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Abstract

Probability Density Estimation (PDE) is a multivariate digination technique based
on sampling signal and background densities defined by seemples from data or Monte-
Carlo (MC) simulations in a multi-dimensional phase spalethis paper, we present a
modification of the PDE method that uses a self-adaptingimgnmethod to divide the
multi-dimensional phase space in a finite number of hypetargles (cells). The binning
algorithm adjusts the size and position of a predefined nurobeells inside the multi-
dimensional phase space, minimising the variance of theab@nd background densities
inside the cells. The implementation of the binning aldornt(PDE-Foam) is based on
the MC event-generation packaBeam. We present performance results for representative
examples (toy models) and discuss the dependence of theebtasults on the choice of
parameters. The neRDE-Foam shows improved classification capability for small tragin
samples and reduced classification time compared to thenakiBDE method based on
range searching.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Multi-variate discrimination techniques are used in higiergy physics to distinguish signal
from background events based on a set of measured chastictebservables. The information
contained in the individual observables is combined intingle “discriminant” variable, on
which then a cut is applied to separate signal from backgtolor an introduction to multi-
variate discrimination techniques see e.g. Ref. [1].

Besides other approaches, non-parametric probabilitgiesstimaton (PDE) methods are
used. Non-parametric PDE methods calculate a discrimifuairgach event to be classified
based on the density of signal and background events in theityi of its coordinate in the
multi-dimensional phase space. In the following we consmlidy methods that sample the
event densities with probe volumes of fixed size. These nalsthave been used e.g. in searches
for new physics at the Tevatron [2] and at HERA [3, 4] and fortipke identification at the
LHC [5].

A PDE method based on range searchiPRE(RS) [6] has been used successfully for clas-
sification problems in higher-dimensional observable spand with arbitrary correlations be-
tween the observables. Large samples of Monte-Carlo (M@isited signal and background
training events are stored in binary-search trees. An effiacange-searching algorithm is used
to sample the signal and background densities in small fditiensional boxes around the
phase-space points to be classified. It handles the invehagidtical uncertainties in a transpar-
ent way and has the size of the sampling box as the only freenser.

An apparent limitation oPDE-RS, on the other hand, is the fact that large signal and back-
ground training samples are required to densely populatenthlti-dimensional phase space.
This is of particular importance in applications with mamyndnsions. Furthermore, these sam-
ples have to be accessible in the main memory of the compséat for the classification and
the classification time scales with the number of trainingres likeT,;,ss < Nirain - 108 Niyain-
Though adaptive resizing and kernel-convolution mectmasifor the sampling box have been
implemented foPDE-RS in the toolkit for multi-variate data analysis with ROOT (M#) [7],
the geometry of the sampling box is always identical in atheinsion and it is therefore not
optimally adapted to cases where the density distributi@mg for the different dimensions
involved.

In this paper, we propose an improvement of the orightal-RS method [6] that reduces
the sensitivity to statistical fluctuations of the trainisgmples and results in a very fast and
memory-efficient classification phase, independent of ke &f the training samples. A self-
adapting binning method is used to divide the multi-dimenal phase space in a finite number
of hyper-rectangles (boxes). Only the binned density mfation is preserved in binary trees
after the training phase, allowing for a very fast and menredficient classification of events.
The implementation of the binning algorith®DE-Foam) is based on the MC event-generation
packageoam [8].

2 PROBABILITY DENSITY ESTIMATION

PDE methods are based on the assumption that the probdbiléyn eveni (characterised by
a set ofd observables, ..., ;) to belong to the signal class is given as a uniformly cortursu
function P(x). According to Bayes’ theorem?(x) is derived from the probability density
functions for signal and backgroung,(x) andp,(x), and from the a-priori probabilitigs, and
py for an event to be of class signal or background, respeytias|

-~ ps(X)ps
Pl = ps(X)ps + pp(X)pp 3
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The signal probability?(x) is a monotonously rising function of thiscriminant D(x):

/)S(X)

PO =050+ ) )
in the relevant rangé < D(x) < 1, such that a cut oi(x) is always equivalent to a cut on
P(x). P(x) and henceD(x) are the optimal discriminants according to the NeymanfsBon
lemma [9].

Estimateg), (x) andp; (x) of the signal and background probability density functiaresob-
tained by sampling thé-dimensional phase space with events of known type. Suatt®gan
be either obtained from MC simulations or by defining datat@rsamples in an appropriate
way. The estimated discriminant:

: ps(X) -
D=0+ gm0 P ©
approximates the true discriminab(x) for sufficiently densely populated sampling space.

For any given combination of observablgsthe discriminantD’(x) assigns a single value,
which allows to discriminate background from signal everitsthe framework of a physics
analysis, a cut on a particular value bf is applied, depending on the required purity and
efficiency of the event selection. The signal and backgrgunobability density functions have
to be approximated with sufficient accuracy. This poses H#estging problem in particular for
high-dimensional cases.

A solution based on range searchiRQK-RS [6]) counts the number of MC generated signal
and background events in the vicinity of each event to besifled. The discriminand’(x) is
defined from the number of signal eventsand the number of background eventsn a small
volumeV (x) around the poink:
nS

D'(x) = (4)

ne+c-ny
The normalisation constanthas to be chosen such that the total number of simulatedlsigna
events,N,, is equal ta: times the total number of background everils,

NSZC-Nb (5)

The statistical uncertainty on the value of the discrimtnanms obtained from a propagation
of the uncertainty on the number of events contained in thiiog volume:

/ . C- Ty 2 C-MNg 2
op(r) = \/(man) + (mUNb) 5 (6)

whereo,,, ando,, are the statistical uncertainties of the number of signdlz=atkground events
respectively.

D'(x) provides a good estimate 6f(x) for sufficiently small probe volumég(x) and large
numbers of MC simulated sample events. Fidure| 1(a) showdistribution of the discriminant
D’(zx) for signal and background testing events of an arbitrarymta. The discriminant takes
values between 0 and 1. Most signal events are found at lafgesvofD’, while the distribution
for background events peaks at small value®06fA given cut valueD, results in an efficiency
for signal and background testing sample$D,.) ande,(D..). Figure[I1(B) shows the relation
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between signal efficiency, and background rejection — ¢, when scanning all values db.
between 0 and 1. The area under this so caRegdeiver operating characterist{®ROC) is
a measure of the average estimator performance. A valuesofObtained for a random
classification of signal and background. A value of 1.0 isaot®d for a perfect discrimination
between signal and background. For the example shown itfilFipe obtained ROC value is
0.88.

The optimal performance measure for a particular pracapglication has to be chosen
according to the desired balance between purity and eftigieim high energy physics, MVA
methods are often used in searches for rare events, wheralassgmal is overwhelmed by
background. In such cases, the signal efficiency for a gaegelvalue of the background rejec-
tion is a more relevant performance measure than the oeeealof the ROC curve. In addition
to the ROC area, one therefore often quates_q9%, the signal efficiency at a background
rejection of 99%. For the example shown in Kig. 1, the resglhtialue iscs r_o9% = 13.0%.
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Fig. 1: (a) Distribution of the discriminant for an arbityagxample of signal and background MC events.
(b) ROC curve for the same example. The area under the cuamaatkrises the performance of the
estimator.

3 ADAPTIVE PHASE -SPACE BINNING WITH Foam

In the following we propose an alternative method to calkeuthe discriminanD(x) based on
a binned sampling of the phase space.

Simple binning methods often suffer from excessive memonsamption and lack of sta-
tistical accuracy, since the number of bins increases@svherem is the number of bins per
dimension. The bin size has to be small enough to follow firenges in the event distribu-
tions in phase-space regions where signal and backgrowrthpy This often leads to a large
number of scarcely populated bins. In many practical appbos the phase space is effectively
only populated in a sub-space of lower dimensionality, sitheintrinsic dimensionalityf the
actual problem is often reduced due to correlations amomgliservables.

To overcome this problem, a self-adaptive binning meth@lled “PDE-Foam”, is used
to project the information contained in the signal and backgd samples into a grid af-
dimensional cells with non-equidistant cell boundariedled the “foam of cells”.

The method is based on an algorithm originally developedHermulti-dimensional gen-
eral purpose MC event generataram [8]. For a givend-dimensional analytically known dis-
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Parameter default| Description
TailCut 0.001 | Fraction of outlier events excluded from the foam
VolFrac 1/30 Fraction of foam volume used for sampling
during the foam build-up phase

(1 is equivalent to the volume of entire foam)
nActiveCells | 500 Maximal number of active cells that can be
created during the foam build-up

Nmin 100 Minimum number of events per cell

nSampl 2000 | Number of samplings per cell and cell-division
step during the foam build-up phase

nBin 5 Number of bins for edge histograms

Kernel None | Used kernel estimator (None or Gauss)

Table 1: MainPDE-Foam parameters and their default values. The parameters ameftienisation are
discussed in sectiofs 3.1 dndl4.1.

tribution, theFoam algorithm creates a hyper-rectangular "foam of cells”, slhis more dense

around the peaks of the distribution and less dense in arease\the distribution is only slowly
varying. The foam is iteratively produced using a binaritgpgorithm for the cells acting on

samplings of the input distribution within the cell bounigar The number of cells is a pre-
defined free parameter and a priori only limited by the amatilaivailable computer memory.
The optimal number of cells depends on the statistical aoyunf the training samples.

3.1 ThePDE-Foam build-up algorithm
In the context of PDEFoam has been adapted such that the splitting of cells is based on a
input distribution that is sampled from MC training eventng thePDE-RS method. The
steering parameters introduced in the following are surgediin Tablé Il and their usage and
optimisation is discussed in sectionl4.1.

The build-up of the foam starts with the creation of the bask which corresponds to a
d-dimensional hyper-rectangle containing all MC trainingms.

The coordinate system of the foam is normalised such thatdke cell extends from O to
1 in each dimension. The coordinates of the events in the@sponding training samples are
linearly transformed into the coordinate system of the fodails of the input distributions are
removed from the base cell by an adjustable paranTeterCut. An upper and a lower bound
are determined for each dimension such that on both sidas ebtrresponding one-dimensional
distribution a fraction ofrailCut of all events are excludéd

Starting from this base cell, a binary splitting algorithieratively splits cells of the foam
along hyperplanes until a predefined maximum number of ,cedlstiveCells, is reached.
The implementation is identical to the one of the origiRakm code [8]. It minimises the
relative variance of the density,/(p) across each céll

For each cell a predefined numhbeampl of random points uniformly distributed over the
cell volume are generated. For each of these points a smabtiixed sizeVolFrac centred

D Note that, for the classification of events, it is guaranteatithe foam has an infinite coverage: events outside
the foam volume are assigned to the cells with the smallettsian distance to the event.

2)The densityp is either defined as the sampled density of events of a giyendy as the sampled density of
the discriminant, as will be discussed in the following g&tt
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around this point is considered to estimate the local evensitly of the corresponding training
sample as the number of training events contained in thisdbogded by its volume. Events

from neighbouring cells are also counted in cases whereaitmpling box extends beyond the
cell boundaries. The obtained densities for all sampledtpon the cell are projected on the
d axes of the cell and the projected values are filled in histogrwith a predefined number of
bins,nBin.

The cell to be split next and the corresponding division gtg® for the split are selected
as the ones that have the largest relative variance. Afeesplit, the two new daughter cells
become ‘active’ cells and the old mother cell remains in tinaty tree, marked as being ‘inac-
tive’. A detailed description of the splitting algorithmatheFoam data structure can be found
elsewhere [8].

The geometry of the final foam reflects the distribution oftilaéning sample: phase-space
regions where the density is approximately constant arebawed in large cells, while in re-
gions with large gradients in density many small cells agatxd. Figuré 2(h) shows a two-
dimensional Gaussian-ring distributibrand Fig[2(5) shows a graphical representation of the
resulting foam with 2000 active cells. Each cell contairesamber of events from the input
distribution belonging to the volume of the cell. The foamrmsists of only a few large and
sparsely populated cells in the centre and corner regiotiseafwo-dimensional plane, where
the gradient of the Gaussian radial component of the digtab is small. Close to the centre of
the ring, however, where the radial component of the distioim has a steep gradient, the foam
consists of many small and densely populated cells. Thisplais particularly challenging for
the foam algorithm, as the rectangular geometry of the foells does not match the angular
symmetry of the example

The foam structure is formally equivalent to a decision {tB8. The cut values of the
decision tree correspond to the cell-splitting boundastesed in the binary tree representing
the foam. Optimisation of the decision tree (e.g. boostiagg¢placed in case ®DE-Foam by
the sampling and minimisation algorithm described above.

3.2 Foam Application for MVA
In order to use th€oam for MVA, two different concepts have been implemented:

1. Separate signal and background foams
During thetraining phasetwo separate foams are created: one for signal and one for
background events. The splitting of cells is based on theesponding event densities.
The number of signal (background) events contained in ealtbfahe final signal (back-
ground) foam is stored with the corresponding cell. Duringdiassification phaséhe
value of the discriminant for a given events calculated based on the number of events
contained in the corresponding cells:

nz’/Vi

Dl = ni/Vi+c-ng/Vy

(7)

3)The definition of this Gaussian-ring distribution corresgs to the signal distribution of the example “Highly
Correlated Observables” defined and discussed in Ref. [Bg évents are distributed uniformly in the azimuth
angle and according to a Gauss distribution in the radialdinate, with a mean radius of 0.3 for both signal and
background and a width of 0.025 (0.05) for signal (backgoun

4)The originalFoam implementation [8] has an option to define cells with simiplishape, which however we
do not consider here.
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Fig. 2: (a) Two-dimensional Gaussian-ring distributiomgéed from 500000 events. (b) Foam repre-
sentation with 2000 active cells. The level of grey indisdtee event density inside the corresponding
cell.

wheren; andn; are the number of events contained in ¢edf the signal foam and cell

j of the background foam, respectively, aridandV; are the cartesian volumes of cell

andj, respectively.

The statistical uncertainty on the discriminanf(x) is obtained in analogy to eq. 6.
2. One foam for discriminant distribution

During thetraining phaseone foam is created containing the distribution of the diser

inant. The splitting of cells is based on the sampled discamt distribution calculated

according to th@DE-RS approach. Each cellcontains a discriminant value; calculated

as: o
D, = $’

Ngi+ C- Ny
wheren,; (n,;) are the number of signal (background) events containeelin.c The
statistical uncertainty on the discriminant obtained ialagy to eq[6 is also stored with
each cell. During thelassification phas¢he value of the discriminant for a given event
x from and independent testing sample and its statisticagniaioty are retrieved from
the corresponding cell

(8)

For the same number of total foam cells, the performanceefitlo implementations was
found to be similar.

3.3 Foam classification example

Figured 8(a)-(c) show the distribution of the discrimintort500000 signal and 500000 back-
ground testing events of the Gaussian-ring example intediabove. The classification is
performed with single discriminant foams of 100, 500 and®&aétive cells, respectively. The
foams are created using 200000 signal and 200000 backgtainithg events. Besides the his-
tograms for the events classified WHDE-Foam, also the corresponding curves for an analytical
calculation are shown in the Figures.



For this example, both signal and background input distigiopeak at the same values and
are only distinguished by their different width. Therefdihe resulting discriminant distribu-
tions for signal and background show a large overlap and pearation.

The peaked structure of the histograms reflects the finiteujgidty of the foams. The
distributions become smoother and approach the analyticalculated curves with increasing
number of foam cells.

Figure[3(d) shows the resulting ROC curves for the same ebearifne curve for the the-
oretical optimum obtained from the analytical calculatisralso shown. The area under the
curve increases with increasing number of foam cells fro859.(100 cells) to 0.699 (2000
cells). The theoretical optimum corresponds to an area#f3). For a background rejection
of 99%, the respective signal-efficiency values are betvieg? (100 cells) and 1.85% (2000
cells) for the classification witADE-Foam and 2.0% for the theoretical optimum.
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Fig. 3: Distribution of the discriminant for signal and bgcaund events of the Gaussian-ring example
using 100 (a), 500 (b) and 2000 (c) active cells, respegtiv@lhe curves overlaying the histograms
show the distributions corresponding to an analyticaldation. The resulting ROC curves for the same
example are shown in (d), together with the optimal curvaioled from the analytical calculation.



4 |MPLEMENTATION

The foam algorithm is implemented within the TMVA framew@rk as metho®DE-Foam. The
core foam functionality is inherited from the TFoam classuded in ROOT [11]. Parameter
steering, classification output and persistency mechafabow TMVA standards, thus allow-
ing to use it like other MVA methods implemented in TMVA anddampare the performance.
The initial binary trees, which contain the training evemseded to evaluate the densities for
the foam build-up based on tR®E-RS method, are discarded after the training phase.

The memory consumption for the foam1ig0 bytes per foam cell plus an overheadlof
kbytes for thePDE-Foam object on &4-bit architecture. Note that in the foam all cells created
during the growing phase are stored within a binary treectire. Cells which have been split
are marked as inactive and remain empty. To reduce memosuoggtion, the geometry of a
cell is not stored with the cell, but rather obtained realsi from the information about the
division edge of the corresponding mother cell. This waydwo short integer numbers per
cell contain the information about the entire foam geometrg division coordinate and the bin
number of the division edge.

The foam object can be stored in XML or ROOT format. A projectmethod is available
for visible inspection.

4.1 PDE-Foam parameters

Table[1 summarises the maPDE-Foam parameters that can be set by the user together with
their default values. Optimisation of these parametergésiad to reach optimal classification
performance. In the following, we discuss the dependenddefoam performance on the
choice of parameters for some representative examples.

4.1.1 Size of sampling box

The size of the box used for the phase-space sampling is a corparameter of both the
PDE-Foam method and the origin®DE-RS method. In case dfDE-Foam, the box size is only
relevant for the density sampling during the training phadsle for PDE-RS the box size is
only used for the calculation of the discriminant during ttessification phase. A larger box
leads to a reduced statistical uncertainty for small trgréamples and to smoother sampling.
A smaller box on the other hand increases the sensitivitiattsical fluctuations in the training
samples, but for sufficiently large training samples it welult in a more precise local estimate
of the sampled density.

Besides affecting the estimator performance, the box sfligeinces the training time in case
of PDE-Foam and the classification time in caseRME-RS. A larger box increases the CPU time
during sampling, due to the larger number of nodes to be deresil in the binary search [6].

In general, higher dimensional problems require largerdipas, due to the reduced average
number of events per box volume. For uniformly distributadables, the volume size contain-
ing a given number of events grows with the power of the nunobelimensions. To collect
10% of the training events inside the sampling volume forseasith 10 variables, a box with
edge length of 80% of the full range in each dimension is ngede

Figurel4 shows the estimator performance, measured asehaiader the ROC curve, as
function of the size of the sampling box and for examples @itt0 observables (=dimensions).
The examples are constructed as uncorrelatéimensional Gauss distributions with shifted
means and different widths for signal and backgrénd

5)The values of alh observablesi{ = 2..10) are generated from Gauss distributions with mean vaiyes 5
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The PDE-Foam performance (see Fif. 4[a)) is compared to the performahtteeriginal
PDE-RS method (see Fid. 4(pb)). In both cases 50000 signal and 5086Kgbound training
events were used. F@®DE-Foam, a target value of 1000 active cells was selected and a cut
on the minimum number of events per cell of 100 (cf. discussicsection 4.1]3) was applied
during the foam build-up. Here and in the following, the pemiance values have been obtained
from independent testing samples of 500000 signal and 3DBaékground events.

The performance increases for both methods with the nunfbavservables and with the
size of the sampling box. It reaches a maximum for both methafier which it drops again
slightly with further increasing box size, due to the lessgmse local estimate of the larger
boxes.PDE-Foam is less sensitive to statistical fluctuations in the tragnsamples, due to the
additional averaging stage during the density sampling@the cells. Therefore tHDE-Foam
performance reaches the optimum for smaller sampling bamdshas a wider range of stable
performance, compared to the origi®E-RS implementation. For a small number of up to
approximately four observables, there is almost no vigilelpendency of the performance on
the box size. The default box size of 1/30 gives close to agtiesults up to approximately
five observables for this example. For the origipBE-RS method, on the other hand, a more
careful optimisation of the box size is required, as the bpxfor optimal performance depends
strongly on the number of dimensions and the convergencartisioptimal performance is
slower.

PDE-Foam PDE-RS
0.9 “EEEE_'; _______ o E _________ i 8 0.9 ,,*}5"? (-:ii:':iq 4—:-3 e
3 - e
0.8 | 0.8 i
] : ] S
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0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
Size of sampling box Size of sampling box
(a) PDE-Foam (b) PDE-RS

Fig. 4: Dependence of the estimator performance on the $iteecsampling box and the number of
observables. The examples are constructed as Gaussiabutist observables with shifted means for
signal and background and with variable number of obseegalb0000 signal and 50000 background
events each were used for the training phase. Shown are tioerpance forPDE-Foam (a) and for the
original PDE-RS method (b).

4.1.2 Number of cells

The target number of cells for the final foam is the main patamienpacting the accuracy
of the phase-space binning. An increased number of cellis leegeneral to improved perfor-
mance provided that sufficiently large training samplessedlable. However, for an increasing
number of cells with small training samples, the foam becmere vulnerable to statistical

andz;, = 4.5 and widthso, = 0.75 ando, = 1.0 for signal and background, respectively.
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fluctuations in the training samples in particular in lespydated regions of the phase space and
the performance might drop when further increasing thestangmber of cells (overtraining).
Both the training time and the memory needed to store the fi@act increase linearly with the
number of cells, while the classification time scales apipnately asl ;s < Neeys - 10g Neeiys-

Figure[5 shows the dependence of the estimator performanéenation of the number
of active cells for an example with five moderately corredatdservables constructed from
Gaussian distributions for signal and backgrduin@he two curves correspond to foams build-
up from small and large training samples, respectively. Jineall training sample consist of
50000 signal and 50000 background events, whereas thettarggg sample contain 500000
signal and 500000 background events. No restriction ondh&er of events contained in each
cell was applied.

As expected, the performance of the foams built from theeldrgining sample exceeds
the one of the foams based on the small training sample. kafathe large training sample,
the performance for this particular example increases avede range of number of cells and
reaches its maximum for about 20000 cells, after which ipdmue to the decrease in statistical
precision resulting in overtraining. For the small tragpisample, the maximum is already
reached for foams with approximately 5000 cells and the dingperformance afterwards is
steeper.

0.900
0.880 S
o
o
2 / \
8 0.860
n: 14
/
/
0.840 ntrain=50k
ntrain:SO‘Ok
102 108 10* 10°

number of cells

Fig. 5: Dependence of the estimator performance on the nuaflaetive foam cells for an example with
five moderately correlated observables constructed froms&an distributions and for two different
training-sample sizes.

4.1.3 Minimum number of events

The cell splitting algorithm assumes sufficient statidtazacuracy of the sampled density dis-
tributions in all cells. This might not be guaranteed in cabsmall training samples, where
cell splitting in scarcely populated phase-space regiande&ad to overtraining effects. There-
fore cells should not be taken into account for further 8ply, if the number of training events
contained inside a cell is too small.

An adjustable paramet@min has been implemented, which sets the minimum number of

events contained in any cell which is considered for furipitting. If the number of events is

6)The definition of the distributions corresponds to the exianipligh Dimensional Example” defined and
discussed in Ref. [6].
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belowNmin, the cell is not considered for further splitting. If no mals are available with
sufficient number of events, the cell splitting stops, e¥eha target number of cells is not yet
reached. Note that thenin requirement only affects the further splitting of cells.eféfore it
is possible to have cells containing less tiNatin events in the final foam(s).

The cut onNmin reduces the sensitivity to statistical fluctuations in taning samples
and improves drastically the performance for small humbdrasning events, as shown in
Fig.[6(a) for the example with 5 observables and only 1008ihing signal and background
events each. Without the cut amin, the foams with larger number of target cells suffer
from overtraining and show a significantly decreased peréorce. Starting from a value of
Nmin = 8, the effective number of final cells, as shown in Fig. B(b)jnsted to a value below
10000 and therefore the performance curves for 10000 an@03@dget cells become identical
(Fig.[6(a)). For a value dfmin = 40, this number drops to 2000 cells, visible in both figures as
the points where all three curves merge. For very large gabfidmin the performance drops
again, as the size of the few remaining cells becomes toe.larg

The default value ofimin = 100 leads to a good performance for most cases studied. It
can be combined with a large target number of cells, as itdithie effective number of cells
sufficiently and thus avoids overtraining even for smalhirag-sample sizes. For the example
shown in FigL6, the value afnin = 100 corresponds to approximately 450 active cells in the
final foams.

09 ...... *
10000
I x,
0.85 il e "
. “ " ’l.\&‘
S 2 1000
S J =
o 08 # 8 \x
3 pa .
o *
0.75 N
1000 cells —— 100 |+ —— 1000 target cells &x‘
""" * 5000 cells 5000 target cells
0.7 15000 cells x| e = 15000 target cells
1 10 100 1000 1 10 100 1000
Nmin Nmin
(a) Estimator performance (b) Number of active cells in the final foam

Fig. 6: Estimator performance (a) and number of active drlithe final foam (b) as function of the
cut value for the minimum number of events per cell. The datave corresponds to the example with
five moderately correlated observables constructed frooms&an distributions. It was calculated using
10000 signal and background training events each and taatyets of 1000, 5000 and 15000 active cells,
respectively.

4.1.4 Number of samplings

The number of samplings per cell and cell-division stepcsf¢he phase-space sampling pro-
cedure during the foam build-up. The value has to be largaginto fill the density histograms
used for the evaluation of the variance with sufficient stetal accuracy. On the other hand,
increasing this parameter to a value much larger than theegeenumber of training events
contained in a cell will not improve the performance anytert as the sampling accuracy is
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limited in this case by the available number of training @égen the cells. The foam build-up
time scales approximately linearly with the number of sangd. The default value of 2000
is sufficiently large for optimal performance with all exaegpstudied. For many cases with a
small number of observables or small training-sample saesduced value of 500-1000 can
be chosen without loss in performance.

4.1.5 Number of bins

Histograms are used to evaluate the variance across tlseprejected on the cell axes. Cell
splits are only performed at the bin boundaries. The acguwhthe determination of the divi-
sion point increases with every iteration, as the histograre refined with respect to the base
cell after each division step. For all examples studieddégendence both of the performance
and the foam build-up time on the number of bins was found teelg small. The default value
of 5 was found to be sufficient to achieve optimal performance

4.1.6 Gaussian kernel smoothing

Foams with small number of cells and which are based on smaatiing-sample sizes can
suffer from large cell-to-cell fluctuations leading to lardiscontinuities at the cell boundaries.
A Gaussian smearing can be applied during the classificptiase to reduce the effect of these
discontinouities [12]. In this case, all cells contributetie discriminant calculation for a given
event, convoluted with their Gauss-weighted distanceeacetrent. The width parameter of the
Gauss function used for the smearing is set to the lengthecfdimpling box in each dimension
(VolFrac).

Figure[T shows the geometry of a foam with 250 active cellstaedeconstructed event
density, based on 5000 signal and 5000 background trainegte generated according to a
two-dimensional Gaussian distribution with width 1.0 icle@imension and centred at (0.5,0).
The reconstructed event densities with and without Gandséanel smearing are compared
in Fig.[7(a) and 7(®). The width of the Gaussian kernel usedte smearing corresponds
to 0.33 in the units of the original distributions. The impement with kernel smearing is
clearly visible. In most cases this procedure leads to amawgul separation between signal
and background.

Figurd 8 shows the performance as function of the numbegaféand background training
eventd for an example with two-dimensional Gauss distributions mncomparison with the
original PDE-RS method. Signal and background distributions have shiftedma but identical
widths in this exampf. The foams contain 250 active cells and a cut on the minimumiren
of events per cell was not applied. The Gaussian kernel sngganproves the performance, in
particular for small training samples. For this exampl@l$o exceeds the one of the original
PDE-RS method. However, the Gaussian kernel smearing also langelgases the classifica-
tion time. The classification times obtained using traimsignal and background samples of
100000 events each and testing signal and background sauip&0000 events each were
approximately 1.5 min foPDE-RS, 1 min for PDE-Foam without Gaussian kernel smearing and
1 h for PDE-Foam with Gaussian kernel smearing.

"JHere and in the following figures, the number of training @s@orresponds to the individual sizes of both the
signal and background samples. The actual total sampléssizerefore twice the number of events shown on the
x-axis of the figures.

8)The distributions correspond to the example “Bivariatearrelated Gaussian probability densities” defined
and discussed in Ref. [6].
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Fig. 7: Foam representations of a two-dimensional foam @6ih active cells for a Gaussian distribution
with width 1.0 in each dimension and centred at (0.5, 0). Blaetwas created with 5000 signal and 5000
background training events. (a) shows the event-densstyildition without using kernel weighting and
(b) shows the distribution after smearing with a Gaussiandtef width 0.33. The level of grey indicates
the event density inside the corresponding cell. The foanmbaries are rescaled to the coordinate
system of the original observables.
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Fig. 8: PDE-Foam performance as function of the number of training signallasckground events for an
example with two-dimensional Gauss distributions witttski mean values for signal and background.
Shown is the performance for a foam with 250 active cellshhbwithout and with Gaussian kernel
smearing during the classification phase. The performahtteriginal PDE-RS method is also shown
for comparison.
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5 RESULTS
The two main limitations of the origin®DE-RS method are:

— The performance of tHebE-RS method increases only slowly with the size of the training
samples. For good results, typically large samples of tlderoof 500000 events are
needed.

— Both the CPU time needed for classification and the memangwaption during classi-
fication increase with the number of training eve®BE-RS is therefore considered to be
a slowly responding classifier for most applications.

In the following we present a comparison of the performama @PU-time consumption be-
tweenPDE-Foam and the originaPDE-RS method. The results are shown for the example with
five moderately correlated observables. Other examples been studied and similar results
were obtained.

5.1 Performance

Figure[9 shows the estimator performance as function of tineber of signal and background
training events for foams of 1000 and 20000 active cellgeesvely. The left figure displays
the area under the ROC curve as a performance measure, hiigltt figure shows the signal
efficiency for a background rejection of 99%. The perforneaatthe originalPDE-RS method

is also shown. Single foams were built for these examplels ¥fémpl = 2000 samplings, a
sampling-box size ofolFrac = 1/30 and a cut on the minimum number of events per cell
of Nmin = 100. In case ofPDE-RS, the sampling-box size was 1.2 in units of the original
observables, corresponding to approximately 0.12 in nlisedhcoordinates.

For small training samples up to approximately 100000 eyg¢ht foams perform signifi-
cantly better than the origin®@DE-RS method. Apparently the geometry of the foams is well
adapted to the event distributions and the implicit averggf the event densities over the
cell volumes leads to better performance than the samplitigfixed box size performed by
the originalPDE-RS method). For training samples of less than 200000 events, the @ligin
PDE-RS method does not even reach a background rejection of 99%.

For very small training samples of 30000 events and lesdotimas with 1000 and 20000
cells behave identically, since the cut on the minimum nunatbevents per cell of 100 limits
the effective number of final cells to a value below 1000.

For large training samples above 50000 events, the foam20@00 cells performs better
than the one with 1000, taking advantage of its finer graityland the increased statistical pre-
cision of the larger training samples. However, for tragnsample sizes of more than 200000
events, it does not quite reach the performance of the @ligdE-RS method. For such large
sample sizes, the local density estimates obtained witRIAReRS method by counting events
in the vicinity of the events to be classified are more prethisa the density estimates from
counting events in foam cells of finite granularity.

5.2 CPUtime
Figure[10(d) shows the training time as function of the nundferaining signal and back-
ground events for foams of 1000 and 20000 active cells, otispdy, for the example and

9 A modified version of the originalDE-RS method is available within TMVA that allows to calculate ttis-
criminant based on adaptive probe volumes and with kernebsimg. This can lead to improved classification
performance at the cost of an increased classification fifeee we only consider the originBDE-RS implemen-
tation [6].
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Fig. 9: ROC area (a) and signal efficiency at a backgroundtiejeof 99% (b) as function of the number
of training signal and background events for the examplé Wit moderately correlated observables
constructed from Gaussian distributions. The performdacéams with 1000 and 20000 active cells
are compared to the performance of the origiPE-RS method. The curve foPDE-RS in (b) starts
from 200000 training events, as the method does not reackkaitmaind rejection of 99% for smaller
training-sample sizes.

parameters described ab&Ve The training time for the originalDE-RS method is also shown.
For PDE-RS, the training time consists only of the creation of the byasearch trees used to
store the training samples. FPDE-Foam, the training time is dominated by the repeated den-
sity sampling during the iterative build-up of the foam sture. Therefore the training time is
larger than for th&@DE-RS method. The training time for small training samples is it for
the foams with 1000 and 20000 cells, due to the culimin.

Figure/ 10(b) shows the CPU time used for classification oDB0Gignal and 500000 back-
ground testing events as function of the number of signalautground training events. For
the foams, the classification time depends mostly on the eumibcells in the final foam and
is almost independent of the number of training events. Tigatsvariation with the number
of training events is due to the corresponding increaseehtimber of cells and due to slight
variations of the foam geometry. For the origiR@E-RS method, on the other hand, the clas
sification time rises with the number of training events, tlue¢he larger size of the binary
trees. Forl0° signal and background training events each, the classifictime reaches ap-
proximately 40 minutes fapDE-RS, while for the foams with 20000 cells it is below 3 minutes.
On the other hand, for small training samples of less thancapately 30000 events, the re-
cursive reconstruction of the foam geometry during classiibn takes longer than the density
sampling within the’DE-RS binary tree.

6 RECONSTRUCTION OF EVENT QUANTITIES

The foam can be extended to reconstruct event quantitigse@sion analysis). In this case
n, target values depend ehobservables. Two different methods have been implemetited:
first method stores a single target value in every foam célé §econd method saves the target

19)The values shown correspond to the CPU time spent on conspoftéine CERN Ixbatch computing cluster,
running typically at 2.33 GHz.

16



100

——— PDE-Foam 1000 cells —— PDE-Foam 1000 cells
100 + PDE-Foam 20000 cells,, e . PDE-Foam 20000 cells v
rrrrrrrrrrrr PDE-RS € -« PDE-RS
% 10 g 10 o ’
E) 1 o ! ,g VVVVV gt XM\'“H’”W
= 0.1 X Ko e
//;/ . «
0.01 /3 4 5 6 01 3 4 5 6
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
number of training events number of training events
(a) Training time (b) Classification time

Fig. 10: CPU time for training (a) and classification of 500@8sting events (b) as function of number
of training events for a model with five observables. The Cifi¢ for foams with 1000 and 20000 cells
are compared to the performance of the origkia-RS method.

values in further foam dimensions. Since the first methodordy be used if only one target is
given, it is called 'Mono target regression’. In order to @gression with multiple targets one
has to use the second method, called 'Multi target regressio

In case of the mono-target regression, the densitged during the foam build-up phase, is
given by the mean target valye within the sampling box, divided by the box volume (given

by thevVolFrac option):
. (t) >t

~ VolFrac?! ~ N, x VolFrac?’

(9)

where the sum goes over all eveniswithin the sampling box antl”) is the target value of the
eventx®”) (i = 1,..., \). During the foam build-up phase, the relative variancenefdensity
o,/ (p) is minimised in the same way as described in se¢tion 3.1.

After build-up of the foam, each cell is filled with the aveeatgrget value. During clas-
sification the target value is estimated for any given exesutd is given as the content of the
corresponding foam cell.

In case of multi-target regression, thetarget values are treated as additional dimensions
during the foam build-up. The density used for the foam bujds estimated from the number
of events in a box of fixed size in the+ n,-dimensional phase space. The number of events
contained in the volume of each cell of the final foam is stavéd the foam. The target values
for any given evenk are estimated as the projections of the centre of the carnelspg cell
onto the corresponding axes formed by thearget values.

Figure[11(d) shows the geometry and the target density foorzortarget foam with 1500
active cells, calculated for an example with two observabled a quadratic dependence of the
target value on two uniformly distributed observables, and %:

t=a-X34+b X2 +c+ At, (10)
1 2

wherea, b andc are constant andt is a small random number simulating noise. The accuracy
of the event reconstruction with this foam is shown in Figlalwhere the relative difference
between the reconstructed and true target value is digphlajlee mean value is reconstructed
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with an accuracy of approximately 0.5 per mille. The RMS o thstribution is about 3%.
Also shown in the figure is the relative difference between generated events before and
after adding the noise term. The width of this distributisrapproximately 0.7%. It can be
considered as the optimal value for the accuracy of the eeennstruction.

o~

X = -
*g 9000~ Generated events: i Foam reconstruction: —
g F  mean: 0.0000064 mean: 0.0005428 7
() F i E
5 80001 RMS: 0.0069482 il RMS:0.0298807 E
2 000 E
——— [ [ g 7000: B
I T T T L |
%iﬁm@—ﬁ—:‘ < 6000 3
L e ] F 3
= & 5000/ =
i F d
—— itf?rﬁ il 4000}~ =
iR i = : :
——— T i—% il 3000~ E
— ] il g :
— = i 20001 E
= AR oo :
ﬂ‘ﬁTHH } —__“EL S P e S d
‘ I %2 015 -0.1 005 0 005 0.1 015 0.2

X 1 (t rec” true )/t true

(a) Foam geometry and target density (b) Accuracy of event reconstruction

Fig. 11: Mono-target regression for a bivariate quadratiget function. (a) shows the geometry and
target density of the resulting foam with 1500 active cellse level of grey indicates the target density
inside the corresponding cell. In (b) the dashed line shtves¢lative difference between the gener-
ated events before and after adding the noise term and tielis@ shows the accuracy of the event
reconstruction witlPDE-Foam.

7 CONCLUSIONS

A new method for multi-variate analysB)E-Foam, has been developed. It combines the adap-
tive binning algorithm of th&oam method so far only used for Monte-Carlo event generation
with probability density estimation based on range sea:tPDE-Foam has been implemented
within the TMVA package for multi-variate analysis.

We demonstrated that the default set of foam build-up patersiéeads to robust results
for the various examples studied and we gave guidance ftinduparameter optimisation.
We showed that the performance RIfE-Foam exceeds the classification performance of the
original PDE-RS method for small training samples. Furthermore, it lead&tgely reduced
classification time. Both the classification time and the mgntonsumption are independent
of the number of training events. The main limitations of tmginal PDE-RS implementation
have therefore been overcome.

In addition to event classification we have implemented aotkto reconstruct event quan-
tities with PDE-Foam.
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