| N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1
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| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

E

Efficiency (excl. trk e

Ratio

e

9.45

Fake

0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

Fake track rejection

Ratio

<0.4

1.2

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

qf

0.5

21050604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

S
o
M

1
o
[N

[FWRRY RRRRY FRUTE FRRTE FERTY CRATA RRRRA ARRT] SUNTY FTY

05 06 07 08 09 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.4

0.2

0.95

0.9

05 0.6 07 0.8 09 1 11 12
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


