Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

2 0.8 a PFfr - LR PR TR
< < 3 :
2 07 2 [
> O L
2 06 T 0.8F-
g o R
£ g I
5 05 e
sl
0.4] S L
+
& L
0.3] 8
0.2]
0.1F-------nnn- PR F P
o 9
T T
24 o :
i . S A
40 50 60 %5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
hits track hits
—=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_CKIPUS0__RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_mkFitPUS0__RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_mkFitPUSOLowPtQuad__RECO
| Efficienc] —— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__ CMSSW_mkFitPU50LowPtTriplet_ RECO
©0.05 | = — PP— y— —
[ ) L . . . .
2.045 g b
4 o L . . . .
> > . : . .
a0.04 o 0_8__..¢v._:_ ....... e e RV
o35 s [ TT
‘S 1% N . . .
L Q B =%, . . .
£ 0.03] = oo B
© goe : : : :
0.025 o L
3 L
0.02 i 04
x
0.015 8
0.0
0.005F
o +OF )
T T
& 11 g
1
0.9
0% 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers track layers
[ fake+d
4
[
0.
©
x
a
20.
2
<
do.
5]
k]
=
=]
0.
[}
X
8
0.
Re]
T
o

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

effici
o
S
T T T T T

o
T T T
il

...... By | o o S R T

8 10 12 14 16 18 20
TP 3D layers

0 2 4 6

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers

Ratio

i

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

O
T

0.5

Do T
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


