N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

1)
X
[&]
]
=
)
=)
=
E
° ’
I I
m l

Il MWWWW\M
.o S (R

921-0.8-0.6-0.40.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

o 08 : :

© : :

8 07f R R SO S T ST

¢ L
ot et [ o
O RSO SO JO ------------------
0.4 """""": """"""" ; "":"". """""
T
%20 0 T O
NG

o mo b

: WMWWWWWWW

i i i ""”i i "Ililllllm

MMWWmmmmw

=1- 20 02040608 1
Cut on MVAl output

1.2

True track selection etficiency

s o o O

Ja] FIFITH FTE N EWEE SN FEWE PR S FET e

Ratio

09 e 0402 0 02040805 1

Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

1.UD!

0.95

1k

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

0.8

0.4

0.2

1.0

11 1.2

5 06 07 08 09 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

—1 4—020 0.2

||||||II|
.6 0 8 1
Cut on MVAl output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

1.2

=--ei--- D R ALt IR

e e o S e o

fa] NI NITE P NS ST RETE FETE FEEE T e

0.95

-1- 08—06—04—020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

Q 11 4

= - <
©

50.5 Jog2

[

g ~0.6S

0.4 5

0.

B Bl R L L o aaad aaaaa
550.60.650.70.750.80.850.90.95 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

o
w

0.2

0.1

Fake track rejection

Ratio

]
[
N

S s S S

I TS I T IS S B

09%5 06 07 08 09 1 11 12
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


