N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

g
g
s
2
||||||
!II
iR BEEE: L1
o T
o

—1 08—06—04—020 02040608 1

MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection efficiency

Ratio

. S R I S S R S S R

J.ll.lIJ.III 1

1
-1-0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0

Cut .on MVAl output

fake tracks
T 17T Ililll ] I. I:IIUII

i

Ratio

-1-0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

MVAL output

Fake rate

Ratio

0.95

94 0506 0.7 0.8 0.9

Effi

Ti

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

1 1112
trk eff)

ciency (excl.

o o =
o ® N [N}

Fake track selection efficiency
o
N

0.2~

Ratio

0.8

—1—08—06—04—02 0 02040608 1

Cut on MVA1 output

0.sf

12080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

1.2

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.2+

ge)

IS

24
%81 080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

094 =

08_'; ..' : _0.8

0.7 3 oolee

E s = |04

0.6 4 s o

3 i F |02
0.5 1 S

3 ] 0
0.4

] -0.2
0.3 4

E -0.4
0.2 -0.6
0.1 0.8
0_-'"|""|""|""|"''|""

05 06 07 08 09 1

c

S

5

D

o

X

[8}

o

'5 :

X L .

© i . .

L i : :
04_ ........... S
0.2;.-_ .............................. ...............

o J..ksi-lIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII;”IIJ.'””II”I

§ Eo o

o o
R S SN JUUN SUUN TUU N SO
0.3 0.4 05 06 0.7 0.8 0.9 1 1.1 1.2

True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


