| N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

-1-08060402 0 02040608 1

MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

0.2
§0.18;—
$o.16F
0.14F
0.12

0.1%
0.08F;
0.06F
0.04F
0.02

q

ate

Ratio

0.5

1080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

=
N

[y

True track selection efficiency
o
o0

0.6
0.4
0.2
iel
I
o
0.5

91080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

] F
X
°
S L
§104§_ .................................................
8 Fe
o
I
[hd
02040608 1
MVAL output
[} N N
< : :
0T  oRRERT TRRPELTR SEECORNS SUTRRPPY IPPRLEE SERLORS
X . .
[T YK I~ ST, PP PP PP PP
wv. . :
o - -
S B e A R S
o : :
02 04 06 0. T 12

Efficiency (excl. trk effj

Fake track selection emmency
o I o o =
N > o ® i [N}

leo)

Ratio

0.5

0

91080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

= 1.2

Etficiency (excl. trk e

i)

T [

@ [ .
0.5f - - - -

1080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.01

FERTE FRNTY FETEE FERTE FRNTE FEUE1 TURT RRRNL IUwe

ot -10.8

0.2

-0.2
-0.4
0.6
-0.8

G B Rl L L e AR
0.65 0.7 0./50.80.85 0909 1

Fake track rejection
o o =
o o) N [N}

o©
IS

I
[N}

Ratio

0.95

02 04 06 08 1

1.2
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


