N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

"\ i |‘N'I |

" '||"' m

|f||l|mI

‘"”Iil”lﬂll|||;| il

|Mz

it il
il !'!!”II| Im ||I| | ||!.||
0.6-0.4-0.

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection efficiency

Ratio

il

0.6

0.4

0.2

+ 0}

0.8

i

0.95L

1.2

1—08—06—04—02 0 02 0406 08 1
Cut on MVAL output

SN SN DU SO DO SO B IO B
1-0.806-0402 0 02040608 1

0.95L

Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection efficiency

Ratio

il H |
.]i':’: "
| m‘lu il
| i

. ’||||I|
I |||||

+Bf

06 08 1 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.4

5 ||||||\mii|'Ei

=1 08—06—04—02 O 02 0I406 0.8 1

0.95L

Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Ettficiency (excl. trk eff)

o
o

Ratio

1.2

[y

o
Jos)

I
IS

0.95L

21080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

E 7t
0.9 I dos
08 { | H0s
0.7 3 ~0.4
06 0.2
0.5 o
0.4 5 -0.2
0.3 -0.4
0.2 0.6
0.13 0.8

0

Fake track rejection

Ratio

e
0203040506070809 1

07 SRS S S ________ " ________
0.45— ____________________________ _________ L
0.25— ............................ _________________
1_ """""" e *-—- o« e e s
0'95:0.52 0.54 0.56 0.58 1 1.2

True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


