N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

10°

10*

0.9

r [
R TR R PR TR PR T PP CEEPE PP PR REEED o]
F 2
L .
)
B ]
o

Ll

1-0.80.60402 0 02040608 1
MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.

0.

0.9

0.8

=
N

© o© o o
[N} I o ©

-

0.95!

&

4

2

81080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVA1 output

=y

e

[

i)

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

PR o

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

10°

Qe T T

10°

10*

10°

10?

T,

1

0.9f¢

O.gl

-0.8-0.6-0.402 0 02040608 1

0.8

fRvs)

s

[ LY Ly R o s oyt S g ey g e ey s e P g e e P

IR DPONT L1 1. e U PR DU PO

0.95

V.4 05 06 07 08 09 1 11 1.2

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0.8~

0.8

L
Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

<]
50.9

Fake track rejection

Ratio

o
N
[FITETI FTETI FTET1 FUUN1 FUUN1 FUUN1 FUUN1 FUUNI FAANE|

1.2

iy

0.8

0.6

0.4

fa| 1

»,

[

0.95

. 0 0 g sy

-1

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

05 0.6

07 08 09 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2~

0.9

0

40506 07 08 09 1 1112
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


