Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

0.5

i} [ SR e T LR T PR o] E
Z L £ E
[ : §0.455
g ogl g 04f
s [ $0.35F
S el 8 osf
0.6_—' § 3E
s 30.25F
20.25F
r ) E
0.4+ < 0.2F
i 0.15f
0.2f 0.12—
L 0.05F
o wofe T T P ° ok
§ § 1.4f -
1 1.2 -4~ :
1= 11
005 \ . . . . . . : : ,+++PLIII :
“0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits

—=— DQM_original
—— DQM _original2

—— DQM_testMkFitExport_initialStep

[ Efficienc|] —— DQM_testMKFitExportFit_initialStep

0.5]

efficiency vs layers
o
(2]

0.4

0.3]

0.2]

0.

P

Ratio

fake+duplicates rate vs layers

Ratio

Efficiency vs pixel layer

15 20 25
TP layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

20 25
track layers

0.8

0.7

0.6]

0.5

0.4

efficiency vs pixel layers

0.3]

0.2]

Ratio

Efficiency vs 3D layer

5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

o 0

g

@ oofd----}-
0.8F - -antes 2-- -
1T 2z 3 56 7 8

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

track pixel layers

o Lop . o 0.5
e I : 20.45F
k) - : K- hghad 2
8 T : & o4f-
2 : £0.385F-
5 o + g*%F
s [ : = 03F-
] L : 4 E
$ o6 F0.25F
C : S 02F-
. s ° E
04r : $0.15F
- : gk
0.2 oI
L : 0.05F -
B o e o +oF
<] [ R : © 1af-ef-.oE TEEREY B B
¢ b L c “F ML
P P 9 IIE SRS 5 o N N I
09024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 %2 4 6 8§ 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


