N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

m’“’r i
HMW'MWN TR
A |||||||||||||||||V|: L

MVAl output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]
0.8

Fake rate

=1-0.8-0.6-0.40.2 0 0.2 0406 0.8 1
Cut on MVA1 output

=
N

[y

o
o

True track selection efticiency
o o
'S ©

1080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0.95L

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

10?

10

J..UJ

“””u‘

0951—08—06—0 2 o .2 40608 1
MVAl output
0.8

Ve

06 08 1 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.8

0.6

0.2

0.4 %

10F
1.05F

1pe

0.95%

1080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

—

Efficiency (excl. trk eft

Ratio

1.2

0.95L

21080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

Q 1 o171 o
g ] ]2
o ] —10.85
50.5 1 c
I .| Ho.6°
] : 3
0.4 H
] E | 0.2
0.3 0
] -0.2
0.2 7
] -0.4
0.1 -0.6
] —0.8
L MM MNNS NN ————
0.10.20.30405060.70809 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)
c 1.2 T
=) i :
o [ :
[0 I~ .
g :
o :
Q .
o :
© :
X .
© :
L :
) SATITITE ST R SRR
° ;.uG- L ] ] | Ll
g | : 5
@ [ :
S &
096704 06 08 1 12

True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


