Efficiency vs dr

1.2

IIIIIIILIII

o

<

[

>

> 1

(8]

c

o]

£ 08

(]
0.6
0.4
0.2

9 J..\.G

B

nd

iy

[ fake+duplicates vs AR |

x

0.5

1072

1
TP min AR

[ Efficiency vs dr (track,jet) |

0.8

o}
EE 0.7
o
< 0.6
(2]
>
3 05
c
@
o
g 04
()
0.3
0.2
0.1
o 0
I
o

[y

1072 107
AR(TP, jet)

Efficiency vs pu

0.8

) n . . .

a E : 5 :

© Q.7 et d b

2 oo R + :
0.6F------ PO O, I PRI, P ;.

. T H !

B 0Bt TP LTS & TR
0.4 b ------------------------
0.3 weeberesesedenees R R SR
025_ ....................... 5. ........................
O R TSRS SRR R S

A S I I I I

o +®f : : : : :

I r : ] i ] ]
S HHETRINE o
o TETTT L

0.95L H d H g i
20 30 40 50 60 70 80

I F
20.45F-
[} F
§ 0.4:—
£0.35F 4
I E
o 0.3F
o E
30.25F--+
y O F
§ oz
0.15F -
0.4+
0.05E -+
Y <) o
_ CMSSW_mktt50i7_RECO

10 2 1
track min AR

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

iy

1072 107
AR(track, jet)

o]
(%]
>
=
(7]
o
o
=]
+

Q
X
©

0.1
0.09

()
£0.08
$0.07
$0.06
o
30.05

0.04

0.03

Ratio

0.02

OO RO SITIER SESPRE SMRSE
k. N | N T
Lo T g g 4
foeie 1T i
r : 4 ] ]
S 1]
%030 40 60 70 80



	Contents
	Page 1


