Efficiency vs hit

efficiency vs hits

fake+duplicates vs hits

1.2

ool

40 50 60 70 80
TP hits

0.5
0.45

its

N
~

o
N
&1l
T T T T [T [T T [T TTrT

0.35

o
w

fake+duplicates rate vs h

o
)

0.15
0.1
0.05

10

Ratio

LA - -temeehens

0

—=— DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

—— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare15_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare5_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom_test

Ratio

4= -—‘i— +*+=H=h.——-—b—-—+
ook LIET: : : :
0 5 10 15 20 25

TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

efficiency vs pixel layers

Ratio

0.8]

fake+duplicates rate vs layers

e IEEEEERE:

L SRR SRR T

8
‘a L
L
1
0 5 10 15 20 25
track layers
[ fake+d

j|

0.8

0.6}

0.4]

0.2]

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

Ratio

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

Efficiency vs 3D layer

efficiency vs 3D layers

1.

oy
T T T T

o
)

o
e

il
T

0.

0 2

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

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

.

T

X

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

14 16 18 20
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


