[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

o
fos)

fakerate vs x2

o
fe)

0.4

0.2

| R -

Ratio

S ISP PR T 1 O PR SO PO DOON P PO

10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |

1

o o
fe) fos)
T T T T T T

duplicates rate vs x?2

o
S
I

0.2

........................................ - -

o

TV TN IO TP R T
LR I
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

< e e e o

o | : :

>t : :

=0.8 b i

g A+ :

oL F : :

a | u-:

0.6 ] EES BN

0.4} : A IR P R
B . - h
B -

0.2

b o,

0 2 4 6 8 101214161820
track x2

—_— D II TIT
Fake rate vs.| —— Bé m

EEE ﬁi Ejlll;e:gﬁ?/z WP1

Giter ep3

0 0.2
18
16
14
12

&akerateyys sgeding layer
S e b b b
B

08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02

10
.05

Ratio

0.95
0.9

[=>)

= B O

D 00 N
|

d@lic@es_g\tegs 'S%ed@g I&ere

iy

o
©

o
o)
[
H
H

o
~

pileup rate vs seeding layers

0.2




	Contents
	Page 1


