N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1
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2 T S S S S S

e A

! H H H H H H H i

| | | i . N N N N

0.95 11U L R D I
0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0 02040608 1

MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

00.02,
©
D.018
X
B.016
0.014
0.012
0.01
0.008-- i rirrrrdeenndeevieees 1o Mg
0,006+ -ordebornrhon o T
0.004f - deeenioeesb e
0.002
20

Ratio

0.95

True track selection etficiency

1.2

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

21080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVA1 output

Ratio

s

0.95

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

fake tracks

10?

Ratio

0.95!

== T TTTT

HLRRA T

-1 08—06—04—02 0 02040608 1
MVAL output

90.02

© o
D.018F

5.016
0.014
0.012

0.0
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

A P S S S R PR
. . . . . . [ R

LA AR

Ratio

+OF

1.2

Fake track selection etficiency

Ouuuuluuuu

3040506070809 1 1112
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

Ratio

0.95

212080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

1.008

1.006

1.004

1.002

Fake track rejection

Ratio

1.2

[y

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.95

=1- 08—06-04—020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

Lo o Loy b Loy ey by o b a gl

1-rrrn-rn-n-rn—n—rn—rv—rn—rv—rrm—rrrn—r
0.3 0.4 05 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

[

--4-§o-¢-ti+++i:

0.95

030405 06 0708 09 1 1112

True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


