N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

| ..Iﬂ’%....M‘ l....MWM_,

987 08—06—(54—(526 07040605 1

MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection efficiency

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

iy

1. WD)

-
e P e S R
=
]

L

0.95

=1 08—06—04—020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL1 output

=

0.95!

1—08—06—04—02 0 02 04 06 08 1
Cut on MVA1 output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection efficiency

Ratio

10°

10*

0.8

0.6

0.4

1.2

0.8

937 08—06—04—020 02040608 1

MVAL output

".h

06 08 1 1.2
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.95

1—08—06—04—02 0 02 04 06 08 1
Cut on MVA1 output

Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

Ratio

o
-
|

o
o

o
o

o©
N

[N FNE T NE RS RNETE FRRTS NN SR

©
w

©
(N

Fake track rejection

1.2

iy

0.8

0.6]

0.4

0.2

| |
J_.Lﬁ-uu|!|||!u||!uu|!|||!|||!|||!|||!|||!|||
0.95L

=1 08—06—04—02 O 02 0406 08 1
Cut on MVAL output

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

-0.2
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8

0203040506070809 1

1.2

=

T T

0.8

0.6

0.4

N EPRIIN PR EPRPRN RPN S

e

T T T

Cee Ak R

04 06 08 1 12
True track selection efficiency

o
N



	Contents
	Page 1


