[ Fake rate vs normalized x2 |

fakerate vs x?
o o
[e2] o]

o
n

0.2

S S T R

fa| FIFITE FAFE NWE NEWE

Ratio

~aoo
+

0.950

10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |

~_0.01
>
6.009
>
$.008
9.007
I
2.006
o
$.005
0.004
0.003

0.002
0.001_—+ :
o +fH o] .
T rif: P :
[hd L H H H H
1A O S S SN SO S
012 14 16 18 20

%924 6 8

track X2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x2 |

0.8

N
=< I
2 0.7 o R ERRE
e I
€ 06 g
2 H I
o R 1713 G N
7 05 H
0.4 : :
4| |4 4| :
0.3 |k NI ’
: 44 p
02 NY . -4
0.1- H e
° l.UG'H.!...I...!...!...!...!...!...I...I...
g SHCECLE TR FLLE L B
o SRS O GO O O O Y O I
b A B R o B it .0 S Chh 8 i O ) S
ITEITE (F LR F L
R N N o
V 2 4 6 8

10 12 14 16 18 20

track X2

Fake rate vs.

DOM_original_TI000evt
DQM _fitted4_1000evt

0

0

©c o o
[ B SN

o
N

fakerate vs seeding layers

o
()

=

Ratio

Ly

M
L e rek

e

» 0.01
[ E
@.009:— """"""""""""""""""

0.00TF -+ +sere sz
o ~6f : :
S ;
@ [ 2
| == = S e

0.95 —t 2 L
-

i
o,
2 2
BPiy "Picy

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

pileup rate vs seeding layers

LS INULAS IULAS INULAS IS LR

0.2

#

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


