| N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

0.50 -

ST IO O T I
1-0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0 02040608 1
MVAL output

Fake

rate vs. MVAL |

ate

;_;,0.09:
$o.08F
0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

Ratio

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.1

10Q

1

P

TTTT T

604020 02040608 1

H].....,
!
of.4....iet
®
=) S N

Cut on MVA1 output

0.4

0.2

[

0.95!

1-0.8060402 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

R

0.5

ot

51080604020 02040608 1

MVAL output

1,
g VI T
o E :
@0-09F -+ errrrirrr et
< E

e
Y S T I
A7 50
30 e S
e T
0.02F+++ieeeenniersnrianns

0.0

fRvs)

Ratio

0.95

s
TTTT T
SEERERE

06 07 08 009

T 11 1.2

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

Fake track selection etficiency
o I o o =
N > o ® = [N}

e
[~]

Ratio
N

1

-1-08060402 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Efficiency (excl. trk eft) —

Ratio

Kegsate

807
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.

Fake track rejection

Ratio

=
N

iy

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

jl

0.95

21080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

01

RS EEETE ERRTA FRETE FRRNA RRTTE FERN] RAAT SN

0.60.650.70.750.80.850.90.95 1

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0.2

06 07 08 098 1 11 12
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


