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Post-Fit Uncertainties

ATLAS

Uncertainty source Ap
tt + >1b modeling +0.46 —0.46 CMS
Background-model stat. unc. +0.29 —-0.31
b-tagging efficiency and mis-tag rates +0.16 —0.16 Uncertainty source +Ap (observed)  +Ap (expected)
Jet energy scale and resolution +0.14 —0.14 Total experimental +0.15/-016  +0.19/-0.17
LtH modeling +0.22 -0.05 b tagging F011/-0.14  +0.12/-0.11
i+ 21c modeling +009  -0.11 jet scale and resoluti +0.06/—0.07 +0.13/-0.11
JVT, pileup modeling +0.03  —0.05 Jet energy scale and resolution o7 e
Other background modeling +0.08 —0.08 Total theory +028/-029  +0.32/-0.29
tt + light modeling +0.06 —0.03 tE+hf cross section and parton shower ~ +0.24/-028  +0.28/-0.28
Luminosity +0.03 —0.02 ) .

Size of th lated 1 +0.14/-0.15  +0.16/-0.16
Light lepton (e, p) id., isolation, trigger 40.03 —0.04 ree ot e simuaied samples /
Total systematic uncertainty +0.57 —0.54 Total systematic +0.38/-0.38 +0.45/-0.42
# + >1b normalization 009 —0.10 Statistical +024/-024  40.27/-027
tt + >1c normalization +0.02  —0.03 Total +045/-045  +0.53/-049
Intrinsic statistical uncertainty +0.21  —0.20
Total statistical uncertainty +0.29 —0.29
Total uncertainty +0.64 —0.61
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Nuisance Parameter Pulls & Impacts
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