Efficiency vs dr

[ fake+duplicates vs AR |

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

take+duplicates rate vs AR

0.2

11 11
—s— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_}
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_}

o
rescaleError100
rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0
rescaleError100

—— DQM_| mkFlt_TTbarPUSO_extractedGeoms

L

i
1072

TP min AR

[ Efficiency vs dr (track,jet) |

§0.02
00.018F
E E
@.016_—
®.014F
> C
9D.012F
o E
o .
£ 0.0
(] F
0.008
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F
1.0

Ratio

[y
TTTT] T

0.95

107

1072 107
AR(TP, jet)

Efficiency vs pu

50.02

ik
©.018F -

@.016;—---

[ u
®.014
£

0.01F
0.008F-
0.006F-
0.004F-
0.002F

®.012F |-+

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

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

Ratio

L

0.95
2

pTCutOverIapOpO dynamlcChlZCutOverlap

1072 101 o
track min AR

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

= 0.5
o
+~0.45
&
= 0.4
o
J0.35
2
@ 03
€0.25
(2]
Q
< 0.2
2
20.15
=
& 0.1
X
£0.05
e O
2 1
o
0.9
0.873 . M
10 1072 1071

AR(track, jet)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

take+duplicates rate vs PU

0.3

0.2

0.3

Ratio
=




	Contents
	Page 1


