Efficiency vs dr [ fake+duplicates vs AR |

o
N
a1

o
()

x 0.8 x 05
< o <
% 0.7;— 0
& _F £
3 % .
= r Q
% 0.5 ©
F =
0.4F 3
F +
E 2
0.3t 8
0.2H" =
0.15
r
o O
S 1sf
- f1TTH E |'| 1N
H | mlI I I..dlllll!! 4 0
107 3 10 1 10 _ 1
TP min AR track min AR
[ Efficiency vs dr (track,jet) | [ fake+duplicates vs AR(track, jet) |
304 R Pooobiin %?'2'
n.O 09 eerellraTreee ~0.18
. . . [&}
Fo.0s R Ee TN So0.16
< : : x
0007 R RS S E I <J0.14
3006 -----i-o kb 20.12
) P P ]
B 0.05E v e S 0.1
£ P P ]
©0.04 R SR RREEEE: et %0.08
- . ©
0.03 S S T §0.06
0.02 R S ST 20.04
: . . . 4]
0.0TF-+rinredeesindedeb i SR $0.02
o : o 8
& 105 : &
1
R PP RR P PT R T PERPEE et
O?:(’) -3 — 1072 — lZLlO_1 O(EI;.E) -3 — IZI.lC;_2 1
AR(TP, jet) AR(track, jetg)
Efficiency vs pu [ fake+duplicates vs PU |
) 2 0.5
o :
20. e 2045
> ] [0
e *@' 0.4
()
50.07 £0.35
5 T
0.06 T L2 0.3
- o
=}
©
+
[J]
4
8

0.15

o
i

Ratio

-+--

I auﬁ ||r;I|---E

0863640 50 60 70 80 90 100
Pileup




	Contents
	Page 1


