[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

1_

o
fos)

fakerate vs x?

o
fe)

0.4

0.2

Il
TR

. -4>|

Fake rate vs.

514 16 18 20
track x2

10 1

NF
N S
o
ool

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |

v 0.0
=<
9.009
o)
9.008

o
o
(%))
[T T[T [T [T [TT T[T [ TTor[Tree

@"«Mf

o
©

dﬁ

NS

ok

oo

track x2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

pileup rate vs x*

Ratio

1

0.2

- .

B e S YN

=

HEEaR

o -
|- Fre--

4| |-

4

12 14 16 18
track x2

DQM_TT_PR43146
DQM_TT__PR43146_swap

o
g o

i

w

o

fakerate vs Seedlng Iayel‘s
o
N 9w ©
o1 o

o
(S

0.15
0.1
0.05

fRvs)

Ratio

.

0.95

<+
+

+

-+
ES
+

uplicales sateys sgeding layers
g
T

pileup rate vs seeding layers

Ratio

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

1.

FRvs)

U o
0.95 1 1 1
.95
“lagp, 9 5
i, g, o
i, e,
s,

20



	Contents
	Page 1


