[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

1 e mte e e

fakerate vs x?
o
T

o
fe)
T T

e

} S R S ¥

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |

v 0.0
=<
9.009
(0]

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

pileup rate vs x*

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

+. 0

=

0.95

o
NE
ool

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

DOM_TT__originalREDOI00
DQM_TT__originalREDO100f

Fake rate vs.

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

fakerate vs seeding layers

0.3

0.2

0.1

1.0

Ratio

u

T;iﬁiii::

0.95

LT STy LBl ICL
e S s
: SR,

0.0

[ F

() F . .

®.009F -+ R B s
= E : :

9).008F -+ SRR IR o
o E . .

() o . .

9.007F -+ SRR B drereeeeeeeee
» E . .

0.006F - EEREERR SRTTEESELLEEEREEREE
) E : :

9.005F -+ SRPEPEE (EETELIPPEPPPPRRIES
0 o . .

) E . .

004 - of - SRPREEE SPPRRE RS
Sk : :

BD.003F -+ ARRRREE IR ARREERS IR
° E

0.002F-+-+f -+ S RRER ST

0,000 -+ -eeree e e
o 1B F 1 1
g :
© [
0.95L e i —

7o,

pileup rate vs seeding layers

Ratio

0.95

=
[ -

T T
L

L] L1 :
Uy STy 2 ITUTH
et A 0276

e

TELTEL AL A
{TECposk e s
s ey €2 5 Z

T
127053’% ’fc%m ey



	Contents
	Page 1


