Efficiency vs hit

1.2

efficiency vs hits

fake+duplicates vs hits

o©
o
£

TT

2 g+® u
5 5 :
o o il
- PP T e e -
°% 10 20 30 7050 607080 0% 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquareNew_step2_tthar-phasel-newgeom
| Efficienc] DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquareNew2_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
20.02_ o 0.2p -
4] E @ E : : . .
D.018F F0.18F------ Poooeeed T ERRRRREE Foeeees
%.016F
>
Q,
$.014F
© F
.012F
)
0.01F
0.008F
0.006
0.004
0.002
g @
T
[
0.8

20 25
TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

25
track layers

0 0.02p
018|
016
014
o12F
0.01F
008|
0.006|
0.004]
002]

_C,efficier_zgy ) pigl Igyer

o

Ratio

0.5

[S) o
O w 2 »
w O » O

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers
o
. 2 .
(%))

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

6 7 8

track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

w 0.2r » 0.2
) o [ o
0.18F 0.18F-
So.16F So.16F
3 ©0.16F
20.14F- 20.14F
S0.12F So12F
O C Q E
T 0 5 ol
0.08F- EL008:—-
0.06F ao.oej—
E $ E
0.04F *=0.04F
0.02F 0.02F
o OF o OF
& & 10k
! l_

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 56§ 10 T2 14 15 1520

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


