[ Fake rate vs normalized x2 |

=

fakerate vs x?
o
o]

o
fe2)

T T T [T/ T [ T 17T

o
n

oz—-: ----------------------

B T ST EP ST PP P

n...I...I...I...I...I...I...I...I...I...

Ratio

+

iéé10121416

18 20

track x2

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |

~_0.0]
=< L
2N 00]1c) SRR S SURUE SUNT I AU S S A
> T S

B.008F - o gremgre ke e
P.O0T[ - et b
I T S S S S S R

D006 i rrr ikt e e
S T

B).005F - heede et
0004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

*""'F.**,*h

0
1.2

jl

F—

+}

<)
é’)

6

8710 12 14 16 18 20
track X2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x2 |

pileup rate vs ¢

Ratio

0.6

P

9246

8 10 12 14 16 18 20
track X2

[ Fake rate vs| —— EEM E§§E EEE(E

efattt

f'78lest

1

0.8

0.6

fakerate vs seeding layers

0.4

0.2

£ JUA NI L A DL A O LA UL N LU A |

Ratio

i

B W‘Wﬁ" ;ﬁv@s%

pileup rate vs seeding layers

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


