Efficiency vs dr

o 0.0
<

[ fake+duplicates vs AR |

- x — AP A
: T I )
. 3 )
E : Q L
9 B
o T 0.8
: 0 C
. (0] =
: kS 3
. . >
K : o 3
N N + |
: : e [
: | = 0Ar
; 0.2
0.001--- : i
o J.\.Gf i HH H A 0
E [ —8 M ?n Ie st OOO eta2§t0tt28§ Sé,
i-[==0b M a|1 eTCPE pate StepzD potl 00_eta2p0to2p5
0.95- RS S . L OA95- e .
107° 1072 10 o 107 1072 10 1
TP min AR track min AR

[ Efficiency vs dr (track,jet) |
.§0.01
d).009
E
Q.OOS
9.007
>
$9.006
2
35=@.005
@
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001
O_

Ratio

15

-1

Efficiency vs pu

5 0.01 ,

o :

O T S S s

B.008F--- oot S RRRE SR

o) N

@007 ---------------- .- -------------------

= .

B.006F--- e oot S P PR ARt

0005 -+ o evbresboe e SR Y RIS

0.004F -4 ieeneiinnen

0.003f--4--e- e chemeshonesbene Beeeieenieden

0.002F -4 cieeneiinnnn

0.002Ep -+ dreebersbonsdon b

° 0: PP PP S T

=

m 15-_ ....................................
0 2 4 6 81012 14 16 18 20

Pileup

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

- 0.5
2
~0.45
@
: 0.4
So.35
d
o 0.3
€0.25
%)
(]
% 0.2
£
80.15
S
7 0.1
X
£0.05
e 0
=R
e

107 1072 1
AR(track, jetgJ

-5 05
0 0.45

o
N C w @
a _w o_b

o
o
N

fake+duplicates rate vs P

0.15

©
i

0.05]

[y

TY T[T T[T

Ratio

0.9

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Pileup

o
e



	Contents
	Page 1


