Efficiency vs hit
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30 35 40
track hits

2 Ol L e
< E = L :
2009 e L
> E ) I
§°'085 £ ogl-
SO07E g2 I
®0.06F 8 ook
3 5 0.6_—'
0.05F 3 |
E o L
0.045— :‘4‘5 0,4_—
0.03F A
0.02F 0.2f---tee ot
0.0 Lo
o oF Y
T 9 b5 :
& e -
1.2
- 44 T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 10 1
TP hits
—=— _/.JCMSSW_12_4_0_pre3/src/DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_batchCAND-adjusted
—e— ./.ICMSSW_12_4_0_pre3/src/DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CAND
| Efficienc| =—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CAND-AFTERCONFLICT
0 0.05g | = — PP— s
[ E [} L . H N
Boasf I S
£0.04F 2 4
2 E o]
9.035F g
ZQO 035_ 3
50 g
0.025F =
E 3
0.02F S
E x
0.015:—' 8
0.01F-
0.005F-- -
9 +WF 2
T T
i [id
jl o -
095 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15
TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer
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