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

true tracks

1.2

iy

fake tracks

10%E
0.8

0.6

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

0.4

Ratio
Ratio

P Wl H| 1]
5! “mm H“m“ mmm H“H“HHHHH mmm H“m“ wmm mwm 0.95 HHHHHHM HH“HHHHHH H“HHHW m mwm H ml “ H m 0.9 HIE

-0.8-0.6-0.40.2 0 0.20406 08 1 -1-0.8-0.6-0.40.2 0 0.2040608 1 21 08—06—04—020 02040608 1
MVAL output MVAL output Cut on MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection etficiency

0.2
0.1

s e o S S ) I e e e S P S S ©0.9 o L o
R R SRR S SR R © A S S S R LR §0'9 ] <>':
e o L H 0.8 3 0.8
L 4 L : A b 3 c
< : : : : : : : : : @© ] 1y S
0.8+ F R A F L | e S St R A *0.7 4 0'6‘5
I T I E " | H0.4°
P S T 0.6 .
R R T S T S S S S R S S 3 1402
0.6__ 0.5 .
L% E 0
o 0.4 /
0.4 W rdrrmriorrnien e de e b e E 0.2
e S - 0.3—:
0.

) O O et AT TR O VR D 0
i : : 3 04 05 06 0.7 0.8

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

Ratio

—0 8-0.6-0.4-0.2

0.4 0.6 0. 05 0.6 0.7 0.8 09 1 1112

Cut on MVAl output Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

s
TTTT T
T
-

ANe
o
d&?‘
w)
o
N

0.95!

1.2

1.2 T > c
L . o o o
L . c | =1
L : ] X b
------- ‘é’ S S S A )
. (0] B 4
0.8l e Mg b e | N SO S-S U SUUN RO SUU N g
' - A A A A A @
Q I ©
0 F L
0.6 X i
........ ) R T S T R T S ST T U ST U SO SO
O i LR S SE S A A UL A R S SR R L S R S SR A LR S S
R + oo S
e e IR e e o o o o I T B o o o e e o o
“JC'||||||||| o 1) e Co l Lo oL_n';....|....|....|....i....|....|....1....|....
TR T — ’
; (4 dilff g ; 4 [
| | PRI 4 i
0.95 R IE T t gIlL i 0.95ki
=1 08—06—04—020 02040608 1 1 0.

%957-0.80.6-0.40.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 63 040506070800 T 1112

Cut on MVA1 output Cut on MVA1 output True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


