[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

0.5

2

=<

°
>
o

fakerate vs
o
n

0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

I

va)

Ratio

u

TTTIG=C T T T [TTTT

o
[{e}
IF

12 14 16 18 20
track x2

oFE
=
o

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |

v 0.0
=<
9.009
o)
9.008

R R LR R RN LR RRRR RN LRRRR LR

NF
ok
of

track x2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

pileup rate vs x*

Ratio

1_

0.4

0.2~

vl o

|

=

0.95

IR GHL AL
T TR

12 14 16 18 20
track x2

[ Fake rate vs.|

%) 0.2
9] o
20.18F
(@] L
£0.16
e}
[0} L
©0.14
2]
>0.12
Q
0.1
£0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

kerat

fRvs)

Ratio

s

—-_—
L
—

L
-
-

» 0.01 ;

() F .
B.009F -+ ieeeeeeed R RERRRRL SITLEES
@ E :

.00 ------i--- -+ LT SLTR R
k=] o H

(] E .

9.007F -1+ RELEEEE SRPTELY Feeeeees
o F :

20,006 <<=+ -3--- g
) E
0] SRTRTES
o OO%F

] F
T.004F e
L E

0 lo] SRR ST EETL SULLTEEE FEEPEPT SUTRIED
° F
0.002f-++=eismreendresnssideeee sl
Y SIITITE SUEE SR
o J-"'Gf H L L H

‘ES' L

xd

0.95 - ”M%I Z ;ag,l 5, : M%/n

pileup rate vs seeding layers

Ratio

0.4

0.2

U S R G

) ] ] ] ] ] ]
jl 1
5 L 1 1 1

0.95 it 5




	Contents
	Page 1


