Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

track hits

©0.02¢ o 0.5
£ E £ E
#.018| 0.4
> >
Q
?.01 go
:g) g 0.3
. So
=3
30.2
$
0.00: :“g 0.
0.00! 0.1
0.004f 0
0.002F 0.0
o O ; : o
T 12 5 1 3
o 0 0 o
AT T i
o H H H H H dy, meed T, 4 H H H
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 ]U 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits
—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL
—e— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2
—— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2_windows
I Efficienc| —— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2_windows_hits
0 0.02¢ 5

[

fake+duplicates rate vs layers
. o o o
o bk 9 N 9 w9 2

o

©
=}

Efficiency vs pixel layer

20 25
TP layers

Ratio

“20 25
track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

o o o
S & o

o
o

00!
0.00

effigiengy vs pixel layers
S o oo
o

0.5

. o o o
ok 9N 9O w 2 »

o

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

P

T 2 3 4 5 6 78

Efficiency vs 3D layer

TP pixel layers

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

» 0.01
.00
.00

I
H

l

Haraf]

6 8 10 12

14 16 18 20
TP 3D layers

0.5

¢ o o o
o Ok 9 N 9 w 2

o

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers

0.

Ratio

2 4 6 8 101214161820
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


