[ 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

T[T

va)

Ratio

.

T T I T T T TTTT
-
-

o

©
el
NF--
aE
oE
ooE

DO

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |

v 0.0
=<
9.009
o)
9.008

oom+}\ -----
P cuin N 1 S TR OO PUUR PO TR TR O

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

pileup rate vs x*

Ratio

0.8 awﬁmr#«{; + +% 1114
ey W

O PO R SOUL OO TV TR VL TOOE O

0.95

=
.
£
B
—_—
=
—

8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2

SS

0 02—
2 ST
20.18F
(@] L
£0.16F
e}

[0} L
20.14
2]

>0.12
L : : : : :
(0| SEPP A -
£0.08F
0.06F
0.04F : . . . . .
7 R SR SO e e

kerat

[ Fake rate vs.i —— Engﬁfﬁgméﬁ}zm&ﬁe

) S S S N R

0.95

Rl [

IS o : :

e A B N W R |
I

0.0

Q C

o E : : : :
e
o E : : : :
D.008F - ~--rriv o s poneees Broeeees
k= E : : : :

(3] E . . . .
®.007 -+ errene T s e
P F : : : :
20.006fF----- prmmeeegeeeees R PR
2 E : : : :
D008+ iereee e P e
[%2] = . . . .

Q E : : : :
0.004F------i-00oo- - SRREERS Fooeeee Feoeeees
e I
e e A S
© F : : : :
0002-— """ " """" """" ‘ """"

Q.00+

_%_

- } Il ! ]
o +W f
2 L :
] [ !
@ [ 1
Olgl: 1 1 H H
o e, T o,
% Iﬂdn 4
e Pica
2

pileup rate vs seeding layers

Ratio

U S R G

e s o o

02

] ] ] ] ]
V3]
1 1 "
0.95 L L
. o »
B, i
us,
o




	Contents
	Page 1


