Efficiency vs dr

[ fake+duplicates vs AR |

o 08— x 02
< g :
2 0.7F- 0.18
g : 20.16
§ 0.6F - Cha
Q Y :
K : $0.14
© 05f So.12f
: IS
0.4f -+ 3 0.
: §
0.3 4 ~41- §0.08
Ty 0.06]
0. 20 8%
it 0.04
o107 0.02
9 J..\.e i i oL ) Q NCITI0T 1m
IS ‘! p—— BM_ X EEPem a%e Ste tt rgNavSveltneVZ\Igttb r hasel-new
@ H — DM’IXS PETgm gte u E gﬂgreNewzss?gBZ ttE Eﬁggel ﬁe gom
I .m ,' CPFTTem ateCutC uareNew3~step2ttl asel neweom i" " I I
T i A1) iy,
0‘953 Il .!Iill I . . . ‘|, ARl
10° 10° 1 10° 10° 1
TP min AR track min AR

0.5

P, jet
o
. D

0.35

©
w

0.25

effnuency vs AR(T

o
[N

0.15
0.1
0.05
1.

Ratio
N

0.95

1072

i
(@)
w

1
AR(TP, jét)

Efficiency vs pu

©
a

0.45

©
»

0.35

efﬂmency vs PU

o
w

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

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05]

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

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

1.

Ratio

—————

120 140
Pileup

0.95 _(')0

(=]

-1

[ fake+duplicates vs AR(track, jet) |
=0.05
2
0.045
@
£0.04
%.035
g
20.03
$.025
(%]
Q
©0.02
Q

iy

5 0.2r - .
o r . .
2018 : :
[0 - . .
go6 ; ;
90.14F : :
I u : :
20.12F : ;
2 E : :
3 0.1k : :
EL) F : :
ESO'OS:_ :
0.06f-----issemnrinnennns g :
0.04F ' :
0.02F g
g 0P 3 BT
§ 105+ s ) R
ke ) S
0.95E 5 : : ; :
20 40 80 100 120 140

Pileup



	Contents
	Page 1


