Efficiency vs dr [ fake+duplicates vs AR |

x 05
<
00.45

o
[od

o
]

......

o
o2}

efficiency vs AR

o
[¢)]
o
N9 ow @
a _w b

o

fake+duplicates rate v:

0.2+
0.15f -

10

e s bEtJB”e H el -newgeom

ut gNew step2 ttbar h
uareNewZ stepZ. ttB n
1S uareNewS steBZ‘tt E

|||||| i 1) R T
il R 5

107 1072 107 1
track min AR

[ fake+duplicates vs AR(track, jet) |
0.5 — T T — T =0.05
Dot Do Qo
0.045
@
£0.04
%.035
g
20.03
$.025
(%]
Q
©0.02
Q

P, jet
o
. D

0.35

©
w

0.25

effnuency vs AR(T

o
[N

0.15
0.1
0.05
1.

Ratio

[y
iy

0.95 H oL oL H - 0.9573
1072 107 10
AR(TP, jet)

=
S
w

Efficiency vs pu [ fake+duplicates vs PU |

T T 5 0.2
P9 S VU T -2 U O S O s

©
a

N I e S .

efﬂmency vs PU
o
D
I
at
o
=
T Iol.>

o
w

T
icat
o
i
T

: : : : : = F ------- ------- ------
G St AU U ST I S Tk S S S
: : : : : + F : : : : : :
02 5- : Lk : ux‘EO'OS' : : : }* ------ C
0.15F d ; :
0.1:—
0.05F

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

1B

Ratio
Ratio

100 120 140 100 120 140
Pileup Pileup

o
N
o
DY ...
o
o]
o
N

0.95
2



	Contents
	Page 1


