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

:;< 1_ """""""""" - e ;(005 ;( 1_"':""'."":"".'"":""":"'"E""'.'"':.""
2 I 9.045 g [ E
L L 2 i) : ]
© I S M A S S S ©0.04 © : »
3 0.8_ > o b
s L £.035 @ :
S I N O o 3 :
O AR (I 1 L IR/ AR 20.03 RARAE AR AER RS
TR S N N | T R S :
L o 4 4 : 0.025 e
0.4 LEN g 002 ]| EESU U SO O 1 O S0
o2 ot E Lt bk d 0o 0 0 0 o
F S . . o . . . . . . . . .
e : 0.005 3
o ;.G"'!"'!"'!'"!"'!"'!"'!"'!"'!"' o G"'!' o ¢Q_"'!"'!:_"!"'!"'!"'!"'!"'!"'!"L
T I [ I E ] :
4 2 @
0.8 ; i niidl Bt R bt
0 é 0.95 i

810 12 14 16 18 20 0 46 10 12 14 16 18 20 T2 "4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2 track x2 track x2

[ Fakerate vs.| —— EQM E%EgEE EEW—IHI %@Egé%% wRejection25

m 0.2r m002

g0.18: 018 ------nnene- e e

(=] - L . .
£0.16 016 ------==-=+- R RRTE e
5 s : :

[ : .
80.14 014+~ p--ee- e R

>0.12F

012 F R SERMERIIERS

kerate vs
pileup rate vs seeding layers

0.1F 0.0TF---eeenned . [
So.06f o0ef ' ' ) AU SR SRS SN SO SO S
0.06F 006 Lo

o duplicgies rateys ssedisg Igye

0.04f 004w T I 17 SR SO SO SO SN SO

0.02f - wwrrreei e e e 0.002f -+ ++rrrmresiermreresee e -
g o e e m— g o
5 B== | || /== SR mataas naces IERTRRTRISEPC RIS RS g F i
® r — | o o N
1 H AN A NP A . k o 1_,..‘—1_:
! == 0.9 - - eforrmrmiranae s o |
0.95L L 0.t L L 0.95L

kd
kg
3




	Contents
	Page 1


