N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

i

q|

02040608 1
MVAL output

9 e - ' | .

T

e
HHHH 0l HHH

-0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0

[ Fake rate vs.

0.8

Fake rate
o
~

©
)

o
5]

©
IS

Favs)

0.4 0.6 0.8

Cut on MVAL output

Ratio

O=E

HF:'“%
CP ——F

0.95%

=
N

-

o
o

02_ ....... e e

True track selection efficiency
o o
N o0
T

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

s

T X oo

o [ L
0.95L

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

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection efficiency

Ratio

g i) |||'
HH\HHHHM‘NW Il H\l HHH H\WH
A

-1-0.8-0.6-0.40.2 0 0.2040608 1
MVAL output

1.U0[]

0.8

0.7F-eneee PR foeeeeed e PR
E : ¢

O R S R S

I R RRLTTINI ERPLITRS TR PP PRISIES

O L RESRERT IUTTRRRS R

(0| R P N PRRRE RCTRRTYS PETRR

0.2:_....- ........ [ P ‘ ........ [
E .

[0 T P R T SR

“ﬂ:......l [ I
U R O AUl

095 ~3.7 038

09 1 11 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0o e

e o S

13 RSO S OO SO OGSO SO SO0

=1 08—06—04—02 O 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

1.0

0.95L

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eff)

Ratio

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Fake track rejection

1.2

iy

o
Jos)

o
o

I
IS

0.2

L.\)G_III!III!”I!III!III!”I!”I!”I!”I!”I
0.95L

[« I TS N S RS s

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

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

0.2
0.4
0.6
-0.8

J

-ty
.7 075 0.8 085 09 09 1

0.2t . ....... s [
J..UG_' 1 | MR | L | L |J.. L1 | MR
? R SO PV LD S S

08 09 1 11 12
True track selection efficiency

0.7



	Contents
	Page 1


