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

v OO l———— v 05

1 =< O =<
%.009
[ E

£0.45

o
E 0.4

*

T e

fakerate vs x?
o
-

SRR A B oo . 5035
. . . . . . . . H S
D006~ -1 RRRR : 0.3
. . . . . . . . . S . . . . . . . .
R 0.005-------3--=-i--} SRR SRR RLRE R 0.25
oafdodnibdd bl 000 b e 02
S B R et et 0.15

o
[o2]
!
;
i
;
i

AR TR RN AR LARRE LR RES S RRRR

I JERt SR SEIN AN S R 0.002f - ff irevief e : 0.1 R SR
I 0.0015—*-5- SRR Y S PO TP A N 0.05F-- YT TR SO RO A NOR AN
; ; o +Ofprrpr o +Of---hoprpp b b
foor + & v2ffftfif- & 1o+ rh i
T LA Rt (1T N SR SRR
121416 18 20 0 10 12 14 16 18 20 0 46 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2 track x2 track x2

—_— D IIV‘I_II UTT IlﬂI lIIIIC
Fake rate vs.| —— Bé —:F Omcl%l?led I{nmez

0.0%
009f----eenv- e Lo
008F----------- R RRREE e

fakerate vs seeding layers

o B frnennnnnnees
00BF -+ S RMALERNLE
e - SRS SO

pileup rate vs seeding layers

004F--+--f------ R RRREEE T TRREEE
003 RRERRRPRR: e

dyplicgies gateys sgedng layers

0.002f -+ f -+ A S
0.008k -+ wsvses e oo
i) o +OF : ' o
I 0 s
S RRE S S R 5
085 nii T : : 0.0sthibibizi bl ;

W ITH T I OBy, OBy, 08y,
@;’;;“o T,

ITUTH
05
oA

spfo)7 5 oot e o oo
sﬁ e
“? g os g 065 e85 D0 @oss’oaﬁc%c,



	Contents
	Page 1


