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Idea: introduce a novel approach for seed construction (Hashing)
What do we hope to improve? Seeds’ efficiency, purity (fake rate), redundancy (duplication rate)
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Conclusion Future work

v/ Comparable performance with the baseline (slight improvement in the forward region!)

* Full sim with Geant4  binning in (z, ¢) « Track finding and seeding on the
v Trade off between timing and performance (Z binning vs ¢ binning) (secondaries) * changing bucket size with buckets
o ] - ITk detector region (or different
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