Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

o 1.2 »n 0.5
= '.Eo E
¢ 2045
> Q E
5 g 04
— 1] E
£ 08 g0-35E
@ S 03F
E E
0.6 S0.25F
I E
o E
< 0.2F
0.4 0.15F
0.2 E
0.05;—
o 10 !....i....i.... ° E
T . T
@ : 14
: oo
09910 20 30 50 60 70 80 95 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—— DQM_0Ig 7] ] i
—e— DOM™pixelCPETemplate step2_ ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQMpixelCPETemplateCutChiSquareNew_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—_— g _p!xelggg}emplategu&gﬂggquare jew%_slep%_ngar-pnase%-newgeom
[Efficienc] —— B3M-bixelChE TemplateCutchiSquareNewa—stepstibar phasel-newgeom
o 1.2 o 0.5
] N 7] E
z [ F0.45F
¢ T 2 o4f
o Q o
< ©0.35F
Q@ a E
o : 2 o3F
© : : g ¥
: . : §.0.25:—
: : : 3 E
: : : § 02p
4 E
. . . S0.15F
. . 0.1;_
SR A 0.05F
[ i i i i E
o ¥ . . . . kel . .
T . . . . T L
o - b bl % I : J— & I
0% 5 10 15 20 25 °% 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers track layers
Efficiency vs pixel layer [ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |
e 0.8

efficiency vs pixel layers

0.7

0.6F

0.5E

0.4

0.3

0.2

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

Ratio

Ratio

5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

%

Efficiency vs 3D layer

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

o 1. %
s L : Lo g 7 T
> F . . . > . .
K] . : R & N
a ¥ : T 2 Lo
© I . P ® 08l A
L S Pl Pl £ P
> - - - - Q . .
g o8 T R B N
k] L Do . 4 06 N
I e g P
L T P S 04 SR
0.4 Premrenaned ERiy 7 Lo
[ oo I k) -
L oo o 8 s
0.2} Seemeedeed e 02 H
- TR feed P
o 1 e T T —
IS oo :
4 o G : Bl
;f.'F"" Haalinde < TR L :
0. i i i i i i 0.95 i i o i i
8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

0 2 4 o

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


