| N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

- e
1 08—06—04—020 02040608 1
MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

e rate

Ratio

True track selection efficiency

Ratio

0.09
So.08F
0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

0.1

L0
1

0.95

I

0.

:1 08—06—04—02 0 020406 08 1
Cut on MVAL output

=
N

[y

o
©

o
o

o©
IS

©
[N}

s

0.95!

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

PR o

fake tracks

Ratio

e rate

4
[
(U8

Ratio

Fake track selection efficiency

Ratio

0 0.2 0406 08
MVAL output

0.2
0.18

0.16F
0.14fF
0.12F

0.1
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F

0.02

fRvs)

0.95

06 07 08 09 1 11 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

=
N

[y

o
o

o
»
I

o
[N}

0.8+ -emdeee N RERE SET SN TS S
'|||||||||

0.9

0.8L

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

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Ettficiency (excl. trk eff)

o
o

Ratio

0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

Fake track rejection

Ratio

1.2

[y

o
Jos)

I
IS
[

(0 oy P P PP ST PT PP PEPR P
V| S T U VRN DU PR T PR FOUR O
0.95L .

-1- 08—06—04—020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

-0.2
-0.4
0.6
-0.8

e bl b b b byysa b by

Al RRARS Al LA L o R A Raas
0.650.70.750.80.850.90.95 1

1.2

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

104

1.05

[

0.95

11 1.2

06 07 08 09 1
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


