N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

08580604020 02040608 1
MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]
0 0.01¢
ic E

- T
O R Ml L R
< F o : : : : : : : :
T L SRR AR
P54 O OO O WO O
0 I SO O e e
L O O o
0004t
0008+ b
0.002; AR R R
0.001F
o G
=
o O
R e e A A A
91080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

=
N
T

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

| lllllllli H“‘

=y
L T

True track selection efficiency
o

065_ ----------- i“ ||||||||| || Iilil Iililllllillllllili iIIIiIIII
P O SOOI
02- --------
° la' . ‘
;: TR
€ IMWMWM"HH
HWWW|MMWM
1|WMWWWWWW

Cut on MVAL output

1=

0.5F

ot

212080604020 02040608

MVAL output

0.0
5] o
©.009F
=] o
.008E
c E
@.007F
o :
2.006f
& F
9.005F
© F
.004F
q) -
X C
P.003
0.002f
0.001

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

Ratio

o

0.5

C-

912080604020 02040608

L

Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

e Lo

GJ -

= [

s ||||||||||||||| """"""""""""""""""

§ L

O I H

g ~:|WW--

E 06:— """ e |"”iiiiiiiiiiiiii |i|i,!|im|m|||i|i|iiuulll
1 S I S g ||| g ||||
02-—"" """""""""" "

g o |

g “WMWWWWWWW

HMMW|MWMM
o
0.6-0.4-0. 1

Cut on MVAl output

s 1o

S r

(o e e s RPN

é L

= 0.8

)

¢
0.6

05 06 07 08 09 1

11 1.2
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


