Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

0 0.8p n 0.8F
= o < o
L S TR Y PECTRTLPETER] FEETE 2 0.7F
> E Q E
%) r Qo o
[N T T PP P PP P PP T PR PEPRR S o.6F
K E 4 E
o) EEPRECERPRES SPPETEREREIC Y PNt DEPPR S osf
E E
(ORIl Rl SR S 0.4F
E + E
E 2 E
(o] REEEEE-EEEEET EEFERT CEREEESES EER] EEREE 8 03F
(01 AT SRCEEL ERETEE-IY FER| EEPED 0.2F
0+ -e-nees [RRREEEE REET L) EEPEEREEE 0.1F-
E oo : : : : E - Lo
ok iz it i J P I U i . S et 11,
g 1l W L N g LW + +. +.
T 11 - IS +’H’ T
o . @ +
1. BRI
0.9 - . . : :
o8 0 20 30 40 50 60 09— 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_noMkFit
—e— DQM_beforePR
[ Efficienc] —— DQM_afterPR
20.05_ o 0.8
[ E [ o
B.045F T T S IO P SN
£0.04fF 2 F
2 _F 2 0.6F
2.035F s F
'S E_ 4] 0.5F
£ 0.03 §F
0.025F S 04F
E =] E
E 4 E
0.02 % o3
0.015F- & F
E 0.2 H
0.01:—' o .
0.005F-- 01 !
o of o OF ' i '
T T :
T S T 28 4 i
* : : :
0 10 15 20 25 09% 5 10 15 20 25
TP layers track layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |
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Efficiency vs 3D layer
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