N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

—1 08—06—04—02 0 020406 08 1
MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

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

e
0.06 B

: I‘

:

: i

:

dfIEAY

HH‘ ......... { |||} ‘ HHH”” HNH m””’

:

;

S O “I i ||||||||| lIIIIIIII |mm!!_!!!mm_”|||||!| Y
= |III||! TR
Al il A
li |||| [illi || ||
4-0.2
Cut on MVAl output
> 1.2
2 I
Q@ [
E AP PN, S TP A P S R
° I
5 e
B 0.8Fbdeeiee i N"""J"l"i'i_l
k) I At LA LI
2 [
oL R S A A SR At
s [
0 S TSP SERTT AT SN T
= L
0.2:_ .............................................
g +Rp= I il MR
S Emmmdlmed) :||||‘ -IiIi|I|II-IIIIIIIII1
e
0.95:---: ----- < - 0 R |||| ;
L ' ||||||| ||||||||| A

0 E 0502020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

1ot
[

Ratio

09315 8060402 0 02040608
MVAL output

[N

0.f—————— :
ot
O R ERIIELEEE | IEE IR
0.0 -+ dreeenrdennencnd
0.05F |-
0.04f -
0.03F - {-<{HIH}
0.02E-- [P
0.0t -4
+Of

ate

ko) : : : :
R s S S SR S
1.1 - - R L SRR - - - - f oo
- T e
0.7 0.8 0.9 L 11 1.2
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)
> 1.2 T
(8] o .
< - .
G_J | .
[&) .
£ 1— -------------------------------------------
= "
c
<]
5 0.8
2 ||||| H
4 N
5 0.6 HHNHH”““‘ ‘
©
[0}
%0-4 HiEilig
: || \
0.2
(_D q IIIIIII TITTITITT IIIIIIIII IIIIIIIII IIIIIIIII IIIIIIIII IIIIIIIII IIIIIIIII LLLLLLLLY
g ||
0: b m ' ‘
. 0
osf ||||| ||| ||

-1 —0 0.2 1
Cut on MVAl output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

e 121

it

0.8f

Ettficiency (excl. trk eft

0.6
RS SO S T ST AL S

2 S T disdrAiff HITTTRTTITTR
I 21111111 lilil |..|||||| 10E
L "l“|||||||lllll|i
0.95; ; ; 'E : | I ;
: |||||||| ||||I||||'
-1- 08—06—04—020 2040608 1
Cut on MVAl output
1.055 1
] 0.8
0.05
] 0.6
1.045 —: 0.4
0.04 3 0.2
] 0
1.035
-0.2
0.03 ] -0.4
1.025 0.6
-0.8
0.02

=
N

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

[y
T T

o
©

Fake track rejection

o
o

o©
IS
T T

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

I
[N}
T
.
.
.

Ratio

0.95f- -+ rerdeee e

07 08 09 1 11 12
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


