N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

1.U9[]

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |
0.5

iy JETR RIS TS U A
PNENEE ...
7% 5 T T 0 O
00 i g
0.05] A SN OO SO SO l
1.0}

Ratio

i
it

02040608 1
MVAL output

\
HW HINHH

1

a

|
H

Fake rate

Ratio

fake tracks

Fake rate

=
o
W

10%E

2 40 1
MVAl output

) 0'4 0608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

1.2

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

=

0.95!

PR o

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0508 1 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.4

1.2

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.95

=1 08—06—04—02 O 02 040'6 08 1
Cut on MVAL output

[ Ericie

ncy (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

1.2

iy

0.8

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

0.95

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

FaKe rate
w ©
(4] »

o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1

0.05

S
o
M

1
o©
N

[N SURTE ANETE EERTH ARUNY FERN] KRN FRTNN A

o

0.20.30.40.50.6 0.7

0.
X

8 0.

Efficiency (excl. trl

9
ke

1
eff)

Fake track rejection

Ratio

06 08 T 12

0.4
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


