N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

—1 08—06—04—02 0 02040608

1

MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.5

. A R S S S S S R A

1080604020 02040608

1

Cut on MVA1 output

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

1

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

10°

TP

10*

P!

10°

10?

10

=
T

s
[T T

0.5F

-1

2080604020 02040608 1
MVAL output

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

fRvs)

.

%%.2

0.8 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.6

1.2

0.8~

—1

08—06—04—02 O 0'2 040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

o
o

Ratio

Fake track rejection

Ratio

1.2

[y

o
Jos)

I
IS

0.2

le]

19

1.2

Hu RN LALLS LR

68—06—04—02 O 02 04 0608 1
Cut on MVAL output

IEETE FRETI ERRRE FRRNY FUSTE FURTE FARTA ARANE AN

o
L

1.2

0.8

0.6

0.4

S
o
M

]
[
N

h;.»

e ey
0.2 03040506 070809 1

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

T

e et
: -
........................... AR SRR
. N
................. e eaeeiemaeaaaaas
R B P BT S

06 038 T 12
True track selection efficiency

0.4



	Contents
	Page 1


