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Abstract

We compute the couplings of the zero modes and first excited states of gluons, W’s, Z
gauge bosons, as well as the Higgs, to the zero modes and first excited states of the third
generation quarks, in an RS Gauge-Higgs unification scenario based on a bulk SO(5) x U(1)x
gauge symmetry, with gauge and fermion fields propagating in the bulk. Using the parameter
space consistent with electroweak precision tests and radiative electroweak symmetry breaking,
we study numerically the dependence of these couplings on the parameters of our model.
Furthermore, after emphasizing the presence of light excited states of the top quark, which
couple strongly to the Kaluza Klein gauge bosons, the associated collider phenomenology is
analyzed. In particular, we concentrate on the possible detection of the first excited state
of the top, t', which tends to have a higher mass than the ones accessible via regular QCD
production processes. We stress that the detection of these particles is still possible due to an
increase in the pair production of ¢! induced by the first excited state of the gluon, G'.
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1 Introduction

Five dimensional (5D) warped extra dimensions provide a very attractive beyond the standard
model physics scenario, since the Standard Model (SM) weak scale-Planck scale hierarchy may
be explained in a natural way [I]. The observed light quark and lepton masses, as well as the
suppression of flavor violating operators is naturally satisfied provided the quark and gauge fields
propagate in the bulk and the first and second generation quark wave functions are suppressed
towards the so-called infrared brane (IR brane), where the Higgs is localized and where the natural
scale of energies is of the order of the weak scale [2],[3],[4].

The propagation of gauge and fermion fields in the bulk leads to the mixing of zero-modes
with Kaluza Klein (KK) modes, which induces important tree-level effects on precision electroweak
observables [5],[6]. This happens specially for gauge bosons and third generation quarks [7]—[I1].
The latter tend to be localized close to the IR brane in order to generate the large top-quark mass.
The introduction of a custodial SU(2)g symmetry together with a discrete left-right symmetry
leads to reduced corrections to the 7" parameter [12],[I3] and helps protect the bottom-quark
coupling to the Z gauge boson against large tree-level corrections. The top-bottom doublet may
then be embedded in a bidoublet of the SU(2), x SU(2)x group. Still, important corrections to
the precision electroweak observables subsist at the one loop-level, and agreement with data for
KK masses at the reach of the LHC may only be obtained in a certain region of fermion mass bulk
parameters of the third generation quarks [14],[15].

The above requirements may be satisfied in a natural way by embedding the Standard Model
gauge SU(2);, x U(1)y group and the global custodial SU(2)g group into an SO(5) x U(1) x gauge
symmetry group [13]. The SO(5) x U(1)x symmetry is broken by boundary conditions at the IR
brane down to SU(2), xSU(2)gxU(1)x and to SU(2), xU(1)y at the ultraviolet brane (UV brane).
The five dimensional components of the gauge bosons associated with the broken gauge symmetries
at the IR brane have the proper quantum numbers of the Higgs doublet, leading to a natural
implementation of the Gauge-Higgs unification mechanism [I3]-[I8]. In Ref. [19] the Coleman-
Weinberg potential for the Higgs field was studied and its dependence on the five dimensional mass
parameters was determined. It was shown that the region of parameters consistent with precision
electroweak observables is in good agreement with that required to obtain the breakdown of the
electroweak symmetry, with the proper values of the top-quark, bottom-quark and weak gauge
boson masses.

One of the most important properties of these type of models is the existence of light excited
states of the top quark. These quarks are strongly coupled to the gauge bosons KK modes which
are localized towards the IR brane and are light enough so that the first KK mode of the gluon, G,
tends to decay into them. This, in turn, leads to a reduced decay branching ratio of G into top-
quarks. These properties, together with an increase in the width of G' make the G' detection via
decay into top quarks more challenging than in the models which have been previously analyzed in
the literature [20],[21],[22]. Moreover, for positive values of the bulk mass parameter associated with
the multiplet of the left-handed top-bottom doublet which is preferred by flavor constraints [23],
the couplings of the left- and right-handed top quarks to G become close to each other, leading to
a reduced left-right top-quark production asymmetry. A similar effect will be present in the LHC



phenomenology of the weak gauge bosons KK modes [24].

In this work, we shall concentrate on the production of the first excited state of the top quark
t!, at the LHC. We shall first show how to consistently determine the couplings of the quarks to
gauge bosons in a functional way. These couplings will then be used to compute the decay widths
and production cross section of the first top quark and gluon KK modes. We shall show that the
presence of G' leads to an important enhancement of the t' production cross section for masses
beyond the ones that can be tested via direct QCD production [32]-[35]. This is very important,
since agreement with precision electroweak observables tends to be obtained for ¢! masses larger
than 1 TeV, for which detection of ¢! via QCD production becomes very difficult. We shall also
show that for large t!-masses the branching ratios for the decay of t' into a W+ and a bottom-
quark, a Z and a top-quark, and a top-quark and Higgs boson, are in an approximate 2:1:1 relation,
as required by the Goldstone equivalence theorem. Moreover, we will show that the technique of
massive jets [33],[35] becomes very important for the reconstruction of the t' modes.

This article is organized as follows. In section 2 we describe our 5-dimensional model. The
mass spectrum and other relevant parameters of our model consistent with low energy data were
investigated in Ref. [19]. In section 3 and 4 we will analyze how to obtain the properly normalized
wave functions for the gauge fields and the fermions, respectively. In section 5 we derive the various
couplings necessary to study the collider phenomenology for this model and we numerically study
the dependence of the calculated couplings on the parameters of our model, as well as the decay
branching ratios. In Section 6 we discuss the collider phenomenology. We reserve section 7 for our
conclusions.

2 5-Dimensional Model

We are interested in a 5D gauge theory with gauge group SO(5)xU(1)x. The geometry of our space-
time will be that of RS1 [I], with an orbifolded extra spatial dimension in the interval x5 € [0, L].
The metric for such a geometry is given by

ds* = a®(zs)n, datde” — dx} . (1)

where a(z5) = e *%5. The space spanning the fifth dimension corresponds to a slice of AdSs, with
branes attached at the two boundary points: x5 = 0 (UV brane) and x5 = L (IR brane).

We place our gauge fields, Ay, = A7 and By, in the bulk, where T® are the hermitian
generators of the fundamental representation of SO(5) and generically Tr[T*.T?] = C(5)§*”. The
explicit form of the generators [16] are given in Appendix A. Our fermions ¢ also live in the bulk,
and they transform under a representation t* of SO(5).

The 5D action is

L
Ssp = / d'z / drs\/g (—A}ngr{FMNFMN} - éGMNGMN + (i Dy — M)zﬂ) . (2
0 5
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where Dy = Oy — iANtY — iBy and g5 and gx are the 5D dimensionful gauge couplings.



The choice C'(5) = 1 is a convenient choice, since it allows us to identify the eigenvalues of our
generators as the weak isospin, with the four dimensional coupling given by ¢g? = g2/L. Any other
choice for C'(5) may be absorbed into a redefinition of the gauge fields or the gauge coupling leaving
the physics unchanged.

To construct a realistic 4D low energy theory, we will break the 5D SO(5) x U(1)x gauge
symmetry down to the subgroup SO(4) x U(1)y = SU(2), x SU(2)r x U(1)y on the IR brane and
to SU(2)r x U(1)y on the UV brane, where Y/2 = T3% + Qx is the hypercharge and Qx is the
U(1)x associated charge which is accommodated to obtain the correct hypercharge. We divide the
generators of SO(5) as follows: the generators of SU(2). r are denoted by T%# and t*%7, while
the generators from the coset SO(5)/SO(4) are denoted by T% and t2.

In order to obtain the correct hypercharge and therefore the right Weinberg angle 0y,, we need
to rotate the fields A3 € SU(2)z and By, € U(1)x [I7],

() - ) G) &

o= 95 54 = 9x (4)
V93 + 9% V93 + 9%
The correct Weinberg angle is then given by 335 ~ tan? Oy ~ (0.23/0.77) ~ 0.2987. We will enforce
A}f to have even parity, corresponding to the hypercharge gauge boson in the 4D low energy limit.
From now on we will drop the prime on A”*®, and it will be understood that ag refers to 1y, 2g and
13R.
To implement the breaking of SO(5) on the two branes as stated above, we impose the following
boundary conditions on the gauge fields:

OsAlY = Ammd = ATV = 0, 15=0 (5)
Os Al = A% = AZoRY = 0 g5 =1L, (6)

As discussed in Ref. [19], this set of boundary conditions on the gauge fields leads to the iden-
tification of A3 as the Higgs field with a non-vanishing vacuum expectation value (vev).

We concentrate on the third generation fermions which are the most important for electroweak
symmetry breaking (EWSB) and electroweak precision test (EWPT) considerations. The SM
fermions are embedded in full representations of the bulk gauge group as discussed in [14],[15],[19].
We therefore introduce in the quark sector three SO(5) multiplets per generation as follows:
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where we show the decomposition under SU(2) x SU(2)g, and explicitly write the U(1)gys charges.
The @s are bidoublets of SU(2), x SU(2)g, with SU(2), acting vertically and SU(2)r acting
horizontally. 77 and T3 transform as (3,1) and (1,3) under SU(2), x SU(2)g, respectively, while
uw and v’ are SU(2), x SU(2)g singlets.

As was done in [19] we introduce mass mixing boundary terms,

Lo = 26(25 — L) [, Mp,up + Q1 Mp,Qop + hc.| | (8)

where Mp, and Mp, are dimensionless masses. Since the Higgs mixes, amongst other terms, doublets
with singlets, we see that with the current parity assignments for the singlet component of the first
multiplet, we would in principle not have positive parity for this coupling at the IR brane. However,
as discussed in [19], the switch in the singlet parity to (4,+) is completely equivalent to taking
Mg — 1/ME .

We also show the parities on the indicated 4D chirality, where — and + stands for odd and
even parity conditions and the first and second entries in the bracket correspond to the parities in
the UV and IR branes respectively. Let us stress that while odd parity is equivalent to a Dirichlet
boundary condition, the even parity is a linear combination of Neumann and Dirichlet boundary
conditions, that is determined via the fermion bulk equations of motion.

The boundary conditions for the opposite chirality fermion multiplet can be read off the ones
above by a flip in both chirality and boundary condition, (—,+);, — (4, —)g for example. In
the absence of mixing among multiplets satisfying different boundary conditions, the SM fermions
arise as the zero-modes of the fields obeying (+, +) boundary conditions. The remaining boundary
conditions are chosen so that SU(2), x SU(2)g is preserved on the IR brane and so that mass
mixing terms, necessary to obtain the SM fermion masses after electroweak symmetry breaking,
can be written on the IR brane. Consistency of the above parity assignments with the original
orbifold Z, symmetry at the IR brane was discussed in Ref. [19].

3 Gauge Fields

Solving the equations of motion in the presence of the Higgs vev. h is complicated, as these mix the
Neumann and Dirichlet modes. However, 5D gauge symmetry relates these solutions to solutions
with h = 0 [29]. These solutions, which we generally call f&(zs,0), are related to the solutions in
the presence of a Higgs vev., f&(x5, h), via a simple gauge transformations:

fg(ﬂ:g, h)Ta = 9_1(25'5, h)fg(.ﬁ(fg), O)TQQ(Jfg), h,), (9)



where Q(x5, h) removes the vev h:

Q(ws, h) = exp {—iChhTA‘ /0 "y a_Z(y)] | (10)

and C}, is the Higgs normahzation constant chosen such that the Higgs kinetic term is properly
normalized, C}, = g5 f a=2)~Y2. Following the procedure outlined in [I9] leads to the following
wave functions for the gauge ﬁelds when h = 0, consistent with the UV boundary conditions:

gfn(%, O) = CG,n,aLC(ISa mn)a fg,n($5a O) = CG,n,&S(xSa mn)
(11)

fé/,n($5> 0) = CG,n,YO(xSa mn)a gl?n(%, O) = CG,n,aRS(xSa mn)

where the coefficients C¢ ,, o are normalization constants and m,, is the particular KK mass under
consideration. The functions Clzs, m,| and S|xs, m,| are the solutions to the equations of motion
in the case of a vanishing Higgs vev., with the following initial conditions: C'(0,z) =1, C'(0, z) = 0,
S(0,2) =0,5(0,z) = z. They are given by [26],[27],

Clzs,2) = ;T—Za_l(:vg,) [Y( )Jl( a(zx5)) Jo(k)yl<®)] (12)
s = o @ (i) 7D lai)]

We can now calculate fg, (s, h), the wave functions with & # 0, using Eq. ([@). The explicit
expressions for f&(zs, h) are given in the appendix. The IR boundary conditions give us a system
of algebraic equations for the coefficients C¢ ,, . This system of equations can be broken into four
subsets of dependent equations according to charge. The directions in internal space 1,1, and 14
and 2,2, and 25 mix and correspond to the components of W+

V2 cos [A;;h] S[LIC; + sin [A}gﬂ (S[L]Cq., — C[L]Cs,) =0

(14)
2 (Criy C'1L) + CinS'IL]) — VEsin | 32| (*#hCy (CILICa, — SILICa,) — 205;S'IL])
+2 cos [’\f"'h} (e**LhS[LIChCo; + Cai, C'[L] = Cai S'[L]) = 0
(15)
2(Ca, C'IL] + CaS'IL)) + V2sin | 2] (#ERCy (CILICa, — SIL)Casy) — 2C;S'[L])
—2cos [A]?h} (e*LhS[LICLCq; + Cai, C'[L] — Cai S'IL]) = 0
(16)
with i = 1,2.

The neutral gauge bosons, Z and + are given by a mixture of 3,31, 3 and Y:



V2cos [ X62] S[LICq 5+ sin | 26| (S[LlcsCasy + CILI (s4Cay — Cap,)) =0

(17)
2 (CG,3L -+ S¢Cg,y) C,[L] + 2C¢CG,3RSI[L]
—\/Zsin [Af—} (e2LhCy, (=S[LlesCasp + C[L] (Cas, — s4Cay)) — 2Ce55'[L])
+2 cos [ I h] (eszhS[L]ChCG:;’ + (CG,3L — S¢Cg,y) C,[L] — C¢CG73RS,[L]) =0
(18)
2C¢ (CG,3L — S¢Cg,y) C,[L] + 2 (1 + 835) CG73RS,[L]
Ve, sin |22 (¥R, (S[L)esCays + CIL] (~Cag, + 55Cay)) +2C55S' (L))
25 08 | 262 ] (—e*ERS[LIChCos + (~Cas, + 56Cay) C'IL] + c4Ca,SL]) = 0
(19)
(3¢>CG,3L + (1 + Ci) CG’y) C/[L] — 20¢8¢CG73RS/[L]
— /254 sin [f—h} (LG, (S[LlesCa + CIL) (—Cas, + 54Cay)) + 2C455'[L])
25508 [ 22| (—e*RS[L]CLC5 + (~Cag, + 55Cay) C'[L] + 4CaysnS'[L]) =0
(20)

Note that in the above, we have dropped the mass dependence of the gauge boson wave functions,
but it should be understood that m,, is taken to be the appropriate mass for the respective modes.

The procedure to obtain the normalization coefficients will be to drop one of the equations in
the above subsets and solve for the normalization coefficients in terms of one of them, which can
then be found by normalizing the related gauge field wave functions to unity. It is a combination
of these wave functions which share the same charge that turns out to be the true wave function
for the particular gauge field under study. For example, explicitly for the W7, dropping the first
equation, we can solve for C ; and Cg 1, in terms of Cg 1, :

—4cos [m} C'[L)S'[L] + V2Cha7 hsin [%] (S[LIC'[L] + C[L]S'[L))

C = Cga, , (21)
o 25'[L] (C’haL h cos [Aj?h] S[L] + v/2sin [’\f—} S'L ])
'L
Ceip _CG,ILW (22)
where the “Higgs decay constant” is defined as
1
fi = (23)

g2 JiF dya~2(y)
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and \%, = 1/2.
By normalizing the wave functions which contribute to W, we find C¢ ;, through,

[ (bt + 15 o 4 118 ) s = 1 24

or equivalently,

L ~
| (1Cafbtas, OF + o, 58 (25,0 + o s (an,0)F) das = 1. (25)
0

It is interesting to note that the explicit Higgs dependence in the normalization equations is always
canceled. This is true for the gauge bosons as well as the fermions. Therefore the only dependence
of these on the Higgs vev is through the normalization coefficients.

The condition that the entire system of equations, Eqgs. (I4)-(20), has a solution is only non-
trivially realized if the determinant is zero. This gives us the spectrum of KK masses and was the
main focus of Ref. [19]. The normalization coefficients must then be calculated using the proce-
dure defined above. Once all the normalization constants have been computed, we have all the
information necessary to calculate the wave functions for the gauge bosons with the appropriate
masses. However, we would like to point out a subtlety in the neutral sector where after electroweak
symmetry breaking we obtain the Z gauge boson and the photon. In principle, dropping any of
the four equations and solving the other three should give us the same result. However, since the
Higgs does not couple to the photon, the photon does not have any component in the 3 and 3p
directions. Therefore, dropping either f3(L,h) = 0 or fEr(L, h) = 0, does not lead to the photon
solution in the massless limit. To compute the coefficients associated with the photon, we need to
drop the boundary condition for either fgL(L, h) or fE(L,h). In this case the Cg , are given by:

C'[L] (ciaLzzsm [ } — 2C[L]S'[L] cot [2f ])

Ces = Com V2S'L ](aL zcos[ ]+0[ ]S’[L]) 20)
Cosn = —Cas, ngC,j[/L[]L] (27)
o~ oo (a;2zcos [%} - (1 + 52 — csc? [2 M ]) SILIC[L] + C[L]S’[L]) o)
so (a2 cos | 3] + ClL] /(L)
where we have used the Wronskian relation,
S'(ws, 2)C (w5, 2) — S(ws, 2)C" (x5, 2) = za(ws) 2 (29)

The consistency of this procedure can be seen by the fact that in this case in the massless limit

fg(x5, h), Eq.(C4), and ng(x5, h), a combination of Eq.(C.6) and Eq.(C.7), are identically zero as
we expect for the photon field.



4 Fermionic KK profiles

With the introduction of mass mixing boundary terms, Eq. (), and through the Higgs vev, the
different multiplets are now related via the equations of motion. The details of the calculations for
the fermion wave functions and their boundary conditions were discussed thoroughly in Ref. [19].
The fermion vector functions in the A = 0 gauge and the IR boundary conditions used to calculate
the coefficients C'r; may be determined in a similar way as for the gauge bosons.

Our three fermion multiplets in the h = 0 gauge can be arranged in vector functions in the
following way:

[ CriSu,
Cra2Sm, [ Cri1S-m, |
fri(zs,0) = | CrsS_m, Cr125-ns,
CF74S_M1 C'F,13S—M3
| CrsSuy | Cr1aS_n,
fran(as,0) = | ot (30)
[ CreS_n, | CrarS-_ns
CrrS—_m, Cra1sS-ns,
fror(xs,0) = | CrsS_np Cr195-m,
CroS-ip | Cr20Su; |
| Cri0Sw, |

where, as for the gauge bosons, the Cp; are normalization constants. The opposite chiralities
have opposite boundary conditions and can be read from these ones. The solutions to the fermion
equations of motion in the h=0 gauge are written in terms of [26]:

z z

Suten2) = gt |1 () Ve (7o ) Ve () e (i )| 0

which has initial conditions Sy (0, 2) = 0, 9551/(0,2) = 2. The fermion wave function solutions
with h = 0, Eq.(30), are related to the functions in Eq.(31]) via:

e:l:M:cs B
SiM(l's,Z) mSiM(l'sa Z)> (32)
. 6:|:Mx5 5
Sim(ws,2) = :FmassiM(!Es,Z) (33)

The normalization of the fermion wave functions for the free fermion case contains a non-trivial
dependence on the warp factor,

L
| s 0ol 1. 5.0 1.(5,0) = (34)
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where here fi. . p(25,0) is proportional to either Sy(zs,m,) or Sa(x5,m,) and in this case,
m,, is the mass spectrum in the free fermion case. The superscript ¢, which denotes the vector
component, is not being summed over and we denote the chiral indices as L, R for left-handed
and right-handed fields. It is therefore convenient to eliminate the dependence on a(x;) of the
normalization condition by redefining the functions

Sj:M — a(x5)_3/25iM, Sj:M — a($5)_3/2S:|:M, or f;‘,mn,(L,R) — a($5)_3/2f},mn,(L,R)' (35)

In the following, we shall apply this redefinition, which allows for a clearer interpretation of the
localization of the fermion wave functions in the fifth dimension and maintains the validity of the
functional relations given in Eq. (30).

We can write the final fermion vector functions in the presence of the vev h using the same
gauge transformation as for the gauge bosons:

frin(zs, h) = Qfry(2s5,0) (36)
fra.r(zs,h) = Qfra r(2s,0) (37)
frar(2s,h) = Qfps r(vs5,0) (38)

Applying the boundary conditions at x5 = L, taking into account the mass mixing terms from
Eq. [8) we derive the conditions on fr(L,h):

fFJ,R“’MBg F3R_0 f?',l,R_l_MBlf]?‘,ZR:O F2L —O
(39)
F3L MBsz,LL =0 fl?,2,L - MBlfg',l,L =0 123L10 =0

where the superscripts denote the vector components.

Asking that the determinant of this system of equations vanishes so that we get a non-trivial
solution, we obtain the spectrum of the fermion modes [19]. We note here that the same value
Ar = 1/4/2 is found in the fermionic case as for gauge bosons.

To find the normalization coefficients for the fermion wave functions, we use the same procedure
as for the gauge bosons: solving the equations for the boundary conditions at x5 = L and then
normalizing the fermions coupled via the Higgs and boundary mass mixing terms. The equations
are presented in the Appendix. In the equations as well as in the solutions, the functions are
evaluated at the IR boundary, x5 = L. For the charge 5/3 fermions, the coefficients are:

M
CF,ll = Cp’l.BzisNh COS {M] (40)
—Ms fh
i Mg, Sy, . {)\Fh}
Cri5=Chs = —=C . sin 41
F,15 F,18 \/5 F1 S_M3 fh ( )

Charge —1/3 fermions:



Mp,S_
CF714 = CF,4 COS [AFh] B2S My (42)
.fh S_M3
S i , [Aph] Mg, S
Cri7 = 2 C —Cpysin - ! 43
F17T = S—M3 F20 = NG Fa A S (43)
Charge 2/3 fermions:
M2 Sy, S S, S
Crs=Cpp 232 UERUREERT (44)
Mg, S aS-ny + S S—w
Crs = V2 Cpy cot [Ajfh} (45)
h

S {
Cpr=Cpg=—="—tan | —
Py rET 7 S A

M2,S o, (gs_Mls'Ml sin 2]’ (s'_Mls'Ml_s_Mlle))+25_M15M15_M3

= 10 S
= —5Cr25m, R . .
Ms, <sm [Aﬁh] S_ iy Sa, + o8 Pfjf] S_M2SM2) (M%QS_MSS_Ml +S_M15_M3>
(46)
sin |2£h 2 ] ]
E 1 AR SoanSan — Soan S
Cri2 = — [ }} CF,13=—§CF,2MB2 Sln[ r } 5 e M (47)
1 + cos [)\th:| fh MB2S_MSS_M1 + S_MlS_M3
Cris = Chy= %C’F,zMB2 sin [)\;h} cos {)\th} M2S§M15g/‘[1 - i_;wlsﬂg (48)
h h ByP—Ms® —M; —My P —Ms3

Again, as for the gauge bosons, we can use the normalization conditions to solve for the coeffi-

cients Cp;,

/ Z 19 (k) FE o (s, B)das = 1 (49)

where the index ¢ takes into account the sum over the three different multiplets and the superscript
Q denotes the charge of the fermion state. Here m,, denotes the masses of the zero and KK modes
fermions of charge Q. We define the vector f&(xs,h) as the vector fr(zs,h) with all components
which do not participate in the state mixing set to zero. Using the equations of motion for the
fermion fields and the boundary conditions associated with them, one can show that once one
imposes the normalization condition for one chirality, the other one is automatically satisfied. We
checked the consistency of our analysis by numerically verifying the above statement.
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5 Couplings

gc;ltL RtL R/QS(R)

w
|||||||||||||||||||||||||||||

-0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4

Figure 1: geiz/gs(k) vs ¢1. As ¢, grows, the coupling for both chiralities unify.

Once we have the solutions for all the normalization coefficients, we have the necessary informa-
tion to compute the various boson-fermion couplings. We will start with the coupling of the first
excited state of the gluon field G' with the fermions. Since gluons do not interact with the Higgs
field, their profile on the fifth dimension is given by Clxs, 2], where in this case z = mg: is the G-
mass. For G'-induced pair production of #'’s and for backgrounds to this production mechanism,
we are interested in the goi,, 9o and ggigr couplings. Since the profiles in the 5th dimension
of left-handed and right-handed fields differ, this leads to left-handed and right-handed couplings
which are different. Similar to the description given in Eq.(2]) for the electroweak interactions, these
couplings proceed from the covariant derivatives in the fermion kinetic terms,

geit = gschl/ ( }27'/13;7,t f}27/13mt(x5> )) Clzs, men]drs (50)

where to simplify notation we omit the chiral subindices. Furthermore, in the above expression g,
is the 5D strong coupling related to the 4D strong gauge coupling by g, = gss/V/L and Ng is the
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Figure 2: gean/ gs(l;:) vs ¢1. As c¢; grows, the left-handed coupling remains constant and the
right-handed one grows.

normalization for G, which is given by

L —-1/2
Ng1 = (/ 02[$5,mgl]dl’5) (51)
0

To obtain g1 and ggi, we only need to replace m; by the appropriate fermion mass in Eq.(50]).

Likewise, we calculate the Higgs-fermion coupling gy, which will be important when studying
the decay modes of ¢! to Higgs and tops. We look again at the kinetic term for the fermions. The
Higgs originates from the zero-mode of the A2 gauge field which enters in the fermion covariant
derivative. Thus the coupling, which mixes left and right handed fields (left-right or right-left),
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Ltr*

takes the form,

gmi = iCh/ ( ;2,/21,5 (w5, h) fur.T™. ff%/zgml(ifs,h)) e M5 das

Ch L —kx . * ok *
= 170F2 1CFs o/ e ke (ZfoF,5,0(fF,2,1 + fra1) — Z(fF,2,0 + fF,3,0)foF,5,1
0
. * -/ P * * * foF,lQ,l
+ ifufrioo(frra + frsa) —i(frro+ frso)fufrion + (fF,lG,O - fF,19,0) NG

. . fufrisa . . fafriea . . frafrion
+ (fF,lG,O - fF,lQ,O) T + (fF,12,0 + fF,13,0) T - (fF,12,0 + fF,13,0) T

(52)

where fy = 2% is the Higgs profile and C), is the Higgs field normalization. For simplicity we
have written frim, = fri0 fp,i,mtl = fri1 and we again omit the chiral indices. The subscripts
0 and 1 on the C's and the fermion functions denote the fermion mass that should be used, m; or
my respectively. Using relationships between the fermion normalization coefficients given in the
appendix, this can be written as,
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Ch L .
k
grw = dxe™® (CF,3,OCF,5,15—M1,05M1,1 — (Crp50CF21 — Cr2,0Crs5.1) Sii,09m 1
0

+ 2(CrroCrioaS r oSt = CriogCrai S oS i)
+ V2 <C}71670 (Craz1 + Cras1) + Crs0Cr3,19m 0911 + (Crazo

+ Cri30) Criea) S—Mg,OS—M3,1> (53)

In the above, the only explicit dependence of the couplings on the Higgs vev comes through the
fermion normalization coefficients.
For the case of gys or gy, the Higgs couplings take a particularly simple form,

Ch

L
gHIt — 7 e (CF,?,,OCF,s,o (SMl,o[l"s]S—Ml,o[l's] - SMl,o[ﬂfs]S—Ml,o[il?E,])
0

+ QCF,ZOCF,IO,O <SM2,0[I5]S—M2,0[$6’5] - SMQ,O[SCs]S—MQ,o [%])) dxs

Ch

L
= —3 / 5 (Op.0Crs.0 + 2Cr7,0C0r10,0) dos (54)
0

where we have used the Crowian relation:
— Su(ws, 2)S_n(ws, 2) + S (w5, 2)S_ni(w5, 2) = 1/a(ws) (55)

In the case of gy ;a,1, we obtain a similar result with the subindex 0 replaced by 1.

Another important coupling which will be of major interest for the reconstruction of the t!
invariant mass, as will be seen in the collider section, is the gy 1+, coupling which again comes from
the covariant kinetic term of the fermion fields, and is given by:

Gw+ity = / < Fe (w5, (faals, T) 2, (25, >> das

g CF,2,1CF74,0 * * *
= 95Cas — 5 (fG,SfF72,1fF,4,0 - fG,5fF73,1fF,4,0 - fG,lfF,571fF,4,0
0

A ) i 1 )
+ ifesfriafrito t fai Sz fF1a0 + (_EfG,sfF,M,O + EfG,lfF,l?,O) Jri61

. i . i 1 .
+ ifesfrazifri0 + fas Easfr200 + (_ﬁfo)fF,M,O + ﬁfGBfFQ0,0) fF,lg,l)]
(56)

where these couplings are left-left and right-right, g5 is the 5D weak coupling and for simplicity
we have written fgo (x5, h) = fa.o. Here a runs over the generators associated with the W boson:
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1,1, and 1. The subindex 0 refers to the bottom quark and the subindex 1 to ¢!. Notice that in
this case the second multiplet does not contribute to the coupling since it doesn’t mix to form the
bottom 5D profile. The first excited state of the bottom fermion has a mass that puts it out of the
reach for the LHC.

The g,;, coupling, which is also important as a decay channel for ', is similarly given by,

9z = / (Zf*zz/il x5, h (fc(%a h)T )ffﬂ/;)mt(%, )+h.c> dxs

Crp2,0CE 4g X *
= 9500,7/ [ 5 B2l ((( 3gx> fau — far+ fG,lo) Jr20fra1+ fas3fr20frsa
0 5

4 * * *
+ << ) Jfeu + fer— fa 10) Jr30frs1 — fesfrrofri01 + fa3fFs0fri0a

dg . .
+ ( fosfron+ fasfral + ( 39)5() fG,llfF,s,l) Jrs0+ fe3fr30frsa
4 « 4 «
+ (( gX) Jfeu — far + fG,lo) JrrofErs + (( ngX) Jeui+ fer— fa 10) Jr80/Fsa
5
4g9x .
+ —Jfe3frr1t+ fasfrss + 305 fea1fri01 ) fri00
4 7 7
+ ((( gX) fenn — far+ fG,10> fraa1 + Efc,sf;um - EfG,?)f;ing) fri20
" (((49X)f tfor—f )f* — L fosfian + —=fasf )f
G111 G,7 G,10 F,13,1 \/§ G,3JF,16,1 \/5 G,3JF,19,1 F13,0
+ +
(( faa1fr16a \/—fGSfFl?)l \/ifG,3fF,12,1 fr16,0

4 . i .
+ (( ?qu fa, 11fF 191 T \/ifG,SfF,lzl - ﬁfG,SfF,l?),l) fF,19,o)]

(57)

where o runs over 3,3.,3x, Y and we introduce TY = QxI = %gg—);l.

The functional dependence of the couplings does not change with KK states. The Standard
Model couplings may be obtained from the above expressions by replacing the appropriate mass. We
have evaluated numerically the couplings gau, gmt, gww and gz for the would be zero-mode masses
of all the fields and recovered the Standard Model results, as expected, with slight modifications
coming from the mixing with the KK states which becomes smaller as h becomes much smaller
than k: where k = ke L gives the characteristic scale of the KK masses.

5.1 Couplings in the linear regime

The linear regime is defined as the parameter space of our model where Ah/f, < 0.35. As discussed
in Ref. [19], all KK masses become larger than the SM particle masses in this regime. The fermion
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solution, Eq. @), for z < k takes the form:
~ Z5
Sy~ z/ a(zs5)e”Mdy 4+ O(2%) (58)
0

Keeping only up to linear order in h and z, we can use the last expression in Eq.(54) for gyg
and see that in this limiting case this coupling reduces to

my - Ytop

ggw ~ 7 \/§

recovering the expression for the top Yukawa coupling, ,,. Similarly, we can obtain analytical
expressions for the gy i,y , 9z7i,;, and gy, couplings in the low energy limit which will be of
importance when analyzing branching ratios for the decay of t'. Since the mass of ¢! is smaller than
l;:, one can use an expansion similar to Eq.(58) to obtain the previously mentioned couplings. We
find the following approximate expressions

, . 2
g h k 1 muy
Al R Mp, | —— | | 1 k
Jwit br 4 <mt1> o (mt1> ( " 2(1 4 2c1) ( k ) )

(14 2¢1) (1 + 2¢2)VEL\/(1 = 2¢1) (3 + 2¢1) (3 + 2¢a)

(59)

X (60)
\/((1 +201)2(3 4 201) + M3, (1+265)2(3 + 25))
Jw+a
9zi1 4, =~ % 1 —I—Sé (61)
\/§m 1
gHtiRtL ~ ght gW+thbL (62)

Notice that the appearance in gy i, and gza . of an additional power of g, as well as the
dependence on h/my has to do with mixing of the charge 2/3 states through Yukawa coupling
interactions proportional to h. These approximate expressions are in good agreement with numerical
values obtained for the full couplings.
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The decay widths of G to fermions and the decay widths of ¢! to Wb, Zt and Ht are given by,

2 2
I %el my 2 2 2 2 B - my
FGltt - 487T - 4m—éﬂ (gGlthL + gGlthR - (gGlthL + gGlthR - 6gG1tLtLgG1thR>m—é‘1)
(63)
2
G+t o, M ms ms
r = At (g3 Wy g W 64
Wt 327 mi, mh mé (64)
1 m2 (955, +95; m2  mZm? m? m?2 m
Lzpy = 8—f(mt1,mz,mt) t21 AR Zintn (1 2Z Z4 t Af -2 5 -2 42)
T ms, 2 mi My My m My
my
- 6th1LtLthlRtRm22—3) (65)
2 2
1 (gHtlt + Iret ¢ )
Ppoe = 87rmt21f(mtl’mt’mH) ( = 9 B (mip A+ mif —miy) + 20m11,0, 9HtL 1M
(66)
where .
f(my,mg,m3) = 2—ml\/mf‘ +m3 +mi — 2m3m — 2mIm3 — 2m3m3 (67)

We are taking the bottom mass to be negligible with respect to the other masses under consideration
and we only consider gyyi ;. Since gyijp, <K Gyri,p, - FOr mp 3> my, mw, mz, my, it follows
that g, . < 9z ,1,0 9ui, e, < Yuiiy, and hence the expressions for the decay widths of ¢!
reduce to,

2 3
gW+t1LbL My

wes =50, (98)
2
gz{l t m31
Ftht = 32;_L thZ (69)
2
e
FHtlt — 321;L mtl (70)

It is easy to see in this limiting case that the Goldstone equivalence theorem applies, by simply
replacing in Egs.(68)—(70) the analytical expressions for the couplings derived in Egs.(60)—(62) .
One obtains a relation between the branching ratios of the decays of t' into W*b, Zt and Ht of
approximately 2:1:1, implying that the main decay channel for ¢! will be through W*b.

5.2 Numerical Results

In figures [Il and [2] we have plotted the dependence of g1z and ggii, on the bulk mass parameter
¢1 which corresponds to the first multiplet. All the couplings were calculated in the linear regime
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Figure 4: Branching ratios for the decay of ' vs Figure 5: Branching ratios for the decay of G! vs
mu (GeV). Notice that the 2:1:1 relations holds mg (GeV). Notice that G' decays mostly to ¢!
for large my. pairs.

for values of the parameter consistent with EWSB and EWPT. In figure [Il we notice that as ¢
goes to positive values, the left-handed and right-handed couplings of the top quark approach each
other and take values of the order of two times the strong gauge coupling. Moreover, we can see in
figure 2 that as ¢; becomes positive, 9 ey, BTOWS becoming similar in size to the approximately
common value of the left and right handed gg1;. Furthermore, goip Lt remains approximately at a
constant large value of about 2gg17 for positive ¢;. In figure [3] we plot the behavior of the coupling
944, as a function of my. As seen in this figure, the major contribution comes from the left-handed
coupling to the fermions. Furthermore, we notice a dependence of 9z, X 1/my, which can be

understood by looking at Eq.(6I]) and taking into account that myu o k. The I+
shows a similar behavior.

Apart from the couplings, as was previously discussed in Refs. [14],[15],[19], a very important
property of this class of models is that the first excited state of the top quark is light enough
as to enable the decay of G! into t! pairs. This property, together with the large coupling of
G! to t'’s, implies a large branching ratio of the decay of G into t! pairs. In figure @ we show
the branching ratio for the decay of t* into W*b, Zt and Ht. In this figure we can appreciate the
appearance of the approximate 2:1:1 relation between the different branching ratios, consistent with
the Goldstone equivalence theorem at large values for the masses of t!. In figure 5 we observed, as
predicted, the first KK excitation of the gluon decays mostly to t' pairs. The subsequent reduction
of the branching ratio of the decay of G' into top-quark pairs, as well as large width effects, lead
to important modifications of the collider phenomenology with respect to what has been studied in

b, coupling
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the literature [20],[21],[22], as we will discuss in detail in the next section.

6 Collider Phenomenology

JFrom the parameter space allowed in this kind of models we see that the typical values for
the masses of the first excited gauge bosons and third generation up-type fermion Kaluza-Klein
states are close to 2.5 k and 0.8-1.1 k, respectively. Values of k 2 1.4 TeV lead to consistency
with precision electroweak observables and radiative electroweak symmetry breaking in the linear
regime [14],[15],[19]. This leads to first excited KK gauge bosons with masses larger than about
3.5 TeV, whose wave-functions are localized towards the IR brane. Since first and second generation
fermions in these models are localized towards the UV brane, this implies a reduced coupling of
these fermions to G, which turns out to be on the order of a fifth of the strong gauge coupling,
rendering the search for these heavy G' states at the LHC challenging due to the relatively low
production cross section.

Most of the previous studies of G' searches at the LHC have considered the case in which it
predominantly decays into top quark pairs [20],[21],[22]. As we stressed above, in the class of models
analyzed in this article, which lead to consistency with precision electroweak data and electroweak
symmetry breaking, the G' decays predominantly into t' pairs. Moreover, the total decay width
of G' turns out to be in the range of 30 to 40 percent of the G' mass, which makes it a broad
resonance leading to a harder analysis for the reconstruction of the G* mass. Therefore, in this
work we shall analyze the search for the first excited fermion state of the top quark and concentrate
on the relatively narrow t' mass reconstruction.

Searches for excited states of the top quark, decaying into third generation fermions and either
Higgs or gauge bosons have been the subject of intensive recent study in the literature. Assuming
QCD production of these states, it has been shown that masses up to about 1 TeV may be tested
at the LHC [32],[33],[35]. This range of masses, however, falls short of the necessary one to test
the models under study, since the t!-mass tends to be heavier than 1 TeV. In this work, we will
make use of the increased production cross section of ¢! pairs induced by the presence of G's.
As shown in [19], there is a strong correlation between the masses of the G' and the ¢! states,
mag ~ (2.2 — 3) mu. For the G'-masses allowed by precision measurements, mg > 3 TeV, the
mei—my correlation leads to ! masses above 1 TeV. In figure B we show the different contributions
to the t' pair production cross-sections for a wide range of ¢! masses beyond those allowed in our
model. We fix mg = 4 TeV which corresponds in our framework to m; ~ 1.3 — 1.8 TeV. It is
precisely in this region of t! masses where the G' induced ¢! pair production cross-section becomes
larger than the QCD one. We notice in this figure that QCD production and G* induced production
amplitudes interfere constructively. This can be understood, by noticing that, contrary to the QCD
case, the coupling of the first excited KK gluon to t' pairs comes with an opposite sign to the
coupling of G to first and second generation quarks. In addition, most ¢! pairs are produced with
an invariant mass smaller than mg1, leading to a constructive interference between both amplitudes
due to the behavior of the gluon and G! propagators. .

With this in mind, we are going to show that it is possible to find a signal for ¢! with a mass
up to about 1.5 TeV when we include the contribution to its production rate of the decay of a G*
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state with a mass of about 4 TeV in the high luminosity LHC era. We also consider a second point
of 5D parameter space where the G'-mass is of the order of 3.5 TeV and the t!-mass is of order
1.25 TeV. We concentrate in a region of parameter space with ¢; > 0 where possible flavor changing
operators are suppressed [23]. Moreover, as shown in figures [Il and [2] the suppressed couplings
e, ~ Yatipty With respect to Jerii o lead to a large branching ratio for ' production induced
by G'’s. This can be appreciated in figure Fl
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Figure 6: Cross section production at the LHC for mg: = 4.0 TeV with couplings 9arit e / gs(fc) =
—5.18 and ggug . /gs(k) = —2.77.

6.1 Signal and Background simulation

We are interested in the study of a mostly SU(2); singlet, vector-like fermion state ¢!, associated
with the first KK resonance of charge 2/3. This fermion state, due to gauge invariance, couples with
regular SM QCD gluons with a strength given by the strong coupling and as stressed before, its
signatures have been studied in detail in [32],[33],[35], showing a potential reach for these particles
with a mass up to about mu ~ 1 TeV.

As explained in the previous section, in the Gauge-Higgs unification models we are considering,
the G' decays mostly to t!’s, and t! prefers to decay mainly in the Wb channel. Thus, one of the
best options to study this resonance is by means of the lepton+jets final state channel.

pp — (g+GY) =t — WTbW b — " obbjj, (I =e,u) (71)

The jets include quarks of the first two families and the charge conjugated process is also
considered. The irreducible backgrounds for this signal are coming from the SM by means of tt
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c o cs | Mg, | Mp, | h/(vV2fn) | me my | gatig | 9ot | 9o | Yorne
0.26 | -0.41 | -0.57 | 2.2 0.4 0.278 3915.8 | 1470.2 | -2.09 | -2.28 | -2.73 -5.22
0.24 | -0.41 | -0.58 | 2.3 0.5 0.318 3439.6 | 1250.5 | -2.12 | -2.50 | -2.67 -5.20

Table 1: Points of parameter space chosen for t! detection. All masses are given in GeV and the
couplings are in units of gs(k).

production and W/Z + jets, and from the exotic ¢t production induced by G'. As has been shown
in [32],[33], the W/Z + jets background can be reduced to negligible levels by requiring two b-tags
and lepton+MET. In this work, we impose the above requirements and therefore concentrate on
the analysis of the main background from tf production coming from both QCD and G*.

We simulate the events for the background and signal at partonic level using the Madgraph-
Madevent package v4.1.33 [36], which includes the HELAS [37] subroutine to compute the matrix
elements. The renormalization scales for the QCD background are set at the top mass, and for the
backgrounds G' — tf and signal G' — t't! are set at the t'-mass. Moreover, we choose the set
CTEQ5I [3§] for the structure functions. In order to reduce the amount of events that are produced
in the background simulation due to the large QCD cross section, we put a mild cut at the generator
level for the p; of the lepton. This cut implies a weaker restriction in comparison to the cuts that we
will implement in the analysis and therefore we do not introduce a bias over the background sample
by implementing it at the generator level. For the signal, we put no cuts at the generator level and
we produce almost ten times more events than it is expected from the cross section. Therefore to
obtain a realistic value in the counting of events, it is necessary to normalize to the correct value
oL, where o is the corresponding cross section and £ is the LHC luminosity. This procedure allows
us to obtain smooth profiles and simulate the results at higher luminosities.

The partonic level events produced by Madgraph are passed through the Pythia [39] and
PGS 4 [40] packages included in Madgraph. The Pythia package performs the hadronization process
and includes initial and final state radiation, where at this stage we use the default parameters that
are included in Pythia. The PGS package performs a simulation of the LHC ATLAS detector based
on a fit of the CDF data. We then modify the default parameters for the b-tag efficiencies in order
to have a more realistic simulation for the high luminosity LHC era. To account for this, we replace
the b-tag/mistag efficiencies with the set (1/2,1/10,1/30) for underlying b’s, ¢’s and untagged jets
(gluons and light quarks), respectively [33]. Furthermore, we set the jet cone reconstruction algo-
rithm to AR = /An? + A¢? = 0.6 in order to optimize the reconstruction of the W mass from
very collimated jets [33],[35]. This choice of AR enhances the ratio of signal over background due
to the kinematic differences between the W plus b jet system arising from these two processes. We
will continue with the discussion of this subject in the analysis section, because it is found to be a
key tool in the search for the t!-resonance.

In table[Ilwe specify the 5D parameters, associated couplings and masses which we will use in the
calculation of cross sections and ¢!-mass reconstruction. We will denote the first set of parameters
as point 1 and the second set as point 2. In table 2l we show the values for the cross sections and
number of events expected at the parton level for the different processes. One interesting aspect
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of this study as can be seen in table [2] is the relatively large production cross section of top-quark
pairs compaired to t' pairs from G'-induced production. That this occurs in spite of the fact that
Iy < Dgipp is a result of the relatively large width of the G' particle that leads to a strong
departure from the narrow width approximation. Furthermore, enhancements of PDF’s at low x
add to the width effects leading to a preference in the production of tops proceeding from G'’s at
relatively low p,;. The invariant mass of most of the top-quark pairs produced from the G' decays
is, therefore, much smaller than the G' mass. This can be seen clearly in figures [l and & where
both distributions have been normalized to a total of 200 events.
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Figure 7: tt invariant mass reconstruction from Figure 8: tf invariant mass reconstruction from
QCD and G" induced production for point 1. Dis- QCD and G* induced production for point 2. Dis-
tributions normalized to 200 events. tributions normalized to 200 events.

At this point we have not yet included the contribution of K-factors to the cross section. These
K-factors take into account NLO effects in the computation of the matrix elements, and their direct
effect is to enhance the value of the cross section for all processes. In [33] it was shown that the
signal to background ratio, for a heavy quark mass of ~ 600 GeV, computed with and without these
K-factors is very similar. Moreover, in the computation of the K-factors obtained in Ref. [32], the
enhancement of the NLO cross section with respect to the LO one increases with the mass of the
heavy quark. It was obtain in Ref. [32] that K (t!t') = 1.5 and K (t) = 1.3 for mu = 1 TeV. Thus,
we expect that the inclusion of these K-factors will enhance our amount of events and signal to
background ratio. Even in the case in which the signal to background ratio remains approximately
constant with the inclusion of K-factors, there is still an increase in the significance of about v K
that we will take into account at the end of our analysis.

6.2 Event Selection

The first selection of the events is done at the level of hadronized particles. In order to study the
properties of signal and background with sufficient statistics, we require that the hadronized events
fulfill the following two criteria:
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Point 1 Point 2
Process o [fb] | N° Events | N after cuts | o [fb] | N Events | N° after cuts
Gl = tt 4.12 1236 1 4.43 443 0
g — t't! 0.23 70 5 0.687 69 5
g+G' =t | 3025 | 907527 6 3085 | 308509 6
g+ G =t | 0.88 266 21 2.015 201 13

Table 2: Value of the cross section at parton level before cuts for final state [~bbjj including the
charge conjugated process, expected number of events, and number of events that pass the selection
cuts in Eqs. (72) and (73)), for point 1 at 300 fb~! and point 2 at 100 fb~!, respectively.

e Isolated lepton with p, > 20 GeV and |n| < 2.5 plus missing energy with p, > 20 GeV.

e At least three jets with p, > 20 GeV and |n| < 2.5, with exactly two bottom-tags.

The lepton+MET requirements are useful to reduce the backgrounds from QCD jets, though we
will put a stronger cut on the lepton p; in the final analysis. The condition of exactly two b-tags is
useful to reduce the backgrounds W/Z + jets although it leads to a strong reduction of the signal
statistics.

,From the numbers in Table 2] it is clear that the cross section of the SM background is much
bigger than the signal. Our approach to reduce backgrounds to manageable levels follows the one
in [33]. We will put cuts over the p; of the harder bottom and over Hy, the scalar sum of the p,’s.
The distribution of these two variables for the background and signal are shown in figures QHI2] It
is interesting to notice that the p, distribution of ¢! without the presence of G! is similar to the
same distribution including the G'. From this behavior we conclude that, apart from the increase
in the total production cross section, the analysis of the t!' signal in this scenario would not differ
significantly from the previous analysis in the search of heavy singlet quarks.

6.3 Analysis

To begin with, we would like to discuss the two different ways to reconstruct the W-mass from
the hadronic jets which are used in the literature to find this kind of resonances [32],[33],[34]. The
first method is based in the direct search of the two jets coming from the W decay. The first jet is
selected as the harder jet and the second one is the jet that forms an invariant mass with the first jet
close to the W-mass. Thus, to optimize this procedure it is necessary to use a cone reconstruction
algorithm with a AR < 0.4 to avoid contamination from other jets. This method works very
well when the events have W jets which are not too energetic, like in the ¢t background and in
the signal when the ¢! masses are much smaller than 1 TeV [32]. The second method consists of
reconstructing the W-mass using the harder jet information. This method is based on the kinematic
behavior of the ultra-energetic jets coming from W’s. These jets, coming from highly boosted W’s,
are so collimated that almost all of the W-jet energy is deposited in a cone of AR = 0.6 around of
the F; weighted barycenter [33]. In the scenario of heavy t!’s, like the ones present in our model,
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this method increases the signal and decreases the background. This is due to the fact that since
the bottom produced from the SM energetic top-quarks often contaminates the W-jets, then the
reconstruction of the invariant WW-mass is less efficient for the background and the opposite effect
works for the signal, where the bottom and W-jet are not that much collimated because the heavy
t! is produced almost at rest due to the broad G'-width effect.

Figures [3HI5 show the distribution of the reconstructed invariant W-mass using both methods;
the plotted events are required to pass the first selection after Pythia-PGS level and p?™** > 150
GeV. To make the comparison more transparent we use a cone algorithm with AR = 0.4 for the
first method and AR = 0.6 for the second one. From these histograms it is clear that the more
efficient method to reconstruct the invariant mass of the W coming from ¢! is the one that treats
the W as a massive jet. Furthermore, we can use this behavior in the invariant mass of the faster
jet to strongly reduce the background from ¢t.

Using the information from the p, and the invariant W-mass distribution for signal and back-
ground, we select the next set of cuts to do the reconstruction of the ¢! mass distribution. In the

case of p!™* and H, we use different cuts for point 1 (left column) and point 2 (right column),
respectively,
bmar > 350 GeV, T > 300 GeV,
H, > 1900 GeV, H, >1800 GeV,
lepton > 200 GeV, pePon > 150 GeV.

(72)
The remaining cuts are common to both points,
Jmar > 950 GeV,
| My — Mj,| < 20 GeV,
[mws, —mu| > 50 GeV, (73)

where myy,, is the invariant mass of the Wb system and by b; with ¢ = 1,2 we denote the two
bottom-quarks which come from the decay of either the ¢! or top pair system. As was mentioned
before, the cut in the lepton p; is imposed in order to reduce the ¢t background, but leads to a
strong reduction of the signal. The cut in p/™** strongly reduces the background while leaving the
signal after the first cut almost intact. The last cut strongly reduces the background as well. This
can be understood since in the t—t background case, at least one of the bottoms tends to reconstruct
the top-quark mass with the W gauge boson; something that doesn’t happen with the signal. The
relevance of the other cuts has been discussed above.

We present in figures and [I7] the reconstructed invariant mass mg vs. the number of re-
constructed t'’s per 100 GeV for both signal and background at 300 fb~! of LHC luminosity for
point 1 and at 100 fb~! for point 2. In both cases we notice an accumulation of events with an
invariant mass close to the physical mass of the ¢! particles, leading to the first hint of a heavy
quark with a relevant branching ratio decay in the Wb channel. It is apparent from both figures
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Figure 16: Distribution of the #' mass recon- Figure 17: Distribution of the t' mass recon-
structed hadronically for point 1. The numbers structed hadronically for point 2. The numbers
of events represent the results after 300 fb~! of of events represent the results after 100 fb=' of
LHC luminosity. LHC luminosity.

that the background has a much flatter distribution in the same mass range after cuts. Following
Ref. [33] we have considered all W b pairs in each event. This leads to an increase in statistics by
doubling the number of points per event and furthermore a broadening of the reconstructed mass
distribution.

In order to distinguish among the bottom-quarks which we use to reconstruct the #* resonance,
we can impose a further requirement. We will choose the bottom which has the biggest AR with
respect to the W gauge boson. This requirement is imposed because the bottom quark and the
W’s coming from ¢! decays usually have a large angular separation since t!’s are produced mostly
at low p;. This will lead to a preference of real reconstructed t!’s compared to fake ones in the
signal events. We plot in figures [I§ and [I9 the reconstructed invariant mass myu vs. the number of
reconstructed t1’s per 100 GeV for both signal and background at 300 fb~! of LHC luminosity for
point 1 and at 100 fb~! for point 2, with this new requirement.

In order to estimate the statistical significance of the excess of signal over background for points
1 and 2 at the respective luminosities, we take into account the total number of events of signal (S)
and background (B) obtained after cuts. Assuming a Poisson distribution of signal and background
events, the statistical significance would be given by S/v/S + B. Using the numbers in Table
for points 1 and 2, we estimate a statistical significance S/v/S + B ~ 4.04 o at a luminosity of
300 fb=! and S/v/S + B ~ 2.98 o at a luminosity of 100 fb=!, respectively. As mentioned before,
the inclusion of K-factors will tend to increase the total significance of the signal. Taking values of
the K-factors of roughly 1.5 for both signal and background, we obtain a 5 ¢ significance for point
1 at 300 fb~!. For point 2, instead, t!-discovery cannot be achieved even after the inclusion of K
factors at a luminosity of 100 fb~!. However, an increase in luminosity up to about 200 fb~! will
be sufficient to discover t! at 5 o significance.
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An improved analysis based on an exhaustive treatment of physics and non-physics backgrounds,
with further optimization of the cuts, inclusion of NLO QCD corrections, and a more realistic
detector simulation should be done to confirm these results. Keeping this in mind, our preliminary
results indicate that, after including K-factors, 3 o evidence for the presence of these particles may
be found already at 100 fb=1 (60 fb=!) and that 5 o discovery can be achieved with about 300 fb~!
(200 fb=1) for points 1 and 2, respectively. Figures I8 and [[9 clearly show the importance of the
contribution of G'’s in ¢! production (and detection), by comparing the number of events produced
by the process g + G — t't! with the ones produced by the process g — t1t!. If we only had direct
QCD production the signal would be overwhelmed by the background.

In order to explore the last point further, we have done a simulation considering only QCD
production of t' pairs at the LHC with a luminosity of 300 fb~!. Assuming the biggest branching
ratio into the Wb channel for a given t'-mass as seen in figure 4, (BRy+, =~ 0.45), using the
massive jet technique and similar cuts and efficiencies as was done in the previous simulations, we
found that the maximum t¢'-mass which can be reconstructed leading to a 5 o discovery at the
LHC is myu ~ 1.1 TeV. This corresponds to a t* production cross section of about 30 fb. Similarly,
for point 1 we have shown that by considering G'-induced production of ¢! in addition to QCD
production at a luminosity of 300 fb=!, the LHC will be sensitive to t' masses up to about 1.5 TeV.
This corresponds to a t! production cross section of about 15 fb as presented in figure [6 Though
the cross section for point 1 is half the value of the pure QCD cross section necessary to discover
a 1.1 TeV t!, the difference can be understood by the increase in the efficiency of the cuts at high
mass.

We can use the above information to obtain an estimate of the reach of the LHC at 300 fb—!
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for arbitrary m; and mg: masses. In figure 20 we show the curves representing the points in the
(mg1, my) plane with constant cross section of either 30 fb (blue dotted line) or 15 fb (red solid
line). The lower bounds in the figure correspond to phase suppression due to the impossibility of
producing t'’s from G'-decays. For masses mg1 — +00, the blue curve approaches the maximum
value for t!-masses that can be tested by QCD production alone. All points between the upper and
lower blue and red lines have a cross section larger than 30 fb and 15 fb, respectively. Since the
efficiency of the cuts tends to increase with large t!-masses, one expects that the LHC will be able
to explore the whole region bounded by the lower and upper blue curves with mu > 1.1 TeV. This,
however, underestimates the full reach of the LHC since it doesn’t take into account the increase in
cut efficiency at large t' masses. The real sensitivity curve for the case of G'-induced production
in addition to QCD production, will lie in between the upper red and blue curves, interpolating
the points (+00,1.1TeV) and (4TeV,1.5TeV) in (mgi, my) space. The shaded area in Figure
represents the region of allowed G! and ¢! masses in the Gauge-Higgs unification models considered
in the previous sections. We can see from the figure that the LHC at 300 fb~! will be able to probe
a large region of parameter space for these type of models which are consistent with electroweak
symmetry breaking and electroweak precision tests.

6.4 Discussion and Outlook

Let us close this section by discussing some important points related to the search for the t!
resonance. In the analysis above, we have considered a flat 0.5 b-tagging efficiency, independent of
the p; of the tagged jet. This may be an optimistic assumption, particularly at the early stages of the
LHC. The search for the heavy t!’s analyzed in this work, however, will require high LHC luminosity.
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If the LHC b-tagging efficiency at high p; for two b-tagged jets proves to be lower than the one
assumed in this work, it may be helpful to perform the search without b-tagging requirements.
This will increase both signal and background, particularly the W plus jets background. The cut
on the p; of the harder jet and the massive W-jet, and the requirement of a high-p; lepton and
large missing energy may be sufficient to reduce the background to manageable levels. The results
of Ref. [34] seem promising in this direction.

In this work, we have only analyzed the search for the t!-quark in its W plus b decay mode.
However, as discussed above, t' decays about half of the time into a top quark and either a Higgs
or a Z-gauge boson. For the large ¢! masses we considered in this work, the decay products will
be highly boosted and therefore the reconstruction of these particles will be most efficient by using
the technique of massive jets. It would be useful to analyze the LHC reach in the search for t'’s
including these alternative decay modes.

Single ¢! production is a complimentary production channel to the one discussed in this work and
has been analyzed in the context of the little Higgs Model [42, 43]. Similar to the '#! production
induced by G*, the single t' production cross-section also becomes larger than the QCD t! pair
production cross-section for sufficiently large values of the ¢! masses. The study of Ref. [42] 43]
shows that the ¢! single production extends the sensitivity to ¢* masses at the LHC well above those
reachable via the QCD process. It would be interesting to analyze single ¢! production in detail in
our specific model. In addition to likely extending the reach for the ¢! mass, this could also provide
information about the Wt'b coupling.

One important property of the Gauge-Higgs unification model analyzed in this article is the
suppression of the Higgs production cross section in both the W-fusion and gluon fusion modes [15],
17, 19, [41], [44], [45]. The reduction of the Higgs boson coupling to gluons could imply the presence
of extra scalar states that mix with the Higgs and/or of extra colored states. In the class of Gauge-
Higgs unification models under analysis, the ¢! will provide the dominant contribution to the gluon
fusion amplitude in addition to the top quark. In this sense, the discovery of the heavy ¢! mode,
and the study of its properties, may be essential in order to understand Higgs boson production at
the LHC.

7 Conclusions

We have analyzed the possible detection at the LHC of excited states of the top quark in Gauge-
Higgs Unification models in warped extra dimensions that are consistent with radiative electroweak
symmetry breaking and precision electroweak measurements. In these models, the ¢! tends to be
strongly coupled to the first gluon excitation G' and sufficiently light, so that it can be produced
from decays of G'. This reduces the branching ratio of the decay of G* into top quarks and enhances
the width of G, making its reconstruction from top decays difficult. On the other hand, consistency
with precision measurements may only be obtained for masses of ¢! larger than about 1 TeV.
After presenting a consistent functional method for the computation of the couplings of the
fermion modes to the gauge modes, we computed the relevant decay widths necessary for the
collider phenomenology analysis. An immediate consequence of the heaviness of the t!' is that its
decay branching ratios into Wb, tZ and tH states are in an approximate 2 : 1 : 1 relation which
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becomes a better approximation with increasing t'-mass. On the other hand, for the large t' masses
we considered, mu > 1 TeV, the SM decay products tend to be boosted, making the reconstruction
of the weak gauge bosons from its decay into quarks very difficult. Instead, as recently emphasized
in the literature, it is convenient to apply the technique of massive jets, that becomes essential for
an efficient reconstruction of the t! states in our case.

Our analysis shows that the increase in the production cross section of ¢! pairs, induced by the
presence of G'’s in the class of models under analysis, extends the reach of the t' searches to masses
not accessible via direct QCD production. There is a strong correlation between the G' and ¢!
masses, and we obtain that for a value of mg: of about 4 TeV and with a high LHC luminosity of
about 300 fb~!, the first KK excitation of the top quark with a mass of 1.5 TeV may be detected.
The discovery of a t! in this mass range, possible due to an increase in its production cross section,
may point towards the presence of a heavy gauge boson resonance contributing to the ¢! production
rate. It may be possible to obtain information about the G' resonance from the analysis of ¢
production. Moreover, while ¢! induces a suppression of the Higgs production via gluon fusion, the
study of the additional decay channel of ¢! into Higgs and a top-quark may lead to novel Higgs
production signatures at the LHC. In summary, the search of a singlet vector-like heavy quark
pair produced at the LHC, opens the possibility to explore the parameter space of Gauge-Higgs
unification models consistent with precision electroweak measurements and electroweak symmetry
breaking.
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APPENDIX

A SO(5) Generators

The generators of the fundamental representation of SO(5), with Tr[T*.T?] = C(5)6*", are given
by:

a i 0(5) 1 abc c c a a
TuLR - T [55 ’ (55‘)5]‘ - 5?52‘) + (9 5;‘1 - 5]'5@4) )
a . 1C0) a
Ty = —t é )(5z &7 — 0707), (A1)

where T% (@ = 1,2,3,4) and T} (ar, g = 1,2, 3) are the generators of SO(5)/S0(4) and SO(4)
respectively.

Define the matrices A and B as follows, which gives us the generators in the basis that 73 and
T3% are diagonal:

—i -1 0 0 0
0 0 —i 1 0
A= 210 0 i 1 0 (A.2)
1001 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 2
i 1.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
00— 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
00 —i —1 0 0 0 0 0 0
— 1.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
000 0 —-134i 0 0 0 0
— 1
B=7%10o00 0 00+v2 0 0 0 (A.3)
000 0O 1 4 0 0 0 0
000 0 0 0 0 —14i 0
00 0 0 0 0 0 0 042
000 0O 0 0 0 1 i 0

The generators used in the text should always be understood to be related to the ones defined
above as A.T%. A" for the fundamental representation and B.7T%. BT for the adjoint representation.

B Gauge and Fermion Wave Functions with h # 0

It should be understood in the following that all the previously defined functions, Sy, S, M S
and C are functions of x5 and z, where z = m,, and m,, is taken to be the mass of the particle of
interest. The functions 0, and 0, are defined as:
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_ A (C.1)

‘9Gw - f}%x ’
O, = AFi‘f " (C.2)
fhm
where, )
fie = 57w C.3
g [y dya3(y) €3
The gauge boson wave functions in the presence of the Higgs vev are as follows:
[ (cos 0c,Cq i + % sin HGIC’GJR) Slz] — % sinf, Caq, Clx] ]
(cos 0c,Ce s+ % sin ¢, CG,2R> Slz] — % sinfg, Ca 2, Clx]
fG,fl(x57 h) =
cos O, CgaSla] + % sin g, (csCas, 5[] + (s4Cay — Cas,) Cla])
L S[zlCqa i
(C4)
fG,aL (x57 h’) =
i % ((1 +cosbg,) Caa, Clz] + (\/58111 0c,Cqi + (1 —cosbg,) C’GJR) S[x]) i
1 ((1+cosbg,) Caa, Cla] + (V2sinbg,Cps + (1 — cosbg,) Caay) Slal)
% (((1 —cosOq,) csCaap + V/2sin 9GxCG,3) S|x]
| + ((1 4 cosbg,) Cas, + (1 —cosbg,) s4Cay) Clx]) |
(C.5)
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fG.ap(@s, h) =

[ % ((1 —cosbg,) Caq,Clz] — (\/§Sin 0c,Cai — (1 + cosbg,) CG,lR) S[:E])
1((1 = cosbg,) Cgp, Clz] — (V2sin 06, Cqs — (1+cosbg,) Capay) Slz))

5 (14 cosba,) csCa sy, — V2sinba,Cp5) Sz

+((1 —cosbgq,) Cas, + (1 +cosbs,) ssCay) Clx])

fG’X(LL’5, h) = [ C¢CG7yC[l’] — S¢CG73RS[I’] :|

The fermion wave functions in the presence of the Higgs vev are given by the following:

fF,l,L(ZEEn h) =

[ CraSum,
% <(1 -+ cos QFx) CF,2SM1 — (1 — COSQFX) CF,3S—M1 — \/ésiHQFxCFﬁSMl)
% <(1 -+ cos QFx) CF73S'_M1 — (1 — COS QFx) CF,2SM1 — \/ésiHQFxCFﬁSMl)

CraS_a,

% sin epx <CF7QSM1 + CF,3S—M1) -+ cos erCF,E)SMl
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fror(xs, h) =
i CreS_m,

<(1 + cos HFI) CF77S_M2 — (1 — COS HFI) CF,8S—M2 — \/isin GFZCF,IOSM2>

N[

<(1 -+ cos HFI) CF,8S—M2 — (1 — COS HFI) CF77S_M2 — \/isin GFZCF,IOSM2>

N[

CF,QS—MQ

| % sin QFx (CF77 + CF,S) S_M2 + cos QFxCFJOSMg ]

fF,3,R(x57 h) =

i

cos0p, Cr11S_n — 7 sinfp, (Cris — Cras) S—ms, T
% (14 cosbp,) Cria — (1 —cosbp,) Cris —isinbOp, (Cris — Cri9)) S—ns
% (14 cosbp,) Cris — (1 —cosbp,) Cria — isinbp, (Cris — Cri9)) S—ss
cosOp, Cr1aS_py — ﬁ sin Op, <C’F717S_M3 — CF,zoSMg)
% ((1 +cosOp,) Cpis + (1 — cosOp, ) Crag — iv/2sin HFZCF,H) S_ s
% (1 +cosbp,) Crig+ (1 — cosbr,) Crig —isinbp, (Cria+ Cris)) S—us,
% ((1 + cosOp,) Cp17S—_n + (1 — cosbr,) CF,20SM3 — 1v/25sin HFZCF,MS—Mg)

% (i\/ﬁsin QFQCF,ll + (1 - COS@FJC) CF715 + (1 -+ cos QFE) CF,lg) S_M3

% (Z sin HFI (CF,12 + CF713) + (1 — COS GFI) CF,16 + (1 + cos HFI) CF719) S_M3

i % <2\/§sm eFxCF7l4S—M3 + (1 — COS er) CF717S_M3 + (1 + cos er) CF72()SM3) ]

(C.10)

The boundary equations separate by charge as said previously. For the 5/3 charge Cp1, Cr11, Cr1s
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and Cp g is one coupled set given by,

2C’p,1SM1 [L] + Mp, (2 coS [ ] Cr1 + iv/2sin [ ] (Cras — CF18)> S_ws[L] =0,

(C.11)
2Mp,Cp1Su, [L] — (2 cOS [ } Crpa1 +iv/2sin [’\f—} (Cpis — Cp18)> S ws[L] =0,

(C.12)
(iﬂsm [’\f—] Crn + (1 + cos [Af—]) Crpis + (1 cos [’\f—D C’F18> S [ L] =0,

(C.13)
( 2 sin [ ] Crn + (1 — cos [’\f—]) Cris + (1 + cos [Af—D C’F18> S u L =0

(C.14)

the equation involving Crg¢ is independent. The —1/3 charged fermions are also given by two sets:
Crua,Cra4,Cpa7, Cp2 which includes the bottom,

2481, [L] + Mg, (2 cos [%} Cr14S_ai, [L] + iv/Zsin Pf—} (cms_ L] - CF,mSMS[L])) —0,
(C.15)
2 (cos [ 262 ] CruaS-an, L] = M, CraSoan[L]) = iv2sin | 22| (CranSan[L] = CrarSan[L]) =0,
(C.16)
(1 cos [’\f—D Cra0Swm, L] + (z\/ﬁsm [’\f—] Crpis+ (1 + cos [’\f—D C’F717) S_a,[L] =0,
(C.17)
(1 + cos [Af—D Cra0Sum, (L] + ( iv2sin [Af—} Cris+ (1 cos [’\f—]) Cp17> S_y,[L] =0,
(C.18)

and one independently Cryg.
The set fOI‘ the charge 2/3 fermion iIlVOlVG CF72, CF73, CF75, CF77, CF,S, CF710, CF712, CF713, CF,16> CF719,
which includes the top and is given by,

Mg, <<1+cos[ DC’Flg (1 COS[AFh])CFlg—FZSIH[ ]C’Flﬁ C’F19)>S_ 5[ L]

(1 cos[ ])CF3S_ L]+ <<1+cos[ hDC’Fg \/58111[ Fh] C’F5) SM[ | =0,
(C.19)
Map, ((1 cos [ - ]) Cri2 — (1 + cos [’\FhD P13 — zsm[ ] Cri6 — CFlg)) S_ [ L]

—<1+cos[ DC’FgS_ ((1 cos[ ])CF2+\/_SID|:)\Fh:|CF5>SM[] 0,
(C.20)
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sin [W} (chs_ (L] + Mg, (Crg + Crs) S_an L] + CraSan [L])
+4/2 cos [AFh] (C'F5SM [L] + .MBlC'Jf«“,mSM2 [L]) =0,

(C.21)
sin [ 221 (—  (CraSinlL] + Crad an[L]) + (Cra + Crs) SanlL])
2cos [2£2] (Mp, CraSun[L] = CraoSis[L]) =0,
(C.22)
V2 sin [Af—] Cri10Sm,[L] — ((1 -+ cos [%D Crr— (1 — Cos [%D CF78> S_M2 [L] =0,
(C.23)
V/2sin [’\f—} Cri10Sm, L] + ((1 — cos [%D Cpr— (1 + cos [%D C’F,g) 5_M2[L] =0,
(C.24)

Mo, ((1-+cos [52]) Cra = vasin [ 2] Cro) Sualt) = (1 = cos [ 2] ) Crasi-asl1])

f
((1 + cos [’\FhD Cra (1 — Cos [ ]) Cra3 +isin [’\f—] (Cri6 — C’F19)> S [ L] =0,
(C.25)
Mg, (((1 coS [’\f—D Cra++/2sin [’\f—] C’F5) S [L (1 -+ cos [ ]) C'pgS_ L]
((1 cos [A]fh]) Cri2 — (1 + cos [ D Cpa3 — isin [%} Cri6 — Crag ) ws[L] =0,
(C.26)
(z sin [ ] (Cria+ Cras) + (1 + cos [Af—D Cri6 + (1 — cos [%D CF,19> S_y,[L] =0,
(C.27)
(z sin [Af—} (Cpia+ Crpas) — <1 — o8 [%D Cris — (1 + cos [%D C'p,lg) S_a[L] =0,
(C.28)
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