N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1 Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

1.2

10°

true tracks
fake tracks

10*

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

103 L

10? R R

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

} k!l ! il i I SO DU SO JUUE DUV U ST T IO
08060402 0 02040605 1 091 050604020 025040608 1 095108060402 0 02040608 1
MVAL output MVAL output Cut on MVAL output

0.9

Fake rate vs. MVA1
| AR R h ek LR R LR RREELh Sh

0.8

Fake rate
Fake rate
o
[ee]

o8 I S o 08
I A 0.4

R

0.2

0.6

o
~
N RS ST PR PP

-0.2
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8

0.4

0.2

Ratio
Ratio

096405 06 0.7 0.8 09 1 11 12
Cut on MVAL1 output Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

50604020 02040608 1

12— 1.2

...................................

0.8

Fake track rejection

0.6

0.4

True track selection efficiency
Fake track selection efficiency

.....................................

0.2

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

P ettty i : SO DUUUE JUUUE JUUUE TUUE PO T
0 50402 0 02040605 1 09 er0.4-02 0 0204 0608 1 09562705 06 0.7 08 09 1 L1 12

Cut on MVAL output Cut on MVAL output True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


