Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

1.2

iy
T T T
1

efficiency vs hits

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

0.5
0.45

its

0.35

es rate vs hi
o
iy

fake+duplicatt
o o
o ik 9 N 9
o g N 01 W

: ¥, ; : :
O....T....!....!.mfvn. -

30 35 40
track hits

10 15 20 25

—=— DQM_TTbarTEST

[Efficienc] —— DQM_CKF_TTbar

o 0.8 o
g '} g
8 o7F 0.
2 - 1’4
> o >
> — [}
2 0% &o.
@ o 0
S o5fF 8
© E s
0.4F B0.
F 3
o3f %
: So.
0.2
0.1 0.05
o +oF 2
T T
24 @
N
095 5 10 15 20 25 5

TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

o 0.8p o 0.8r
g EY
8 07 & o7
5] T
X =
2 0.6 2 0.6
2 2
> [}
g 0.5] g 0.5
g o4 & 04F
® 8
0.3] 3 0.3
>
3
0.2] @ 02
=
0.1+
el -5 T H o O
T . T 4
4 . . 4
C————
Do : 2 : AERES
o 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

TP pixel layers

Efficiency vs 3D layer

track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

o 1. %) ——
> r o] T
g f & [
[a) 1= o L
% F ® 0.8+
2 2t
> —- I L
g 0.8 g I
s L g O5F
s 06 g I
[ S 04f-
0.4F- st
[ g I
[ s .
0.2 02
o weof o 0
3 g
' X 15F
pa
. A : | T per SR B N IO
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

0 2 4 6 81
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


