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ATLAS observed a limit for the cross section of di-jets resonances, which is weaker than expected
for a mass slightly below ≈1 TeV. In addition, CMS reported hints for the (non-resonant) pair
production of di-jet resonances X via a particle Y at a very similar mass range with a local (global)
significance of 3.6σ (2.5σ) at mX ≈ 950 GeV. In this article we show that using the preferred
range for mX from the ATLAS analysis, one can reinterpret the CMS analysis of di-di-jets in terms
of a resonant search with Y → XX, with a significantly reduced look-elsewhere effect, finding
an excess for mY ≈ 3.6 TeVwith a significance of 4.0σ (3.2σ) locally (globally). We present two
possible UV completions capable of explaining the (di-)di-jet excesses, one containing two scalar di-
quarks, the other one involving heavy gluons based on an SU(3)1×SU(3)2×SU(3)3 gauge symmetry,
spontaneously broken to SU(3) color. In the latter case, non-perturbative couplings are required,
pointing towards a composite or extra-dimensional framework. In fact, using 5D-AdS space-time,
one obtains the correct mass ratio for mX/mY , assuming the X is the lowest lying resonance, and
predicts a third (di-)di-jet resonance with a mass around ≈ 2.2 TeV.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the discovery of the Higgs boson in 2012 [1, 2] the
main focus of the LHC has been on the discovery of new
particles and new interactions beyond the ones included
in the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics. While
intriguing indirect signs emerged (see e.g. Refs. [3–5] for
recent reviews of lepton flavour universality violation),
no new resonance has been discovered yet. However, re-
cently the number of hints for new physics (NP) in di-
rect LHC searches increased. In particular, ATLAS [6]
observed a weaker limit than expected in resonant di-jet
searches1 in a mass region slightly below 1 TeV, while
CMS [8] found hints for the (non-resonant) pair pro-
duction of di-jet resonances with a mass of ≈ 950 GeV
(see Appendix) with a local (global) significance of 3.6σ
(2.5σ) when integrating over the di-di-jet mass.

While the ATLAS analysis by itself does not consti-
tute a significant hint for beyond the SM physics once
the look-elsewhere effect (LEE) is taken into account, the
compatibility of the suggested di-jet mass with the one of
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1 The analogous CMS di-jet search [7] does not display an excess in

the same region. However, the sensitivity is significantly lower,
such that the signal suggested by the ATLAS analysis is not
excluded.

the (non-resonant) CMS di-di-jet analysis is very good.
This agreement suggests that both excesses might be due
to the same new particle X, once directly (resonantly)
produced in proton-proton collisions (pp→X→jj), once
pair produced via a new state Y (pp→ Y (∗) → XX →
(jj)(jj)). While the CMS collaboration in their analysis
interprets the di-di-jet excess as the non-resonant pro-
duction of XX (with mX ≈ 950 GeV) via a heavy new
particle Y , with mY ≈ 8 TeV, resulting in a local (global)
significance of 3.9σ (1.6σ) [8], it is also possible that the
two X particles are resonantly produced from the decay
of an on-shell Y particle. In fact, the CMS results suggest
3 TeV/mY /4 TeV (see Appendix) for such a resonant
scenario, once mX is assumed to be within the preferred
range of the ATLAS di-jet analysis.

In order to evaluate this option more quantitatively, a
(at least simplified) model is necessary such that the ex-
perimental resolution and acceptance can be simulated.
We will do this in Sec. II using a simplified model with
new vector bosons in order to derive the significance re-
sulting from the CMS analysis for such a scenario with
an on-shell Y resonance decaying to two X particles,
as illustrated in Fig 1. Next, we will examine possible
UV completions that can provide a common explana-
tion of the (di-)di-jet excesses. As we will discuss in
Sec. III, two scalar di-quarks or new massive gluons seem
to be the most plausible candidates. Concerning the
latter, we will consider a specific example based on an
SU(3)1×SU(3)2×SU(3)3 gauge group, broken down to
SU(3) color via two bi-triplets. We then conclude and
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams showing the resonant production
of di-jets via the particle X (upper panel) and di-di-jets via
the decay chain Y →XX→(jj)(jj) (lower panel). Note that
X and Y could be scalar or vector bosons in our setup. As we
show in the main text, mX ≈ 950 GeV and mY ≈ 3.6 TeV is
preferred by the combination of the ATLAS and CMS analy-
ses.

present an outlook in Sec. IV.

II. (DI-)DI-JETS

As outlined in the introduction, the preferred value for
the di-jet invariant mass of ATLAS and CMS analyses
strongly suggest that both signals are due to the same
particle X, i.e. that pp→X → jj and pp→Y →XX→
(jj)(jj) account for the di-jet and the di-di-jet excess,
respectively (see Fig. 1). In this section we consider this
setup within a simplified model with a vector boson Y
decaying into two vector bosons X.2 We will assume that
the vectors have a Y − X − X coupling, depending on
the momenta in the same way as the SM Z −W −W
coupling, with mY > mX and Br[Y → XX] =100%. In
addition to this triple gauge boson interaction, only X
and Y couplings to SM quarks, which we assume to be
flavour universal, are relevant.

First of all, we fix 900 GeV / mX / 1050GeV from
the invariant mass preferred by the di-jet analysis of

2 In the next section we will consider models that could provide
a common explanation of the (di-)di-jet excesses. There we will
also consider a model with scalars. We did not explicitly simulate
this setup, however the differences compared to the case with
gauge bosons is expected to be small as the decay kinematics are
very similar.

ATLAS [6] which is based on 29.3 fb−1 integrated lu-
minosity at 13 TeV.3 Note that we do not include the
significance of the ATLAS measurement in our fit but
rather use it to confine ourselves to this range, which
reduces the LEE with respect to the di-jet invariant
mass. We then employ mX = 950 GeV, which corre-
sponds to the best value obtained in the non-resonant
analysis by CMS. As such, we move on to the di-di-jet
mass mY for which the CMS search for pairs of jets was
performed with 139 fb−1 integrated luminosity at 13 TeV
center of mass energy [8]. In this analysis, CMS selected
four high transverse momentum jets, including both the
cases of resonant pp→ Y →XX→ 4j and non-resonant
pp→XX→(jj)(jj) production. The observable

α =
m1 +m2

2 ·m4j
, (1)

is defined, where m1 and m2 are the di-jet invariant
masses and m4j is the invariant mass of the four-jet sys-
tem. The search is then performed in bins of α, and in the
non-resonant case an excess at mY ≈ 8.5 TeV with a local
(global) significance of 3.9σ (1.6σ) is reported. However,
also a resonant-like excess in the four-jet invariant mass
spectrum around 3-4 TeV, i.e. for α = 0.27, 0.29, 0.31
with mX ≈ 950 GeV, is visible. The cross-section of this
four-jet excess can naively be estimated to be of the order
of O(fb).

The dominant background for di-jet resonance searches
in proton-proton collisions is QCD production of multi-
jets. For both ATLAS and CMS, Monte-Carlo simula-
tions of this background are used for signal optimiza-
tion and to provide an approximate comparisons with
the observed data. The generation of multi-jets back-
ground is realized by simulating the leading order QCD
2 → 2 processes of jet production, including extra jets
from QCD initial and final state radiation in the par-
ton shower level. In order to avoid the miss-modeling
of the multi-jets background, which is closely connected
to the detector identification and isolation requirements,
the final normalisation and shape of this background is
estimated from data by ATLAS and CMS using a data-
driven method, described and detailed in Refs. [12, 13].

In order to evaluate this possibility of a resonant pro-
duction of X(950) more quantitatively, we use our sim-
plified model to simulate pp → Y → XX → (jj)(jj)
events using MadGraph5 aMC@NLO 2.6.7 with leading or-
der (LO) accuracy in QCD [14]. The parton showering
and hadronization are simulated with PYTHIA 8.2 [15]
using the NNPDF2.3 LO parton distribution function
set [16]. The events were processed with Delphes 3 [17],
which provides an approximate fast simulation of CMS
detector. Jets were reconstructed using the anti-kt algo-
rithm [18] with the radius parameter R = 0.4, as imple-
mented in FastJet 3.2.2 [19]. Jets with pT > 80 GeV

3 See e.g. Refs. [9–11] for theory accounts of (di-)di-jet searches.
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and |η| < 2.5 are considered. Reconstructed jets over-
lapping with photons, electrons or muons in a cone of
size R = 0.4 are then removed. The four jets with the
highest pT are considered as the leading jets. Then the
most probably di-jet pairs combination are created by
minimizing the η−φ space separations of the jets in each
events:

∆R = |(∆R1 − 0.8)|+ |(∆R2 − 0.8)| , (2)

where ∆R1 and ∆R2 are the η − φ4 space separations
between the two jets within the respective systems. The
offset of 0.8 is chosen to avoid the pairings with over-
lapped jets. In addition, we require the ∆Ri;i=1,2 to be
less than 2, in order to reject contribution from hard jets
produced by QCD processes. While the pseudo-rapidity
separation ∆ηjj between the two jets of each di-jet sys-
tems is required to be below 1.1, to remove contribution
of backgrounds from QCD t-channel. In the end, we
required the asymmetry in the di-jet mass between the

di-jet systems to be small ( |m1−m2|
m1+m2

< 0.1) which essen-
tially select the di-jets of equal mass taking into account
the energy resolution. This, in turn, is the property of
a pair of equal mass resonances, which is unlike to QCD
jets that constitute the SM background.

The most significant signal in the CMS analysis is
found in the bins with the central values α = 0.27 and
α = 0.29. We therefore evaluated the acceptance and the
resolution by simulating the process pp→ Y → XX →
(jj)(jj). The results for mY = 3.5 TeV and mX = 1 TeV
is shown in left panel of Fig. 2. Because the number of
NP events in the two bins is correlated, as given by the
acceptance, we can write the p-value5 of the weigthed
average of the two dominant bins as

p = 2× [1− Φ

∑2
i=1 wiSi√∑2
i=1 w

2
i

], (3)

where Si is the significance for the ith bin (given in stan-
dard deviations) and the weight wi is equal to the accep-

tance of each bin, while Φ(x) = 1√
2π

∫ x
−∞ e−x

′2/2dx′ de-

notes the standard normal cumulative distribution func-
tion. From the right panel of Fig. 2, we can see that the
best agreement with data is found for mY ≈ 3.6 TeV,
with a total cross-section for pp → Y → XX → jjjj
of ≈ 5 fb. The corresponding local (global) significance
is 4σ (3.2σ). Note that the global significance of our
resonant excess is higher than the non-resonant effect of
CMS mainly due to the smaller LEE as we fixed the range
of the di-jet mass a priori with the help of the ATLAS
data. The LEE effect evaluated here includes the range
mY used in the search.

III. INTERPRETATION

A. Vector Bosons Based on SU(3)3

A model with new vector bosons seems a natural possi-
bility for providing a common explanation of the di-di-jet
excesses as such states can have sizable couplings to va-
lence quarks without breaking SU(2)L (similar to the SM
gauge bosons), and in fact already coupling of the order
10−1 turn out to be sufficient to obtain suitable cross sec-
tions. Since self-interactions are required to give rise to
Y → XX, this suggests that the new heavy vector bosons
originate from a non-abelian gauge group. Furthermore,
if one wants that all new vectors to couple to quarks, they
must have the same quantum numbers as the SU(2)L or
SU(3)c gauge bosons of the SM, since otherwise the oper-
ators V aµ q̄γ

µT aq, where V aµ are the new vector bosons and
T a the corresponding generators, would not be invariant
under the SM gauge group. In addition, in order to avoid
couplings to leptons, which are strongly constrained from
di-lepton searches [21, 22], as well as bounds from elec-
troweak precision observables [23, 24], we will opt for a
gauge group based on, and related to, SU(3)c.

Models with such additional heavy colored states based
on an extended group for the strong interactions, whose
spontaneous symmetry breaking reduces it to its diag-
onal subgroup, then identified with SU(3)c, were pro-
posed and studied in Refs. [25–30]. Furthermore, such a
setup emerges in the context of extra space-time dimen-
sions where Kaluza-Klein excitations of gluons exist [31–
34] and a similar picture arises in composite/technicolor
models [35–37].

As we need heavy resonances with (at least) two dif-
ferent masses, we consider the gauge group

SU(3)1 × SU(3)2 × SU(3)3 × SU(2)L × U(1)Y , (4)

broken down to the SM one SU(3)c×SU(2)L×U(1)Y via
two bi-doublet charged under two non-identical SU(3)
groups, each. Here we use

SU(3)1 SU(3)2 SU(3)3
Ω12 3 3̄ 1
Ω23 1 3 3̄

with

〈Ω12〉 = v12

 1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 , 〈Ω23〉 = v23

 1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 , (5)

which constitutes a choice of basis, i.e. any other combi-
nation (12, 13 or 13, 23) would lead to the same physical
results. The spontaneous symmetry breaking via the vac-
uum expectation values v12 and v23 leads to the following
mass matrix for the SU(3) gauge fields Gµai (i = 1, 2, 3)
in the interaction basis

4 The distance ∆R between two jets in the η − φ space is defined
as ∆R =

√
(∆ηjj)2 + (∆φjj)2.

5 See e.g. Ref. [20] for the statistical combination of the results
from two or more measurements.
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FIG. 2. Left: Acceptance obtained from our simulation of pp→ Y → XX → 4j for mX = 1 TeV and mY = 3.5 TeV.
Right: p-value as a function of mY , obtained by combining the two leading bins in α, i.e. α = 0.27 and α = 0.29.

LGM =
1

2

 Gµa1
Gµa2
Gµa3

T  v212g
2
1 v212g1g2 0

v212g1g2
(
v212 + v223

)
g22 v223g2g3

0 v223g2g3 v223g
2
3

 Gµa1
Gµa2
Gµa3

 , (6)

where each block corresponds to a = 1, ..., 8 gauge bosons
with the corresponding generators T a and equal masses.

We can now diagonalize this mass matrix to obtain
the mass eigenstates, gaµ1 , gaµ2 and gaµ3 and identify the
state with the zero eigenvalue gaµ1 with the SM gluons
and the corresponding coupling with the strong coupling
constant gs. The mass of gaµ2 (gaµ3 ) should correspond
to the X (Y ) resonance, i.e. 950 GeV (3.6 TeV). We can
furthermore determine the couplings of gaµ2 and gaµ3 by
demanding that the correct signal strengths are obtained.
Since ATLAS finds a preferred value of gq ≈ 0.07 (in their
conventions where quarks couple only to the axial-vector
current) for the X resonance, and in our model we have
8 gaµ2 fields which couples each vectorially and flavour
universal to quarks, we find that the production cross
section is 4 times larger (for equal couplings) resulting
in g′ ≈ 0.035, where g′ (g′′) is the (effective) coupling of
gaµ2 (gaµ3 ) to SM quarks. The preferred value for the di-
di-jet cross section obtained in the last section is ≈ 5fb.
From this we find g′′ ≈ 0.07/

√
Br[gaµ3 → gaµ2 gaµ2 ], by us-

ing the total production cross section for a sequential SM
Z ′ of this mass (20 fb [38]) and taking into account the
Z ′ branching ratio and the PDF scaling, using the PDF
of Ref. [39] implemented in ManeParse [40], in order to
rescale the cross section to the one of our model.

We can now attempt to solve this system of equa-
tions if one specifies under which SU(3)i gauge fac-
tors the SM quarks transform as a triplet. There are
seven possibilities for such charge assignments (SU(3)1,

SU(3)2, SU(3)3, SU(3)1 ∨ SU(3)2, SU(3)1 ∨ SU(3)3,
SU(3)1∨SU(3)3 and SU(3)1∨SU(2)1∨SU(3)3) among
which only the option that the SM quarks are SU(3)1
triplets, but uncharged under both other SU(3) gauge
factors, provides a solution. In fact, we find g1 ≈ 1,
g2 ≈ 10, g3 ≈ 15 which is clearly in the non-perturbaitve
regime. Therefore, these values should not be taken at
face value, but rather only show that the system of equa-
tions has a solution. These large values for the couplings
g2 and g3 can be traced back to the smallness of the gaµ2
and gaµ3 couplings to SM quarks which requires small
mixing among the colored gauge bosons. Nonetheless, as
the decay width to SM fermions is small and the right
masses and couplings can be obtained, this suggests that
the gauge group SU(3)1 × SU(3)2 × SU(3)3, broken to
SU(3)c via the described breaking, can in fact explain
the (di-)di-jet excesses. Furthermore, the sizable cou-
plings g2 and g3 point towards an extra-dimensional or
composite realization of this setup.

B. Scalar Di-Quarks

Alternatively to the vector-boson model proposed
above, one could try to find a perturbative explanation
of the (di-)di-jet excesses using scalar bosons. Because
the suggested cross sections are too large to originate
from a scalar produced via gluon fusion (with perturba-
tive couplings) [41], relevant couplings to valence quarks
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are needed. Since SU(3)c singlet scalars can only interact
with quarks in the same way as the SM Higgs boson, the
couplings are naturally related to the respective Yukawa
couplings, rendering them tiny for valence quarks, thus
resulting in too small cross sections.

However, SU(3)c triplet or sextuplet (symmetric 3×3)
scalars can couple to quarks of the same SU(2)L repre-
sentation such that their couplings are unrelated to EW
symmetry breaking and therefore also unrelated to quark
Yukawa couplings. Searches for such di-quarks via di-jet
and di-di-jet signatures were proposed in Refs. [42–49].

The choice of quantum numbers for di-quarks is re-
stricted to five possibilities

SU(3)c SU(2)L U(1)Y
Φu 6̄ 1 -4/3
Φd 6̄ 1 2/3

Φ
(1)
q 3 1 -1/3

Φ
(3)
q 6̄ 3 -1/3

Φud 6̄ 1 1

(7)

if we restrict ourselves to the cases which allow couplings
symmetric in flavour space. Note that anti-symmetric
couplings would in general cause problems with ∆F = 2
processes. In this case we have the coupling to fermions

Lint =λuū
c
RΦuuR + λdd̄

c
RΦddR + λ(3)q Φ(3)I

q q̄cLiσ2 τ
IqL

+ λ(1)q εΦ(1)
q q̄cLiσ2 qL + λudū

c
RΦuddR + h.c. , (8)

where uR, dR and qL are the SM right-handed SU(2)L
singlet quarks and left-handed SU(2)L doublet quarks,
respectively. ε is the totally anti-symmetric tensor in
three dimensions which contracts the implicit color in-
dices of the color triplets and we suppressed flavour in-
dices.

We can thus attempt to construct a scenario which has
the potential to reproduce the experimental signals. As-
suming that Φu is the 3.6 TeV resonance decaying into
two Φd scalars with a mass of 950 GeV each, the inter-
action term AεΦuΦdΦd is needed where the first (sec-
ond) ε contracts the first (second) SU(3)c index of the
symmetric 3× 3 representations. Since both scalars cou-
ple to right-handed SU(2)L singlet quarks, we can as-
sume that they have flavour diagonal couplings, both
in the interaction and in the mass basis. However, as
the couplings to first generation quarks are constrained
by neutron-anti-neutron oscillations [50], one has to as-
sume that the couplings to second generation quarks are
dominant (at least for either Φu or Φd). These cou-
plings are then determined by requiring that the cor-
rect signal strengths are obtained.6 The ATLAS di-
jet analysis gives |λd(s)| ' 0.05(0.2). In addition, as-
suming Br(Φu → ΦdΦd) ' 100%, which is natural for

6 Note that neither the CMS nor the ATLAS analysis is sensitive
to the electric charge of the vector because the jet charge is not
measured. In addition, the differences in efficiencies between
scalar and vector resonances are expected to be small for the
analyses under investigation.

A = O(TeV)), we find |λu(c)| ' 0.02(1.1) from the di-di-
jet cross section of ≈ 5 fb.

In principle, also the option that Φd is the 3.6 TeV

resonance and Φ
(3)
q or Φ

(1)
q the 950 GeV one is possi-

ble. In this case, it has to be assumed that the cou-
plings to quarks are universal, such that the CKM ro-
tation between the interaction and the mass eigenbasis
does not generate flavour changing couplings that would
contribute to ∆F = 2 processes.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this article we pointed out that the ATLAS di-jet
excess with a mass slightly below 1 TeV is perfectly con-
sistent with the preferred di-jet mass of 950 GeV of the
CMS di-di-jet analysis. We then used the suggested range
for mX from ATLAS to recast the CMS di-di-jet analy-
sis in terms of a resonant search for Y →XX→(jj)(jj).
This significantly reduces the LEE and results in a lo-
cal (global) significance of 4.0σ (3.2σ) for a resonance Y
with mass mY ≈ 3.6 TeV.

We then examined possible combined explanations of
the (di-)di-jet excesses and proposed both a model with
scalar di-quarks and a model with new heavy colored
vector bosons based on an SU(3)1×SU(3)2×SU(3)3
gauge symmetry spontaneously broken to SU(3)c. While
the scalar di-quark model has couplings that are at
most the order one, the SU(3)3 model requires large
non-perturbative couplings, pointing towards an extra-
dimensional or composite realization. Interestingly, in-
terpreting this model in a Randall-Sundrum (RS) frame-
work [51], the ratio of the masses of the gauge boson
excitations are predicted to be [52]

mn/m1 = 4(n− 1/4)/3 , (9)

where m1 is the first gluon excitation with a non-
vanishing mass. This means if the first resonance (n = 1)
is at ≈ 950 GeV, the second one (n = 2) should be at
≈2.2 TeV while the third (n = 3) is at ≈ 3.5 TeV. While
the latter value fits nicely the (di-)di-jet data, this RS
framework predicts the existence of another (di-)di-jet
resonance with a mass around 2.2 TeV. Note that such
a resonance, if it has similar couplings to quarks as the
n = 1 and n = 3 resonances, is not excluded by current
di-jet searches due to the PDF scaling w.r.t. the 950 GeV
resonance. Furthermore, the CMS di-di-jet data even
points towards a slight excess in this region of the di-di-
jet invariant mass mY (see Appendix).

In light of the intriguing hints for NP in semi-leptonic
B decays [53, 54], g − 2 of the muon [55–57], the
W mass [58, 59], the Cabibbo angle anomaly [60–62], the
96 GeV [63], 151 GeV [64] and 680 GeV [65] excesses, the
multi-lepton anomalies [66–69], the di-Higgs [70] excess
as well as the hint for non-resonant di-electrons [22, 71],7

7 See Ref. [5] for a recent review of anomalies.
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the (di-)di-jet excesses constitute one more very inter-
esting sign of physics beyond the SM. While the other
signals for NP are in general related electroweak pro-
cesses within the SM, the (di-)di-jet signals points to-
wards colored new particles. This broadens the range of
interactions for which the anomalies suggest NP and has
important consequences for collider searches and model
building in the collaborative search for the next SM of
particle physics.
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Appendix A: ATLAS and CMS Plots

Here we quote the main results of the ATLAS and
CMS searches for (di-)di-jet searches for the convenience
of the reader. The result of the di-jet resonance search
of ATLAS is shown in the left plot of Fig. 3. The di-jet
invariant mass mX of the CMS di-di-jet analysis is given
in the right plot of Fig. 3 while the relevant plots for the
di-di-jet mass mY are displayed in Fig. 4.
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