[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

1 T - e

o
fos)

fakerate vs x?

o
fe)

O LT OO DL OO 0L OO OV O T

810 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |
v 0.0
=<
%.009
]
9.008
1]
.007F
o Eo:
2.006f -
©
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001
J.-G

Ratio

1.1

P

o

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

R T e R S S

o
fos)

pileup rate vs x*

Ratio

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

:-Cl'l I\:‘\IV\%/&:‘UI T
B agel-ne eom
ar-phasel-newgeom

S

0.7

0.6

Zﬁ'ﬁ

0.5

0.4

fakerate vs seeding layer

0.3

0.2

0.1

L RF

Ratio

0.95

7
105
o

TH T
450 ;Igg;?ﬁé&w
sl e,

—— |\ o blcﬁ) ll‘lJ%l 'Fil
Fake rate vs.| ——o— BE%M—BKJE C%l%’gﬁttst%ﬁ tt
0.8

2 d
=
© =
12 F

0.9F :

0 8 L 1 1 1

: . iy, 8247, OBz,
e, 08>, r0g, 08, 10e, O,

pileup rate vs seeding layers

FRvs)

Ratio

0.95

T TSIy ST 5 DerToe;,
R b L B,



	Contents
	Page 1


