[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

4 B . . . . .
S bl o
50.8— : ] ! E 3 :
[ 1 L
3
04__ e ..
o il fd i
-+: . . . . . . . .
L ¥
o n:n".!...|...|...|...|...|...|...|...|...
§ of -
2_ : ! : :
He +m++u.3“ PRI

0 2 4 6 8 101214161820
track x2

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs normalized X2 |

«0.02
>~
Fo18
)
®016

Ofr

N s,

B o AR R
ok

[e2)

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

pileup rate vs x2

0.4

Ratio

1

o
fos)

o
o)

“8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2

Fake rate vs.

mmeLDSAMPLE-reIM

S

o
fos)

H

o
o

fakerate vs seeding layers

o
S

S
o
0

e
3

o
o)

I
»

o
[

duplicates rate vs seeding layer:
o
wu

o
(S

pileup rate vs seeding layers

o
o)

0.2




	Contents
	Page 1


