N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

0.4-0.2 0 02 0406 08 1
MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

Fake rate

o
Jod)

True track selection efficiency

Ratio

il

o
fe)

0.95

1—08—06—04—02 0 02 0406 08 1
Cut on MVAL output

=
N

[y

o
©

o
o

0.4

©
[N}

&

™rTT

0.95!

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

PR o

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection efficiency

Ratio

10°

10*

10°

10?

1.UD!

LB AL

..I.I.IIUII|

.
-

.".

0.95!

=

H b
—08—06—04—02 0 02040608 1
MVAL output

RS

L\C:Il.l.‘."l...i...i...i...
IR LTI — P
09— 70508 12

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2 ,
15- ------- L O I LS S S
O L ST ST SR SRR SRR T

0.4

0.2

1.0|

0.95

=1 08—06—04—02 O 02 0406 08 1
Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Ettficiency (excl. trk eff)

Ratio

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Fake track rejection

Ratio

1.2

[y

o
Jos)

o
o

I
IS

0.2

927 08—06—04—020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

Loves oo beysa b by Do b byggady

1.2

0.8

0.6 08 T 12

0.4
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


