Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

1
g
i
il
s

35 40
TP hits

25 30

oooood

fake+duplicates rate vs hits

0.8,

o
o

o
)

o
141

N
~

o
w

%05 115 2 25

4 45 5
track hits

3 35

T
xgeICPETempﬁe Step2 plellolpﬂm

POt

xelCPETemplateCutChiSquare10_step.
xelCPETemplateCutChiSquarel5_step:

pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare30_step

xelCPETemplateCutChiSquare20_step:

. pto

P
P

=Y

tol_eta2pOto2p5
tol”eta2p0to2p5
tol”eta2p0to2p5S
tol eta2p0to2p5

5

8 10 12 14

20 22 24
TP layers

16

Efficiency vs pixel layer

¢ 0.05F

5 6 7
TP pixel layers

tes rate vs layers [2

Ical

fake+dupl

5

0.
0.45
0.4
0.35
.2

0
0
0

35 4 45 5
track layers

115 2 25 3

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

o
9]

0.05€

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

0.1

G0 )l S A

8

10

12 14 16 18 20
TP 3D layers

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6]

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2]

0.

i

qj

0.5

05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


