N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

Y]

g

ikl bl

i i“ '| l li il I ""Ill ,
ool R e |; I LRI
-1 0'8—06—04—02 0 0.2 0406 0.8 1

MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

0.8

Fake rate

Ratio

1080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

1.2

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

997080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

MMMMHTHIIHHH |||||-l||||||||é|||||!i| ||||||||||||||i||é||||||||

i

-1-0.8-0.6-0.40.2 0 0.2040608 1
MVAL output

0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4F+-
0.3
0.2

0.1k

rof bbb o

| VRS W - ; :
05 06 07 08 09 1 11 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

=
N

i
T

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

©
©
> ]
3

o
o

o
IS

o
[N}

||ho

0.sf

1080604020 02040868 1
Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

g Lo
(]
=
T ey
(S}
x
&) :
& 0.8 :
c :
o :
(S} .
£ 0.6 :
4 :
0.4 §
0.2 :
P I T T T S P | T
o % :
= :
o 1k
0.95f - -t - g el
0217080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output
Q ] —1 1
g ] . g
20.3 . .| 10:8=
g 22 o.65
0.25 am =
] R R
0.2 ~ i o2
] : o
0.15 R
1 2 -0.2
0.1 £ 0.4
] £
0.05 / 0.6
] —0.8
0 T UL UL SO |
05 06 0.7 0. . 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)
c 1.2
5 [
g [
S [
)
X
Q
o
©
X
<
L

Ratio

05 06 07 08 09 1 11 12

True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


