N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

1.UD!

Ratio

0.95

|
-1

02040608 1
MVAL output

08—06—04—02

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

0.5

0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
1.0

Fake rate

Ratio

0.95

=1

—08—06—04—02 0 02 04 0'6 08 1
Cut on MVA1 output

1.2

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

=

0.95!

PR o

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Fake rate

Ratio

Fake track selection etficiency

=
o
W

10%E

T
I
I
I
0.951

H

AT

LT

02040608 1
MVAL output

.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0

O

0508 112
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0.95°%

08—06—04—02 O 02 040'6 08 1
Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1

0.05

Fake track rejection

Ratio

~

[T FERTH RRARY FRTRA RN FERRE FRUT1 FRRwn

rexe rae
w o

1.2

[y

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95

-1- 08—06—04—020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

a1

o

0.20.30.4050.60.70.80.9
Efficiency (excl. trk e

1
eff)

mgm"

Ty T

0.95

04 06 08 1 12
True track selection efficiency

0.2



	Contents
	Page 1


