Efficiency vs dr

[ fake+duplicates vs AR |

1

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates rate vs AR

0.4

0 H el

Tuc

x O —
S Lo
©0.18 .
> N
30.16F -
c .
Q :
_90.14 H . Tt
5
0.12F--+-
0.9+ ; e
0.08f--- : B
0.06f - ; o R
0.04F -+ : o R
0.02f + : X S
o 10 by |I el i
S —=— DQM_I1__original_noPU
© —e— DOQM_TT__paretofrontMaxEffOnlyFWD2_PU
o —— DOQM_TT paretofrontMinFROnlyFWD2 P
4| —— DOQM_TT__paretofrontMaxHitsOnlyFWD2_PU

1072 107

1
TP 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

[y

1072 107
AR(TP, jet)

Efficiency vs pu

50.05 : . . : ;
& : : : : :
O e e e

L

] o : : :

@.035F - | CEEL SRR ST

= o : : .

P0.03F-wrerhereeedeey refeeee e
0.025f -+ cferesrerineend O R
S £ ot NS S &

0.015F -----3ememeedenenn A
0.02F------- : :
0.005F-++++-fereseerineend N N AR E

L

Ratio

o
w
o
N
o
O
o
[
o
~
o

0.95 30

Pileup

| [P

1072 101 o
track min AR

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

I o ©
I 2} ©

©
N

fake+duplicates rate vs AR(track, jet)

Ratio
r
)

1072 107"
AR(track, jetg)

T=reereegyeeee T e g
e

X S s

fake+duplicates rate vs PU

“++§**%++'

0 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Pileup



	Contents
	Page 1


