[ Fake

rate vs normalized x? |

1

o
fos)

fakerate vs x2

o
fe)

0.4

0.2

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

2 4 6 8

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |

o
o
(9]
TTTTT[TTT [ TTTT[TTRQ[IT T [TT T[T [TTrT[TTTe

o0

Rati

o

©

a1 =
TTTGETTT

o

L,

track x2

[ Pileu

p rate vs normalized 2 |

«0.05
>~
045
)
®.04
o
@035
S
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

T T T [T [ T [T T TR

=

(@)

NF
ol
ol

track x2

P
OIO-TOWpT

it
EiT —WéwgétgﬁvﬁtspecPLesss—lowpt

1

o
0

o
e

fakerate vs seeding layers

o
S

0.2

onr - -
= . .
T [ . .
o ——
1l AT .n_.?._
0.95 r— —t v T
P, " g o ~Posi,
“ 2 o G

005 T T T ”
o . . . .
R S S
o : : : :
S04F------ ERRRLRERE f-eenes Brenenes Pesesees
= . . . .
Q . . . .
P.35F - feneees B e e

0 . . .
>03F------ L REEECEEREEE [
Q . .

(0 RSN SRS S e
[%] . . . .

g F - : :
1={1J. SERRRN ERRRRS: e RRR Peeeees
SE i r
R Ok RN S S
o E . . .

O U SRS S S
0.05 :

Rati

QJ-‘—GE ] ] ] i

a
0.15
0.1
0.05

oL

Rati




	Contents
	Page 1


