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N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

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

true tracks
fake tracks
=
o
%2

i
Q
S
T,
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

10°

10?

10

1.U0]

T

Ratio

T . . i i i it ll!
., . . I | |

i \ i 'l i i i

I ' . i i i i

i

\

Nl

"W"‘NHH \"'\H \'”"\" ‘\W " \H I H\H’" Il ‘\ WV HHHH\
oodf I .

21-0.8-0. 0.20.4 0608 1 981208060402 0 02040608 1
MVAl output Cut on MVAL output

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

Fake rate vs. MVA1
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