Efficiency vs dr

[ fake+

duplicates vs AR |

% 0'1 % l_"':"":"""""""""""."" N
©0.09 o [ ' :
50.08f £ o8k
ok o I
3‘;:>007 s 8 L
©0.06H § 0.6 L
5 0
0.05 '?_
H Q 3

0.044 j“_ﬁ 0.4 _

0.03f

0.02f 0.2 [

0.018
9 J“Q 1 asSt IIEW 1] Q 0
g ; 5 uargNew %tgevzvgt?gg} h
L E:s SEreNea e (el

|f| "' u.;ul I [lvl :
| i 08
10‘3 1072 ‘4 o 107° 1072 "t
TP min AR track min AR

[ Efficiency vs dr (track,jet) |

.§0.02
0.018
£
Q.OlG
©.014
>
9.012
2 o
o
£ 0.0]
©
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002
.0

Ratio
N

0.95

107 1072

Efficiency vs pu

-1

1
AR(TP, jét)

-0.05
o
9.045
30.04
(]
'9.035
=
®0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

QP

Ratio

1.1

1

80

N
o

60

1

00 120 140
Pileup

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

- 0.5
2
~0.45
@
: 0.4
So.35
d
o 0.3
€0.25
%)
(]
% 0.2
£
80.15
S
7 0.1
X
£0.05
o 0
T
e

1

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

fake+duplicates rate vs PU

0.3

0.2

0.3

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

1

Ratio

0.9

Of——

0.%

120 140
Pileup

100

(=]



	Contents
	Page 1


