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fake+duplicates vs hits

g 01 %) 1
< <
ch.OQ 2
oy o)
§0.08 g os
'©0.07 g
006 8
: § 0.6]
0.05 o
$
0.04 :{g 04
0.03---i----ken---
0.02 0.2] :
0.0
o 10pd ” A IR RUTETUSE FEVUR SUUNR FOPIE FOVO1 VR PO
|| : l ¥ +l~
L o . ; . |
0O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—"— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original-lowpt
| Efficienc] —— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated-lowpt
0.8,

fake+duplicates rate vs layers

Ratio

20 25
TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

20 25
track layers

15

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

0.0 o 05
9 [
3.018 0.4
®.016 2o
Q. o
9.014 20.3
> Q
.012) g 0.
o 0
2 0.01 $0.2
5 g
0.008 s 0.
0.006 2ol
0.004 s 0
0.002 0.05
o o +OpT
§ 1.05) g :
) P
0.95E 24— i .95l = S —
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

0 0.02p
018
016
014
012

o efficiencyys 3D laye
g

track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

bl

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers

16 18 20
TP 3D layers

0 2 4

6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


