N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

10* -

103

1.UD!

02040608 1

~0.80.6-0.402 0

MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.3F

0.2

0.1+

s o T e

Favs)

=

0.95!

1

080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

1.2

=

0.95!

PR o

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

10°

10*

10°

10?

1.UD!

bl

ML AL

[T

0.95

21208060402 0

8

02040608 1
MVAL output

1.2

0.8

06 08 1 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

0.4

0.2

1.2

0.8

0.6

iy

Ratio

0.95

rake rate
o
a1

o
>

o
w

0.2

0.1

Fake track rejection

H

1080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

S
o
M

TNew g
1 |
© O ¢
N B

C

0

e
.10.20.30405060.70809 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

N EPRPEEN PRI B A S

Ratio

B

T T T

- e 000

0.95

04 06 08 1 12
True track selection efficiency

0.2



	Contents
	Page 1


