N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

10*E

10°

102 -

1HH\V',,!HHH{?WHHHWIH .~
|||HHH||\||||||su||U|||||\W|L\|

40608 1
MVAl output

|" W
: - |||‘
o .||”||LH||W ‘nln

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.8

0.5

0.4

T T LTI

i

0.3

0.2

0.1

Favs)

1

080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

N

0.95!

1.2

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

10*E

10°E

10?

1.UD!

T

0. 95 WW“"""“

0.8

I ””"H

0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0 1
MVAl output

NN
H\H“EWH\ iHH [l
II.

0.7

0.6

fRvs)

s
TTTT T

T T P UL e PR PUUE PO

0.95

0.4 05 06 0.7 08 09 1 1112

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0.2

1.0|

0o e

o o

0.95

21-0.80.6-0402 0

0204 0'6 0.8 1
Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

—

Efficiency (excl. trk eft

Ratio

Fake rate

o
N

o
w
Lovo o by o b v bog o by g Ly ay

0.2

0.1

Fake track rejection

Ratio

I
2]

1.2

R e e S S

fa] FIFIFE FEE FAEE N NETE FETE PR ST P S

0.95

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

S
o
M

1
o©
N

S maa w
o

04 05 06 07 08 09
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

09%3 040506070800 T 1112
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


