N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

10

10%E

1.2

Ratio

0.8
0.6

-1-0.80.6-040.2 0

02040608 1
MVAL output

[ Fake

rate vs. MVAL |

Q 0.0

®© é . . . . . . . . .
R St S AL A S
< F o : : : : : : : :
S e R A0 00 A S
ST O O O 0
0TS 0 OO O S O
TS A R
00gf-- o
000aE bbbt
0.002fF e dveenieesbrendeende e
0.001F
o @
=
o [

0.5_—

T08060402 0 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

=
N

[y

o
o

True track selection efficiency
o o
N o0
T

o
N
!
.
p
L
p

Ratio

0.95!

1080604020 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

0.5

QR

0

01080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eff)

Ratio

Fake track rejection

1.2

[y

o
Jos)

o
o

I
IS

0.95

1.2

0.8

0.6

0.4

21080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

0808509095 1 1.051.11151.2
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


