Efficiency vs hit fake+duplicates vs hits

1.2

2 2 1_ ------
2 2 [
£ og % [
= 0.6f--:
0.6 32 [
s o
< 0.4f--:-
0.4f-- : : -141-- : Al r
0.2 0'2:"
o 10f : d i‘ o r\:|||||||||
s | ||E=EEik
Al 11111
allllllllli 1110 NEEREERE RN
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 05 115 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
TP hits track hits

—=— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal

—e— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWnoMS-genMatch-chi200
—— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal-106

I Efficienc] —— DQM_mkFit_ TTNEWMS-genMatch-chi200

0.8]

0.6]

0.4

fake+duplicates rate vs layers

0.2

Ratio

0 5 10 15 20 25 09005 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
TP layers track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

13

o

©
F
h
1
h
\
3

o
o)

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

0.015 5
k 1 I I I I i I I I I I I I
o +® o LB T
8 g [
14 4 .
1 I——
0. . . . . 0.950— . . . . . . .
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 0O 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

R

0.8

0.6

0.4

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers

0.2

1.0

Ratio

10 12 14 16 18 20 0905 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
TP 3D layers track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


