[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

1

o
fos)

fakerate vs x2

o
fe)

0.4

Fake rate vs.

et

6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |
«~0.05
<
045
L
D.04

(%)35:—
Sk

.03
©
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

o0

T

[

0994 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

o
o)

0.4

r;< | SRR R R LR SR REL R,
Y

>

o

©

=0.8]

o

3

Q

a

°
©
o

o
NF - -

H -
Ag_»o_...!...!...!...!...I...I...I...I...I...
g | 5|||5 L

;m{l”; LT S R
L H H H
4 6 8

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

DQM_V000I_R0O00000001__Global__mkFitNewOLDI000time__RECO
DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global

mkFitOLD-checkDet_ RECO

0 0.5
[
®.45
(=]
£04
el
(5]
9.35
[
>0.3
I
D.25
4
£0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

oL W)

Rati

s

—
—

=, B B O
H OO 0 N

dyglices rateys s2edfig IGers
S B

ot
=1 L
m -
g L

il

5 L H 1

0.95 “lsgp, Lisp, Logp,
g, oty ey
-

0.8——
0.7F -

o o
(S )

I
IS

pileup rate vs seeding layers




	Contents
	Page 1


