N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

R
g
"mu"wvw m "uuwm I Mim i
o
i i
MR
MVAl output
[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]
@ 08
[
207
g
0.6
0.5
0.4f
0.3
0.2
0.]
9 J--\Q:III e e
g f
0.95;

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

09T 38060402 0 02040608 1

Cut on MVA1 output

=
N

=y

o
©

o
o

0.4

©
[N}

&

.
T

1-0.8060402 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0.95L

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

II:
uH\ H\ H\;
.2 .4 60

MVA1l output

00506 07 08 09 1T L1 1.2

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0.95L

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

1.2

1

i S U O
N T T | ||||
o ~Rf N |
o [ e
0951060604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output
) J o171 o
g ] |11 .2
o ] —10.85
50.5 1 c
I ] =[ H0.6°
4 ° >
0.4_- u _0.40
] *[ 0.2
0.3 7 HE
1 3 (H-0.2
0.2 4
] -0.4
0.1 -0.6
] -0.8
0_4
0.4 05 06 07 0.8 0.9
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)
c N
5] :
o :
[0
o :
~ :
3] :
o :
© :
X .
< ; 3
L : g
:

Ratio

(O o S SRR LRI EARRR AR
i i

L.uCJI""I""I""I""I""I""I""].'""I""
- B S

999370.4 0506 0.7 08 09 1 1112

True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


