N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

0.5

RN L sk b

02040608 1
MVAL output

O i rrsires

20.80.6-0.40.2 0

[ Fake

rate vs. MVAL |

©0.03

@ A
I AL T S
= . . . . . . . . .
g RN A M S
0007E b
0008 v oo
Y
T et SO O
0008 -+ frrhor oo
O T SR T SRS I SRS

0.001]

q

Ratio

0.5

0

T T T T

1-08060402 0 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

o o =
o ® = [N}

o©
IS

True track selection efficiency

Ratio

0.95!

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

=
o
L

102k

10k

Ratio

0.5

21080604020 02040608 1

MVAL output

y
o
o
E

.009
.008
.007
.006
.005
.004
.003]
.002
.001

o o Fakedrack setectign eificigne

T T[T [T [T [T [ TTT I T T[T Tt
T T T T T T T T T

Ratio

0

912080604020 02040608

Cut on MVAL output

L

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Ettficiency (excl. trk eff)

o
o

Ratio

Fake track rejection

Ratio

1.2

iy

o
Jos)

I
IS

0.95

1.2

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0.95

- - 7 - oochume cvison e — - - -l
R e e
PRI FEETE FARTE FRATI AURRE FERTI FUUTE FUTE SRR FUAT

e A e T ST A

0.750.80.850.90.95 1 1.05 1.11.151.2
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


