Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

0.5

efficiency vs hits

e

0.5
0.45F

0.35

es rate vs hits
o
iy

fake+duplicat
o
N
a1
T T T T T T

o
w

0.2

o o «' 2o
4 I ' 4
1 tu un 1+ T T 5 7 A
imﬂ [ | | 1
I . . . .
1 . . . . . . . . .
0.958 0.95
0 10 2 40 50 60 70 80 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal
—e— DQM_mKFit_TTNEWS50
—— DQM_mkFit_TTNEW50-chi2
[ Efficienc] —— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWS50-dpdg
4
[
0.
v
>
Q
So.
1%
Q
T
L
0.
=]
=]
+
L
£o.
0.05
o +0
T
o
0.95 = = : 0.95, : :
0 5 10 15 20 25 0 10 15 20 25

TP layers

track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

== I DD I =T

o

Efficiency vs 3D layer

4 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

3 4 5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

0.5

o

>

Ul
TrpTTT

035

o
w

T T T T I O

ﬁlciency vs 3D layers
o
By

5 0.25]

0.8

o o
N ~
i LAas. Lans CaREUTRRR LIRS

o
[

o
41

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers

0.2 03
0.5
0.2
0.1
0.05 CRREES B8 04
i i i
o +R - * o+
5 5
' 1 T @
- 18 E
%024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0%¥0—2 4 6 8§ 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


