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O e R
= F ] Co
1’4 L . . .
> . . .
@ r . . .
© 0.8 --r R
o [ oo
Q r . . .
8 F o
L
= : I
3 | | i
+ . .
[0} I . . .
] it R 1 1 L AL EETEED
it 0.2f---% St} RRREEEY | RER| HREEE
Lo bt gt -#.+ [ #‘I' oo
..gth : N
3 et b L UTERTE
je! CEEEECEEE T 30 N S e o I S R R —
& : g ¥
: [ 15F - <_.,+
il I SR H*— - :
443101 oE TR
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

TP hits

track hits

—=— DQM_original_step2_tthar-phasel-newgeom

—e— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

I Efficienc| —— DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare5_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

0 0.05¢

TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer
0.0

018
016
014
012]

oefficiengy vs pixgl layel
v s 2 2re e
o

008
0.006
0.004
0.002

Ratio
L

12  E——

g T !

S r :

2 I .

o 0.8_— """""""""" [
g .

1% -

2

® 0.6F-----F T -,
2 o

= - +4

=]

3 L

S 04 e T AT T T Y
X

8

0 5 10 15 20 25
track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

1

o o o
N (2] 00

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

o
[N}

0O 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

005

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

1F--

o
©

N
'S

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers
o
(2]

o
)

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


