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

~0.0%
=

LR R St SR Eo : E R iR e SRR SLLL- L SR
- T R A A Lt R A S 21
L Lo N L F : ] L
O | I TEEE TR SRR SRR A el I Froseedeeste e 0.8
~x b o : E o : o L
s oo ; (¢ oloyy “ERT: ETEALEISEPR SRPE LD R RREE R 3 [ ¢
Lo : S F : - T
Lh A OB - -+ et L *
0.6+ : %0 : 0.68+F
I 5 0.005F-- -+ oot e
04 dp ; 0.004fF -l +wdererionebondndenbondndn gl AL
I H : 0.003fF -+ -+ dreerienscbonndionndobenn b,
o+l [ : E
o,2—---:—+-: ; 0.002F S U 1 S S U A
Loet : F
S : 0.001F
L2+ - : o
ITE PR FRNE FE T NN PR TS SETE PR R 9 ql .
: g F :
: @ r :
i osf :
810 12 14 16 18 20 O 246 810 12 14 16 18 20 10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2 track x2 track x2

(Faeraevs] —— BON-VORI-RORHabt—cIos '

OUULTTITE _RECO |
[ =~
0n 0.5
o

WEinS AU 1000 mE - KECO
%.45

D
£04
°

(9]

9.35

[

>0.3

o

D.25

X
£0.2

o9
||
339
P
Y,
=
=
[19]= o

o
=

o
©
!

o
[e5)
!

o
3
I

o
o)

o
(3]
!

pileup rate vs seeding layers
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