[ Fake rate vs normalized x? |

1

o
fos)

fakerate vs x?

o
[o2]
!
;
i
;
i

e

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2

2 4 6 8

[ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? |

v .0.02
=<

9.018F
L
9.016F

[ RTINSOV TR FOVL T O OO O

-

I

[ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

~ 0.02
>~
%.018
2
$.016
014

T

pilgyip

0.012

0.0
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002
L P

Ratio

=
TTT R T
.
.
v

14 16 18 20
track x2

—_— D IIV‘I Uli ildi4 . t St R
Fake rate vs.| —— Bé :}SET k Igﬁll?llha}kla%oteg&%so

1 o= gorr - o -

0.8

0.6

fakerate vs seeding layers

0.4

0.2

U I T O

Ratio

=

0.950
T e e et

Co.
ey TEcy TECT e,
o s .

S

o
o
N

o duplicaies rateys sgediag layer

.(tS :
0.95
O "B, 1O TEe; TEC, TEes TECs TEC; ECy > = 6 TECs
T TEy ~Pos, A P g D0 Mg o Pos Mg oo Do o e
7L os L ey 2 o L Ao g 03 P o g
s Lo < &
2 02 1y 50503 g g O S s g0 s B s

feg.

5k
®.045F

o E

S 0.04F 5 --beiea i
k=i F

(0] .

B.035[ -+ b
2, 03k

2003

®.025F -+

oV

] :

20.02F -

g ¢k

0015wk -iebevins

é:.*{

o

F o
b o
‘ o1
T

]

0.95

R
fog ~Lneg ' TEcz” TECy &




	Contents
	Page 1


