[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

0.5

2

>~
€045
2
S 04
Q
X
$0.35

AR R LR R RR R Zal LR LR RRRRN LR

Fake rate vs.

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

2 4 6 8

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |

N

[
>

rate

0
i)
1]

duplic

Ratio

0.5
0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15

0.1

0.05

T T [T T [T [ TT T T[T 7T T[T

8 10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

N
>

[
>

2
©
S
[oX
S
k)
a

Ratio

0.5
0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

T T [T T T E T T T

+

NF
NS
ol

track x2

—=— .[.JCMSSW_13_2_X_2023-05-08-2300/src/DOQM_TT__mkFit-DOM_new132

DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_newfast132

o
g o

i

w

o

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

o
(S

0.15
0.1

0.0B++eeerssseesisesi s
o +oF
g | |
I |

0.95

e
",
04,

[
e

[
>
©

s seeding |

>

duplicates rate

Ratio

0.5
0.45

o
w °
o

0.3
0.25

o
(S

0.15

o
i

Q.0 +++eeeseeseesisesis e
+0f

f |

i |

0.95

e,
"y,
04,

pileup rate vs seeding layers

0.2

QLB+ eseeseesesesesis s
of

f |

! !

7
M”W%w



	Contents
	Page 1


