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

pileup rate vs x2

o
o]

0.7k

0.6f

0.5

0.4F

0.3

0.2F

0.4f---+ v~~-~€ --------- forerieensie

_bo:...I...I...I...I...I...I...I...I...I...
s Tl Tif

0.95F - - , 1 FEH AR

2 12

14 16 18 20

[ Fakerate vs.| —=— EQM—mEEE ﬁﬁE gaﬁh't?q

S
o o o o
[63] o)) ~l o)

o
»
T T [ T [T [T T [T [ T T

fakerate vs seeding layer
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