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Probing HNL-ALP couplings at colliders
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Axion-like particles (ALPs) and heavy neutral leptons (HNLs) are both well-motivated extensions
of the Standard Model. As ALPs couple to on-shell fermions proportionally to their masses, processes
involving both types of particles may give rise, for TeV HNLs, to relevant phenomenology at colliders.
In this work, we point out a particularly clean process, whose final state consists of four jets and two
charged leptons, and we estimate its current and future sensitivity at the LHC. For on-shell HNLs,
i) there is no dependence on the overall scale of the mixing between HNLs and the active neutrinos,
making this process sensitive down to the type-I Seesaw line; ii) the signal strength of the process
is sizable only as far as the HNL masses are below a few TeVs, contrary to what the proportionality
to masses of the ALP couplings may suggest. Although ALPs and HNLs have been mainly studied
independently in the literature, considering their interplay may lead to joint limits that are much
stronger than those on the individual particles taken separately. This concise study paves the way
for similar searches at colliders and other experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Axions and Axion-like particles (ALPs) experienced a
revival of interest in the last years. From a more theo-
retical point of view, several studies appeared on axion
constructions that extend the Peccei-Quinn model [1–3]
and the original invisible axion models [4–7], investigat-
ing possible axion flavour dynamics [8–12], whose pio-
neering idea goes back to Ref. [13], or analysing the ax-
ion presence in composite Higgs frameworks [14–16], or
focusing on studying and enlarging the classical QCD ax-
ion parameter space [17–24], showing that QCD axions
may be much lighter or much heavier than in the classical
scenario. Given the latter, we will adopt in the following
the wording ALPs to refer to both QCD axions and to
generic Goldstone bosons whose mass is not originated
by non-perturbative QCD effects.

On the experimental side, the efforts pointed towards
the construction of a consistent effective description of
ALPs [25–32], beyond the seminal study in Ref. [33], in
order to investigate possible signals at low-energy facil-
ities [34–44], colliders [25, 45–61] and in non-terrestrial
environments [62–65]. Most of the analyses performed
on collider data and from astrophysics deal with an on-
shell ALP in the initial or final state of the considered
processes, such as mono-Z, mono-W , and mono-Higgs
searches or stellar cooling, and the associated bounds
strongly depend on the ALP mass. The common as-
pect is that the associated Feynman diagram has only
one single ALP coupling insertion and therefore the cor-
responding process amplitude is suppressed by only one
power of the ALP characteristic scale fa. On the other
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hand, the lack of observation of any tree-level flavour-
changing process mediated by neutral currents leads to
very strong bounds on ALP couplings, for example from
meson oscillations and (semileptonic) meson decays. In
this case, and in those few non-resonant ALP searches at
colliders, the associated amplitude is suppressed by f2

a

as the ALP appears as an internal line of the Feynman
diagram.

Within the Standard Model (SM) framework with the
addition of an ALP, it is always possible to express the
ALP couplings to fermions in the chirality flip basis where
the proportionality to the corresponding fermion mass
becomes manifest. This implies that the heavier the
fermion, the more enhanced is the corresponding cou-
pling to the ALP. From here the idea is to study the
implications of ALP couplings to Heavy Neutral Leptons
(HNLs), typically introduced in Seesaw mechanisms [66–
75] and with masses larger than the Electroweak (EW)
scale. The idea of coupling an ALP to HNLs has not
received much attention in the literature and only a few
studies have appeared [76–80].

Without entering into the details of any specific model
of neutrino masses, HNLs are states composed of a mix-
ture between the neutral components of the SM lepton
Electroweak (EW) doublets and sterile leptons, singlets
under the SM gauge symmetries: the matrix containing
the mixings is typically labeled as Θ and its entries are
strongly bounded from global analyses on non-unitarity
effects of the PMNS mixing matrix [81–86]. There exists
a strong experimental program dedicated to searching for
HNLs (see e.g. Refs. [87–89] for detailed reviews of exist-
ing and proposed searches), including at the CMS [90–
96], ATLAS [97–100] and LHCb [101] experiments at the
LHC, where HNLs have been probed over a wide range
of masses, in both the prompt and displaced regimes. As
one of the main renormalizable portals [102–106] to new
physics, HNLs are also a prime target for current and fu-
ture searches at displaced detectors [107–118], extracted
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beamlines [119–136], colliders [137–150], and cLFV ex-
periments [151, 152]. A number of reinterpretations have
furthermore appeared, either to correct [153] the reported
limits or to extend them [154–156] to non-minimal sce-
narios consistent with the observed lightness of neutrino
masses.

In this letter, we identify a promising clean process
that may shed light on the ALP couplings to HNLs and
we study its sensitivity prospects at present and future
colliders. The corresponding lobster-like Feynman dia-
gram is shown in Fig. 1. The ALP is produced off-shell
through gluon fusion, which largely dominates over the
other production mechanisms. The ALP then decays into
two on-shell HNLs N , both of which subsequently decay
into a charged lepton ` and an on-shell W gauge boson,
whose final decay is into jets. The resulting final state
consists of four jets and two charged leptons with same
or opposite signs (j4`2), which we refer to as the JALZ
topology1. For HNLs with mass MN � MW , each W
would be significantly boosted, resulting in an overlap
between its two outgoing jets and making it harder to
reconstruct the event unless a dedicated large-radius re-
construction [159] is used (see App. B).

This specific setup has the following advantages:

- the whole process is proportional to the HNL mass,
thus the signal strength is sizeable;

- it is possible to adopt the narrow width approxi-
mation and then the branching ratios of the HNL
decays do not depend on the overall scale of the
mixing Θ, typically very small;

- the on-shellness of the two HNLs and the two W ’s,
combined with the absence of light neutrinos, leads
to a fully reconstructible final state with four si-
multaneous mass peaks. Not only we do not ex-
pect any Standard Model background with such a
kinematic structure, but it could also significantly
suppress the background from pileup jets that a
process with four jets would otherwise suffer from.

With respect to other collider analyses, the JALZ
topology is almost independent of the ALP mass and it
is doubly suppressed by the ALP characteristic scale fa,
whose effect is however mitigated by the enhancement
of the HNL mass. One may expect that the larger the
HNL mass, the bigger would be the signal strength of
the process, but this is not the case: due to the parton
distribution functions of the colliding protons, the signal
strength drops very fast for masses larger than ∼ O(1.5)
TeV.

In what follows, we will first introduce the parts of the
ALP and HNL Lagrangian relevant to discuss the JALZ

1 Such topology has been previously considered in Ref. [157] in the
context of a Z′-portal to HNLs, and in Ref. [158] for the type-III
Seesaw.
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagram of the JALZ-topology relevant for
the study. The on-shell particles (besides final and initial
states) are shown in red.

topology, then we will present the corresponding numer-
ical analysis, and we will conclude with the sensitivity
to the ALP-HNL coupling at colliders for different inte-
grated luminosities as the main result of the letter.

II. THE ALP-HNL EFFECTIVE LAGRANGIAN

Without entering into the details of a specific high en-
ergy theory, we will assume that a global symmetry, alike
the Peccei-Quinn one, gets spontaneously broken at some
large scale, giving rise to an ALP that couples to the SM
spectrum, enlarged by n right-handed (RH) neutrinos,
with n ≥ 2. The latter provides lepton number viola-
tion that leads to masses for the active neutrinos at low
energies: without focusing on a specific Seesaw mecha-
nism, we will simply assume a minimal set of terms in
the Lagrangian that describe the effective interactions at
a scale where the HNLs are dynamical.

The effective Lagrangian that we will adopt for our
analysis can be written as the sum of different terms:

L eff = LSM + LHNL + La , (1)

where the first term is the SM Lagrangian, the second
contains the interactions of the HNL with the SM spec-
trum and the last describes the ALP couplings. More
specifically,

LHNL = iN ′R /DN
′
R−
(
L′LH̃YNN

′
R +

1

2
N ′cRMNN

′
R + h.c.

)
,

(2)
where L′L and H stand for the EW doublets of leptons
and Higgs respectively, with H̃ = iσ2H

∗, and N ′R are the
RH neutrinos. The primes symbolise a generic flavour
basis, where MN and YN are n×n (symmetric) and 3×n
matrices in the flavour space, respectively. After the EW
symmetry breaking, the active neutrinos acquire small
masses: in the canonical type-I Seesaw mechanism [66–
72] their lightness results from the hierarchy between the
Dirac and Majorana mass terms, while in the low-scale
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Seesaw variations [73–75, 102, 103] it follows from an
approximately conserved lepton number [160–165] and
the HNL masses can be close to the EW scale. Once
the Higgs develops its vacuum expectation value (vev),
〈H〉 = v/

√
2 with v = 246 GeV, the neutral leptons mix,

and the active neutrino mass term reads

Lν ⊃ −
1

2
ν′′Lmν ν

′′c
L + h.c. , (3)

where in the Seesaw limit v � ||MN ||,

mν = −ΘMN ΘT (4)

with the mixing matrix Θ defined as

ν′L ≡ ν′′L + ΘN ′′cR , Θ =
v√
2
YN M−1

N . (5)

The HNL mass matrix can be identified with MN , ne-
glecting small corrections proportional to the active neu-
trino mass matrix. Due to the mixing in Eq. (5), the
HNLs acquire couplings proportional to Θ with the EW
gauge and scalar bosons and with the other leptons.

The fermion mass basis is achieved by diagonalising
the mass matrix of the charged leptons, mν , and MN ,

m̂ν = U †ν mν U
∗
ν , M̂N = UT

N MN UN , (6)

and correspondingly the PMNS mixing matrix appears in
the W–lepton currents. The associated mass eigenstates
will be denoted as νL and NR. As already mentioned,
depending on the specific Seesaw realisation, NR can be
heavy (∼ 1015 GeV) or very light (∼ MeV). In the lat-
ter case, its phenomenological study is in general very
promising in both direct and indirect searches. In the
absence of any cancellation between the elements of Θ
in Eq. (4), the light neutrino mass matrix is of order2
||mν || ∼ ||MN || · ||Θ||2, and conversely

||Θ||2 ∼ ||mν ||
||MN ||

. (7)

Plotted as a function of the HNL mass(es) and taking
||mν || ∼ 50 meV, this “Seesaw line” represents the naive
expectation for the mixing matrix, in the absence of an
approximate lepton number symmetry.

The last term in Eq. (1) can be written as

La =
1

2
∂µa ∂

µa− 1

2
m2
a a

2 − a

fa

∑
X

caXX X
µνX̃µν+

− ∂µa

fa

∑
ψ′

ψ′c′ψγ
µψ′

(8)

where Xµν is the field strength tensor of the SM gauge
bosons and X̃µν its dual, ma is the generic ALP mass

2 The precise value depends on the number of HNLs, the neutrino
mass ordering and the specific elements of Θ.

(that does not need to originate from non-perturbative
QCD effects) and ψ′ stands for any fermion field in the
spectrum in the initial flavour basis, with c′ψ the cor-
responding ALP-fermion coupling being a matrix in the
flavour space. In the fermion mass basis, the ALP-HNL
coupling contained in the second line in the previous ex-
pression reads

La ⊃ −
∂µa

fa
NR γ

µ cN NR with cN ≡ U †Nc′NR
UN .

(9)
The latter coupling and the anomalous ALP-gluon cou-
pling in Eq. (8) are the basic ingredients necessary to dis-
cuss the JALZ process. The ALP couplings to charged
fermions and active neutrinos have already been stud-
ied in the literature. The ALP couplings to one active
neutrino and one HNL have not been investigated, but
they are proportional to Θ and therefore the associated
signals are suppressed and harder to see at present and
near-future colliders.

III. THE ANALYSIS

In the rest of the letter, we will discuss the phe-
nomenology of the lightest HNL, dubbed N . Consis-
tently, its mass will be denoted by MN (not boldface),
its couplings with the other leptons will only include the
lepton family index and will be denoted by Θα, while the
one with the ALP will be indicated as cN (not boldface).
a. On-shellness. The on-shellness of the HNLs al-

lows separating their production and decay using the
narrow-width approximation. For a given combination
of lepton flavours α, β ∈ e, µ, τ with any combination of
charges:

σαβ ≡ σ(pp→ a∗ →(N → `αq̄iqj)(N → `βqkq̄l)) =

=
2

S
× σ(pp→ a∗ → NN)×

× Br(N → `αq̄iqj)× Br(N → `βqkq̄l)

(10)

where S is a symmetry factor equal to 2 if both HNL
decays are identical and to 1 otherwise, and the 2 in
the numerator is a combinatorial factor accounting for
the presence of two HNLs. For a given choice of lepton
flavours, α and β, Eq. (10) shows that the cross-section
scales as follows with the various parameters (excluding
the HNL mass and neglecting the charged lepton masses):

σαβ ∝
c2aggc

2
N

f4
a

|Θα|2|Θβ |2

Γ2
N

∝
c2aggc

2
N

f4
a

|Θα|2

|Θ|2
|Θβ |2

|Θ|2
(11)

where we have defined |Θ|2 =
∑
α=e,µ,τ |Θα|2 and used

the proportionality of the total HNL width to |Θ|2. This
shows that the cross-section is independent of the overall
scale of the HNL mixings.

If we were to sum the cross-section over all three
lepton flavours, the dependence on the mixing pattern
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|Θα|2/|Θ|2 would disappear too (up to small finite-
mass corrections). However, in practice, different lepton
flavours come with different detection efficiencies, result-
ing in a residual dependence on the mixing pattern. Nev-
ertheless, we should expect the sensitivity of the process
to depend only weakly on the ratio of the three mix-
ings. If, however, we were to consider separately the pro-
cesses involving different combinations of charged lepton
flavours, we could in principle constrain or even measure
the relative values of the Θ entries.
b. HNL lifetime. The expected number of signal

events can be expressed as:

Nevents = Lintσε (12)

with Lint denoting the integrated luminosity, σ the cross-
section of the process, and ε the signal efficiency of the
process. Despite the fact that the dependence on the
overall |Θ|2 scale cancels out, as shown by Eq. (11), if
the HNL is long-lived, it can fly out of the detector,
lowering the efficiency and reintroducing a dependence
on |Θ|2. In particular, when the HNL lifetime becomes
much larger than the size of the experiment rexp, the
efficiency (for each HNL) will have to include the prob-
ability of decaying within the detector, which asymptot-
ically goes as ΓNrexp/γN ∝ |Θ|2/γN , with γN the HNL
boost that only depends on MN . This would make the
signal strength proportional to |Θ|4. App. A discusses
the HNL lifetime in more detail and shows that for mod-
els of interest (|Θ|2 at or above the Seesaw line) and at
the LHC, the HNLs can safely be considered as decaying
promptly (see Fig. 4), and therefore the signal strength
is independent of the overall scale of the HNL mixings.
c. Other channels. The topology presented in

Sect. I can lead to a number of different signatures, de-
pending on the HNL decays and on the subsequent de-
cays of the resulting on-shell bosons. When MN � Mh,
each HNL decays to W : Z : h in proportions 1

2 : 1
4 : 1

4 ,
and eachW decays hadronically (leptonically) about 2/3
(1/3) of the time. Out of all the final states, only the
JALZ topology is in principle fully reconstructible, with
no neutrinos in the final state. It corresponds to the
lobster-like diagram shown in Fig. 1, and will be the focus
of this study. Because each HNL takes the fully recon-
structible decay channel `jj about 1/3 of the time, this
final state is realised in about 1/9 of the NN pairs pro-
duced through the coupling of HNLs to the ALP. This is
in agreement with our numerical estimates, up to finite-
mass effects that correct the decay widths when MN is
near the O(100 GeV) scale. Another ≈ 80% of the fi-
nal states resulting from the decay of the NN pair con-
tain at least one neutrino — and will therefore lead to
a signature with some missing transverse energy (MET).
Half of them contain one fully reconstructible HNL decay,
while the other half contains MET in both decays. If one
can deal with the increased background resulting from
not being able to reconstruct the mass of both HNLs,
these could in principle be interesting search channels.
In fact, similar topologies (mediated by on-shell fermions

and vector bosons, and with off-shell gauge bosons in-
stead of the ALP) have already been searched for at the
LHC in the context of the type-III Seesaw and vector-like
leptons, see e.g. Refs. [166–171], although in the models
they consider, the production mechanism is not gluon
fusion but Drell-Yan. Tab. I summarises the relative
frequencies of all the final states, classified in terms of
whether each HNL decay is reconstructible, partially re-
constructible (MET), or invisible.

First N
Second N Reconstructible MET Invisible

Reconstructible 10%

MET 40% 40%

Invisible 3% 6% 0.2%

TABLE I. Approximate relative frequencies of the various fi-
nal states, classified according to the degree to which each
HNL decay can be reconstructed, for MN �Mh. “First” and
“Second” denote the two HNLs produced in the ALP decay,
in no particular order since they are indistinguishable.

d. Impact of partonic effects. The effect of Parton
Distribution Functions (PDFs) is very relevant. Not all
the partons within the proton have the same energy. De-
noting by x1,2 the momentum fractions of the two par-
tons, the total energy at their disposal is ŝ ≡ x1x2s.
In order to produce two HNLs, the kinematic condition√
ŝ ≥ 2MN must hold. The area subtended by the PDFs,

and that has to be convoluted with the partonic cross-
section, gets reduced considerately at high momentum
fraction. Therefore, as the mass of the HNL grows, the
kinematic condition has little space to be satisfied, thus
suppressing the final cross-section. To get a rough esti-
mate of such an effect, we compute the area of the PDFs
that must be convoluted with the partonic cross-section

Ag,q(MN ,
√
s) ≡

∫∫
√
ŝ≥2MN

dx1dx2fg,q(x1)fg,q̄(x2) ,

(13)
where fi(x) are the PDFs. The result for

√
s = 13 TeV

is shown in Fig. 2. In this Figure, we have used the cen-
tral values from the PDFs MSTW 2008 [172]. We have
conveniently multiplied A by M2

N as this is the naively
expected enhancement given by the ALP vertex.
e. Monte-Carlo event generation. The cross-

sections are computed numerically using the
MadGraph5_aMC@NLO (v3.4.1) Monte-Carlo event
generator [173]. The Lagrangian defined in Sect. II
is implemented in the Mathematica [174] package
FeynRules (v2.3.41) [175], taking some inspiration from
the HeavyN [176, 177] and ALP_linear [25] models.
Samples are generated for a number of HNL masses
within the range [130, 5000] GeV. After numerically
verifying that gluon fusion gg → a∗ is the dominant
production mechanism throughout this mass range, we
neglect the remaining production modes. We use the
PDF set NNPDF40_nnlo_as_01180 from the NNPDF
collaboration [178] through the LHAPDF6 interface [179].
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FIG. 2. Scaling of the PDFs area times M2
N for different

partons involved in the HNLs production as a function ofMN .

The ALP mass is set to a non-zero value of 1 GeV to
avoid numerical stability issues, but is shown to have no
effect on the cross-sections. We then parse the results file
to aggregate the cross-sections for the various signatures
of interest, using the scaling properties (11) as needed
to interpolate between the various HNL mixing patterns
(see Refs. [180] or [155, sec. 3] for a description of this
method).

IV. THE PROJECTED SENSITIVITY

The JALZ topology is selected by requiring no neu-
trinos in the final state, and the projected single-event
sensitivity of an LHC experiment is computed for var-
ious luminosity targets. The underlying assumption is
that simultaneously reconstructing the two HNL masses,
each from the momenta of a lepton and of a large-radius,
W -tagged jet [159], suppresses the background down to
a negligible level (the correct combination of lepton and
jet being selected by requiring the reconstructed HNL
masses to agree). Using the scaling law in Eq. (11),
the projected sensitivity is then expressed in terms of√
caggcN/fa and the HNL mass.
Although summing Eq. (11) over flavours leads to a

cross-section that is completely independent of HNL pa-
rameters, in practice efficiencies differ for each flavour
combination. This is particularly true for the tau lepton,
whose leptonic modes account for 35% of decays and do
not allow to identify the tau as such at the LHC. They
would lead to a final state similar to the JALZ topology,
but with missing transverse energy that may impede the
reconstruction of the HNL mass. In what follows we will
therefore focus on hadronically decaying taus τh, and we

FIG. 3. Sensitivity to NP couplings as a function of the HNL
mass at LHC for different integrated luminosities at

√
s = 13

TeV, assuming perfect efficiency for electrons, muons, and
jets. Above the lines, a number of events Nevents > 1 is ex-
pected. For each colored band, the bottom line corresponds to
the HNL mixing only with e and µ (best sensitivity), and the
top one to mixing only with τ (worst sensitivity). The ratio
of the two lines corresponds to

√
ετ . Any intermediate case

is expected to lie within the band. Finally, the orange region
shows where fa ≤ MN for cgg = cN = 1, where the theory is
expected to become unreliable.

assume a further reconstruction/identification efficiency3
of 80% for each tau, leading to an overall efficiency of
ετ ≈ 0.5.

The final result of the letter is in Fig. 3 where we
show the sensitivity to the ALP couplings as a function
of the HNL mass at the LHC for different integrated
luminosities. The thickness of the sensitivity bands is
defined considering HNL mixing with only electrons
and muons (lower line), or only with the taus (upper
line). Because these limits do not take into account
signal efficiencies other than the tau’s, we expect them
to be slightly optimistic. In App. B, we apply a simple
event selection, discuss the most important cuts at both
low and high masses, and argue for the use of large-
radius jet reconstruction to search for the JALZ topology.

3 The reconstruction and identification efficiencies of tau leptons
crucially depend on the chosen working point, i.e. on the required
level of background rejection (see e.g. Ref. [181]). The favourable
background conditions of the JALZ topology should allow for a
high efficiency, hence the chosen value of 80%.
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V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The existence in Nature of ALPs from one side and
of HNLs from the other is very well motivated. In this
letter, we assume that both types of particles exist and
interact with each other, and we point out an efficient dis-
covery channel at colliders, whose final state consists of
four jets and two charged leptons. When a non-resonant
ALP produces two on-shell HNLs, with masses above the
electroweak scale, the signal strength at present and near-
future colliders is independent of the overall scale of the
HNL mixing with the active neutrinos: this is particu-
larly appealing as the elements of the Θ matrix are con-
strained to be tiny. However, the signal strength still
depends on the relative values of the Θ entries. In case
of not distinguishing between the charged leptons in the
final state, the dependence on Θ would completely dis-
appear in the cross section, but a mild dependence in
the signal strength remains due to the different efficien-
cies. On the contrary, in the event of an observation of
this process, distinguishing between the charged leptons
in the final state would provide constraints on |Θα|/|Θβ |
combinations.

Moreover, the analysis is independent of the ALP
mass, thus applying to generic Goldstone bosons as well
as to QCD axions, with fa not too much larger than
tens of TeV (a modification of the traditional QCD ax-
ion parameter space has been recently discussed in the
literature [17–24]).

The standard lore for ALP-fermion couplings is that
they are proportional to the corresponding fermion mass,
thus naively implying that the larger the mass, the higher
the signal strength of a process induced by such a cou-
pling. However, we showed that the impact of the PDFs
is very much relevant, leading to a drop of the signal
strength (and of the sensitivity to the couplings) for HNL
masses larger than a couple of TeV for LHC data with√
s = 13 TeV.
This study represents a first example of how a ded-

icated analysis of the interactions between ALPs and
HNLs could shed light on the nature of these elusive par-
ticles. In particular, we showed that their interplay may
lead to joint limits that are much stronger than those on
the individual particles taken separately. It also paves the
way for model building constructions and for additional
searches at colliders and other types of experiments.
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Appendix A: HNL Lifetime

For HNLs heavier than the Higgs, the decays to on-
shell W ’s, Z’s, and h’s dominate, with rates [182]:

Γ(N →W`α) ≈ GFM
3
N

4π
√

2
|Θα|2

(
1− M2

W

M2
N

)2(
1 +

2M2
W

M2
N

)
Γ(N → hνα) ≈ GFM

3
N

8π
√

2
|Θα|2

(
1− M2

h

M2
N

)2

(A1)

Γ(N → Zνα) ≈ GFM
3
N

8π
√

2
|Θα|2

(
1− M2

Z

M2
N

)2(
1 +

2M2
Z

M2
N

)
,

where both particle and antiparticle final states are taken
into account.

For MN � MW,Z,h, the HNL lifetime τN can be ap-
proximated as:

τ−1
N ≈

∑
α

[Γ(N →W`α) + Γ(N → Zνα) + Γ(N → hνα)]

∼=
GF

2π
√

2
M3
N |Θ|2 , (A2)

where the total mixing angle has been defined as |Θ|2 =∑
α=e,µ,τ |Θα|2.
The mean path of an on-shell HNL in the LAB frame

largely affects the ability of a search to detect it. In what
follows we perform a rough estimation of this quantity.
The mean distance in the LAB frame λN,LAB, is given
by

λN,LAB = βNγNτN =

√
ŝ

4M2
N

− 1 τN , (A3)

where we have taken into account the fraction of energy
delivered by the partons to the HNL. Averaging over this
quantity:

λN,LAB =

∫∫
√
ŝ≥2MN

dx1dx2fg(x1)fg(x2)λN,LAB∫∫
√
ŝ≥2MN

dx1dx2fg(x1)fg(x2)
. (A4)

The result can be seen in Fig. 4.

Appendix B: Event selection

The projected sensitivity presented in this paper has
been derived under the optimistic assumption of perfect
acceptance. In this appendix, we test this assumption by
applying a simple but typical selection (inspired by vari-
ous type-III Seesaw and vector-like lepton searches that
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1

50

300

FIG. 4. Contours of constant mean path of an HNL in the
LAB frame as a function ofMN and of the total mixing angle.
The black line indicates the naive Type-I Seesaw expectation
|Θ|2 = mν/MN with mν = 50 meV. The contours correspond
to typical scales in the ATLAS experiment, with 1 mm being
a typical cut in a prompt search, the interval [50, 300] mm
is covered by large radius tracking [183] while [1, 50] mm is
best covered by a combination of standard and large radius
tracking.

looked for similar topologies [166–171]) and by explicitly
computing the signal efficiency. The leading lepton (de-
fined as the lepton with the largest transverse momentum
pT) is required to have pT > 40 GeV, and the subleading
lepton to have pT > 15 GeV. Both leptons are required
to be within the pseudorapidity range |η| < 2.5 and to
be separated from each other by ∆R > 0.4. If the lepton
pair has the same flavour but opposite signs (OSSF), its
invariant mass is further required to beml+l− > 110 GeV
to suppress background from Z decays. Jets (here quarks
since we are performing the analysis at parton level) are
required to have pT > 30 GeV and to be within |η| < 2.4.
We additionally require a separation ∆R > ∆Rjj be-
tween any two jets (with a varying value of ∆Rjj = 0.001,
0.2 or 0.4 in order to study its impact), as well as a sep-
aration of ∆R > 0.4 between any given jet and lepton.

The cuts are applied directly in MadGraph’s
param_card.dat, before generating the process g g >
n1 n1, n1 > j j l with l denoting e± or µ± but not
τ± (since the tau lepton efficiency has been treated sepa-
rately) and n1 denoting the HNL. We assume equal mix-
ing of the HNL with all three flavours. The signal ef-
ficiency, computed as the ratio of the generated parton-
level cross-sections with/without cuts, is plotted in Fig. 5
as a function of the HNL mass and ∆Rjj .

We observe that imposing a non-trivial ∆R separation
between jets strongly suppresses the signal at higher HNL

masses, while other cuts are subleading. In practice, be-
cause small-R jets are typically reconstructed with an
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FIG. 5. Signal efficiencies for the simple selection, as a func-
tion of the HNL mass MN and the minimum distance ∆Rjj
between any two jets.

angular size of R = 0.4, for two jets to be resolved the
parent partons will need to be separated by ∆Rjj & 0.4.
The suppression then has a simple interpretation: the
partons produced in the decay of a boosted W are col-
limated in the LAB frame and form a single boosted jet
instead of two resolved jets. Therefore, in order to be
sensitive to the JALZ process at large HNL masses, one
should aim to reconstruct the hadronic decay products
of each W as a single large-radius jet (with R ≈ 1). Per-
forming an analysis at the reconstructed level is outside
the scope of the present letter, and is left for further
study. For the time being, we shall assume that the two
large-R, W -tagged jets can be successfully reconstructed
with O(1) efficiency.

Following a similar analysis and enabling each cut one-
by-one, we observe that the cuts responsible for the sup-
pression at lower HNL masses are, in rough order from
the most to least important: the pT cuts on the jets, the
minimum ∆R between a lepton and jet, and the pT cut
on the leading lepton. Then comes the Z veto and the
|η| requirements with a much smaller effect, while the re-
maining cuts are subleading. The pT cuts largely depend
on the specifics of the detector and trigger system and
should be a prime target for optimisation by the search
team. Regarding the minimum ∆R between a lepton and
a jet, it might be possible to do away with this cut alto-
gether by once again trying to reconstruct the W decays
as large-radius jets possibly containing a lepton track.
While the pT cuts could already have been implemented
in the present study, we shall leave the calculation of
precise signal efficiencies to an upcoming study.
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