Efficiency vs hit

efficiency vs hits

Ratio

fake+duplicates vs hits

1.2

its

fake+duplicates rate vs h

0.5
0.45

N
~

o
N
&1l
T T T T [T [T T [T TTrT

0.35

o
w

0.2

.
T

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
TP hits

20 25 30 35 40
track hits

—"— DQM_TT_original_time

[Efficienc]| —— DQM_TT_modified_time

efficiency vs layers

Ratio

.8 o 0.5
E o E
0.7F 30455
E £ 04f
0.6 2 E
E ©0.35F
= [%] E
0.5F o F
F = 0 3:—
o L E
0.4F 50.25F
E 3 E
0.3F e OF
F $0.15F
0.2 E
F 0.1:—
01 0.0sf
o o «of
T
i I £ f
| |
095 5 10 15 20 25 09% 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers track layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

efficiency vs pixel layers

Ratio

0.8
0.7
0.6]
0.5]
0.4]
0.3]

0.2]

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

0.3

0O 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

efficiency vs 3D layers

Ratio

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

0.8 o 0.5
E o F
0.7F Z0.45F
065 30.4_—
.o v -
E o
E 90.35:—
0.5 © E
E m0'3:
E Q E
0.4~ ©0.25F
o L E
03 502
E éam}
0.2 E
F e 0.1:—
8 0.05F -3+ :
Foojct i i i i i Foooj i ool i i i i
1.0 } o WO M .
: 3 :
i L4 £ il
| : |
Hi 18
%024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 %024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


