| N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks
=
o
o

021080604020 02040608 1
MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

R L S S S e T S

Fake rate

o
o

o
fe)
[

7 TS 0 0 0 8 0 N

Ratio

TR O

2108060402 0 02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

0.

> 1.2 "
O L N
= L :
9 | .
o a .
b= 4 .
() .
c .
=] :
5 038 i
Q i : |
o) F .
] o H
% 0.6
g :
S 0af e
= i :
0.2F----- .-.; ........ P DA
o G_...I...I...i...I...I...I...I...I...I...
T X :
|
095-_ ................................................
oY 580407 0 02040808 1

Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

10°E

10k

10°E

0.95

MVAL output

S35 T P T

s s o e
7 S S N S A

7, U RN SRR SR NS S

T I NOE ST R

0.9 H

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0.9t

021550604020 02040608 1

07 08 09 1 11 12

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

L

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1
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