[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

> reeseemppeeeasa
0 HI :
> : :
oL : :
< : :
3 0.8  RRREEEEET AR Foeedees
X o+ .
8 : :
0.6 2 REREIRRTL LD Foeedees
0.4 weer et ebe Bl Feeedees 1
0.2 e R é ..........
o wp [ P P
R : :
@ :
b e CEL Y EEEEL R R R -

10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2

| Duplicates Rate vs normalized x?2

v 0.0
=<
9.009
o)
9.008

Fi % .
F+ | f
w | | [ | | | |

.................................

:au E

0.95L
0

track x2

10 12 14 16 18 20

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

0.8

o
]

pileup rate vs x*

0.4

€.

0.3

0.2

0.1

T T T [T TR T [T [T [ T T

105k - -4 =

Ratio

0.95f -tk

J.G.:IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

[ Fake rate vs. | —_—_ EgM $$ ﬁgfgtgvgmwﬁf‘?@yﬁ%f%

1

0.8

fakerate vs seeding layers

0.4

0.2

. I

Ratio

0.95044

o 0.0}
009
008
007
006
005

003
0.002

dyplicaies gateys sgeding Igye

0.001;

004E

C !
1 pliieiiieieliatel Sl
1

Ts, L
e, e,
DTecq Py,
% ey g

pileup rate vs seeding layers

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


