N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

muu m“mw""u
-Il 1 I
|||||||H||||JHH i uuvm
1

MVAl output

9]
4
Q
g
=
3
£ 10°
10?
10
o J..UU 1
£ || | |\|| i
@ | i I |
ol . I |=| ||| |= |
[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]
@ 08
©
07
<
w

Ratio

True track selection etficiency

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

+0F

08 F 060402 0 020405608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

=
N

=y

o
©

o
o

o©
IS

1-0.8060402 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0.95L

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

10*

| RLELRA LY

("l e

10°

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

10?

nwm

1—08—

MVAl output

0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2

0.1

L OF

06 08 1 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

T T 0 0 8 0 O
0.6
0.4

0.2

+Bf

T 050504070 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0.95L

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

o
3]

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Fake track rejection

Ratio

rake rate
©
(o2}

1.2

iy

0.8

0.6

0.4

L.Wn_ l l l l | | l l l
09 580604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

[T FEREE TR FRET RN FE NN R

o

1
o©
N

R RAA LA R L pana
0203040506070809 1

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0.2

04 06 08 1 12
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


