N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1 | Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

1.2

10°

iy

true tracks
fake tracks

o
Jos)

10*

e T T

Etficiency (excl. trk eff)

o
o

Do 10°

200 N
2

L0 beee b :ﬂu";""'

\Mp’*" *w'h."-'* m 10°

10p- - A" s ----- 10

1.V0 |” || || : 1.0

8—06— 4—02 02040 8 1 —08—06—04—02 0204 921 08—06—04—020 02040608 1
MVAl output MVAl output Cut on MVAL output

fa] FIFIFE FEE FAEE N NETE FETE PR ST P S

MR L

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

=TT

0.95!

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

Q P Q | g g A g A A S S =
g L TUTTTTTETTTTTTTETTT A ER 0.9
¢ f 5 R R T os 108
Eogfe ot Bogh b0
i : R S A 0-7 ;|4
0.6-—;-': .......................................... 0.6 § —0.2
i 05 b

0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

0.2
0.4
0.6
-0.8

7 SR 0 8 0 O

3
3
3
3

-y
3 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

Ratio
Ratio

e
[T rrre
$

0506 0.7 0809 1 1112
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

21-0.8060402 0 020406 0.8 304

Cut on MVAL outpu

R
o
[{=]
dn

=
N

1.2

=y

0o e

Fake track rejection

o
o

True track selection efficiency
o
o0

Fake track selection etticiency

04 e e e B e o o

R Ll Rt A S O 0.2 A A S A S A
7 PO TUUL IR TV TOUL UL TR O OO 0 P TRV UL OOt T TV TV TS OUOE OO0

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

=
T '.'..'.*.'.'..'.'.

2080604020 02040608 1 095108060402 0 02040608 1 09503 A 0506 070500 T 1112

Cut on MVA1 output Cut on MVA1 output True track selection efficiency

1

0.95!



	Contents
	Page 1


