N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

1

1.9}

Ratio

1.2
1.
1

B El 3 -

2040608 1
MVAL output

1-0.80.6-040.2 0

[ Fake

rate vs. MVAL |

=1-0.8-0.6-0.4-02 0 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

=
N

=

o
o

True track selection efficiency
o o
N o0

©
[N}

Ratio

s

0.95!

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

PR o

fake tracks

Ratio

0.95

212080604020 02040608 1

MVAL output

2 0.01
©
D.009
X
$.008
0.007
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001
+0

Ratio

0

I 105 11 115 1.2
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

[y

0.8~

0.4

Fake track selection efficiency

0.2~

Ratio

0.95!

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

[ Ericie

ncy (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

1.2

[iny

o
Jos)

o
o

Ettficiency (excl. trk eff)

I
IS

0.2

P | I RS FFS I PRSI FEES FETE S
2
o L

+

0.95

21080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

x107

0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

IEETE SRRV RRRRA ARRRA KRR ARRRH FRRTH FRNTY FRTNY 7

sEmsEBER

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

-0.2
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8

SerTpTTAgT T

"0.9880.990.990.994.996.998 1

Fake track rejection
o =
o) N [N}

o
o

o©
IS

1T 105 11 1.15 1.2
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


