[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

o
fos)

fakerate vs x2

o
fe)
[

1_

0.4f---+

i

——— D
Fake rate vs.| —— Bé

2 4 6 8

track x2

10 12 14 16 18 20

| Duplicates Rate vs normalized x?2

B B 9
o0 N
T T T

duglicates rate ¥s x?
B Bk !
N b

o
o

L LI R

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

o-OF
< F
x I
0.95F
b

0.

pilesip egte ¥s X2

B R ©
o0 N

TRT @ TT[ T [TTT

14

OLD

1514 16 18 20
track x2

M:\ﬁEEﬁ— IiEIQF-newTrz

o
0

o
e

fakerate vs seeding layers

o
S

1_

1
1oy g W2rgp P2 r KLy WLy T W2 s W2sg PR o TRL e O
Mo Werg vty vty Mgy Mg P2 s W2 ug TR o PN Oy,
2 i i Pl g iy P05, g oy,
B P, Rl L S ST
e L oM ngy Lag ey PPy ) PPy ~Posye Megur,
“hos ey P g, PPy
rog

ey

e o
N

o
o)

I
»

o
[

duplicates rate vs seeding layers
o
o

o
(S

o©
i

W)

Ratio

pileup rate vs seeding layers

Ratio

iy

o
©

o
o)

o
~
I

©
[N}

L O

0.9
0.8

0.7




	Contents
	Page 1


