N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

%] F
X
[$]
o
PRGN
] I RS SO S SR IS SO S
$10%
r L
O SLL Rt RLEE SR AEEE D y
E .
o L ]
r .
:

Ratio

[ i :
02040608 1
MVAL output

[ Fake

rate vs. MVAL |

il

Fake rate

o
o

o
fe)

0.4

0.2

o N
e N
..o S e

L .

Fu . N
L =
[
L l..
L}

Ratio

0.95!

080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

N

=
N

[y

o
o

True track selection efficiency
o o
N o0

©
[N}

Ratio
e
[y

T

0.95!

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

PR o

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection efficiency

Ratio

10°

') IR AL |

10°

10*

10°

10?

1.UD!

AN A WL L

098 4020 02040608 1

MVAL output

5T G 07 08 00 T TI 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0o e

0.95

=1 08—06—04—02 O 02 0406 08 1
Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

—

Etficiency (excl. trk eff

0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

Fake track rejection

1.2

004020 02040605 1

Cut on MVAL output

Lo b o Do Do b Lo Lo L by

" q0.8
—10.6

-0.2
-0.4
0.6
-0.8

-

05 06 07 08 09

1.2~

04 05 06 07 08 09

T 1112
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


