Efficiency vs hit

1.2

iy

efficiency vs hits

fake+duplicates vs hits

R L T : :
o B! TS T | PP 1 PR 1 OJ»VC 11 saaa )
8 : : : 3 P
L HH 11 | ) S 1} Ill|||||| ________
1 (W +TT'T”HHH
095 0 20 30 40 50 60 09— 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
TP hits track hits
—=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitbase_ RECO
[Efficienc] —— DQM_V0001_R00000000L_Global__CMSSW_X_Y_Z_RECO
) 0.2p o 0.2p
] E ) E
L RL:] SERPEE EEPPEREEPPRR 20.18
£0.26f e e e £0.16
3 2
S0.14f------ PR o.14
= o (%]
O E ot o
5012t 012
04F------ P R 2 o4
F : 3
0.08f- -+~ Feeeeeee +—+ .
0.06F - -~
0.04F------ PRRERITE L ERNE
0.02f---t-- P
. ; ;
o 10
kS 1
g 11
095 5 10 15 20 25 09% 5 1015 20 25

TP layers

track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

e O
)

© o o
B B R
N D O
T

uplicates rate vs pixel layers
'S rsg
o o
Qi

$0.06

ak
o
o
B

0.02

Ratio

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

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

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

uplicates rate vs 3D layers
s CE o o o ‘-‘X
o o © b b B Rk 9
D O i N D O

fake+d
o

r 9 9
I o o
5 N R

Ratio

0.95,

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


