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o 12 - )
2 [ : 2
e I : 9018
3‘ 1-— --------------------- - e - - - - nos =] 9
S [ : [She
g 44 : $0.1
£ . 2
@ : £o.1
. =
M p=]
. S
. +
. [0}
: &0
o;.w-"'i""i""i A °
3 ﬂ : : K
o4 : : o4
I - Illﬂi H++H}* | -: )
o .—0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—"— DQM_TT_original
I Efficienc| — DQM_TT_newscore
[4) 1.2, o 0.2p
¢ f EY
& 3 z0.1
¢ Ir 201
Iy r 2
< I ©0.1.
% 0.8 0
= - 9 1
® I g
OAG_—' g.
- k=l
X §0.08
04r S0.06
9 =¥ ie]
T T
o 24
i
0% 20 25 20 25

Efficiency vs pixel layer

TP layers

0.8

0.7

0.6]

0.5

0.4

efficiency vs pixel layers

0.3]

0.2]

0.]]

Ratio

Efficiency vs 3D layer

1.

5 6 8
TP pixel layers

efficiency vs 3D layers
o
[o2] =Y

o
e

o
>

2 4 6 8

10 12

14 16 18 20
TP 3D layers

track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

00.05

= 0.0:
01

o faketgdupl
=B
o

005

Ratio

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

Ratio

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


