N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

|||||:|iu|
Il | || £ i
i in’p i,

08—06—04—02 0 0.204 0608
MVAloutput

Ratio

Fake rate vs. MVA1

0

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

Fake rate
o
~

o
o))

i"""mm

it I I
....... dussaoiH HIL ':Illlhnl“"il

927 08—06—04—020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL1 output

[y

o
fe))

True track selection efficiency
o o
N o]

0.2F-+

Ratio

0 50402 0 02040605 1

Cut on MVA1 output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection efficiency

Ratio

10°E

10°E

J..[_- N N N N N N m
1 : R ! 8 7%
" ' [l i il "'.riil II i||-u

‘I'I

-1-0. 8—0 6—0 4—0 2 O 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
t

MVAL outpu

0.8
0.7 - rrmrieer i
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2

0.1

02 02 06 08 i 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

N BT T
; a1
1: .A........|||.|iiii|||I.“!HLnlﬂ!uullla!i"!!!! !

090-

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

Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

1.2

any

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.4
0.2
o+
T [
24 L
I.
095108060402 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output
0.5 1
] 0.8
0.4 -] 0.6
] 0.4
0.3 0.2
] 0
0.2 0.2
] 0.4
0.1] -0.6
0.8
0 -
c
IS
3
o)
o
X
[8}
o
P
X
©
L
o [
2 [
4 o
I
02

06 08 1 12
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


