Efficiency vs dr

x 0.5p x 05
g E g
@ 0.45F @ 0.45
> [6]
o 0.4 g 0.4
Q
50.35 £0.35
£ T
0.3 S 0.3
o
0.25 § 0.25
Q
0.2 3 0.2
0.15 0. 158 - -
0.1 0.
0.05F 0.054 h-f1k Tl -
O J.\-B: _F\ J.G II;|I:III::|III III:I A:l ILI Ili“l.u AII
=1 —s— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__cmssw1000time__RECO
g —e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitNewOLD1000time__RECO
il 1 | —— DQM_Vv0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitOLD-checkDet_ RECO
0.958 LI | RS L 1 | FRR E N IEIE
|i|||:|i|j|l| il oof- g W HIT
0.0l 13 Ini" R il R H . . i
107 1072 107 107 1072 107 1

[ fake+duplicates vs AR |

1
TP min AR

[ Efficiency vs dr (track,jet) |

0.5

, Jet

P
o 2
2 0a
»_ O

0.35

©
w

0.25

efficiency vs AR(T

o
[N

0.15
0.1
0.05
Vel

Ratio
N

0.95

=
S
w

1072 1
AR(TP, jet)

Efficiency vs pu

0.5
0.45

0.35

efficiency vs PU
o
D

o
w

0.25

e
T

o
w
o
N
o
o 0 -
[o2]
o
~
o
[e]
o

-1

track min AR

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

~0.05
T
$.045
&
50.04
%.035
2
2003
%.025
(%]
Q
20.02
=
$.015
s
% 0.01
X

%.005

iy

107 1072 10"
AR(track, jet)

[ fake+duplicates vs PU |

5 0.4
o
© 0.09F
()
£0.08F
20.07F
I
S 0.06F
o
3 0.05F
p
§0.04—
0.03F
0.02F
0.0

L

Ratio

1.1

N
O[T T




	Contents
	Page 1


