N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

10°

true tracks

10*

10°

10?

Ratio
=

08060402 0 02040805 1

MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

0.5

0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

Fake rate

LR LR RRRLE L]

A L LR AL LAY LR, LA

.....................................

.....................................

Ratio

0.95f -

0.9t

)

$1-0.80604020 02040608 1

.....................................

Cut on MVA1 output

1.2

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.95L

1-0.8060402 0 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

10°

10*

1RAL I R R L) i

e

10°

10?

T

0.

co

Og_imga"ﬂ |

............................

-0.8-0.6-0. &('E]bZH#EJ l(I'J 2 0. LHOJO i“ L

0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

.ok
1.05E
1
0.95F

................................................

%84

05 06 07 08 09 1 11 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0.8~

0.6~

0.4

LR T

0.2

0.9F

0.8C
=1

—0.8060402 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

ais
S
[6;]

20.4

[

b.35
0.25
0.15

0.05

1.2

[y

0.8

0.6
e e o S e o

09 580604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

—

E - g

E 0.85

] c

E 0.62

] 3
0.3 0.4

E .| 0.2

] 1o
0.2 H

3 -0.2

0.4
0.1

E -0.6

E 0.8

0,

Fake track rejection

Ratio

05 06 07 08 09 1
Eff|C|ency (excl trk eff)

1.2

0.8

0.6f
S s St S S O

R e e

10f

1.1F

s S S R AR

04 05 06 0.7 08 09 1 11 1.2
True track selection efficiency




	Contents
	Page 1


