N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

08—06—04—02 02040608 1
MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |
0.8

Q C
IS Eooo
RO S L EE R EELL R R SCRE REERTERRR e
< S S R S S A S S
LL r . . . . . . . . .
(O e AR R SRS SR AR S S
IO SO N o A0 N e
37 SO0 U OO SO A -
0af |
02f ; s
0.0+ 21 --------------
o +0F j pririd ]
¢ T T
@ H H H H H |
1 fl Il Il fl Il [
’ AR
0 0.20.40.60.

Cut on MVAl output

1.2

True track selection etficiency

s O

Ja] FIFITH FTE N EWEE SN FEWE PR S FET e

Ratio

=

09 e 0402 0 02040805 1

Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

-1-0.8-0.6-0.40.2 0 0.2040608 1
MVAL output

0.8

0.7 dreeeriereedeeees  ELRET SITRN CERRRIP

0.6 i -rirnednnns O PRI _ ----------

I RSII LRI IRRPE SEETE reeeiens
‘

0.4 i

0.3

0.2

0.1

fRvs)

s
TTTT T

0.8 09 1 1112
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0o e

771 OO U O OO OO L O

0957 ds—o' 6040720 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

1.2

| TR T PP, L A

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

e e S S e

fa] FIFIFE FEE FAEE N NETE FETE PR ST P S

Ratio

0.95

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

Q - -
g s
[5) —0.8=
éO.S c
L =| H0.62

>

©
I

Lo oas bova o by o by gy by b a gy

o
w
I
=]
N

LT T R
o

0.2

0.1

o

04 05 06 07 08 O.
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

Fake track rejection

Ns) ||||!||||!||||!||||!||||!||||!||||J..||||!||||

Ratio

04 0506 07 08 09 1 1112
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


