[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? | [ Pileup rate vs normalized 2

[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

~ 0. v 0.0 N~ 0.8p " "
> > > r . .
[ % o . .
$009 ;’;’).009 5 OTF it I T
©0.08F %.008 s F : :
g « P R R PR S R
=0.07 2.007 3 B : :
= R T T S Q5 SN R R A U FO P

0.06 D006 wryer e F : :

0.05 R T S PRI P AR RS 04 eesdeennionebon s S R

0.04 0.3F-- -+ , ......... .........

0.03F b F : E

3 e R SR S R

0.02 e E : :

0.01 z— YT ---------
o O o q:_ o |||||||||
§ 14 § C § _______ o Popo

12 os8fr : 5 Do

' 095? ------- e LT P PP T BE RS
- DI U] S SR i : -
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 O'JO 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2

,—|—B§“”W AT
Fake rate vs.| —— B M lee BE%mBTaeCu quar % r}

track x2 track x2

t?l%r—phasel—newgeom

0.5

fakerate vs seeding layers

Ratio

©
»
al

o

w °
o

s seeding layers

V!
o
© N @
N0 w

0.15

dupllcates rate

o
i

0.05

||||1||||

Ratio

pileup rate vs seeding layers

Ratio

0.2

7 4

R e T T

g u.,n R e,
”P A 24’0: )ox Pog* P '(SFh/)’d

o



	Contents
	Page 1


