Efficiency vs hit

1.2

efficiency vs hits

Ratio

fake+duplicates vs hits

fake+duplicates rate vs hits

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

bl

T
-
-
.

o] FETRIFTETE FRTTI CTRTE FRTRI FRUTE FRTTI AURTE FUTTI FTATY

30 40 50 60 70 80

9% 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5

TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal
—e— DQM_mkFit_TT_JanUpdate-noErr
[Efficienc] —— DQM_mKkFit_TT_JanUpdate-noErr1H
0 0.5 O s I T I -
[ E [} L
Soasf g [
3 E 0 L .
> — > H
> 0'45 @ 0.8_—":'
50.35F < [
8 ok g F
5 %% 509
0.25F = Fo
F =] .
F o B .
02F $ 042
E x o .
0.15:— 8 Lo
o1 0.2f--
0.05F -
o +0f o +0
11 ik £
1 T N N N N N N N N N
0 15 20 25 09005 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
TP layers track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

o
©

o
o)

1

T

.

3
i
H

H

Efficiency vs 3D layer

5 6 7 8

TP pixel layers

0.5

o

>

Ul
TrpTTT

035

o
w

ﬁlciency vs 3D layers
o
By

5 0.25]

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

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers

0.8

0.6

bl

0.2 0.4

0.5

0.] 0.2

0.05,
o g
§ 1.05F §

il
%2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 005 I 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


