| N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

I.
-1 08—06—04—02 0 020406 08 1
MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

e rate

Ratio

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.5
0.09
EUO.OB R S A
S 0 0 O
0.04 T O SO SO SO O
0.03
0.02
0.0

0
1.4

1.2

1%

1.2

s o o O

Ja] FIFITH FTE N EWEE SN FEWE PR S FET e

TLrTTT

=

N e a ey

080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

[
1 R A LCOLL
oo
"¢
L

‘o

0.95!

PR o

Cut on MVAL output

2080604020 02040608 1

fake tracks

Ratio

rate

Lo

Ratio

Fake track selection efriciency

Ratio

0.95

0.9

o o © P
EN o © o

o
[N}

0.09F
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

1.0

N ST TOL T TR TR TR TOE T TOE

5 RO T '
ﬁ&#fﬁ"v ¥

it

%% —o.a—o".é—dA—o'.z (') o.'2 of4 0608 1

MVAL output

s

06 0.7 08 09 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

05

[y

F H H H H H H H M«.’

Cut on MVAL output

T1 1.2

-1 08—06—04—02 0 020406 08 L

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

Fake track rejection

Ratio

o

N

a1
uuluuluuluul-u-Iu-I-.uluu]uul.“

1.2

[iny

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

fa)
RVS T T
L : :
oar WIS SO

1 P el w»dw.‘, v
Lo “;

. ,

[ s

0.95

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

0.65 0.7 0.75 0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95

1.2

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.5

0

05 06 0.7 08 09 1 11 1.2
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


