N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

%7

ok
08—06—04—020 02040608 1
MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.6

0.4

0.21-

10Q

1.1F

1.

080604020 02040608 1

-1

Cut on MVA1 output

1.2

s o o O

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

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

10°E

10*E

10°E

1.4

12

|
=

R e
02f o

fRvs)

e g
—08—06—04—02 0 0.2 0406 08 L
MVAL output

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

Cut on MVAL output

-i||||||||||||||i|||||||||||||||
o ;

1::'"""‘: """""""""""" Pl
6 07 08 09 1 11 12

- N r i
-1 08—06—04—02 O 02 0406 08 L

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

Ratio

o
o

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

Fake track rejection

Ratio

rake rate
©
©

1.2

[y

o
Jos)

o
o

I
IS
[

0.95%

=1- 08—06-04—020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

p b o by by s b v b o Loy

rrn-v-rn—n-rn—rv—rrn—v—rn—rv—rrn—v—rrn—v—r
0.65 0.7 0.75 0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

AP IR BT I S

08 09 1 11 12
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


