| N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

i " .
0937-70.8-0.6-0.40.2 0 0.2 0408608 1

e

MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs.

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

957 08—06—04—026

02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

1.2

0.4

0.2

s

0.95

=1 08—06—04—020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

10%E

fake tracks

10 F-

Ratio

-1-0.8-0.6-0.40.2 0 0.2040608 1

MVAL output

o 0.0]
s
D.009F
X »
B.008E
0.007
0.006F
0.005¢
0.004f
0.003
0.002F
0.001

;.\Dh'

Ratio

T T

"

o

05 1 11 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.8

Fake track selection etficiency

o] FIFITE NETH N NS S A ETEE FETE TS N e

Ratio

0.95

212080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

1.2

1

ot 1
e i o

o ~®f
T [
[hd X
09:1 B E 004070 02040605 1
Cut on MVAL output
x10~°
-1
255 ?;'
o 0.8
¥ 5 s
[
L —0.6°
45 5
_0.40
4

25

15

Fake track rejection

Ratio

w
ul
IR FETRE FNUTI FRRTE FRRTE FEUT] ERRTE SRR T] FUUTE N\

]
[
N

r.-.-.-,-.-.-.-.-r.-.-.-.-,-.-n-.-r.-.-n-r.-.-.-.-,-.-.-.-.-r
0.7 0.75 0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

o

"

05

08 098 1 11 12
True track selection efficiency

6 0.7



	Contents
	Page 1


