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true tracks

Ratio

10*

10°

10?

e

H
fi

-1

20 02040608 1
MVAL output

-0.8-0.6-0.

o

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

Ratio Fake rate

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.4

0.2

+ 0}

0.95L
=1

080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

1.2

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

.....................................

0.95L
=1

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection etficiency

Ratio

10°

10*

Mo T T T

10°

102

10

1.F

[

=, ‘:

.........

1

0.9F--

R il

8108060402 0 05040608 1
MVAL output

0.8

[ i
o

0.95

0.3 0.4 05 06 070809 1 1112
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

1080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

0g

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eft)

o Ratio
~ o
1 ()]

IRERI RUETI FERTY FUTR AR N

o
N
1

0.1

Fake track rejection

Ratio

Fake rate
o o

o o o o
w N 00 o

1.2

iy

o
Jos)

I
IS

0.2

1.05F

1k

0.95

1080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

© ©

T RRETE T

0

0.3 04 05 0.6 0.

S
o
M

1
o©
N

6 07 08 09 1
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

1.2

0.2~

s s e I o
s s e o o o

R A S

.......................

..............................................

ar

15 S S S SO SO FON SO

0.9

03040506 070809 1 1112

True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


