[ Fake rate vs normalized %2 | [ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? | [ Pileup rate vs normalized x2 |
1 y Ol x 0.2
< R : <
Q0.0Q 20.18
@ o
§0.08 016
£0.07 20.14
T (7]
£0.06
=
30.05
0.04
0.03
b e AR A R 0.02
001

fakerate vs x?
o
o]

o
fe>)

I
n

o
(Y]

o o o o +f
s [ g g
@ [ @ [ @ [
1= E
P T T 098 i P U S DU S SO SO I T
0 2 4 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2 track X2 track X2

6
[Fakeraevs] —— BN G ERBER Sat 40054,

1

0.8

0.7

o
fos)
[

0.6

0.5

o
fe))
[

0.4

fakerate vs seeding layers

I
N
[

0.3

duplicates rate vs seeding layers
pileup rate vs seeding layers

o L o o
= = =
© © ©
L N L1 = L
0.95—; T — m 0.95 T 5 0.95 Pt D Dot Dot
iy 20 59 Ry W2 Wi i, s s L g L ,,eﬂ D 2y 2 g i, 2 iy 2 g Lo g, gy 2 s» s 25 sh~ gy Mog, 2
Py S Fp Rty Ry 0 gy Py 0 Py Oy iy e, Iy POt :,, ey L og, s L iy 0w sy v Iy ey s r,) 24 rp
Bing Pl Py P Pl POSeeg, '=v ey 52 o Py BBy Py Py Py iy POy g 2 42 et Ping g o Py m
Neg ~~Pos. ")o 2 pos, s ~hos Pos ~Ne Pixy Picg P05+~ "Gy Liog
ey 2 oS 956y %0 P2 g P2 o6
v pog " Lneg Pos " Lneg




	Contents
	Page 1


