[ Fake rate vs normalized x2 |

. 0.2
>
0 0.18]
>
Q
50.16
Q
E0.14
0.12
0.1

AR LTSRN LA LARY LA LA

Ratio

T T LR [T TTTRETT

o

1012 14 16 18 20
track x2

2756

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |

0.9

oof--

03—

10 12 14 16 18 20

track X2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x2 |

0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs ¢

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

T T T[T T T [T T [T T T T T T T T T

0.1

Ratio

o
e
~E
ol
ook

WW% ?Eéiéﬁm&sa 188eY:

0.8

0.6

fakerate vs seeding layers

0.4

Ratio

1.5

[T T

PP
s o e,
o %Pog oL e 10

2 ePig Py Pk P

s ey o b5 o5 " neg

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

duplicates rate vs seeding Iayer

Ratio

ey
Mg

oy o
Lneg

10 12 14 16 18 20

track X2

0.8

0.6[1

0.4

pileup rate vs seeding layers

0.2n

Ratio
=
N

ey

T T T T

o

2015
neg PR P

2o,




	Contents
	Page 1


