| N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

-
e
-

e

0 8—0 6—0 4020

Ratio
-
E

020408051
MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |
o 0.1
IS
©0.09
X
F0.08
0.07
0.06F
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01
1.0

e eonaa T A e

Ratio

09— 5 50402 0 02040608 1

Cut on MVA1 output

1.2

True track selection etficiency

s o o O

Ja] FIFITH FTE N EWEE SN FEWE PR S FET e

Ratio

s

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

PR o

0.95!

fake tracks

==

Ratio

0.958

H

02 0 02040608 1
MVAL output

0.8-0.6-0.

.?

A

5 0.09F
x

rate

0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

Ratio

L. Q=

0.95

06 07 08 09 1 11 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

=
N

[y

o ©
o ©

Fake track selection etficiency
o
D

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

Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Efficiency (excl. trk eft) —

Ratio

=
N

0.4

0.2

] LY TS PP

0.95

21080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

Q K 11 <
L <
506 H0.83
§ ] S

4 _060
.05 =

] =0.4°
0.04 0.2

] 0
0.03

1 -0.2
0.02 0.4

] -0.6
0.01+

] -0.8

Fake track rejection

Ratio

1.2

e
0.60.650.70.750.80.850.90.95 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

11

06 0.7 08 09 1
True track selection efficiency

1.2



	Contents
	Page 1


