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Abstract

There are two strong arguments in favor of vector-like leptons and quarks: Flavor Democracy call
for them, and E6 GUT predicts existence of iso-singlet quarks and iso-doublet leptons. Vector-like
quarks (VLQ) are extensively searched by ATLAS and CMS collaborations, but this is not the case
for vector-like leptons (VLL), while they have actually similar status from phenomenology viewpoint:
a few papers published by ATLAS and CMS are mostly devoted to search for vector-like partners
of the third SM family leptons. In this study we argue that a search for vector-like leptons related
to first and second SM families should be included into the new physics search programs of energy-
frontier colliders.

We consider production of vector-like partners of the first SM family leptons at the HL-LHC, HE-
LHC, FCC, ILC, CLIC, Muon Collider, as well as, at ep and µp colliders. As for decays of vector-like
leptons, we present branching ratios formulas to different channels for the most general case. Since
there are many different production and decay channels for charged and neutral vector-like leptons,
relevant studies should be done systematically. We invite the High Energy Physics community (both
experimenters and phenomenologists) to actively participate in research on this topic.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) describes well a huge number of experimental results in particle physics [1].
With the discovery of the Higgs boson by ATLAS and CMS collaborations [2, 3] electroweak sector of the
SM have been completed, whereas this is not the case for QCD sector: confinement hypothesis should
be clarified, and quark-hadron transition should be understood.
On the other hand, there are a lot of particle physics related topics which have not been resolved by
the SM. A few examples are: left-right asymmetry is put by hand (left-handed components of fermions
are SU(2) doublets and right-handed components are singlets), mass and mixing patterns of the SM
fermions seems to be accidental (for mass values of the SM fermions see Table 1), huge difference between
electroweak and Planck scales etc. (for a more complete list see i.e. reviews [4, 5]).

Table 1: Mass pattern of charged leptons and quarks [1].

charged leptons Up type quarks Down type quarks

1st Family 0.5109989461 ± 0.0000000031 MeV 2.16+0.49
−0.26 MeV 4.67+0.48

−0.17 MeV

2nd Family 105.6583745 ± 0.0000024 MeV 1.27 ± 0.02 GeV 93+11
−5 MeV

3rd Family 1776.86 ± 0.12 MeV 172.76 ± 0.30 GeV 4.18+0.03
−0.02 GeV

The Flavor Democracy (FD) hypothesis (see review [6] and references therein) may enlighten mass pat-
tern of the SM fermions: heavy t-quark (with mass of order of vacuum expectation value of Higgs field)
and much lighter other SM fermions. In this aspect inclusion of new leptons and quarks (the fourths
SM family, vector-like leptons (VLL) and quarks (VLQ)) is necessary. The fourth SM family is almost
excluded by experimental data on Higgs boson production and decays. Therefore, introduction of VLLs
and VLQs remains as the sole option. It should be mentioned that existence of new iso-singlet down-type
quarks and vector-like lepton doublets (per each SM family) is predicted by E6 Grand Unified Theory
(GUT) [7, 8] (see also review [9]).

It should be noted that from particle phenomenology viewpoint vector-like leptons has the same sta-
tus as vector-like quarks. A search for VLQs is widely performed by ATLAS and CMS collaborations
(see for example [10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15]), whereas this is not the case for VLLs. A severe phenomenology
studies related to search for VLLs at the LHC are concentrated on the vector-like partners of the third
SM family leptons [16, 17]. The reason of this is based on the predominance of mixtures in the quark
sector (CKM matrix) among neighboring families [1]:

VCKM =


0.97401± 0.00011 0.22650± 0.00048 0.00361+0.00011

−0.00009

0.22636± 0.00048 0.97320± 0.00011 0.04053+0.00083
−0.00061

0.00854+0.00023
−0.00016 0.03978+0.00082

−0.00060 0.999172+0.000024
−0.000035

 (1)

As for the new quarks, this assumption can be considered natural for the fourth SM family quarks (the
dominance of the fourth family quarks mixing with the third family quarks). Concerning for vector-like
quarks, there is not any serious reason for their mixture with the third family to be dominant. On
the other hand, the lepton mixing matrix (PMNS matrix) is quite different from the CKM matrix and
mixings of adjacent families are not dominant [18]:

|U |withSK−atm3σ =


0.801→ 0.845 0.513→ 0.579 0.143→ 0.155

0.234→ 0.500 0.471→ 0.689 0.637→ 0.776

0.271→ 0.525 0.477→ 0.694 0.613→ 0.756

 (2)

Keeping in mind experimental results on mixings in lepton sector, which are drastically different com-
paring to CKM of quark sector, assumption that new vector-like leptons are dominantly mixed with
third SM family leptons is not sufficiently motivated. It is quite possible that new VLLs are mixed
dominantly with first or second SM family leptons (in the framework E6 based models it is quite possible
that interfamily mixings between new fermions and the SM fermions are dominant). This possibility
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has been considered in a few papers: associated production of neutral and charged vector-like leptons at
the LHC is analyzed in [19], and pair production of charged vector-like leptons at the LHC and FCC is
recently considered in [20].

In addition, vector-like leptons can offer solutions to some problems of particle physics. For example,
they provide solution for “Cabibbo Angle Anomaly” and improve electroweak fit comparing to SM [21].
Then, they can help getting a realistic Higgs mass without problematic light top partners in the frame-
work of Composite Higgs models [22, 23, 24]. In ref [25] current and future hadron collider limits on new
vector-like leptons with exotic decays, namely into a Standard Model charged lepton and a stable particle
like a dark photon, are considered and the interplay between the dark photon and the vector-like lepton in
generating the observed dark matter relic abundance and the complementarity of collider searches and
dark matter phenomenology is discussed. Vector-like leptons together with additional scalars explain
discrepancies between measured values of the electron and muon anomalous magnetic moments and SM
predictions [26]. They also provide templates of asymptotically safe SM extensions with physical Higgs,
top, and bottom masses, and which connect the relevant SM and BSM couplings at TeV energies with
an interacting fixed point at highest energies [27]. Multi-lepton signatures of vector-like leptons of this
model at the LHC have been considered in [28]. Finally, quasi-stable charged vector-like leptons may
provide opportunity to realize VLL-catalyzed fusion by analogy with muon-catalyzed fusion (see, for
example [29]).

This paper is devoted to general consideration of production and decays of the first SM family related
iso-singlet and iso-doublet vector-like leptons. In the next section, we present motivations for existence of
iso-singlet down-type quarks and vector-like leptons based on FD hypothesis and E6 GUT. Lagrangians
for interactions of vector-like leptons with intermediate vector bosons are given in section 3. Production
cross-sections for iso-singlet and iso-doublet VLLs at the LHC and future energy frontier colliders are
considered in section 4. Section 5 is devoted to consideration of possible decay modes of new leptons.
Several example processes are considered in section 6. Finally, in section 7 we present our conclusions
and recommendations.

2 Phenomenological arguments favoring vector-like leptons and
quarks

There are two strong arguments for existence of VLLs and VLQs: Flavor Democracy (down-up) and E6

GUT (up-down). Below we briefly discuss these arguments.

2.1 Flavor Democracy calls for iso-singlet down quarks and vector-like lep-
tons

As mentioned in introduction, ass pattern of the SM fermions may be enlightened by the flavor democ-
racy (democratic mass matrix) hypothesis through inclusion of vector-like leptons and quarks. Recently
this possibility is reconsidered in [20, 30]. In this section, we briefly summarize corresponding part of [30].

a) Iso-singlet quark

The quark sector of SM is modified by addition of iso-singlet down-type quark D:(
uL
dL

)
,

(
cL
sL

)
,

(
tL
bL

)
, uR, dR, cR, sR, tR, bR, DL, DR (3)

Let us note that it is unnatural for up-type quarks to have vector-like partners under the flavor democracy
hypothesis, because of high mass of t-quark (mt ' 175 GeV, which is close to vacuum expectation value
of the Higgs field), whereas the addition of the vector-like partners of the down-type quarks explains why
the b-quark has a much lower mass than the t-quark. In the case of full Flavor Democracy, the mass
matrix of the up-type quarks can be written as
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uR cR tR

uL aη aη aη

cL aη aη aη

tL aη aη aη

(4)

and mass matrix of down type quarks is

dR sR bR DR

dL aη aη aη aη

sL aη aη aη aη

bL aη aη aη aη

DL M M M M

(5)

where η = 246 GeV is vacuum expectation value of Higgs field and M (M >> η) is the new physics scale
that determines the mass of iso-singlet quark. In this case mu = mc = 0 and mt = 3aη for up type
quarks, md = ms = mb = 0 and mD = 3aη +M = mt +M for down type quarks.

Keeping in mind that the mass values of first family quarks are small, we consider mass generation
for b, c and s quarks by moderate modifications of full democracy. With the following modification of
mass matrix of up quarks:

uR cR tR

uL aη aη aη

cL aη aη aη

tL aη aη (1 + αc)aη

(6)

we obtain mt = 3aη, mc = 2αcmt/9 and µ = 0. Therefore, a = mt/3η = 0.233 and αc = 9mc/2mt =
3.3× 10−2.

In order to generate masses for b and s quarks, we consider following modification of mass matrix
for down quarks:

dR sR bR DR

dL aη aη aη (1− αb)aη

sL aη aη aη (1− αb)aη

bL aη aη (1 + αs)aη (1− αb)aη

DL (1− βb)M (1− βb)M (1− βb)M M

(7)

For M = 2000 GeV, αb = βb = 1.32× 10−2 and αs = 2.48× 10−4 we obtain mD = 2168 GeV, mb = 4.18
GeV, ms = 95.2 MeV, md = 0.

It should be noted that D-quark provides an opportunity to explain experimental discrepancy in the
first road of CKM matrix [31].

b) Vector-like leptons

In a similar manner low value of τ lepton mass can be provided by adding an iso-singlet charged lepton:(
eL
νeL

)
,

(
µL
νµL

)
,

(
τL
ντL

)
, eR, νeR , µR, νµR

, τR, ντR , EL, ER (8)

Let us emphasize that right-handed neutrinos should be included into SM since (according to lepton-
quark symmetry) there are counterparts of right-handed components of up quarks. This statement is

5



confirmed by the observation of neutrino oscillations. Earlier, absence of νR’s was postulated mistakenly
because of V-A structure of charged weak currents.

Masses of τ -lepton and muon are generated by following modification of the charged lepton mass matrix:

eR µR τR ER

eL aη aη aη (1− ατ )aη

µL aη aη aη (1− ατ )aη

τL aη aη (1 + αµ)aη (1− ατ )aη

EL (1− βτ )M (1− βτ )M (1− βτ )M M

(9)

For M = 2000 GeV, ατ = βτ = 5.58× 10−3 and αµ = 2.73× 10−4 this mass matrix leads to mL = 2171
GeV, mτ = 1.777 GeV, mµ = 104.7 MeV, me = 0.

Zero masses for the SM neutrinos can be provided by introduction iso-singlet vector-like heavy neu-
tral lepton NL and NR. Corresponding mass matrix has a form:

νeR νµR
ντR NR

νeL aη aη aη aη

νµL
aη aη aη aη

ντL aη aη aη aη

NL M M M M

(10)

Diagonalization of this matrix leads to m(νe) = m(νµ) = m(ντ ) = 0 and mN = M +mt.

In the case of iso-doublet vector-like leptons, mass matrices in Equations (9)-(10) should be replaced
with transposing ones. The resulting lepton mass values is not change.

2.2 E6 GUT predicts iso-singlet down-type quarks and iso-doublet vector-
like leptons

The first family fermion sector of the E6-induced model has the following SUc(3) × SUw(2) × UY (1)
structure: (

uL
dL

)
uR dR DL DR

(
νeL
eL

)
νeR eR

(
NeL
EL

) (
NeL
ER

)
Ne (11)

Similar structure is a case for second and third family fermions. Therefore, quark sector of the SM is
extended by addition of three new iso-singlet down-type quarks. As for lepton sector, there are three
new charged leptons, three new neutral Dirac leptons and three neutral Majorana leptons. Hereafter we
assume that interfamily mixings are dominant which means that new leptons will decay into their SM
partners.

A search for E6 iso-singlet quarks at the LHC was proposed in [32, 33, 34, 35] fifteen years ago.

3 Interaction Lagrangians

Lagrangians for interactions of leptons with intermediate vector-bosons are given below:

LSMint = eAµEγ
µE − g

2
√

2
[W−µ eγ

µ(1− γ5)νe +W+
µ νeγ

µ(1− γ5)e]

− g

2CW
Zµ[

1

2
νeγ

µ(1− γ5)νe + eγµ(−1

2
+ 2S2

W +
1

2
γ5)e]

(12)

Lisosingletint = eAµEγ
µE − 2gS2

W

2CW
ZµEγ

µE (13)
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Lisodoubletint = eAµEγ
µE − g√

2
[W−µ Eγ

µN +W+
µ Nγ

µE]

− g

2CW
Zµ[NγµN + Eγµ(−1 + 2S2

W )E]
(14)

In Equations (12)-(14), mixings of SM and new leptons are neglected. Actually, leptons in these equations
should be denoted as e0, ν0, N0 and E0 which are related to mass eigenstate according to:

e0L = cELeL + sELEL, e0R = cEReR + sERER

E0
L = −sELeL + cELEL, E0

R = −sEReR + cERER

ν0L = cNL νL + sNLNL, ν0R = cNR νR + sNRNR

N0
L = −sNL νL + cNLNL, N0

R = −sNR νR + cNRNR

(15)

Lagrangians with mixings are given in Appendix A.

In order to calculate production cross-sections and decay rates, we implemented Lagrangians with mix-
ings into CompHEP software [36, 37]

4 Production of vector-like leptons

In this section we considered pair and single production of new leptons at energy frontier colliders.
Numerical calculations are performed for sEL = sNL = sER = sNR = 0.01. This assumption is not crucial
for pair production, whereas single production cross-sections are proportional to s2. A possible scenario
for small mixing angles is discovery of vector-like leptons in pair production processes at pp, e+e− and
µ+µ− colliders. Then, a search for single production of discovered lepton at different colliders will give
opportunity to determine values of mixing angles or put upper limit on them.

Table 2: Collider Parameters

Collider
√
s[TeV] Lint[ab−1]

HL-LHC [38] 14 3

HE-LHC [39] 27 10

FCC [40] 100 20

ILC [41] 1 4.9

CLIC [42] 3 5

PWFA-LC [43] 10 10

MC [44, 45]

1.5 1.25

3 4.4

6 12

14 10

HL-LHC based ep
ILC 3.7 0.02

PWFA-LC 11.8 0.04

HE-LHC based ep
ILC 5.2 0.06

PWFA-LC 16.4 0.12

FCC based ep [46]
ILC 10 0.15

PWFA-LC 31.6 0.43

Center of mass energies and integrated luminosities of relevant colliders are presented in Table 2. It
should be mentioned that linear colliders (ILC, CLIC and PFWA-LC) allow construction of γe and γγ
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colliders with slightly lower center-of mass energies and approximately similar luminosities (see [47] and
references therein). Vector-like leptons will be pairly produced at pp, lepton and γγ colliders if their
masses lie in kinematically allowed region. Single production of VLLs can be observed at pp, ep, lepton
and γe colliders.

4.1 Pair Production

In this subsection we present cross-sections for pair-production of vector-like leptons at proton, electron-
positron, photon and muon colliders.

4.1.1 Proton colliders

At proton colliders, both iso-singlet and iso-doublet charged leptons are produced pairly via following
Feynman diagrams:

Figure 1: Feynman diagrams for pair production of charged VLLs at the LHC/FCC.

As for neutral vector-like leptons, pair production in iso-singlet case is strongly suppressed by factor
(sNL,R)4. Feynman diagram for iso-doublet case is given below:

Figure 2: Feynman diagram for pair production of neutral VLLs at the LHC/FCC.

In iso-doublet case, one also deals with associate production of charged and neutral vector-like leptons
via diagrams:

Figure 3: Feynman diagrams for associate production of charged and neutral VLLs at the LHC/FCC.

Cross-sections for pair productions of vector-like leptons at the LHC, HE-LHC and FCC are shown in
Figure 4 (iso-singlet) and Figures 5-8 (iso-doublet), respectively.
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Figure 4: Cross-sections for pair production of iso-singlet charged VLLs at the LHC/FCC.

Figure 5: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the LHC with
√
s = 13 TeV.

Figure 6: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the LHC with
√
s = 14 TeV.
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Figure 7: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the HE-LHC with
√
s = 27 TeV.

Figure 8: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the FCC with
√
s = 100 TeV.

4.1.2 Electron-positron colliders

Feynman diagrams for pair production of vector-like leptons at e+e− colliders are presented below:

Figure 9: Feynman diagrams for pair production of VLLs at e+e− colliders.

Let us note that pair production of iso-singlet neutral vector-like lepton is suppressed by factor (sNL )4.
Cross-sections for pair production of vector-like leptons at ILC, CLIC and PWFA-LC are presented in
Figures 10-12.
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Figure 10: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the ILC with
√
s = 1 TeV.

Figure 11: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the CLIC with
√
s = 3 TeV.

Figure 12: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the PWFA-LC with
√
s = 10 TeV.

4.1.3 Muon colliders

Feynman diagrams for muon colliders are similar to that of e+e− colliders, excepting Z and Higgs bosons
exchange diagrams, which are absent since we assume dominance of interfamily mixings with the first
SM family leptons. Corresponding cross-sections for muon colliders with

√
s = 1.5, 3, 6 and 14 TeV are

pictured in Figures 13-16.
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Figure 13: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the MC with
√
s = 1.5 TeV.

Figure 14: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the MC with
√
s = 3 TeV.

Figure 15: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the MC with
√
s = 6 TeV.
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Figure 16: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the MC with
√
s = 14 TeV.

4.1.4 Photon colliders

Feynman diagrams for pair production of VLLs at γγ colliders are shown below:

Figure 17: Feynman diagrams for pair production of VLLs at photon colliders.

Corresponding cross-sections at the ILC, CLIC and PFWA-LC based γγ colliders are presented in Figures
18-20.

Figure 18: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the ILC based γγ colliders.
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Figure 19: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the CLIC based γγ colliders.

Figure 20: Cross-sections for pair production of VLLs at the PWFA-LC based γγ colliders.

Numbers of events for pair production of vector-like leptons with ME = MN = 500 GeV at different
colliders are presented in Table 3. At the ILC (and ILC-γγ) pair production of VLLs with 0.5 TeV mass
is kinematically forbidden. Pair NN production cross-sections in iso-singlet case are negligible since they
are proportional to (sNL )4.

Table 3: Number of events for VLLs pair production at mE,N = 500 GeV. Values without(with) brackets
correspond to iso-doublet(iso-singlet) VLLs

Collider E+E− NN E+N E−N

HL-LHC 21,500 (9,100) 19,900 (0) 54,400 (0) 21,800 (0)

HE-LHC 231,000(97,300) 217,000 (0) 532,000 (0) 267,000 (0)

FCC 2,710,000 (1,110,000) 2,600,000 (0) 5,710,000 (0) 3,710,000 (0)

ILC 0(0) 0(0) - -

CLIC 66,000 (58,100) 27,300 (0) - -

PWFA-LC 11,900 (10,500) 4,900 (0) - -

MC (1.5 TeV) 60,700 (53,400) 25,300 (0) - -

MC (3 TeV) 58,300 (51,300) 24,200 (0) - -

MC (6 TeV) 39,900 (35,100) 16,500 (0) - -

MC (14 TeV) 6,100 (5,400) 2,500 (0) - -

ILC-γγ 0(0) - - -

CLIC-γγ 520,000(520,000) - - -

PWFA-LC-γγ 702,000(702,000) - - -
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4.2 Single Production

In this subsection we consider single production of vector-like leptons at energy frontier colliders. Let’s
remember that numerical calculations are performed for sEL = sNL = sER = sNR = 0.01. It should be noted
that observation of single production of VLLs will give opportunity to determine sE and sN values.
Moreover, with polarized lepton beams contributions of sL and sR may be measured separately.

4.2.1 Electron-proton colliders

Feynman diagrams for production of vector-like leptons at ep colliders are given below:

Figure 21: Feynman diagrams for single production of VLLs at ep colliders.

For illustration we present cross-sections for charged and neutral VLL productions at ILC
⊗

FCC with√
s = 10TeV.

Figure 22: Cross-sections for single production of VLLs at ILC
⊗

FCC with
√
s = 10 TeV.

Cross-sections for iso-singlet and iso-doublet VLLs are equal since we assume equal values for mixing
angles. Let us note that production cross-sections for charged leptons at e−p and e+p colliders are the
same. If MN = 500 GeV, production cross-section is σ(e−p→ N+X) = 18 fb, which corresponds to 2700
events for Lint = 0.15 ab−1 (see Table 2). Remind that in iso-singlet case cross-section is proportional
to (sNL )2 and we used sNL = 0.01 in numerical calculations. Therefore, in this case one can measure sNL
down to 10−3 assuming 25 events as the observation limit. Similar statement is valid for iso-doublet
case, where sNL is changed to sER.

4.2.2 Muon-proton colliders

In the case under consideration (dominant mixing of new leptons with the first SM family leptons) there
is no single production at µp colliders. If vector-like leptons are predominantly mixed with the second
SM family leptons, one deals with situation similar to previous subsection (µ will replace e, M will replace
E).
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4.2.3 Electron-positron colliders

Feynman diagrams for single production of vector-like leptons at electron-positron colliders are shown
below:

Figure 23: Feynman diagrams for single production of E+ and N at e+e− colliders.

For illustration we present cross-sections for charged and neutral VLL productions at ILC with
√
s = 1

TeV.

Figure 24: Cross-sections for single production of VLLs at ILC with
√
s = 1 TeV.

Cross-sections for iso-singlet and iso-doublet VLLs are equal since we assume equal values for mixing
angles. Let us note that production cross-sections for E+e− and E−e+ final states are equal (the same
is true for neutral VLLs). If MN = 500 GeV, production cross-section is σ(e+e− → Nνe) = 3.9 fb,
which corresponds to 38200 N and N events for Lint = 4.9 ab−1 (see Table 2). Remind that in iso-singlet
case cross-section is proportional to (sNL )2 (in iso-doublet case cross-section is proportional to (sER)2,
since diagram with W exchange is dominant) and we used sNL = sER = 0.01 in numerical calculations.
Therefore, in this case one can measure sNL (sER) down to 2.6×10−4 assuming 25 events as the observation
limit.

4.2.4 Muon colliders

In the case under consideration there is no single production at muon colliders. If vector-like leptons are
predominantly mixed with the second SM family leptons, one deals with situation similar to previous
subsection.

4.2.5 Proton colliders

Feynman diagrams for single production of vector-like leptons at proton colliders are given below:
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Figure 25: Feynman diagrams for single production of VLLs at proton colliders.

Cross-sections for single production of VLLs at the LHC and FCC are shown in Figures 26 and 27,
respectively. Cross-sections for iso-singlet and iso-doublet VLLs are equal since we assume equal values
for mixing angles. Let us remind that production cross-sections are suppressed by factors (sEL )2, (sNL )2,
(sER)2 and (sNR )2. Therefore, pair production is much more advantageous in proton collisions. For
example, at the HL-LHC σ(pp→ E+e−) = 1.46×10−3fb which corresponds to 4 events at Lint = 3ab−1

comparing to 21500 (9100) events for E+E− pair production in iso-doublet (iso-singlet) case. Certainly,
pp colliders do not have the potential to determine mixing angles, unlike ep and e+e− colliders.

Figure 26: Cross-sections for single production of VLLs at the LHC.
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Figure 27: Cross-sections for single production of VLLs at the FCC.

4.2.6 Photon-electron colliders

Feynman diagrams for single production of VLLs at γe colliders are:

Figure 28: Feynman diagrams for single production of VLLs at photon-electron colliders.

Corresponding cross-sections at ILC, CLIC and PWFA-LC are presented in Figures 29-31. For instance,
let’s consider W−N production at the ILC in details. If MN = 500, GeV production cross-section is
σ(γe− → W−N) = 1.9 fb, which corresponds to 9300 events for Lint = 4.9 ab−1. Let us remind that in
iso-singlet case cross-section is proportional to (sNL )2 and we used sNL = 0.01 in numerical calculations.
Therefore, in this case one can measure sNL down to 5×10−4 assuming 25 events as the observation limit.
Similar statement is valid for iso-doublet case, where sNL is changed to sER.

Figure 29: Cross-sections for single production of VLLs at the ILC based γe colliders.
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Figure 30: Cross-sections for single production of VLLs at the CLIC based γe colliders.

Figure 31: Cross-sections for single production of VLLs at the PWFA-LC based γe colliders.

5 Vector-like lepton decays

Decay patterns of vector-like leptons depend on mixing angles and mass relations between charged and
neutral vector-like leptons. In this section, we examine possible different decay scenarios. Decay width
formulas are calculated using corresponding terms of Lagrangians given in the Appendix A.

5.1 E is the lightest vector-like lepton

If E is the lightest vector-like lepton, it will decay only through mixings with first SM family leptons:
E− → W−ν, E− → Ze− and E− → He−. In this subsection notation aE = g2M2

E/2m
2
W and rEX =

M2
X/M

2
E (X = W,Z,H) are used.

5.1.1 Iso-singlet case

Decay widths calculated for iso-singlet E are given below:

Γ(E− →W−ν) =
ME

32π
aE(cNL )2(sEL )2(1− rEW )2(1 + 2rEW ) (16)

Γ(E− → Ze−) =
ME

64π
aE(cEL )2(sEL )2(1− rEZ )2(1 + 2rEZ ) (17)

Γ(E− → He−) =
ME

64π
aE(cEL )2(sEL )2(1− rEH)2 (18)

For ME >> mW,Z branching ratios become BR(E− →W−ν) = 0.5 and BR(E− → Ze−) = BR(E− →
He−) = 0.25. Dependence of these branching ratios on the mass of charged vector-like lepton is presented
in Figure 32.
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Figure 32: Branching ratios for decays of iso-singlet charged vector-like lepton.

The decay widths of vector-like leptons are crucial for their experimental observation. In the iso-singlet
case, the variation of the decay widths with respect to the charged VLL mass is shown in Figure 33 for
the value sEL = 0.01.

Figure 33: Decay width dependence on the iso-singlet charged VLL mass in the case of the value sEL =
0.01.

It should be noted that the value of decay width is proportional to (sEL )2. The decay width become
proportional to M3

E for values exceeding to 1 TeV. It is seen that the decay width value is under
experimental resolution even at ME = 5000 GeV.
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5.1.2 Iso-doublet case

Decay width formulas for iso-doublet E are:

Γ(E− →W−ν) =
ME

32π
aE [(cNL s

E
L − cELsNL )2 + (cER)2(sNR )2](1− rEW )2(1 + 2rEW ) (19)

Γ(E− → Ze−) =
ME

64π
aE(cER)2(sER)2(1− rEZ )2(1 + 2rEZ ) (20)

Γ(E− → He−) =
ME

64π
aE(cER)2(sER)2(1− rEH)2 (21)

In the ME >> mW,Z case branching ratios become BR(E− → W−ν) = 0.5 and BR(E− → Ze−) =
BR(E− → He−) = 0.25 if sEL = sNL and sER = sNR (Figure 32 is valid for this case as well). However,
in the case of sEL = sNL and sNR = 0, only neutral current decay modes are survived. Dependence of
corresponding branching ratios on ME is presented in Figure 34. Similar situation take place if sER is
dominant (sER >> sEL , s

N
L , s

N
R ), since charged current decay mode is suppressed.

Figure 34: Branching ratios for decays of iso-doublet charged vector-like lepton (neutral currents only).

The dependence of the decay widths on the charged VLL mass is shown in Figure 35 in the case of only
neutral current decay modes survived and sER = 0.01. Let us remind that the decay width is proportional
to (sER)2 for all masses. The decay width become proportional to M3

E for values exceeding to 1 TeV. It
is seen that the decay width value is under experimental resolution even at ME = 5000 GeV.
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Figure 35: Decay width dependence on the iso-doublet charged VLL mass in the case that sEL = sNL ,
sNR = 0 and sER = 0.01.

In the case of sER = 0 only charged current decay mode survived: Br(E− → W−ν) = 1. The mass
dependence of the decay width coincides with red line in Figure 33 if one assumes that sEL = sNL and
sNR = 0.01.
In the realistic situation, the mixing angles are expected to be different from each other and from zero.
As an example, let us consider the case where right-handed mixings predominate (sER, s

N
R >> sEL , s

N
L ).

In this case, charged current decay mode is proportional to (sNR )2 and neutral current decay modes are
proportional to (sER)2. In Figure 36, we present dependencies of branching ratios on sER for ME = 1000
GeV and sNR = 0.01.

Figure 36: Branching ratios dependencies on sER in the case of sNR = 0.01, sER, s
N
R >> sEL , s

N
L and

ME = 1000 GeV.

If left-handed mixings are predominant and |sEL − sNL | >> sE,NR , the main decay mode is E− → W−ν:
Br(E− →W−ν) ≈ 1. In this case decay width is proportional to (sEL − sNL )2.

5.2 N is the lightest vector-like lepton

If N is the lightest vector-like lepton, it will decay only through mixing with first SM family leptons:
N →W+e, N → Zν and N → Hν. In this subsection notation aN = g2M2

N/2m
2
W and rNX = M2

X/M
2
N

(X = W,Z,H) are used.

5.2.1 Iso-singlet case

Decay widths for this case are given below:

Γ(N →W+e) =
MN

32π
aN (cEL )2(sNL )2(1− rNW )2(1 + 2rNW ) (22)

Γ(N → Zν) =
MN

64π
aN (cNL )2(sNL )2(1− rNZ )2(1 + 2rNZ ) (23)

Γ(N → Hν) =
MN

64π
aN (cNL )2(sNL )2(1− rNH )2 (24)
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Let us note that, for MN >> mW,Z branching ratios become BR(N →W−e) = 0.5 and BR(N → Zν) =
BR(N → Hν) = 0.25. Dependence of these branching ratios on the mass of neutral vector-like lepton is
same as charged one which is presented in Figure 32 with replacement of E by N and e − νe swapping.
Using the same substitutions, other parts of the analysis for the iso-singlet charged VLL performed in
section 5.1.1 can also be used for iso-singlet neutral VLL.

5.2.2 Iso-doublet case

Corresponding formulas for iso-doublet N decays are:

Γ(N →W+e) =
MN

32π
aN [(cNL s

E
L − cELsNL )2 + (cNR )2(sER)2](1− rNW )2(1 + 2rNW ) (25)

Γ(N → Zν) =
MN

64π
aN (cNR )2(sNR )2(1− rNZ )2(1 + 2rNZ ) (26)

Γ(N → Hν) =
MN

64π
aN (cNR )2(sNR )2(1− rNH )2 (27)

In the MN >> mW,Z case branching ratios become BR(N → W−e) = 0.5 and BR(N → Zν) =
BR(N → Hν) = 0.25 if sEL = sNL and sER = sNR . In the case of sEL = sNL and sER = 0, only neutral
current decay modes are survived. Dependence of corresponding branching ratios on the mass of neutral
vector-like lepton is same as charged one presented in Figure 34 with replacement of E by N and e by
νe. Using the same substitutions, other parts of the analysis for the iso-doublet charged VLL performed
in section 5.1.1 can also be used for iso-doublet neutral VLL.

5.3 Iso-doublet: Equal masses

This case may be considered as natural, if only one vector-like doublet exists. In fact, it is more natural
for every family to have their own vector-like partners as in the E6 model. Even in the case of one
vector-like doublet, the masses of the charged and uncharged new leptons become different when the SM
leptons gain masses (see subsection 2.1). If ME = MN , one can apply formulas given in sections 5.1 and
5.2.

As mentioned in the introduction, production of vector-like partners of the third SM family leptons
at the LHC have been considered in [16, 17]. Let us compare our results on VLL decays (Equations
(16)-(27)) with decay width formulas from [16].

a) Iso-singlet case

Decays of neutral iso-singlet leptons are not included in [16]. This corresponds to sNL = 0 in our equa-
tions (22)-(24). Most likely, the authors of [16] assumed that neutrinos had no right-handed components
(hence, iso-singlet neutral vector-like leptons do not exist). Let us repeat that right-handed neutrinos
should be included into SM since there are counterparts of right-handed components of up quarks and
observation of neutrino oscillations confirms this statement.

Concerning charged vector-like leptons, our results (Equations (16)-(18)) overlap with Equations (2.18)-
(2.20) in [16] substituting e by τ , E by τ

′
, N by ν

′
and taking ε = g√

2
ME

MW
(sEL ).

b) Iso-doublet case

Our formulas for neutral vector-like lepton decays (Equations (25)-(27)) overlap with Equations (2.28)-
(2.29) in [16] if sNR = 0 which result in zero decay width for neutral current decays (let us remind that
authors of [16] assumed that there are no right-handed components of neutrinos).

As for charged vector-like lepton decays (Equations (19)-(21)), W channel becomes zero (Equations
(2.25) in [16]) if sEL = sNL = sNR = 0. However, it is unnatural to assume zero value for all three mixings.
Decays into Z and H channels overlap with Equations (2.26)-(2.27) in [16] if ε = g√

2
ME

MW
(sER).
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5.4 Heavier charged lepton

In this case, additional decay channels are involved, namely, E− → W−N if ME > MN + mW and
E− → Nl−ν̄l, Nq

′
q̄ if MN < ME < MN +mW (see Figure 37).

Figure 37: Feynman diagram for heavier charged lepton decay.

In iso-singlet case, these channels can be neglected since (according to LWisosinglet in Appendix A) their

decay widths are proportional to (sNL s
E
L )2. Concerning iso-doublet VLLs unsuppressed decay mode

E− →W−N becomes dominant if ME > MN +mW and corresponding decay width is given by

Γ(E− →W−N) =
ME

32π
aE [(1− rEN − rEW )2− 4rENr

E
W ]1/2[(1− rEN )2 + (1 + rEN − 6

√
rEN )rEW − 2(rEW )2] (28)

where we neglect terms proportional to the square of mixing angles. Situation becomes more complicated
if MN < ME < MN + mW and needs separate consideration. In the case we are looking at, since N is
the lightest VLL, its decays are as in subsection 5.2.

Equation (28) transforms to decay width of chiral fourth family (SM4) charged lepton if term 6
√

(rEN )

is excluded. This term essentially reduces decay width of charged vector-like lepton. For example, when
the N and E masses are taken as 500 and 600 GeV, respectively, the decay widths are 0.42 GeV in the
VLL case and 1.50 GeV in the SM4 case.

5.5 Heavier neutral lepton

In this case, additional decay channels are involved, namely, N → W+E− if MN > ME + mW and
N → E−l+νl, E

−q̄
′
q if ME < MN < ME +mW (see Figure 38).

Figure 38: Feynman diagram for heavier neutral lepton decay.

In iso-singlet case these channels can be neglected since their decay widths are proportional to (sNL s
E
L )2.

Concerning iso-doublet VLLs unsuppressed decay mode N → W+E− becomes dominant if MN >
ME +mW and corresponding decay width is given by

Γ(N →W+E−) =
MN

32π
aN [(1−rNE −rNW )2−4rNE r

N
W ]1/2[(1−rNE )2 +(1+ rNE −6

√
rNE )rNW −2(rNW )2] (29)

where we neglect terms proportional to the square of mixing angles. Situation becomes more complicated
if ME < MN < ME + mW and needs separate consideration. In the case we are looking at, since E is
the lightest VLL, its decays are as in subsection 5.1.

Equation (29) transforms to decay width of the SM4 neutral lepton if term 6
√

(rNE ) is excluded. This
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term essentially reduces decay width of neutral vector-like lepton. For example, when the N and E
masses are taken as 600 and 500 GeV, respectively, the decay widths are 0.42 GeV in the VLL case and
1.50 GeV in the SM4 case.

5.6 Long-lived vector-like leptons

Lightest vector-like leptons may decay in the detector (or even escape it) if mixing angles are extremely
small. For example, if MN = 500GeV and sNL = 2× 10−8 corresponding path length is approximately 3
m. Neutral vector-like leptons are lost if they escape the detector, whereas charged vector-like leptons
still will be seen by the detector.
As mentioned in Introduction, quasi-stable charged vector-like leptons may provide opportunity to realize
VLL-catalyzed fusion by analogy with muon-catalyzed fusion if we are lucky. This opportunity, although
not very likely, should be explored further. Let us note that nuclear fusion catalyzed by doubly charged
scalars have been considered in recent paper [48].

6 Process examples

It is clear that vector-like leptons provide a wide range of opportunities in terms of experimental high
energy physics research. Depending on mass and mixing values, they surely provide a lot of different
signatures at hadron, lepton, and lepton-hadron colliders. In this aspect, different colliders will be
complementary to each other. Below we present a summary of two articles on the subject.

6.1 Associate charged and neutral vector-like leptons production at the LHC

Associate production of first SM family related vector-like leptons predicted by E6 GUT at the LHC
was analyzed in [19]. In this study, charged lepton is assumed to be heavier than the neutral one
resulting in the usual decay E± → W±N . In the best discovery scenario where the neutral lepton is a
Majorana type, the decays of the neutral leptons would yield two electrons (or positrons) fifty-percent
of the time: E±N → W±NN → W±We±We±. When the primary W± boson originating from E±

decays leptonically (e or µ), the resulting third lepton is also of the same sign, yielding in a final state
with three same-sign leptons and four jets assuming that secondary W bosons are decay hadronically. It
was shown that the LHC with

√
s = 14 TeV and integrated luminosity 1 fb−1 will give opportunity to

discover charged vector-like lepton with masses up to ME = 250 GeV. This value can be rescaled [49] to
1000 (1900) GeV for integrated luminosity 140 (3000) fb−1.

6.2 Pair production of charged vector-like leptons at future colliders

Recently, pair production of the first generation related charged vector-like leptons at the LHC and
future hadron and lepton colliders have been considered in [20]. It is shown that pair production at the
HE-LHC with decay of one of the leptons to Ze and another to He channel, followed by H → bb, and
Z → µ+µ− decays will give opportunity to scan masses of iso-singlet and iso-doublet charged leptons up
to 0.9 TeV and 1.5 TeV, respectively. FCC will extend this region up to 2 TeV for iso-singlet and 3.6
TeV for iso-doublet charged leptons.

At lepton colliders masses of iso-singlet and iso-doublet charged VLL can be scanned up to values close to
kinematical limit,

√
s/2. Concerning signature under consideration ILC with

√
s = 1 TeV is comparable

with the HL-LHC for iso singlet charged leptons, CLIC or Muon Collider (MC) with
√
s = 3 TeV po-

tential exceeds that of HL-LHC both for iso-singlet and iso-doublet and HE-LHC for iso-singlet charged
leptons, MC with

√
s = 6 TeV potential exceeds that of HE-LHC both for iso-singlet and iso-doublet

and FCC for iso-singlet charged leptons.

7 Conclusion

Vector-like leptons have the same status as vector-like quarks, and there are strong phenomenological
arguments supporting the existence of both VLLs and VLQs. Therefore, ATLAS and CMS Collabora-
tions should place more emphasis on investigating charged and neutral vector-like leptons (at least as
much as searching for vector-like quarks). Also, the search for VLLs should be included in the physics
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research programs of future colliders.

There is no reason for the existence of the only one vector-like family. It is much more natural to
have vector-like partners for all three SM families. Therefore, one deals with 6 × 6 mass matrices per
each SM fermion type (12× 12 in neutrino sector if neutral leptons have Majorana masses). It is quiet
possible that vector-like leptons and quarks have mass patterns similar to that of SM fermions. In this
case vector-like partners of first family (E, N, and D) are the lightest ones among VLLs and VLQs and as
a result they will be discovered first. For this reason we focused on them in this paper. However, nobody
knows real mass patterns. Therefore, vector-like partners of each SM family may be the lightest ones.
Since decay modes in each case are different the search strategy should include each of them, separately.

There is no reason for degenerate mass values of charged and neutral vector-like leptons. It is quite
possible that E is essentially heavier than N or vice versa. For this reason, search strategy for charged
and neutral VLLs shoud be separated. Moreover, for MN 6= ME new decay channels are open for heavier
one and this case needs separate analysis as well. If inter-family mixings go in play a lot of different
scenarios is occured. In addition some of VLLs may be long-lived. Certainly, VLLs provide a rich phe-
nomenology and require wide range systematic efforts.

As for the LHC, if MN and ME are not much different, associated production looks most promising.
From the single production point of view, any significant contribution is not expected from the LHC. If
VLLs are not observed at the LHC, then ILC and MC will be out of luck in this regard. However, if the
LHC discovers the VLLs, ILC and MC will be enable to get information about mixing angles.

Certainly, the looking for pair and associated productions of vector-like leptons will form the main
search strategy. However, single production will also provide important information on VLLs properties
if mixing angles are not too small. Since there are many different production and decay channels for
charged and neutral vector-like leptons, relevant studies should be done systematically. In particular,
the selection of the optimal decay chains for each collider requires detailed signal-background analysis.

Finally, discovery of VLLs and VLQs will shed light on mass and mixing patterns of fundamental (at
today’s level) fermions. Mass and mixing patterns of the SM fermions are among the most important
issues, which should be clarified in particle physics. In an interview published in CERN Courier [50],
Steven Weinberg emphasized this point: “Asked what single mystery, if he could choose, he would like
to see solved in his lifetime, Weinberg doesn’t have to think for long: he wants to be able to explain the
observed pattern of quark and lepton masses”.
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A Interaction Lagrangians containing mixings

As a result of including the mixings (Equation (15)) into the Lagrangians (Equations (12)-(14)), we get
the following expressions (where notations γ− = γµ(1− γ5) and γ+ = γµ(1 + γ5) are used):

a) Iso-singlet VLLs

LAisosinglet = eAµeγ
µe+ eAµEγ

µE

LWisosinglet = − g

2
√

2
[W−µ (cELc

N
L eγ

−ν + cELs
N
L eγ

−N + sELc
N
LEγ

−ν + sELs
N
LEγ

−N)

+W+
µ (cELc

N
L νγ

−e+ cELs
N
LNγ

−e+ sELc
N
L νγ

−E + sELs
N
LNγ

−E)]

LZisosinglet = − g

4cW
Zµ[(−cELcEL + 2s2W )eγ−e− cELsELeγ−E − cELsELEγ−e+ (−sELsEL + 2s2W )Eγ−E

+ 2s2W eγ
+e+ 2s2WEγ

+E + cNL c
N
L νγ

−ν + cNL s
N
L νγ

−N + sNL c
N
LNγ

−ν + sNL s
N
LNγ

−N ]

LHisosinglet =
1

η
cELc

E
LmeeeH +

1

2η
cELs

E
Le[(1− γ5)me + (1 + γ5)mE ]EH

+
1

2η
cELs

E
LE[(1− γ5)mE + (1 + γ5)me]eH +

1

η
sELs

E
LmEEEH +

1

η
cNL c

N
LmνννH

+
1

2η
cNL s

N
L ν[(1− γ5)mν + (1 + γ5)mN ]NH

+
1

2η
cNL s

N
LN [(1− γ5)mN + (1 + γ5)mν ]νH +

1

η
sNL s

N
LmNNNH

b) Iso-doublet VLLs

LAisodoublet = eAµeγ
µe+ eAµEγ

µE

LWisodoublet = − g

2
√

2
W−µ [(cELc

N
L + sELs

N
L )eγ−ν + (cELs

N
L − cNL sEL )eγ−N + (cNL s

E
L − cELsNL )Eγ−ν

+ (sELs
N
L + cELc

N
L )Eγ−N + sERs

N
R eγ

+ν − cNR sEReγ+N − cERsNREγ+ν + cERc
N
REγ

+N ]

− g

2
√

2
W+
µ [(cELc

N
L + sELs

N
L )νγ−e+ (cNL s

E
L − cELsNL )νγ−E + (cELs

N
L − cNL sEL )Nγ−e

+ (cELc
N
L + sELs

N
L )Nγ−E + sNR s

E
Rνγ

+e− cERsNR νγ+E − cNR sERNγ+e+ cNR c
E
RNγ

+E]

LZisodoublet = − g

4cW
Zµ[(−1 + 2s2W )eγ−e+ (−1 + 2s2W )Eγ−E + (−sERsER + 2s2W )eγ+e+ cERs

E
Reγ

+E

+ cERs
E
REγ

+e+ (−cERcER + 2s2W )Eγ+E + νγ−ν +Nγ−N + sNR s
N
R νγ

+ν − cNR sNR νγ+N
− cNR sNRNγ+ν + cNR c

N
RNγ

+N ]

LHisodoublet =
1

η
cERc

E
RmeeeH +

1

2η
cERs

E
Re[(1− γ5)mE + (1 + γ5)me]EH

+
1

2η
cERs

E
RE[(1− γ5)me + (1 + γ5)mE ]eH +

1

η
sERs

E
RmEEEH +

1

η
cNR c

N
RmνννH

+
1

2η
cNR s

N
R ν[(1− γ5)mN + (1 + γ5)mν ]NH

+
1

2η
cNR s

N
RN [(1− γ5)mν + (1 + γ5)mN ]νH +

1

η
sNR s

N
RmNNNH
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