N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

10*

10°

10?

1 |
A
Al
SRR e b
I
[
0.0 RULLUEHANAE RONEIAN

21-0.80.6040.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

Fake rate

0.25

0.5F Sy b b
0 TN

Ratio

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

T S s e e o

e s

0.5

pEmmmm]
Baee.. ||
5 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

1-08060402 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

0.95!

1.2

s o o O

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

=

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

PR o

0.95!

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

ML
AL

02040608 1
MVAL output

~=1-0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0

0.8

0.7 - beeeesberenibenn R I feeees I
] P P PR
ORI SEEER SECER FRPH Peeeedeen

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

favs)

s
TTTT T

05 06 07 08 09 1 11 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2
0 U OO OO S N OO SO0
e
L0 e s S o
02 M
o e
0951080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

Ke ¢ale

©0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

Fake track rejection

Ratio

1.2

iy

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95

21080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

S
o
M

1
o©
N

"I Ho
#4002

[FRRTA RRETE FRRT] FRURY FRUTA FRRT] FRUTE FRUTE FAAT1 AAT)

05 06 07 08 09 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.4

0.2

W P P TS PRI P S T

[

05 06 0.7 08 09 1 11 1.2
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


