Trigger impact on MVA,
weighting problem?
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TMVA+MN results




TMVA

e Trained TMVA on krakow sample.

Background rejection versus Slgnal efticiency ° Background rejection versus Slgnal efticiency ° IMVA.
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(1/N) dN/ dx

e Trained TMVA on krakow sample.

TMVA overtraining check for classifier: BDT

TMVA overtraining check for classifier: BTG
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¢ No signs of over training.
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TMVA overtraining check for classifier: MLPCJ_SIG
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e Matrix Net looks promising.
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Conclusions

e MatrixNet is very promising
e Ready to start comparison with Paul.
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