Efficiency vs hit

0.8,

efficiency vs hits
o o
o N

o
2]

I
»

fake+duplicates vs hits

8 T
[ -

>

e P r i
[ERE: e A A S Sy
g [oi Goonooi
I : : : :
S 0.6y
ER

S

Q

X

&

. 0.2 Tere e REREE
R -
|| o T
. : T 1.05]
. o
: - b
: : 0.95
"0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0% 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
[—— DOM_mKFIi_TTorigmal
—e— DQM_] mkF:l TTﬁnengtud
—e— DQM_mKFit, TTﬁnewStudyﬁzt
[Efficienc]| —— BSM N E-Eiﬁtﬁﬂihm
0 0.05g )
[ E )
#.045F )
20.04F g
E 2
035F ©
g) E :
&= O 03:— 2
F 2
0.025:— o
E 3
0.02F e
E s

Ratio

5 10 15 20 25
TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

20 25
track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

»0.05¢
20.05¢

vs pixel layers
S Pxeliy
» O wu

al

o
N o

o . . ¢
ok 9N 9O w 2 »
i w

Ul

fake+duplicates rate

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

0O 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

0.05¢ o 0.8
E [ E
®.045F g o7k
So0.04f 8 F
E o 0.6
9.035¢- o
$0.03f ¢ 05p
2 E o E
’@0255— .S 0.4:—
E = F
0.02F Sof
0.015F o 25
E 0.2F
0.01 & T
0.005F- 3
‘9 L.W:-‘ E
g [T+
x =1
BT
%024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 924 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


