N of a

10°

true tracks

10*

.I

091708060402 0 0.2

ssociated tracks (recoToSim) vs MVAL

F L

R T T PP PP PR LT EEPE P .

F "

L ]
L ]

B [ ]

i

i

Il
040608 1
MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

Fake rate

o
Jos)

o
fe)

0.4

0.2

R L S S S e T S

Ratio

=

0.95

=
N

o
o

True track selection efficiency
o o
N o0

©
[N}

[y

21080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

Ratio
e
[y

0.95

=1 08—06—04—02 O 02 0406 08 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection efficiency

Ratio

10°

10°

10*

10°

10?

T .|.||.||‘|||. T

1.UD!

0.95

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

9 | 1
50504620 02040608 1

MVAL output

TAPTITICL Luwrartl TS P PR PR

fRvs)

0.95

1.2

0.8

0.4

05 06 0.7 0.'8 o.'9 T 11 12
Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

0.95

=1 08—06—04—02 0 02 0406 0.8 1
Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

Etficiency (excl. trk eff)

o
o

Ratio

Fake track rejection

© © o o 2 o o
w 00 o N oo ©

o ©
s N

1.2

[y

o
Jos)

I
IS
[

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

;—-uu

004020 02040605 1

Cut on MVAL output

|

[FEERE FAATE FERE CRUTE FRURE SUUTI ARRRENUERY |

o

LLT Y, .
|

o
N

-0.2
-0.4
0.6
-0.8

05 06 07

08

e

09

1.2

e e e

T TS P FUUTE FUTTS ST PP

0.5 06 0.7 08 09 1

11 12

True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


