Efficiency vs dr

=
N

©
©

efficiency vs AR
=)

o
2}

©
»

©
N
o

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs AR |

o 0.0

o
o
[6)]
TTT I TT I TTI T[T I [ TI T T[T T T[T I [ TT I [ TITT [Tt
I I I I I I I I I

o
g1l N
e
-|gooo
gz\§|§| o :Z:E
N
;835-
: a : i
ﬂ : 5

1072

éﬁﬁo t

J.UUU ClalpUlo Ip4
OO etalpOto]
00— etal, Otol 4
0 etalzp

tol] B
o OO eta1p0t01p4

1
TP min AR

0.5

P, jet
o
. D

0.35

©
w

0.25

effnuency vs AR(T

o
[N

Efficiency vs pu

1072

-1

1
AR(TP, jét)

©
a

0.45fF -+ -+

©
»

0.35

efﬂmency vs PU

© ©
oo N O W

....................................

....................................

....................................

g 10 12 14 16 18 20

Pileup

1072

) 1
track min AR

[ fake+duplicates vs AR(track, jet) |

0.0,
ko)
~9.009
(&)
H.oos
%.007
2]
D.006
$.005
3
%©.004
L
8.003
©
$.002
X
.00

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs PU |

1072

1
AR(track, jetg)

............................

............................

............................

5 0.0 :
R
$.008F - RN .
P.007F -+ b
© E : :
9.006F-------- RTE PP i
Q. o : :
B.005F - R L.
+ E : :
A e -
0.003f+++++eheneeens
0.002F-+++eeheseness
0.00F++++ensfeeenes
T F : :
o N : :
05_— --------- .......... ,
ot i E
0 50 100



	Contents
	Page 1


