N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

10*

10°

10k

10§

1.5]

P

02108060402 0

0.2 0.4 0608 1
MVAL output

Fake

rate vs. MVAL |

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

Fake rate
IS
N
[$)]

0.5

LI AL AL RRRRE L

il
LTHIAET]

-1-080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

=
N

[y

o
©

o
o

0.4

©
[N}

E
O

o
©
a

o
1

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.5

% TN W
1 5 T T
L R
R O S P e
7% R

S

P

of.

=
Of--a---
.?

of..

)

o

MVAL output

970,

1.2

©
©
T

IC

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

[
02040608 1

SOOI SISO IOT YOO
506 07 08 09 1 11 1.2

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Cut on MVAL output

L

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

= 1.2

Efficiency (excl. trk e

3| PP TP U DN U TN TN T T T

Ratio

08550604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

rake rae
N
(]

o
N

0.15

0.1

0.05

Looa v by vy Loov s Ty e by 1oy

J
=
VAL

.
n

ut

/]

07 08 09 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

Fake track rejection
I o o =
iN o o) N [N}

I
[N}

o

N TS P P PRI T VU

Ratio
o
&

0.9

05 06 0.7 08 09 1 11 1.2
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


