14TeV WZjj 3ab! results w/ FT1=1TeV+

Underflow and overflow bins are both accounted
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More 14TeV F11 operating points
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14TeV WZjj: 3 ab™! comparison
between Delphes and ATLAS
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33TeV WZjj 3ab! results
w/ dim8 operator FT1 (TeV+)
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WZjj: 3 ab™! comparison between

14TeV and 33TeV w/ Delphes SnowMass FastSim
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14TeV ZZjj 3 ab! results w/ CphiWL2=15TeV->

Underflow and overflow bins are both accounted
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More 14TeV CphiWL2 operating points

4-lepton Mass
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14TeV ZZjj: 3 ab™ comparison between Delphes and ATLAS
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33TeV ZZjj 3ab! results w/ dimé6 operator CphiWL2 (TeV-?)

4-lepton Mass
2% [ Jsmzaco
i I veszzsm
5 o[ sy SMVBSZZ+
E L C,,=1Tev"

CphiWL2=1
Nsigma: 0.26

4-lepton Mass

2 = [ Jswzzaco
H]
° W sz

s/ SMVBSZZ+
’%/ C,,=10Tev?

LAl

S Qp‘h WL2=10

Nsigma: 3.21
o

4-lepton Mass

[ Jsmzzaco
Wl eszom

- SMVBS ZZ +
5"/‘ ’5/ G, =2TeV :

Soma o
@ E, e HiEn
mrm‘nrmnmmrm

CphiWL2=2
Nsigma: 0.42

4-lepton Mass

[ Jswzzae
Bl sz em

P SM VBS ZZ +
'%/ C,,=15Tev?

L]

e
%

i

i

mJTev]

EEos
QR B0 D, R 9 Dk
T

1 YA =
il oW al L VA Vi 1

y & | |
Lt’.l.l. VYV Z—1&

Nsigma: 6.93

4-lepton Mass

[ Jswzac
Il sz

7 SMVBS ZZ +
éff/ G,,=5TeV ?

¥

CphiWL2=
Nsigma: 0.71

4-lepton Mass

—
7/////17

[ Jsuzam
W sz

s SMVBSZZ +
'%‘/ C,,=20Tev?

o
J u

CphiWLE2=20"

Nsigma: 12.04
2013/6/29 @9



ZZjj: 3 ab! comparison between

14TeV and 33TeV w/ Delphes SnowMass FastSim
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Backup for old plots

* First bins didn't account for underflows

2013/6/29 @11



deviation w.r.t. sm

WZjj results w/ FT1=1TeV+

Same offline cuts. (lepton, jet, m(jj)...)
But trigger configurations might be different???
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deviation w.r.t. sm

deviation w.r.t. sm

More F11 operating points
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WZjj: 3000 fb! comparison between Delphes and ATLAS
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Entries/3000fb

deviation w.r.t. sm

ZZjj results w/ CphiW=15TeV~

Same offline cuts. (lepton, jet, m(jj)...)
But trigger configurations might be different???
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ZZjj: 3000 fb! comparison between Delphes and ATLAS
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Electron pT spectrum difference between delphes

deviation

and ATLAS param Sim
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