Efficiency vs dr

I
~ ©
g o

efficiency vs AR

[ fake+duplicates vs AR |
x 05

<
©0.45

o o
©O v @ w ©
N o w G »
FIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

fake+duplicates rate

0.15
0.1
0.05
A 1B

1
TP min AR

[ Efficiency vs dr (track,jet) |
5
a’0.09
)
[
<l0.08
20.07
>
20.06)
2
(8]
EO'OS
3]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0
e

Ratio
N

0.95

1072 107
AR(TP, jet)

=
S
w

Efficiency vs pu

©
a

0.45

iency vs PU
o
i

0.35

effic
o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05]

J..h'U) 1t

Ratio

80 100 120 140
Pileup

o
N
[o2]
o

0.95
2

0.95 J:ﬂn:ﬂ

107

T

1072 101 o
track min AR

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

-0.05
3
'8.045
&
50.04
%.035
4
2003
$.025
(2]

Q
©0.02
2

iy

1072 107"
AR(track, jetg)

5 0.2

a B ? ?
2018:_---‘. """""""""""""""" E"""“E'"
[J] - . . .
N L e R RS U
D024 - L
[ C . . .
S0.12F il feeeiod b
o E : : :
IR SR E R N A
g F : : : : :
GOOBE
0.6+ - } ----------
0.04F------i{ it | A R S o
0.02F-+++i1- puH} ------- b
S [ A T I
o R :
"c—c‘ r . .
[ N
(| RRRELY IR Y LECE TEEPPEE AN
%967"20° 60 80 100 120 140

Pileup



	Contents
	Page 1


