[ Fake rate vs normalized x2 |

fakerate vs x?

Ratio

(ke raevs] —— BOH-HRERELROED 40868

o
for)

o
fe>)

o
n

o
(Y]

D

1

r

o
©

S
N
NS
oOF

track x2

810 12 14 16 18 20

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |

x. 0.1
>~
©0.09
>
[J]
go.08
£0.07
©
£0.06
o
30.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

1.0

Ratio

TTTRT T T

o

[{e}
OF
ok ---
NS
ok
ok

10 12 14 16 18 20

track X2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x2 |

N
%]
>
Q

=
o

20.16

0.2
0.18

0.14

16 18 20
track X2

14

fakerate vs seeding layers

o
fos)
[

o
fe))
[

I
N
[

=y

1
7 7 L

ity ugy 2ty Wt Wi WL 2 g PR o PRI
s, 5; P, ey s% By 2Py m,,l “"A: g :p/”’*

e 2, o,
iy Py Py g P 001 %2 o
Lney “bag " Lngy > va 2, 0
g oy g

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

duplicates rate vs seeding layers

Ratio

0.95 o

BPira,,. P ‘»,

L, ety e
o

M
g R R

g e
Lo P o g

Piry
sos,,
ey SV

Othe
el
st

0y,

2 e
Ok,
% oy X ey

pileup rate vs seeding layers

Ratio

0.95

1
T T T T
R e

N
28y SRy, NG L
Los

2o oL, 24 ‘hm




	Contents
	Page 1


