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

true tracks

Ratio

1.2

10°

[y

10*

fake tracks

10* 0.8

10°

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

10° 06

102 0.4

102 L

M pun* =0 AL

10 10

l:. \ *' . ;.'.'.i

-1 08—06—04—020 02040608 1 -1 08—06—04—020 02040608 L ~=1-0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0 02040608 1
MVAL output MVAL output Cut on MVAL output

1.4
1.2

Ratio

Ratio
b4

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.8

E : 2 2

a : o - o >
[0y P PO U S R P s © L m0'7 —-10.8=
E : < s 3 c
- : R U U S SRS OO AR S S 106 062
0.6F ittt FR A R T 3
o : L : 05 ~0.4°
s T A | EVUOE TR SO OO SUUON SOUS SN SO SO0 o2
e e S S S SRR o 1

0.3

T

0.3

..................................... 0.2

0.2
0.1

0.1

Qbbb S S T

[NENA TR SRR FRATE AT T AR RETRN N

: : 04 05 0.6 0.7
H : Efficiency (excl trk eff)

Ratio

1080604020 02040608 1 09544105 0607 0809 T 1112
Cut on MVA1 output Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

Fake track rejection

e s o o o o

Fake track selection etficiency

T e S S

R A S o

Ratio
Ratio

Y SO O SO SOOOE NN I N

0.9k

21-0.8060402 0 02040608 1 -1-080604020 02040608 1 0.4 0506 0.7 08 09 1 1112
Cut on MVA1 output Cut on MVA1 output True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


