Efficiency vs hit

1.2

efficiency vs hits

25 30 35 40

fake+duplicates vs hits

@ 0.04
£
£.009
>
$.008
£.007
T
£.006
Q.
3.005
%
Q
$.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

TP T I I T [T [T I e et

Ratio

0.5

Qe

§

0 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

track hits

1pOtolp4

_pixelCPETemplateTut h!S'quarelOfsrep2vptllop100075(a1p0101p4
_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquarel5_step2__pt1to1000_etalpQtolp4
“pixel CPETemplateCutChiSquare20: slevapllwloooiega%pgko%pg
etalpOtolp

» 0.01
CD

TP hits
—— DI _Ollgm_mmmlpa
—e— DOM™pixelCPETemplate step2 ~pt1to1000 eta:
— D
—_— g
[Efficienc] —— bdM pixelCPETemplateCuthiSduare30 step2 —pt1to1000
n 1.2
o L
9]
g L
© L
¢ ¥
> L
%) .
8 o}
S
= Lo
o -
0.6+
0.4f:
0.2f:-
[ faaa
o 1B
3 : A
o . .
0.95

Efficiency vs pixel layer
1.

6 8 10 12 14 16

18 20 22 24
TP layers

efficiency vs pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

4 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

1.

oy

o
(o2}
LI B B B B B N

efficiency vs 3D layers

TP 3D layers

7 8 9 10

10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24
track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

track pixel layers

6 65 7 75 8 85 9 9.5 10
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


