Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

0 0.0] P =
= < L
P Xele:) ~SEEEE EEEEE EULTEL SUCEL ST SERLE e [
...................................... ] I
3.008 £ ogl-
;:_r;rin.om g [
£ I
.................................... Q
©.008, £ osf-
0.005 3 [
T [
0.004 < 0.4f-
0.003 [
0.002 0.2
0.001 o FRR [
AP P T AR
8 ¥ T 2 +W
T I oo
[ @ . . . . .
| S i -t —————i
°M6—15 20 25 30 35 40 0% 4 6 8§ 10 12 14 16 18 20
TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal
—— DQM_mKFit_TT_pL
[Efficienc|] —— DQM_mkFit_TT_pLW
0 0.0% 0 e e
#.009F s [ : :

E 7 - . . . .

E Q : : : :
?-0085 o 08 e AR A T
2.007F 8 [ : : ; :

9 o F 3 I : :
£.006F- (-flc ERCIRRCPRPLRE SRPLER LT
0.005F s I : 1 ;

E ° F : .
0.004F s 04f------ [EEEEEEY EREE TR teresimeeaa

E K 8 : :
0.003F-- I :
0.002F 02f------ P R e

0.002F - . 5
FE 1T i i i i ol i T4 i
g9 g 9 '
T -+ T
@ o
1 il +
°96~ 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 09% 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers track layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer
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