Efficiency vs hit

1.2

iy

0.8]

efficiency vs hits

0.6]

fake+duplicates vs hits
bl

T
-
-
.

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates rate vs hits

0.4

0.2

Ratio

Ratio

0.

60

0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
track hits

TP hits

o1y | m
:E emplateCutChiSquare10_step.
D emplateCutChiSquare15_step.
P emplateCutChiSquare20_step.
pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare30_ste

oooood

[ Efficiend]

o 0.5

CD

Z0.09)

£0.08

Iy

.5 0.07

o

& 0.06

[}
0.05

0.04]
0.03]
0.02
0.0%

""" ISR T,

m—m—m—arfp'rmmwg&
emplate s e(gZ ttbar-phasel-new

geom
2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
2”ttbar-phasel-newgeom
2”ttbar-phasel-newgeom
2_ttbar- e eom

i

o
©

o
[

N
~

fake+duplicates rate vs layers

10
1.

Ratio

20 25
TP layers

10 15

S

Efficiency vs pixel layer

¢ 0.05F

35 4 45 5
track layers

09905 T 15 2 25 3

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

1

o
©

o
o)

N
S

""F

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

o
[N}

6 7 8
TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer
0.

0.18]
& 0.16]
20.14
0.12

0.1
0.08|
0.06|
0.04
0.02

D layers

ncy vs

(7}

effici

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

4] || =T RS IEEE EEE -
] .
= .
Ko} ro.
Q r .
® 0gf--+
P [
> .
@ ro.
© r .
@ 0.6F--:
o -
© Fo
L -
S 0.4f--:
S Lo
+ .
Q Fo.
X L .
= H
0.2--!

10

Ratio

1.

IIII

.-

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

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

0% 55



	Contents
	Page 1


