| looked at the effect of the timing cut on 2011 data.
* Used 2 datasets:
/MinimumBias/Run2011A-PromptReco-v4/RECO
/Jet/Run2011A-PromptReco-v6/RECO

- For the /Jet/ dataset used a un-prescaled trigger, namely HLT Jet300

*These are not the very high PU dataset (which were taken
after mid August)



Effect of timing cut on PFMet in Ecal (2011 data, /MinBias/)

PFMet in ECal
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Effect of timing cut on PFMet in Ecal (2011 data, /MinBias/)

PFMet (Total)
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Effect of timing cut on PFMet in Ecal (2011 data, /Jet/)
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Effect of timing cut on PFMet (2011 data, /Jet/)

with HLT Jet300
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Conclusion (from data)

 Very similar observation



