N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

0.5

21-08060402 0 02040608 1

MVAL output

[ Fake

rate vs.

0 0.01
T

-0.8-0.6-
Cut on MVAl output

=
N

=y

o
o

True track selection efficiency
o o
N o0

0.2

Ratio

0.95

=1 08—06—04—02 0 020406 08 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

20.8060402 0 02040608
MVAL output

[N

2 0.01
©
D.009
X
$.008
0.007
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

fRvs)

Ratio

0.95

0.85 0.0 005 1 1.05 1.1 1T.15 1.2

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

=
N

>
QO -
< L
[} i
3] M
t Bl
5 L
o L
5 L
S 0.8
8 i
o i
w0 L
% 0.6f
g [
=
5 [
Qe L
< 0.4_
w L
0.2

Ratio

0

-1

2080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

[ Ericie

ncy (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

1.2

[iny

o
Jos)
[

I
IS

0.2

Ettficiency (excl. trk eff)

o
o

Ratio

0.95

21080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

x107 1

2.04

2.02

=oe
© ©
NN

ol Loy e by b by boa by gy

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

-0.2
-0.4
0.6
-0.8

Fake track rejection
o =
o) N [N}

o
o

o©
IS

085 09 095 1 105 11 115 1.2
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


