Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

0 0.05 n 05F
c E £ F
9.045F ©0.45F
2 E > E
3 E ) E
§0'04E g 04E
P.035F- ©0.35F-
0.03F- £ 0.3
E S F
0.025; '5_;0.25:—
0.02H 2 02F
0.015F 0.15f
0.01{ o :
0.005H ++ 0.05E H’ U PO
o cofpertldin, } dedivensinnes o of ++..
g g ¥
[ - 0.9E -
: o 0.8f ; PR
0% 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 %05 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

TP hits

track hits

—— ./.ICMSSW_12_4_0_pre3/src/DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CAND

I Efficienc|] —— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CAND-AFTERCONFLICT2

—=— _/.JCMSSW_12_4_0_pre3/src/DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_batchCAND-adjusted

Q0.0Z_ o 05
[ C T [
B.018F : 045
$.016H £ 04
2 F 2
D.014F%- ©0.35
— o (%]
9,012 203
@ E o
0.01 '50.25
0.008f- T 02
r x
0.006H £0.15
0.004H 0.1]
0.002} : 0.05
o L OF I o 10Q|
g g
T 04|
: : 06f --beurann T-FHA - e
9% 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25

TP layers

Efficiency vs pixel layer

track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

00.02p
[
®.018
$.o16F
(=%
©.014

vs pixel layers
S Pxeliy
w O N O v

N

o
Ul

fake+duplicates rate

o
o Ok 9 N 9 w © b
s U1

o
a1

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

Efficiency vs 3D layer

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

» 0.8f » O.5f
[} o [ E
o7k 5045F
% 065 g 0.4F
0 .o 4 E
E o E
% E E0.355—
s 0.5:— © 0.3F
s F N
5 o4f- goF
0.32—- S0z
o $0.15F
“F £ o
o1 0.05F
o ofchd i b P | i i o O: i
g T 5 T :
¥ 15H1{-+ o :
0.9F --i-f-r-ta
il I T oo
0 2 °9=%" 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


