Efficiency vs hit

fake+duplicates vs hits

4

Ratio

30

0 10 20

lIIi“IIIIIIIIEIIIlIII I
50

0

60 70 80
TP hits

0

fake+duplicates rate vs hits
©o o o o o o
N (%) S (4] (2] ~
R L e e L AR

o
i

y g
N RO
T

Ratio
o
T
il

-

1015 20

25 30 35 40
track hits

—=— DQM_mkFit_TTbharPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0
—— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0_dynamicChi2CutOverlap

o
] * 4-
x
0.9
°% 20 25
TP layers

o <
N o

o
o)

I
S

o
W

fake+duplicates rate vs layers
o
[4)]

20 25
track layers

[ fake+duplicates vs pixel layers |

vs pixel layers

[ <) _op 3/
O bk 9O N © w 9 n
w [ ¢

o

N o

o
Ul

fake+duplicates rate

Efficiency vs 3D layer

8
TP pixel layers

[ fake+duplicates vs 3D layers |

5 6 7 8
track pixel layers

0.

n C 4 F
9] o 7] E
0.18F D0.45F
So.16F 8 04
2. .4F 2
a0.14:—- 20-35
$0.12F €03
8 E 3
g o §0.25
0.08F- 2 0.2
o o
0.06F $0.15
E s
0.04F = 0.1
0.02_'7_._ 0.05
o OF bl : o Op+hebinboedo i
IR o B i e g puEITT B
ox Y| TR R e
- “d-VE-}-- - b -
0.9 0_3---.---'.---:-'-*? ----- - PR
o : A oo
0. 0.7 £
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 2 4 6 12 14 16 18 20

TP 3D layers

0.5

8 10

track 3D layers



	Contents
	Page 1


