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10°

true tracks

10*

10°

10?

Ratio
T T

1.5]

...
- F
gy
e
—

T

-1 08—06—04—020 02 04 0.6 08 1
MVAL output

[ Fake rate vs. MVA1 ]

R L S S S e T S

Fake rate

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

-1-0.8-0.6-0.402 0 0.20406 08 1
Cut on MVAL output

True track selection efficiency

N ST IR TOL T TOUL TR TR O OO

Ratio

*,

981080604020 02040608 1
Cut on MVAL output

fake tracks

Ratio

Ratio Fake rate

Fake track selection efficiency

Ratio

10°

10°

10*

10°

10?

0.5

—1 08—06—04—02 0 02 0406 08 1

0.8

0.4

0.2

T T =Ty

T

il
P

o
' .""i'tﬂi!‘m‘l- w,ﬁ,m

: M.,M’;’
.............. m.u P R El A e
CRRR "‘s H*m HHMM;M

MVAL output

fRvs)

0.95

1.2

0.8

0.4

0.5

0.4 0506 0.7 08 09 1 1112

Efficiency (excl. trk eff)

-1-080604020 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

| Efficiency (tracking eff factorized out) vs. MVA1

—

Ettficiency (excl. trk eft

Ratio

©
>

A FRETE FYERE FUUTI FYRTI FUUTE SART1 FRURE FARRY

Fake track rejection

Ratio

© o © o o
U o N » ©

o © ©
N W

1.2

0.2

0.9

0.8

]

rl|1||rr

L

o
|

1.2

5= dS—dG—d4—dZO 02040608 1

Cut on MVAL output

<[ 0.8
**1-0.6
0.4
0.2

-0.2
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8

04 0506 0.7 08 00 1 1.1 1.2
True track selection efficiency



	Contents
	Page 1


