N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

10°

true tracks

10*

H
” nﬁ@n i

.2 04 0608 1
MVAL output

¥ a:N.ﬂ"""f i
Wik

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

R L S S S e T S

Fake rate

o
o

o
fe)

0.4f-i %

P O e

Ratio

9951080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL1 output

=
N

[y

o
o

True track selection efficiency
o o
N o0

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

©
[N}
[

o 18
o ~er
= I
o

1-0.8060402 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0.95L

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection efficiency

Ratio

10°

10°

10*

10°

10?

1.U0]

i

" I : |.'il : I li' I
ok hh |N i
108—06—0 02002040
MVA1 output

0.8
0.6
0.4f--

0.2

i,

0.95L

0.4 05 06 07 08 09 1 11 1.2
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.2

+Bf

1080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0.95L

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

1.2

o I
o © .

Ettficiency (excl. trk eff)

I
IS

0.2

Ratio

09 580604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0.9

0.8 0.8

0.6
0.4
0.2

0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2

-0.2
-0.4
-0.6

0.1 -0.8

P TR FPUTE PUTEY FTET UTEL STOTT FYPTL FAT ST

1.2

Fake track rejection

s o o o o o o

s e o o

Ratio

04 05 06 0.7 0.8 09 1 1112
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


