N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

e 081
MVAL output

-1 08—06—04—02 0 0.2 0406 08 1
Cut on MVA1 output

> 1.2 T
(8] .
c .
[} .
S b VTR ST SRR
2 R SR TE EPRE P PERN BRPS
5 :
c
=}
D 0.8 gl
Q
[}
7]
% 06
©
=
(4]
E 04 A
)_
i ]
02_ ....... e S

Ratio

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

fake tracks

Ratio

rate

Lo

Ratio

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02

10%E

101

N . 1t lL b B
-1-0.680.6-040.2 0 02040608

MVAL output

L

0.2

Sy OO
O
0.14F l S S U
0.12F

0.1F

fRvs)

0.95

03 04 0506 07 08 09 I 1112
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

=
N

©
©

o
o

o
IS

o
[N}

T 050604070 02040508
Cut on MVAL output

=
T
J
N

L

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

1.2

o
Jos)

o
o

0.4

0.2

0.95

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

o 1 —10.85
éo.l— c
L ] —0.62
1 8
0.08 . | 104
1 « 402
] »
0.06 7] 0
] ; -0.2
0.04 + &
] 4 -0.4
0.02 N .,“x -0.6
] -0.8
qﬂTFﬁ'!TFFﬂTﬂ'!‘!Tﬂ'!‘!TFFﬂTﬂ'!‘!TFFﬂT
0.3 04 05 0.6 0.7 08 09 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)
c 1.2
Qo
i3]
[0
o 1
X
Q
IS
= 0.8
[¢]
X
£
0.6
0.4
0.2
o @
I
24
0.95

0.9

0304 0506070809 1 1.11.2
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


