N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio
N

R A [y
-1-0.8-0.6-0.40.2 0 0.20406 08 1
MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

I
RN

-1-0.8-0.6-0.402 0 0.20406 08 1
Cut on MVAL output

> 1.2 "
O o .
c L :
Q :
(&) a .
E] 4 .
o :
c :
o r :
< r :
[} o .
) L :
O U FRC UTE JUNS SPON SRR SPLE SO
g I :
S 0af e
[ i :

02:_.-. ................................

o T | [P P P P

o +r ; v
= [ :
@

09565060402 0 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Fake track selection efficiency

Ratio

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

11
1.UD!
L

T

¢ o =
© N
T T

o
IS
L e

o
[N}
T

o
[e)]
I

o
o2} -
T T L

o] P A S S 1

212080604020 02040608
MVAL output

[N

[y

O

Cut 'on MVAi Oljtput

8 1

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

e Lo

Q

X r

A

5 C

x L

g I

2 0.8f

c

[0}

Q F . . . . . . . . .

=R OS] R R R R e AEEEE EEREEEREEAEEE

Ll o H . . . . . . . .
T e e
0.2f e e e et

_Qi-wn_'l I.!.I l l l l il

g - :

24
0.95

21080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

:><lO’3 1
0.17 0.8
11165 0.6
0.16
] 0.2
1155
0.15 0.2
1145 -0.4
] -0.6

0.14
. -0.8

1135 4, , , 2

Fake track rejection
© © o o o o
w N al (2] ~ [e0]

o
N

o ¢ ¢
||..DIIIII_\IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

Ratio

o
ul

o
TTTT T

07 08 09 1 11 12
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


