Efficiency vs hit

efficiency vs hits

fake+duplicates vs hits

12p : 5
r 0.
1-— --------------------- P R ? - now -
0.8-— ----------------------------- - 0'

o

fake+duplicates rate vs hits

095 30 40 50 60 95 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—"— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal
I Efficienc] —— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWnoMS-genMatch-CUT
0 12 o 05F
[ I [
g [ 04
0 I 0
L >
ST 5o
c I <0.
S 0.8fF- it
2 [ Lo
e R
0.6f- 50.2
[ 3
E fo
04r So.1
0
: : : 0.0 : : :
o ofed i i o b i i, i
k5 i : 3 : : :
4 'H—' & T T :
fISER & + : ++ b ++:|> {» c ] EERERR
095 5 10 15 20 25 09% 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers track layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

efficiency vs pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

0.8

o
3

o
e

o
o

o
IS

o
w

0.2]

licates rate vs pixel layers
P o o P 3/
o v © w © &~ ?1

fake+du

8
TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

efficiency vs 3D layers

4 5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

1. o 0.5
I [
0.4
. 8 o.
203
0.8] % .
= 0.
3
0.6 ©0.2
L
-% 0.
0.4 201
s
0.2) 0.
S 00
AT TN TN P T e i
bt - ety
09024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 2 4 6 & 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


