N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

| HHHHHHHMH\HHHHHH\HHH,HH\HH,HHH\HHH\H,HH\H\,HHH
AR RRT T

-0.8-0.6-0.40.2 0 02040608 1
MVAL output

Fake

rate vs.

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection etficiency

o
©

o
3

o
)

o
5]

©
IS

0.3

0.2

0.1

1.0

0.95!

0E060407 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

N

=
N

[y

o
©

o
o

0.4

0.95

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

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

10*

10°

10?

0.8

L= & T

r‘/’f e

;
sk
2

-1-0.8-0.6-0.40.2 0 0.2040608 1
MVAL output

O e
0-95 0?2 04 06 08 1 1.2
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)
1.2p
BSOSO O O 0

0.95

°1-08060402 0
Cut on MVAL output

02040608 1

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

o
2

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Fake track rejection

Ratio

rake rate
©
»

1.2

[y

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.95

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

VAL

L]
n

Lo by s by Lo b s laa gy

o

b
0.20.3040506070809 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0.8

P S T R N R S
1:..:..... :q ________
0955504 06 08 T 12

True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


