Efficiency vs dr

[ fake+duplicates vs AR |

Efficiency vs pu

—0.05
o
©.045
30.04
(]
'®.035
=
®0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005
0

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

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

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

Ratio

0.9

2.
"
1
s

B

18

IIIIIIIII|I|_IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
B
2

1‘50 160 170 180190 200 210 220 230 240 250

Pileup

10
AR(TP, jet)

-1

o Je ax 0.8
g E g
» 0.09F ”
> F >
> — Q
50.08F g
S E
S 0.075— p_'z/}
S 0.06F 8
o =
0.05 3 0.4F bk ik oo - - a2 4 -
F +
0.04F k)
E &
0.03
0.02f
0.0
_g l-UCv_ — a1 sae P=SRY S (i wimii
© L —e— DQM_ test mkFltFlt
o [ | —— DOM_test_mkFitFit_retest
1} -| —— DQM_test —mkFitNOFit retest
1 R EIMERRR
10” 1072 107 _ 1 0
TP min AR track min AR
[ Efficiency vs dr (track,jet) | [ fake+duplicates vs AR(track, jet) |
_§0.01 = 0.5
.009) ~0.45
£
09).008] = 04
< &
Q.OO? <0.35
2.006 € 03
< Q
¥.005 T0.25
= 7]
9.004 % 0.2
Q
0.003] ;QO.15
0.002 g 0.1
0.001 $0.05
o o
T T
12 12
1 1

1073 1072 107
AR(track, jetg)

0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4

0.3

fake+duplicates rate vs PU

0.2

0.1

Ratio

=
|||||||||

it mﬁﬁ

o £?l‘SO 160 170 180 190 200 210220 230 240 250
Pileup




	Contents
	Page 1


