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

1.2

£ g F = :
g I g :
X .
£ I OO0 N OO SO0 NS SOOI . W0 = :
() () E R | EARERE R PR R
2 4 F Q .
= g r B
)
JOA - 2 0.8 be e TR r s
b |5 L
:l. 9 -
A =R K] SERR TR SREUY PEEDT PRTE SR e, SPTLEPRE
(0 ST Y PP T EP P SPET PP SRV PR PEPE P w 3

I
IS
[

‘ 'l! |
i
il
,ﬁ" |||| I I || |
:|I || Il |||| ”
8 921 08—06—04—020 02040608 1
MVAl output Cut on MVAL output

T

Ratio

Ratio
-

Ratio

mum.H.{1

S

"'Hlﬁ i "=I;L|H

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

g L

Sk : [ : 0.9

e | 5 P [ T ' . 0.8

[ r : < R 0.8

U 0.8+ SR EY LERES ST TRET CEPRY FERPLEPEE e T O R T R TS EE LT ELREY CRCTERELTREE 0.6
i : I 0.7 o4
_. . . . . . . . . . -

o ot s o e NELX 00 02

i T i 05 b

-0.2
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8

ST 0 e e 0 I &

o o o
N W b

[FWRRY RRRRY FRUTE FERTE FRRTE AANNY AARR] FRUTE FATRt P

T T T T
B SEEEEEEE I

7 U S N S 02

.|I;-||||| ||

bl |

H iHl ||
'l|||

|r'

o
=

o

0 0 eertWE ORI OO O TV O

i et

0.95 0.95

Ratio
Ratio

—1—08—06—04—020 02040'608 1 : 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1 1112
Cut on MVA1 output Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

T S T T 10 0 8 0 O

Fake track rejection

True track selection efficiency
Fake track selection etticiency

e o S

0.2 O AU SUT: FNTI IPPNI SRR RO
0l B AT T T TR TV TN VLT

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

I R S i :
A ”Llll I ill’[| it il ¥
0.95 W A j 0,950

~0.860.6-0402 0 o.'2 o.'4 0.608 1 08060402 0 02040608 1 030405000708 00 T 1112
Cut on MVA1 output Cut on MVA1 output True track selection efficiency

PR o

0.95!



	Contents
	Page 1


