Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

g 12 o 0.5
= L < F
[ [ [ 0.45F
> 1= " E
s f g 04
— L [%] E
£ osf- g0-35E
L £ 03F
[ S .F
0.6 S0.25F
L + E
C < 02F
0.4_— : : . 0.152—
02f- -t 01
o ¢+ ¢ !+ 0.05F
o 10”. HH 1y N FEETE FEEEE FRETE PR o Lﬂ-
g urr & 11
o 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 o 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_original
—e— DQM_firstTest_byPassRefit
[Efficienc] —— DQM._firstTestFit4_1000ev
o 0.2r - - o 05
] o . . )
F0.18f----- CERETERE SRERE 3045
Loa6f------ FEEPPRY SRRPED £ 04
s F 2
(oAt AR AR AR ARl I A £0.35
S E 44
[N R R R T SETRCTRE REET < [k EEEEE £ 03
5 E 8
(o S TR TRt f ek REEEE '50.25
E : 3
0.08f------ [EEETREESRREREE- - -1 % EEEES I 02
C X
[0 [d] R EEEEEEESEEEEEEF ERRERE ERE ERRE £0.15

20 25
TP layers

0.05F

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

20 25
track layers

0.8p
0.7
0.6F
0.5
0.4F
0.3

0.2

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

Ratio

Efficiency vs 3D layer

5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

0.
0.18

D layers

T
Ky
T

Ratio

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

5 6 7 8

1

fake+duplicates rate vs 3D layers
o
(2]

6 8

10 12 14 16

18 20
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


