[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

0.5

2

°
>
o

BN LA LA LARR LAy R LAY LAY AR

fakerate vs x
o
n

0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15

0.1 +*
0.05f:- I
AR A

»rO

Ratio
I

L

o

o
opFr
N

Fake rate vs.

12 14 16 18 20

BRM-BiXEl BE%

track x2

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs normalized X2

v 0.2
>

20.18F
o) E
©0.16F
[%]

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

N

20.45F -+
9 F : :
€ 04 T F
Soasf HE-
LY S HHETF
0.2F=--4- i ++
e ; ST 1Hl$] |4
.15~ === -tk Ta e B T4 17 1
o T4
005;— LN R
E AP | A A LA
o [ H
g Ha &
o 4
"'qﬂ

0.5

16 18 20
track x2

LlleI

eCu

IIGDC =TTEVW
en2 Jdibar- ’\P]

quar

Solagy

t?l%r—phasel—newgeom

fakerate vs seeding layers

Ratio

0.5

duplicates rate vs seeding layers
o o
© w © »
w 0~ O
I.|JJJJ.|J]II|I|I.I.|.I.I.

o o
o i 9 i
Lo N o

n
n
B

TTTTTTTLTLLL

pileup rate vs seeding layers

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


