Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

o 0.2 2] P o
< E = +* 4, : :

20.18:— 2 L +§**+ :

Py F. Q r : .

go-6f 8 0.8 -roer R
'50.14F- 2 f A :

s F s r .

—- Q .
0.12E = 0.6_—- - ....................

0.1 3 [

E + . . . . . .

E p 3] I . . . . . .
0.08f -+ 3§ 04f--etede b
0.06f- A A
0.04fF- B PP ARE I CLERS REEE TREE AP
0.02F- 3

g+ o +opred
T =1 :
[ 4 .

1+ [ S H e 1| - H’%% -----------------

0950 15 20 25 30 35 40 090510 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track 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

I Efficienc|] —— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CAND-AFTERCONFLICT2

ciency vs layers

£0.06
5]

Efficiency vs pixel layer

TP layers

0 0.05F

SRR SRR WAR A

4] i e 1 EEEEEEE K

[ - . . .

g [ +*+#= P

o | : :
3 o 08fF---- R B i O e
E ® [ :
E s L 1]
F [} .
E R e e R SRR
E S :
E = L .
F >
E T o4l .
] o Thoprrmeeee
E 8 L .
E 0.2f----+ CETEPEPETE (S B
E 1 i i 1 1 1 I\- Il i 1

o +0 : :

T :

« | l

i - oy
Tl |__ 1

6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 0 5U 5 10 15 20 25

track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

fake+duplicates rate vs pixel layers

o

[o2] =y
T
.
N
N

o
o)

Efficiency vs 3D layer

5 6 7 8
TP pixel layers

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

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

o 0.2 o
[ E [} .
20.18F 8 :
%0.16:— g 0.8 .:.
E ® :
20.14F s :
80.12F > 06 L
o F Q :
5 0l 3 :
0.08f S04 -
E ° .
0.06F % :
E < :
0.04F .- = 0.2 '
E ] i ] ] i ] ] ] ] i ] ] ]
9 L. N N 9 FNVS] o o T
T T o4
R S EO i « i
T
09024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 %024 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


