N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1 | Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

1.2

10*

o
o

" - =
3 f s
© 3 N i
5 = C
q;105=— ------------------------------------------------- - 1
10k s B 3
= b L
LA
g ?0.8
LN CI_)
Q
=
I

10°

I
IS

10°

o
[N

2
10 102

.0F

o

Ratio
Ratio

1.

P

0.5

-1-0806-0402 0 02040608 1 -1 08—06—04—02 0 02040608 L -1-0.8-0. O 020 02040608 1
MVAL output MVAL output Cut on MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

R T S R S T 2 g0.8
T o o ]
M. 3 §07
(O e - A R Sy L L E
e 0.6
065 b 0.5 -
L N 0.4 3
N e S A 03
i . 0.2
0.2 - beredeeeslneatee e gy b e 3 -0.6
Fooor : N 0.14
B 3 -0.8
o O_d''''T'''''''T'''''''T'''''''T'''''''T'''''''T"""'T"""'T"""'T
E = F : : 0.20.30405060.70809 1
o e S HE— HE— T L I Efficiency (excl. trk eff)
k “F : :
Eo e e ) L e s Mt
081080604020 02040608 1 02 04 06 08 12

Cut on MVA1 output Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

1.2_ 1.2_ [
X R OO OO OO O OO0 SO0 W N

Fake track rejection

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio
Ratio

0B 050407 0 02040608 1 -1-080604020 02040608 1 04 06 08 1 12
Cut on MVA1 output Cut on MVA1 output True track selection efficiency




	Contents
	Page 1


