Efficiency vs hit

1.2

efficiency vs hits

IR SIS IS SRS

fake+duplicates vs hits

fake+duplicates rate vs hits

0.

0.

0.

0.

bl

;

8

6

4

2

0.1------ T A
0.08f------ ;

0.

4

J| TS IR FRTYY YRR FRTIL PTTTY FYTT SYOTE FOTTE PN
L2 o+
I T
4 14
0 10 60 0% 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
TP hits track hits
—"— DQM_original
I Efficienc] —"— DQM_firstTest_byPassRefit
qﬂ,o'ﬂ: . . I R e e e e R H
F0.18F -+ FRRERRRE ARRREE 3 : oo
» o 0 .
;0.16:— ------ bR A ;0.8
20.14F -+ e S
Coaofeeeiiiennnns e 8
£0.12F : ' & 06
=
=]
=]
¥
Q
X
8

0.06
0.04]

—

T

0.

2|

o 8 o wop
2 2
© ©
o 1.2 o
£

0.

Efficiency vs pixel layer

25
TP layers

0.5

efficiency vs pixel layers

0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 455
track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

o
©

o
o)

N
S

""F

o
[N}

3

Efficiency vs 3D layer

5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

0.5

g % R
20.45 g [ ¢
a a o
@ 04 © 08f--t
> g Foo
5‘0.35 @ Lo
c © I
c 0.3 = ...
3 g 0.6+
@ g I :
S 0.4f--t
k=l o .
+ :
[0} - .
X L .
X :
= 0.2F--t
[

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

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

Ratio

1

AR N
]

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

0955 1

15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


