Efficiency vs hit

o 0.0%
#.009|
>

h

fake+duplicates vs hits
-

[T A e, Sy A e

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates rate vs hits

0.4

0.2

o] FETRIFTETE FRTTI CTRTE FRTRI FRUTE FRTTI AURTE FUTTI FTATY

Ratio

0.

0O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
TP hits

005 L 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
track hits

I Efficienc] —"— DQM_original_mu_pt1t01000_etalpOtolp5

—"— DQM_correctCheck_mu_pt1to1000_etalpOtolp5

» 0.0}
Q

®.009
008
007,

006

efficieacy ys |

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.00%

)
PR
N
¥
N

0.8]

0.6]

0.4

fake+duplicates rate vs layers

0.2

Ratio

0.5

Ratio

0 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer
0.01p

o o
o O
@© O

o
o
(o]

effiiensy vs pixs! layers
o o < C
o o
a N

=}
o
o
5

09005 1T 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

1

o o
o) ©

T

h

1

-

\

3

N
S
LELEN e B e B e e e e e e

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

o
[N}

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

Efficiency vs 3D layer

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

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

» 0.01 o
(7] - [
D.009F k5
E [a)]
%.0085— ® 08
?'0075' ;
8.006F £ 06
8 E a2
$.005f- g
0.004F 504
0.003F ®
= &
0.002f £ 02
0.001
o Q_-_ o B
5 5
@ o
0.5 --
Y2 4 6 & 10 12 14 16 18 20 0% 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


