N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

=
o
w

10%E

10

-1-0.8-0.6-0.4-0. 0.2 040608 1

MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.8

I Tl

I l I""" | H

...; i |
I

M
m““ III I” ‘

06—04—0 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

=1-0.

1.2

S O 0 e

s o o O

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

j -

ssmrasassnsn Gl

09 e 0402 0 02040805 1

Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

09371°.0.80.6-0.40.2 0 0.20.4 0608 1

MVAL output

0.2

0.8
0.7
0.6

0.5
0.4

0.3
0.2

0.1

fRvs)

0.9 1 11 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0o e

e o S

Cut on l\'/IVAll otjtput

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

Fake rate

o
2

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Fake track rejection

Ratio

o
o

1.2

[y

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

T TTTTLLL

. . . ST

0.95

-1- 08—06—04—020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

S
&
M

]
©
)

- H-o06

J

o il bl b bsa by

1—.—.—.—.—,—.—.—.—.—,—.—.—.—.—,—.—.—.—.—,—.—.—.—.—,—.—.—.—.—,—
.7 0.75 0.8_0.85 0.9 0.95
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

AP EPRPIPIN RV UM PR IR

[

T
I S
L)

]

08 09 1 11 12
True track selection efficiency

0.7



	Contents
	Page 1


