | : Zo7
2 o4 g
g 0.8_—' 3 o6k
1’d [
> I >
> o Q
§ 0.6} ® 05
e 8 o.4F
° I 8
0.41- S 0.3
r >
[ ¥
L o 0.2
0.2+ s
o 9 °
5 3
X oof @
0.8 1 T SRR OPPPS :
01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 78

TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

efficiency vs 3D layers

Ratio

1.

o o
o ) =

o
>

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers

Ratio

bl

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

FEEL
0 2 4 6 8101214161820

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


