[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

1

o
fos)

fakerate vs x?

o
[o2]
!
;
i
;
i

e

2 4 6 8

10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |

v 0.0
=<
9.009
(0]

LN L R R N R RN RN N RARRRRRNEE RRRRRERR]

TR

0o

[o's] .

10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

~ 0.02
>~
%.018
2
$.016
014
0.012
0.01
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

pilgyip
PP

Ratio

i
TR T
.

-

-

0.95

O ST VLU0 O TU0L OO T OO OO

o

NF
ol
ol

Gt

(FaeTaeve] —— BOVEH M@

TEE—B 3BTl

3he-PRY

SIRiSREINALE

0.8

0.6

fakerate vs seeding layers

0.4

0.2

| SRR TR TR TRTRRS

W EEEEEEEE

Ratio

.

0.95L i

Bl 7&

7eg,.

Co
7& T
ne 7007 ey

» 0.02
018
016
014
012
0.01
008
006
.004
.002
FRve)

o duplicaies rateys sgediag layer

o

L LN BRI
"

ZZF'"';'T.T

Ratio

0.95

T o TEe; TEe, TEC:
i
ey Em r;czg rg‘gg

4
_{.
=

7

i :;i%i:ﬁ::ﬁ

7ECSQ ’z TR TR o 7 75 e
> c« cs rs cs 08, e e,
~reg 7y

Deg.
" neq

Ratio

[y

0,95 i

CTRCT
47 Tr ooss
Wy 75@ rgc 3

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2



	Contents
	Page 1


