Efficiency vs dr

[ fake+duplicates vs AR |
0.8

0.7

0.61r

0.50r 1

0.4

fake+duplicates rate vs AR

o o
N W
|

o
Py
ETTTI T

° : . —
3 \EF—med Xnedele truining medeesias, o,
d -
o M—TT—mod-Xmode[s—frut ﬁ HodeITEST 29
M‘TT—mowmo es‘trul |ts reg mo ITEST-25
|||' IIl| "in nF! I
Il |||| °'95 SR
0.951 = “‘ 2 I 1 . 0A9 e — T
10 10™ 10 107 -

[ Efficiency vs dr (track,jet) |

.§0.02
0.018F
E r
2.016_—
9.014F
> C
9.012F
Q o
(&) .
£ 0.0
(O] F
0.008
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F
1.0

Ratio

[y
TTTT] T

0.95

107 1072

Efficiency vs pu

1
AR(TP, jét)

50.02
o F
9.018F
9.016F
(] r
D.014F
t -
®.012F
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

0

FRVS)

Ratio

093630 40

1
TP min AR

-1

1
track min AR

[ fake+duplicates vs AR(track, jet) |
- 0.5

-0.45

£ 04
<|0.35
0.3
S0.25

ate vs AR(track, je

o
[N

0.15

©
i

fake+dupllcates

0.05

&

Ratio
N

1072 1
AR(track, jetg)

[ fake+duplicates vs PU |
0.8

o
3

o
o))

fake+duplicates rate vs PU
o o
N »

© o
w

=
T

"

+

b

+

90 100
Pileup

0 30 40 50 60 70 80



	Contents
	Page 1


