N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

=
(@]
>

=
o
W

10?

10

T
’ [S

[

1.4

Ll [P PO TS T PO
12:.\. k4 Qg A ]
)

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

0957 0.6 0.8 1

1.2

il

Cut on MVAl output

0.4

0.2

s
N LSS UUNS S SN UE SUNNE SO

0.95L

1-0.8060402 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

RN ELINARE:
0217080604020 02040608 1
MVAL output

o 0.0]
s F
D.009F
X E
B.o0sE
0.007
0.006F
0.005¢
0.004f
0.003
0.002F
0.001F
+0F

Ratio

0B84 05 06 07 08 09 1 Tii2
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

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

0.95L

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

Fake rate

Fake track rejection

Ratio

1.2

1

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

0931680604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

X107 1

n MVA1

(o2} ~
| 1
\_—o--
1 |
S o
N B

C

05 06 07 08 09 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2~

04 05 06 0.7 08 09 1 1.1 1.2
True track selection efficiency




	Contents
	Page 1


