[ Fake rate vs normalized x? | [ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? | [ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |
i 0l «0.02
T o T S S S R A
009F
o E
(008 - -
o E
d007F
Q
@06
o
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.007;

fakerate vs x2

o o
fe) fos)
L e B B AR

0.4

o
)
T T

OM'G||||||||| G_@E...i...i...i...i...i...i...i...i...i... | S T TR TR UV TN FOUE TR TR O

s b 3 : : :

x [ x r : :
R RN LTS SRS FE S O I R P SRS TRt Geedeh T e s SRR

099246 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 09546 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2 track x2 track x2

| .: | 125_v2_prelimWP_5iter
[ Fakerate vs.| —— EQM—mEEE—ﬁ‘—EE 1%%\%?2 Biter
& = . .

S
o
)

1

g
0

o
0
[
=
)

o

o2}
=
N

o ¢
S
LA B B B B S B e e

2
up tateys sgedfig I@ers
P =
~

fakerate vs seeding layer

dyglicges rateys s2edfig Igers
0
o Pig
S 8

0.2

RatiQ

Ll el e e e e e
T, 1oy TEC T

> pos,

ey 7Ec5 ’ECS 7&‘? 757
! neg"-pog neg

0.95 L ace et
IO, e, g
ey Tsc
o Y, 7502 ’s?:?’ ’ch 7sc§° ’Eca

B 050
TR, eyt
O gL 7sc9 che 7er fscj Tsc, I, Trcf Tscs'

pi)

~neg



	Contents
	Page 1


