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true tracks

Ratio

10°

10*

10°

10?

10

1.

ul
T T

—1

08—06—04—02 O 02 0406 08 l
MVAL output

Fake rate vs. MVA1 |

e rate

Ratio

True track selection etficiency

Ratio

0.09
EUO.OB
0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0
;.G:' .

0.1

L NN R RN LR RN AR LARRE LR LR

1.4F-

080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVA1 output

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

0.95L
=1

2080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

10°%E

10?

10

1.2}

Ratio

fﬁ

i

s am#“m il

0.8

-1 08—06—04—02 002 0406 08 L

MVAL output

LA

5 0.09F
x

ate

0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

L

Ratio

0.95L

06 07 08 09 1

11 1.2
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

Fake track selection etficiency
I o o =
N o ® s [N}

o
[N}

Ratio
= sl
i_‘l ™T ID

P
TyTTTT

1050604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

|

g Lo

G) -

X r

AP |

o .
2 :
(5 :
& 08 :
c :
e :
o .
£ 0.6 ]
N :

04-_ ..... ................
0_2-_ ...................... ........................
PN A T P | [

o +WF :
g | :
i
0931680604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output
3} 4 1 -
L <
g.oe 3 0,62
5 ] c
4 o
.05 062
] 0.4°
0.04 - 0.2
] 0
0.03
1 -0.2
0.02 -0.4
] 06
0.01
] -0.8
0.65 0.7 0.75 0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)
c 1.2
s [
2 r
S r
0
4
[S}
o
o
X
©
L
o
Il
4
06 07 08 09 1 11 12

True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


