N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

10%E

10 F-

1ezt:

1
L.oF

Ratio

1.2F -+

]

l'_.. ..................................

-1 08—06—04—02 0 020406 08 1
MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

sl

ool il
0006 i i

|| |||

1N

III

0.005§ "

T e

TR

T R

! !!Hi
Wi
O |5n
‘HHH\ HH HHH‘ I HHH

[

0.0024 "
0.001§
8-0.6-0.4-0.2 O 02 0.4 0.6 0
Cut on MVA1 output

Ratio

\
1
1
095

=
N
T

| J

o ¢
o N
L e R

True track selection efficiency
o
o0
T

I
IS
T

o
[\S)
T
L
P
L
b

Ratio
e
rED T T

=
T T

1-0.8060402 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0.95L

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

fake tracks

212080604020 02040608 1
MVAL output

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

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

09 75080.850.0005 L 1,051 1L151.2
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

> 1.2 T
(8] o .
c L :
@ :
SR !
£ 1 .
) :
c :
S L :
F 0.8F i b R S R
Q i :
(0] B .
® L :
% 0B eeedeeeieniens S SR T
g I :
) R T
£ 0af e R R SRR T
L - :

0.2:_ ...................... .......................
° J_Wr\- [P T O P | AP P P
= [ :
a4

093108060402 0 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

| Efficienc:

y (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Ettficiency (excl. trk eff)

Ratio

1.2

o
©

o
o
T

o
N
T
\
:
:

0580604020 02040608 1

iy
LI I

I
IS
T

&

=
T

Cut on MVAL output

_><lO’3 1




	Contents
	Page 1


