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

IR S RO Il
- A L AE S 1 A St i g
g L . . . . . . . . ] F o . . . . . . . . ]
50.8 R LRt EELEE EEEEEE H (R T 05008;_ """ Co8
~ oo o] e =3
8 A e @007_— ----- 2
N D] IR | | I N T T T R T
0.6 R R S LA K AERTEE & ff A REER SRR @006;_ """ 0.6
S F ¢
e L A S
04 T ares s s e W S 04
0.0+ ewdrerforsskensdinsfonebens s

0.002
0.001
o0

0.2

SHRS SRR S SUPUN U SR S S O ISR S RS s

[
Ji wel. b}
q hdNRE

IERES AN

0 12 14 16 18 20 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2 track x2 track x2

[ Fake rate vs.i —— EEMEHEE!E ;g WQI'MP |

b

Ratio
Rati
Ratio

H
U S
>
oF
.

-

o

©
dﬁ
N
SE
ok
(o]
=
o
N
=
i
=
(o))
=
o]
N
o

o
N

=
[e5)
I

=
<))
I

o
0

o
e
=
)
I
o
)

o
T

fakerate vs seeding layers

o
S

lices rateys s2edfig IGers
' S
i

pileup rate vs seeding layers

0.2

0.004F - +rermmrrrrnnnnses R R 0.2




	Contents
	Page 1


