N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

=
o
w

true tracks

10%E

Ratio
P

i \?'\HHHMJ i
0.9 E
S

0870.8-0.6-0.402 0 02040608 1
MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]
0.8

................................................

o
3

Fake rate

...............

I

0.95! ""li |||| I:n .2 I| |MMHN«M|”" "

02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

.."‘:m- T e

Ratio

True track selection efficiency

Ratio

1080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0.95L

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection efficiency

Ratio

10*

10°

10?

10

1.4f--
FOR

1.2F

T TR

FURCRLL |

——oa—oa—oz 020 02040608 1

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

L QP

MVAL output

..............................................

0.95L

1.2

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1.0

0708 09 rTT Iz
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

'MMWWWWWW
||i||||||||!r*wll......||||||||||||||||W HHNH@
0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 02040608 1

Cut on MVAl output

"§=+

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eff)

Ratio

0.6 0.8
0.5

0.4

Fake track rejection

0.3

0.2 .

1.2

[y

...........................................

o
Jos)

o
o
[

I
IS
[

09 580604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

-10.6
-10.4
0.2

-0.2
-0.4

0.1 T 0.6

. J -0.8
O —

-t
0.7 0./5 0.8 0.85 0.9 09 1

07 08 08 1 11 12
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


