N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

i :
=1 08—06—04—02 0 020406 08 1
MVAL output

Fake

rate vs. MVAL |

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1.2

RN N - T
-1-0.8-0.6-0.4-02 0 0.2040608 1

Cut on MVA1 output

4

0.95!

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

1

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

5
10_5
b

10*

10°

102

10

L}

0.8}

0.6f

-1

I\
08—06—04—02 0 02 0406 08 1
MVAL output

0.8}
0.6}~

0.4

O MRt

QH
LA£3AJ pRY *l

s

s

T s

OprLTIINTT

2 0.4

06 08 1 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0.8~

08—06—04—02 O 02 040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

=
N

[y

0.8

Efficiency (excl. trk eft) —

0.6

0.4

fa] FIFIFE FEE FAEE N NETE FETE PR ST P S

Ratio

S
09 580604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

%0.8 o1 ?;'
o s[ 40.85
é0'7 u c
I s | —H0.6°

>

o
)

o
2]
T
]
[
N

©
>

[N RRNTE PSRN RUTRA AANTE FRRTE FURN) ey |

o
w

o
)

o
i

o

r,-rm-,-m-,-m-,-m-,-m-,-m-,-m-,-m-,-
0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

Fake track rejection

Ratio

07 06 08 1 12
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


