Efficiency vs dr [ fake+duplicates vs AR |

x 1.2
< i
[
o [
> 1
[5) L
o L
< I
£ 0.8
£ VoL
0.6]
0.4
0.2
o B
T
a4
|||||e|||l||U ML
107 1072 107 1 107 1072 107 o1
TP min AR track min AR
[ Efficiency vs dr (track,jet) | [ fake+duplicates vs AR(track, jet) |
808 T T o 8%
%, 0.7 ‘2_?'0455_
T £0.04F
< 0.6 x F
2 %.03558
> 2] -
g 05 0.03F
Qo o E
(] 9 2:_
03 5007
B.015F
0.2 E
& 0.01
03 %.005F
o +0 o +0F
5 s r
x [ad [
1 1_— """"""
0.9573 . S . SR 0.9’::3 . S
10 1072 107 10 1072 107
AR(TP, jet) AR(track, jet

Efficiency vs pu [ fake+duplicates vs PU |

5 0.8 5 0.1
o r o F
L S e S S e A A 20.09%
N A £0.08f
@ 0.6 ----:----- + ----- e Beeees FRREREN ARRERE eeses = E
K S s N SR VAL AL It $0.07F-
© 0.5F So.06F
: : : : : : : = E
O L L SERRL CEREESELRY 30.05F
F : : : : : : g E
0.3F s009F
: 0.03F
0.2F E
= 0.02:—
0% 0.01E
o R : o snpprb
IS r : IS oo
2 L : o L :
1 ; £
093630 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 095655640 5060 70 B0 90 100

Pileup Pileup



	Contents
	Page 1


