N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

o s o St o

LU0 I”H”” |||H” ||| ‘H “”I| IIIHHH ||||||| || |"|||u| |l||
R R
"" I” ||||||||Ilu|||| ||||I||| Hll I}

L ’\\\\\\\\\=\\\\\\H\’\HHHH=HHHH\’HV\W’N\\W’WN
.MH L
0.8-0.6-0.40.2 0 0204060

8 1
MVAL output

=

Ratio Fake rate [

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

| S S SR SRR R SR
LT ot
= . . . . . . . . .
:': . . . . . . . .
TS A 0 A A
02—-. --------------------------------

+ 0}

=1 08—06—04—02 0 02 040
Cut on MVA1 output

0.95

1.2r

095108060402 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

AR
FEET
P

MVAL output

70 U S O O SO

0.95L

06 0.7 08 09 1 1112
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.4 05

1.2r
IEREENEEE
oo
o
e
e

s SR |u||||u|||"""'ﬂi
105— l i ‘

=1 08—06—04—02 O 02 040
Cut on MVA1 output

0.95

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

Fake track rejection

Ratio

1.2

i

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

0.95L

21080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

]
©
)

04 05 06 0.7
Eff|C|ency (excl trk eff)

=
N

o
©

o
o

[y
T T T T

o©
IS
T

04 0506 0.7 08 09 1 1112
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


