Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

o 0.8 T 2 o= P P P e S A
= : 01T o R
E ! £ I :
> . Q . .
o : g 080 :
— . [%2] . .
QO . Q r - .
= H T Foo :
5 0 : S oef-: :
: s :
0. : 2t :
: % odl..: :
0. : ] 0.4 :
0. : L
: 0.2
0 e .
A P PP TUUIN T OO TN PP TV PP POV TP
o o 14
I T
@ o
0% 0 20 30 40 50 60 0% 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5

TP hits

track hits

—=— DQM_original_originalvector_1000evt
—— DQM_original_1000evt
[Efficiend —— DQM._fitted4_1000evt

o
e}

°
N
T T T T T T T T

fake+duplicates rate vs layers
o
(o2}

0.2

.
T

20 25
TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

S oo o
o O o o ©

ciency vs pixel layers

o
o

©0.0

O'i) 05 115 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

1

o o
o2} @

I
N

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

. 0.2
Gl i 1 1 -I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
o : o +8
5 g
@ — 14
fa L =1 [ : .
0.95 6 7 8 O 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

bl
TP pixel layers

track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

1

[ P PR R

I o o
EN fe) o)

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers

o
[N}

Ratio
&

e
T

%92 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
TP 3D layers

09905 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


