Efficiency vs hit

0.5

its

0.45

I
IS

o
)
a
T T T T T TR T T T

©0.35

efficiency vs h

o
w

o

fake+duplicates vs hits

1_—.&r“-'\
boor T Ty
oo i Hf

" SESS B

fake+duplicates rate vs hits

3] FEE T FEEEE FERTE FRERE

Ratio

1l

Ratio

Of

10

20

TP hits

"0 5 10 15

30 35 40
track hits

[ Efficien

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit_ORIG

| —— DQM_TT__mkFit_MODIF

o 0.2

o} E
Fo.18F
20.16F
I E
go.a4f

o -
£0.12F
[}

0.8f------ FERPERRE -

0.6f------ IRRERTEE SRRTEE

fake+duplicates rate vs layers

Qé [ i
o.08f 04f------ L | i I
0.06F- [ : : §
0.04F-- 02f----- Leeeennd deeaaes Lo,
0.02f L : : :
o 0| o o +0 I | i i
SR S 0 1 e Y A A s : :

1 4 1—{..—4.,‘*-}-.1{.:{-:}
£ L] 1.1 _ : +
10 15

25
TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

¢ 0.05F

20 25
track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

3 4 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

0 0.05
o
D.045
S0.04
w
go%
§0.03]
Qo
£.025
0.02
0.015
0.0}
0.005

(%2

5 e T
> . . . .
g : :
I : :
3 0.8_— - .
0 : :
> I . .
e F : :
S 0.6 - :
i : :
s : :
® L

S : :
= 0.4} ; ;-
g 7 . .
2 [ : :
i : :
e L : :
s 0.21- t v

L. i i i i i i i
o+ . M
3 : -
@ : N
01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

track pixel layers

X

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers
o
(2]

0

Ratio

1.5

0.

6

8 10 12 14 16 18 20
TP 3D layers

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


