N of associated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVA1

true tracks

Ratio

iy oa—oe—o 4—020 702040608 1
MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection etficiency

0.8

TR .

0.4

[T

0.3

0.2

0.1

S Rt S S R T

1080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

1.2

| P T T T U PN I T TP T

-1 08—06—04—02 O 020406 08 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

10°

10*

10°

10?

14 R

T

12

-1-0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0

I L SERRTTE O B &

K un
:{-nu..m il
0. 2 O 40608 1
MVAL output

] SR SRS RN PR

0.4

0.2

+0

1.2
1.

Livaalianl o AN o pime i FEENI FEETE FTET

i

=
N

[y

o
©

o
o

o
IS

03 04 05 0.6 07 0.8 0.9 1 1112
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.8

0.6

-1 08—06—04—02 O 02040608 1

TT5T
>

Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

o
o

Ratio

Fake rate
=}
N

Lovo o by o b v by v by g by oy

o
w

0.2

0.1

Fake track rejection

Ratio

I
2]

1.2

[y

o
Jos)

I
IS

0.2

0.9

0.8t

-1-

08—06—04—02 O 02 0.4 0608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0

*| qo.6S
]
S| H0.4°
Lol Ho2
£ il
i [ H-0.2

4 05 06 0.7

0.9
Eff|C|ency (excl trk eff)

0.4

I
[N}
[

PRI PRPR RN R S

o E
=3 - &
N

06 0.8 T 12
True track selection efficiency

0.4



	Contents
	Page 1


