Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

o 08 FZ I ~rrrr e T e Tt
< < F N N N N N
2 07 2 I : :
> Q r : . . . .
o =1 EEEEEEEE Peeeeme s LR -
S 06 € 0By D
S [%] . .
ES 2 I . .
% 05 LR OO VSO S
e : : : : :
04 : 3 : P
. b . .
0.3] + © b A P Tt
02 : :
0.1 : [ T :
: : : O g e :
o 1ags fot PEErE AT AT A AT AT o] FEFEIFE N AW | iyl aaa )i
9 1l M 9 LW M M M
I ! T + i : T:
o @ 1—++++ Ha ::
0.95F - ux + l s
°% 10 40 50 60 %16 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_original_step2_tthar-phasel-newgeom
—e— DQM_pixelCPE_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
[Efficienc| —— DQM_pixeICPENoMatR_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
o 0.5 2| = T T
[ E ) L . N
F L] SRR SRR EE AR & [ : :
w (%] - .
..................... 2 : :
g 0.4 @ 0.8 r - -' """"""""" ' """""""""
£0.35 s [ : :
g ? [ : : :
£ 03k < 0.6F---}-- T A
) g YO - . .
..................... 3 L- N N
0.25 §. : #: . :
e
0.15fF--====brmrmsegernes st - : :
04 7 SRR S SR IR SRS
[ - : :
005 L e
g o g of I ' ' '
§ i § 1.05F - - FL-5-----
0.9 - -+**++#- |
0.8 : 0.95F - - +fastennran ++ ------- [ - -
07 . 0. H e .
0 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers track layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

¢ 0.05F

0.5

o
O A
A 01

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

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

Efficiency vs 3D layer

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

4

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

0.05¢ o 0.8
5 F @ F
_@1.0455— g o7k
S0.04F 8 065
[ E [ o
3 @ 0.6f
g.OSSE— P E
$0.03F € 05E
] E 4
.025F % 04
F Q
002 S 03
0.015F $
0.01f 8 02
0.005F- 0]
o OF g2 0
& 105k g 't
£ 0.9
%024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 %24 6 8§ 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


