N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1 | Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

1.2

i
T

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

true tracks
fake tracks

o
Jos)

Etficiency (excl. trk eff)

I
IS

o
[N

o
[o))]

&

HHHHHHH\HHHH\H\HHHHH\HHHHHHH\H\HHHH\HHHHHH\HH\HHII?

o o o
= g g
24 e o 04

09258060402 0 02040608 1 21080604020 02040608 1 0957°0.8-0.604-02 0 0.2 0.4 0.60.8 1

MVAL output MVAL output Cut on MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]
© 0.0]
g

®©
§.009
X
B.008
0.007
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

o QF=-
2
o O
kRt SIS SEL T A SIS TS
50604070 02040605 1
Cut on MVAL output
> 1.2 T T T T T >0.01— = 1.2 -
9 3 e O Fo: o L :
s T R ©.009F -+ 8 T :
S b o Eo: ! SO R
° | .08 s b
g I . . . . . % :_ % :
5 08 A g E L I S SR SR SRS S
. Pl
o A o F o £t :
% 0.6 AR R A 9.005F------4-- 0.6~ Frreeeshe e
S M T & F T
L e ?'0045"'5 """" S SO SO SO SO SN S
L »
LR R ARt 0'002;_'"; """""""""""""""""""""" 0.2F -
L 0.001---x+4- r ;
o 1ol ‘ ) o sl | | |
N gl
& AT ] - N
L - i R
0957 0.80.60402 0 0.2 040608 1 50504070 02040508 1 095504 06 08 i 12

Cut on MVA1 output Cut on MVA1 output True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


