Efficiency vs dr [ fake+duplicates vs AR |

% 0.2 % 0.8
2018 2 07
> [0
©'0.16] =
c @
= 0.6
c0.14 3
$0.12 g 05
o
0. 3 04
o
0.08 g 03
0.06q 0.2
0.04j “H
0.02f+- o
o ¢ o~ o
§ 1~05 —_ DQMstepS_SMS_defauI[
—— DQMstep3_SMS_¢ defauItNEWT
..mm|u T T ;u ||u ul- ]| il
oo ||.i|fII.I|||||nu|n ORI ) AR 1’ i
1073 1072 10 o 107 10’2
TP min AR track min AR
[ Efficiency vs dr (track,jet) | [ fake+duplicates vs AR(track, jet) |
5 05 = 08
2°0.45 < 07
Z 0.4 §
< T 0.6
£0.35 g
> %]
> 05
g 03 2
2 @
o _
50'25 o 0.4
0.2 g 03
0.15 =
§ 0.2
0. [
0.05f g 01
i) *‘Gi o O
g o | &
1E-44 44 | |
0.9F { !
o.si3 L Lt L L 0.5E—— SR X
10 107 107 10 107 107

AR(TP, jet) AR(track, jet)

[ fake+duplicates vs PU |
0.8

0.7

0.6

"
4+

0.5

0.4

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

take+duplicates rate vs PU

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

%0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 010 20 3040 5060 70 B0
Pileup Pileup



	Contents
	Page 1


