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

Y C 9 2 12r
Q Q (]
g 8 4 X L
© 0%k SR S US|
=} = X (S}
= o © X
E i = 1)
i 105!---: --------------------------------------------- 2 0.8
E. c
10*F e @
E | & . (S}
F AR £ 0.6
N 10 E_. e L e e T JJ
10°k C 0| ST S TS SO Y P P ST R
£ 1O3=— ------------------------------------- B
102 - - - - AT G RNER 102k L
2 i e 4 S S 2
T I Lo % IS
o 2 1_5:_3}%&”’%#;% de | o
,.wm.w» *’{*
=y :,-..(‘""'\ ﬁ, S
| R e O POy ST O T DS PO ST} cb
-1 08—0 6-0. 4—02 O 02 04 06 08 1 -1 08—0 6—0 4—02 0 02 04 06 08 1 0'9—1—0.8—0.6-0.4—0.2 0 02040608 1
MVAL output MVAL output Cut on MVAL output
[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]
[ © e s s s S S S ©0.9 A 11 o
I IS T : : : : : : §0'9 3 : g
[ ) 0.8 3 f[ q0.8=
X 4 x ] 2 c
© © g i | H0.6S
w L 0.8 0.7 3 : 62
06 P (P
é 0.2
06 0.5 4
3 0
0.4
0.4 ] -0.2
0.3
] -0.4
0.2 02 -0.6
0.1 -0.8
o o =W 0t
= = 05 06 07 08 09 1
4 o Efficiency (excl. trk eff)
1
050504020 02040608 1 09555706 0.7 08 00 1 L1 1.2
Cut on MVA1 output Efficiency (excl. trk eff)
= 1.2 > 1.2 c
[8) o 8] o o
c L c | =1
s [ s S
2 1 2 i RS SRR R SEPR R )
(4] () B ~
c c B N N N N N N N N N [S}
o o A T o
5 0.8 SRR i St AR S A A A =
) @ S T )
o [) o : : : : : : : : S
7] n s
% 06 X
g g
(4] Q
S 0.4 X
= ¢
0.2 -
o .k o o | IR U DU FUUN Y U PO
g 3 g
o 1.05F 14 o -
0,95 - - e -dme e mbenebe b
1 . A
N S U NN SO SO SUUE ST SO I 1 ok e
0'911—0.8—0.6—0.4—0.2 0 02040608 1 -1 08—06—04—02 O 02 0406 08 L 04 05 06 07 08 09 1 11 1.2

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



	Contents
	Page 1


