[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

0.5

2

o

»

o
TR [ A [ [ [T [T e

.8

fakerate vs x
o
n

0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

va)

Ratio

.

T T I T T T [TTTT

o
©

e

NG

oE

ooE

10

12 14 16 18 20
track x2

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |
v 0.0
=<
%.009
o)

QT T[T T[T T[T [T [T T [T e rre e

...
—'%'—: : :

14 16 18 20
track x2

o
©

dﬁ

IS

ol

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

pileup rate vs x*

Ratio

1

0.4

0.2

+. 0

st I
SRR EHENEmeHEN

0.95

track x2

[ Fake rate vs.i —_—_ EgMEg_EkE E@Tﬂgﬂg@ EEH

%) 0.2
<4 C
20.18F
(@] L
€ 0.16F
e}
[0} L
20.14
>0.12
0.1
£0.08
0.06F

kerate vs

L
T

) S R

o~
- S S :
g b iy iy

C R —

0.0

Q C
9] E : : : :
e
=} E : : : :
D.008F - ~--rriv o s poneees Broeeees
o E : : : :
(] E . . . .
®.007 -+ errene T s e
0 F : : : :
20.006F -+ prmmeeegeeeees Tt PR
2 E : : : :
D008+ iereee e P e
[%] - . . . .
0] E . . : :
0.004F------i-00oo- - SRREERS Fooeeee Feoeeees
g £ : : : :
e e A S
© E : : : :
L AR H
0,000 -+ ecieeenedennennisininid e
F N ' —
o +WF - :
£ . :
24 [
0.95 : z%I " 'aa,l B p,l y

pileup rate vs seeding layers

Ratio

0.6

0.4

0.2

1 !
5 L 1 1 1
0.95 it 5

12 14 16 18 20



	Contents
	Page 1


