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No direct experimental constraints exist on Leptoquark (LQ) couplings with quarks and right-handed
neutrinos (RHNs). If a LQ dominantly couples to RHNs, it can leave unique signatures at the LHC. The
RHNs can be produced copiously from LQ decays as long as they are lighter than the LQs. LQ-induced
RHN production has never been searched for in experiments. This channel can act as a simultaneous
probe for RHNs and LQs that dominantly couple to RHNs. In this paper, we consider all possible charge-
2/3 and 1/3 scalar and vector LQs that dominantly couple to second-generation quarks and RHN. We
study the pair and single productions of TeV-scale LQs and their subsequent decay to sub-TeV RHNs,
realised in the inverse seesaw framework. We also consider RHN pair production through a t-channel LQ
exchange. The single LQ production and t-channel contributions can be significant for large LQ-RHN-
quark couplings. We systematically combine events from these processes leading to a pair of RHNs
plus jets to study the prospects of LQ-assisted RHN pair production. We analyse the monolepton and
opposite-sign dilepton final states and estimate the discovery reach at the high-luminosity LHC.

I. INTRODUCTION

The neutrino oscillation data provide vital evidence for the
presence of physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) by
pointing towards the neutrino masses. However, probing
the neutrino sector at particle colliders is not simple—due
to their elusive nature, the light neutrinos pass through the
detectors undetected. Generally, one considers heavy right-
handed neutrinos (RHNs, νR’s) to generate light-neutrino
masses through the seesaw mechanism. Observing RHNs
at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) would be an important
milestone since it could shed light on the neutrino mass
generation mechanism and various serious issues like the
dark matter problem, matter-antimatter asymmetry, etc. In
principle, the LHC could probe RHNs if they are within the
TeV range. However, a straightforward application of the
vanilla seesaw mechanism (Type-I) [1, 2] puts the RHNs
several orders of magnitude above the TeV scale.
There are other mechanisms to generate the masses—

like the inverse seesaw mechanism (ISM) [3, 4]—where
the RHNs can be within the reach of the LHC. But, even
the TeV-scale RHNs are not easy to produce at the LHC
(see Ref. [5] for the prospect study of RHNs at e+e− col-
liders). Since they are singlet under the SM gauge group,
they interact feebly with the SM fields through their small
overlaps with the left-handed neutrinos generated after the
electroweak symmetry breaking. RHNs can be produced
through the decay of another particle likeW ′ [6, 7], Z′ [8–
11], etc. Since the LHC is a hadron collider, RHNs can also
be produced through an intermediary that connects with
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the strong sector. In this paper, we consider one that fits
naturally in this picture, namely, the leptoquark (LQ).
LQs are hypothetical coloured scalar or vector bosons

with both baryon and lepton numbers. Hence, they can
act as connectors between the baryon and lepton sectors.
They appear in various beyond-the-SM theories like the
Pati-Salam models [12], Grand Unified Theories [13], var-
ious compositeness theories [14], or R-parity-violating Su-
persymmetry [15], etc. Nowadays, they are popular in the
literature for explaining various experimental anomalies,
like the ones seen in RD(∗) , (g−2)µ ,W -mass, etc. [16–26].
The phenomenology of LQs and their discovery prospects
at different colliders can be found in Refs. [27–38].
The LHC has an ongoing LQ-search program. Both AT-

LAS and CMS Collaborations are looking for single and pair
productions of LQs in various combinations of leptons (ℓ or
νL) and jets (light or t jet) in the final states. The current
mass-exclusion limits on scalar and vector LQs go up to
1.73 [39] and 1.98 [40] TeV, respectively. There are also
indirect bounds on LQ couplings (LQ-quark-lepton) from
the high-pT dilepton or monolepton with missing energy
data [19, 25]. A LQ can simultaneously couple with a
SM quark and a RHN. However, none of the direct or in-
direct bounds concerns this coupling. A LQ can decay to
a RHN+jet final state if the RHN is lighter than the LQ. If
the LQ decays exclusively (or predominantly) through this
mode, it becomes unrestricted by all the direct or indirect
bounds. In other words, a large part of the LQ parameter
space remains unexplored and unrestricted by the LHC.
In this paper, we utilise this freedom to study the pro-

duction of RHNs via LQs at the hadron collider (similar or
related phenomenological studies are found in Refs. [41–
45]). If we assume the LQ couples with no other leptons ex-
cept the RHNs, there are two possible production processes
for the RHNs—they can come from LQ decays, or they can
be directly pair produced by t-channel LQ exchanges in
the quark fusion mode. As we discuss later, normally, the
LQ-decay mode is more promising than the t-channel LQ
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exchange if the RHNs are lighter than the LQ. One rea-
son is that LQs can be produced copiously through strong
interaction. Secondly, the cross-section of the t-channel
LQ-exchange process is susceptible to the LQ-quark-lepton
coupling (goes as the fourth power); unless the coupling is
of order one or larger, its cross-section is relatively smaller.
Hence, in this paper, we mainly focus on RHN production
through LQ decay.

For our purpose, we consider a setupwhere the light neu-
trinos get their masses through the ISM. In the ISM, there
are three RHNs (one for each generation) and three ex-
tra neutral fermions (SLi with i ∈ {1,2,3} being the genera-
tion index, all singlets under the SM gauge group). Due to
these extra fermions, the RHNs can have (sub-)TeV-range
masses. We are interested in the parameter regions where
the RHNs are lighter than LQs so they can decay exclu-
sively through the RHN+jet decay mode. For the LHC to
detect their signatures, the RHNs should not be long-lived
and decay to SM particles within the detectors. Generally,
the strongest collider bounds on the RHNs come from the
searches for the same-sign dilepton pairs, the signature of
the Majorana nature of the RHNs. However, these bounds
do not affect our analysis as the RHNs are pseudo-Dirac
types in ISM. They decay mainly through the νR → W±ℓ∓

and νR → Z/h νℓ processes in roughly 2 : 1 : 1 ratio.

Generally, LQs can have inter or intra-generational cou-
plings (i.e., the quark and the lepton that couple to a
LQ need not be of the same generation). LQs that domi-
nantly couple to third-generation fermions should be sep-
arately searched for from those that mostly couple to the
lighter-generation fermions [33, 35, 46]. This is because
the detection strategies for the third-generation fermions
differ significantly from the first two generations. There
are also significant differences in the single and indi-
rect LQ-production (i.e., t-channel LQ exchange) cross-
sections depending on whether they couple to the first
or second-generation quarks. This happens because the
first-generation quarks have the largest parton distribu-
tion functions (PDFs). For the LHC analysis, we mainly
consider second-generation interactions, i.e., LQs essen-
tially decay to a second-generation quark and a second-
generation RHN (i.e., second-generation LQs), and the
RHN decays to produce a second-generation lepton in the
final state. There are two reasons for this choice. First,
the muon-detection efficiency is better than the electron
detection at the LHC. Second, and more importantly, the
second-generation case gives us a conservative estimate of
the prospects of this channel. Due to the larger PDFs of the
up and down quarks, the LHC discovery reach for mostly
first-generation interactions would be better. We shall re-
port the prospects for the first and third-generation cases
separately.

The paper is organised as follows. We review the ISM in
the next section. In Sec. III, we list the possible LQ mod-
els with RHN-decay mode and introduce some simple phe-
nomenological models. In Sec. IV, we discuss the signals
and the backgrounds and present our results in Sec. V. Fi-
nally, we conclude in Sec. VI.

II. THE INVERSE SEESAW MECHANISM

We can write the neutrino-sector interactions as

−L ⊃ λ
i
ν Li H̃ νRi +MR νRi SLi +

1
2

µ Sc
Li

SLi +H.c., (1)

where i is the generation index, Li is the ith lepton doublet,
H̃ = iσ2H∗, and the superscript c denotes charge conjuga-
tion. Sterile neutrinos are denoted as SL. They are SM sin-
glets and carry the lepton number L = 1. Similarly, RHNs
also have L = 1. The SL fields interact with νR but not di-
rectly with the SM leptons. However, tiny interactions can
arise after mass mixing. In the {νc

L νR Sc
L} basis, the neu-

trino mass matrix can be written as

Mν =

 0 mD 0
mT

D 0 MR
0 MT

R µ

 , (2)

where all of mD, MR and µ are 3× 3 mass matrices. The
light-neutrino masses are obtained after block diagonalis-
ing the mass matrix as the following,

mν ≈ mD(MT
R)

−1
µM−1

R mT
D. (3)

For the heavy components, the 6 × 6 mass matrix in the
(NR S) basis can be written as

M6×6
ν =

(
0 MR

MT
R µ

)
, (4)

where µ ∼ keV is the lepton-number violating scale that
essentially acts as the source of tiny non-degeneracy among
the final pseudo-Dirac pairs.
For us, the essential point is our collider study is largely

insensitive to the parameters in the neutrino sector (like
mD,MR, µ etc.) except the mass and decays of the second-
generation RHN. Hence, we do not need any specially
tuned parameter as sub-TeV RHNs decaying to W±ℓ∓ and
Z/h νℓ final states are easily found in the allowed parameter
space (see, e.g., [7, 11]).

III. SCALAR AND VECTOR LEPTOQUARK MODELS

We list the LQs—scalars (sLQ) and vectors (vLQs)—with
interactions with the RHNs [47]. We ignore the diquark
operators to bypass the proton-decay constraints.

A. Scalar LQs

■ R̃2 = (3,2,1/6): The interaction of R̃2 can be written as
follows,

L ⊃ ỹLR
2 i j Q̄i,a

L R̃a
2ν

j
R +H.c., (5)

where Q̄L denotes the left-handed quark doublet, a,b = 1,2
are the SU(2) indices, and ε = iσ2. The terms relevant to
our analysis are

L ⊃ ỹLR
2 ii ūi

Lν
i
RR̃2/3

2 + ỹLR
2 ii d̄i

Lν
i
RR̃−1/3

2 +H.c. (6)
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■ S1 = (3,1,1/3): The only relevant term in the interac-
tion Lagrangian of S1 is

L ⊃ − ȳRR
1 ii d̄C i

R S1ν
i
R +H.c. (7)

■ S1 = (3,1,−2/3): The relevant term is

L ⊃ + ȳRR
1 ii ūC i

R S̄1ν
i
R +H.c. (8)

B. Vector LQs

■ Ṽ2 = (3,2,−1/6): The RHN interaction of Ṽ2 can be
written as

L ⊃ x̃LR
2 i jQ̄

C i,a
L γ

µ
ε

abṼ b
2,µ ν

j
R +H.c., (9)

which gives us the terms relevant to our analysis:

L ⊃ x̃LR
2 ii ūC i

L γ
µ

ν
i
RṼ−2/3

2,µ − x̃LR
2 ii d̄C i

L γ
µ

ν
i
RṼ−1/3

2,µ +H.c. (10)

■ Ū1 = (3,1,−1/3): The only relevant term for Ū1 is as
follows,

L ⊃ x̄RR
1 ii d̄i

Rγ
µŪ1,µ ν

i
R +H.c. (11)

■ U1 = (3,1,2/3): The relevant term for U1 is as follows,

L ⊃ x̄RR
1 ii ūi

Rγ
µŪ1,µ ν

i
R +H.c. (12)

C. Simple models

We can generically express the LQ interactions in terms
of some phenomenological Lagrangians in the spirit of
Refs. [33, 35, 46] as

L ⊃ λ1d̄LνRφ1 +λ2ūLνRφ2 +H.c., (13)
L ⊃ Λ1d̄R (γ ·χ1)νR +Λ2ūR (γ ·χ2)νR +H.c., (14)

where d and u represent generic down and up-type quarks,
respectively and φn, χn denote an (absolute) charge-n/3 LQ.
If we assume no mixing among the right-handed quarks,
the interactions of the weak-singlet LQs (S1, S̄1, U1, or Ū1)
can be modelled by considering only one nonzero λn or Λn
(flavour diagonal)—we assume these couplings are real for
simplicity. However, to model the doublet (R̃2 or Ṽ2) inter-
actions, we have to set λ1 = λ2 or Λ1 =−Λ2 and, depending
on whether the LQ interaction is aligned with the up-type
or down-type quarks, replace di

L (where i indicates the gen-
eration) by [VCKM]i jd

j
L or ui

L by [V
†
CKM]i ju

j
L whereVCKM is the

Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) quark-mixing matrix.
The kinetic terms of the vLQ Lagrangians contain an extra
parameter, κ [47],

L ⊃−1
2

χ
†
µν χ

µν +M2
χ χ

†
µ χ

µ − igsκ χ
†
µ T a

χν Ga µν , (15)

where χµν stands for the field-strength tensor of χ. The
cross-section of the pair and single production of vLQs de-
pends on κ.

IV. LHC PHENOMENOLOGY

We implement the phenomenological Lagrangian terms in
FeynRules [48] to generate Universal FeynRules Out-
put (UFO) files [49] needed for MadGraph5 [50] to gen-
erate the signal and background events at the leading or-
der. We use the default dynamical scale choice in Mad-
Graph5 for event generation. Whenever available, we
account for higher-order cross-sections with appropriate
K factors. In particular, among the signal processes, we
use a typical K-factor of 1.5 for the pair production of
the sLQs [51–53]. We pass the parton-level events first
through Pythia8 [54] for showering and hadronisation
and then through Delphes3 [55] for detector simulation
with the default CMS card. The jets are reconstructed from
the Delphes tower objects with anti-kT clustering algo-
rithm [56] in FastJet [57]. We use jets of two different
radii in our analysis: (a) AK4 jets with R = 0.4 and (b) AK8
fatjets with R = 0.8.

A. Production at the LHC

As mentioned earlier, LQs can be produced at the LHC as
resonances in pairs (mainly through strong interactions)
or singly (mediated by the LQ-quark-RHN coupling, λ/Λ).
Once produced, the LQs exclusively decay to RHN-jet pairs.
A LQ can also appear in the t channel and contribute to
the RHN pair production, qq → νRνR. We show the cross-
sections of different production processes for MνR = 500
GeV and λ = 1 (for sLQs) orΛ= 1 (for vLQs) with κ = 0 and
1 (the cross-sections of the LQ-production processes except
the t-channel one increase with the extra gχχ coupling) in
Fig. 1. The t-channel cross-sections are smaller than the
pair and single LQ production cross-sections for lower LQ
masses. Moreover, it is more suppressed for the sLQs than
the vLQs. However, the qq → νRνR process becomes im-
portant for large couplings as its cross-section grows as λ 4

or Λ4.1 If LQs couple with the first-generation quarks, the
RHN pair production cross-section gets an additional boost
from the larger PDFs.
Since there is no direct experimental bound on the

LQs decaying exclusively through RHNs, they can be even
lighter than a TeV. In this paper, however, we mainly focus
on the MLQ ≥ 1 TeV and MνR ∼ 500 GeV region of the pa-
rameter space. In our computations, we include the contri-
butions of all the above νR-production processes to estimate
the signal significance.
The RHN pair production processes can be classified in

terms of the number of charged leptons in the final state:

(a) Monolepton final state: Ones with a muon accom-
panied by jet(s), fatjet(s) (from the hadronic decays
of heavy bosons generated in the νR decay), and some

1 Though not significant for our study, the asymmetric pair production
of the doublet LQs, where two different components are produced
simultaneously, can also become non-negligible for very large cou-
plings [58, 59].
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FIG. 1. Cross-sections of different production modes of sLQs [(a) – (d)] and vLQs with κ = 0 [(e) – (h)] and κ = 1 [(i) – (l)]. We also
show the cross-section of RHN pair production through t-channel LQ exchange. The LQ single productions and RHN pair production
process are computed for λ (Λ) = 1.

missing ET . The different production modes con-
tribute in the following manner:

pp →

 φφ/χχ

φ/χ νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)

→

 ( jνR)( jνR)
( jνR)νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)


→ µ

±W∓
h ZhνL + jet(s).

(b) Dilepton final state: Ones with a opposite-sign
muon pair (µ+µ−) plus jet(s) and fatjet(s). The dif-
ferent processes contribute to the dilepton final states
as

pp →

 φφ/χχ

φ/χ νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)

→

 ( jνR)( jνR)
( jνR)νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)


→

{
µ±µ∓W±

h W∓
h + jet(s)

νLνLZhZµ + jet(s)

}
.

The subscripts h and µ denote the hadronic and leptonic
decays of vector bosons, respectively. As shown above, a
dimuon final state can arise in two ways. However, as one

applies the Z-veto cut to suppress the large Drell-Yan dilep-
ton background, the signal events from the leptonic decays
of Z are also cut out. In principle, one can also get more
than two muons in the final state, where the extra lep-
tons come from the decays of the vector bosons. However,
since the leptonic branchings of the heavy vector bosons are
smaller than their hadronic branchings, we do not consider
final states with more than two muons.
In this paper, we follow a strategy of combining the con-

tributions of multiple signal processes, which follows from
our earlier papers [60, 61] where we showed how one
could systematically combine pair and single production
processes leading to the same final states without dou-
ble counting. Later, in Refs. [33, 35, 46, 62], we further
demonstrated the usefulness of it. Here, we extend this
strategy to the pair production of RHNs.

B. Signals, cuts and the background

We define our inclusive signal selection criteria for
monolepton and dilepton events as:
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FIG. 2. The least values of the new coupling (λ or Λ) needed to observe the signals with 5σ (top two rows) and 2σ (bottom two rows)
significances as functions of masses at the HL-LHC. These plots are generated forMνR = 500GeV and κ = 0 for the vLQS. The QCD regions
(λ , Λ → 0; dominated by LQ pair productions) in the monolepton and dilepton channels are shown with solid colours; the dashed lines
are obtained by combining the LQ pair and single production events. Combining single-production events with pair-production events
enhances the prospects. However, the prospects improve even further for high couplings since the RHN pair production via LQ exchange
also contributes to the signals and enhances the significances (solid lines).

(a) A monolepton event must have

– exactly one high-pT muon and

– at least one high-pT AK4 jet and at least one AK8 fat-
jet.

(b) A dilepton event must have

– a pair of opposite-sign muons, at least one of which
should have high-pT .
– at least one high-pT AK4 jet and at least one AK8 fat-
jet.
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FIG. 3. The [(a), (c)] 2σ and [(b), (d)] 5σ contours in the dilepton mode on the MS1/MŪ1
–MνR plane. The combined contours are

obtained for λ , Λ = 1.

TABLE I. Cross-sections of the major background processes with-
out any cut. The higher-order cross-sections are taken from the
literature; the corresponding QCD orders are shown in the last
column. We use these cross-sections to compute the K factors to
incorporate the higher-order effects.
Background σ QCD
processes (pb) order

V+ jets [63, 64]
Z+ jets 6.33×104 N2LO
W+ jets 1.95×105 NLO

VV+ jets [65]
WW+ jets 124.31 NLO
WZ+ jets 51.82 NLO
ZZ+ jets 17.72 NLO

Single t [66]
tW 83.10 N2LO
tb 248.00 N2LO
t j 12.35 N2LO

tt [67] tt+ jets 988.57 N3LO

ttV [68]
ttZ 1.05 NLO+N2LL
ttW 0.65 NLO+N2LL

The relevant background processes are listed in Ta-
ble I. While generating the processes with very high cross-
sections, we apply some basic generational-level cuts to
save computation time. For the dilepton final state, the
Wℓ+jets process can act as a background since a jet can be
misidentified as a lepton. In fact, it is one of the major
backgrounds for the RHN searches with same-sign dilep-
ton final states. Since we consider only opposite-sign lep-
ton pairs, in our case, its contribution is not important as
the jet-faking-lepton efficiency is very small, ∼ 10−4 [69].
We show the cuts we apply on the two signals and the

relevant backgrounds in Table II. In Table III, we show how
these cuts affect various background processes. As exam-
ples, we also show the effect of the cuts on the signals for
two φ1 benchmarks.

V. HL-LHC PROSPECTS

We show the HL-LHC prospects of the mono- and dilep-
ton channels for MνR = 500 GeV in Fig. 2 with the 5σ

(discovery) and 2σ (∼ exclusion) significance contours on
the MLQ–λ/Λ plane for each LQ mediator. We have used

the simple models introduced in Sec. III C to estimate the
significances at 3 ab−1; see Appendix A for our method
of estimating the signal significance, Z . (As explained,
the mapping of the simple models to the actual models is
straightforward for the singlet LQ models. For each dou-
blet LQ, there are two possibilities depending on whether
it is aligned with the up- or down-type quarks. However,
from the cases covered in Fig. 1, we can map the simple
models to the components of doublet LQs.) From the plots
in Fig. 2, we see that, generally, the dilepton channel has
better prospects than the monolepton one. This is because
the branching ratio (BR) of the RHN in the W µ mode is
roughly twice that of the Zν mode, i.e., BR(νR →W±µ∓)≈
2 BR(νR → Zν), and the dilepton cuts lead to better yields
due to the high µ-detection efficiency.
For the weak-singlet LQs and small values of λ or Λ

(small to suppress the LQ single productions and the t-
channel LQ exchange but not enough to form displaced
vertices), the 5σ discovery reaches for S1 and S̄1 in the pair
production mode in the dilepton channel can go as high as
1.6 and 1.5 TeV, respectively. But, for λ = 1, the reaches
enhance to 1.8 and 1.6 TeV once the single production and
the t-channel RHN-pair production contributions are com-
bined in the signal. For Ū1 and U1, the 5σ reaches in the
pair-only mode are about 1.9 and 1.8 TeV, respectively, for
the same RHN mass and κ = 0, which increase to 2.1 and
2.0 TeV when the single production events are combined
in the signal. For λ = 1, the actual reaches are slightly
better as the qq → νRνR process also contributes. As ex-
pected, the t-channel process becomes important only for
large couplings.
In the absence of discovery, the 2σ values provide rough

estimates of the exclusion limits. For MνR = 500 GeV, the
HL-LHC can exclude up to 2.0 and 1.9 TeV in the cases of
S1 and S̄1, respectively. The exclusion limits for Ū1 and U1
for κ = 0 are 2.4 and 2.3 TeV, respectively.
The vLQ numbers shown in Fig. 2 should be considered

conservative as we have put the extra gauge coupling to
zero. Their prospects improve if this coupling is nonzero.
For example, if κ = 1, the 5σ reaches for Ū1 and U1 go to
about 2.2 and 2.1 TeV, respectively, in the pair-only mode
and to about 2.4 and 2.2 TeV in the combined mode (for
Λ = 1). Similarly, the 2σ limits change to 2.6 and 2.5 TeV,
respectively (for Λ = 1). The enhancement in each mode
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TABLE II. The selection cuts applied on the monolepton and dilepton final states. The b veto reduces the top backgrounds and fj denotes
a fatjet.

Selection cuts
Channel

Monolepton Dilepton

C1: Selection of high pT Leptons and jets
pT (µ)> 200 GeV,
pT ( j1)> 200 GeV,
No b-tagged jet

pT(µ)> 220 GeV,
pT( j1)> 200 GeV,
No b-tagged jet

C2: Identification of fatjet

pT(fj)> 80 GeV,
τ21 < 0.3,
65 < M(fj)< 100 GeV,
∆R(fj,µ)> 1.0

pT(fjφ(χ))> 120 (180) GeV,
τ21 < 0.3,
65 < M(fj)< 100 GeV,
∆R(fj,µ)> 0.8

C3: Dilepton invariant mass — M(µ,µ)> 150 GeV
C4: Scalar cuts ST > 1200 GeV, /ET > 150 GeV, fjHT > 600 GeV ST > 1400 GeV, fjHT > 600 GeV

TABLE III. Cut flows for two φ1 benchmarks (λ →{0,1}) and the relevant background processes at luminosity L = 3 ab−1.

■ Monolepton final state
Selection cuts

C1 C2 C3 C4

Signal benchmarks
Mφ1 = 1250 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (pair production) 270 126 126 106
Mφ1 = 1250 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (single production) 291 159 159 117

Total number of monolepton signal events: 223

Background processes
Wℓ (+2 j) 4.53×107 2.02×106 2.02×106 39346
WℓZh (+2 j) 2.55×105 74148 74148 3895
Zℓ (+2 j) 1.46×107 7.93×105 7.93×105 2640
WℓWh (+2 j) 2.00×105 71229 71229 2483
thWℓ+ tℓWh 1.52×105 45436 45436 1729
tℓ+b/ j 3313 555 555 22

Total number of background events: 50115

■ Dilepton final state
Selection cuts

C1 C2 C3 C4

Signal benchmarks
Mφ1 = 1250 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (pair production) 339 166 119 118
Mφ1 = 1250 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (single production) 194 113 73 70

Total number of dilepton signal events: 188

Background processes
WℓZℓ (+2 j) 39685 2125 632 101
WℓWℓ (+2 j) 31093 1422 514 51
tℓWℓ 19694 1062 218 28
tℓtℓ (+2 j) 21256 1097 60 20

Total number of background events: 200

is proportional to the corresponding improvement in the
cross-section (see Fig. 1).

The results are more promising for the doublet LQ mod-
els for two reasons. First, our selection criteria are insen-
sitive towards the charge of the LQ. As a result, the contri-
butions of the individual components to the signal add up.
Second, one component of the doublets (either charge 1/3
or 2/3, depending on how the LQ is aligned) couples with
a first-generation quark through the CKM mixing, which
boosts the cross-sections. For λ = 1, the discovery reaches
for both up-aligned R̃2 (one with flavour off-diagonal cou-
plings to the down-type quarks) and down-aligned R̃2 (one
with flavour off-diagonal couplings to the up-type quarks)

go up to about 1.9 TeV in the dilepton channel. Similarly,
for Λ = 1 and κ = 0, the discovery reaches for up-aligned
and down-aligned Ṽ2 go up to 2.5 and 3.0 TeV, respec-
tively. As expected, in the high coupling regions, the sig-
nal enhancements from the qq → νRνR process are more
pronounced in the doublet cases than the singlet ones due
to the first-generation quark in the initial states. Similar
trends are observed in the doublet-LQ exclusion plots as
well.

We draw the 2σ and 5σ contours on the MS1,Ū1
–MνR

planes in Fig. 3 to demonstrate how the signal significance
varies with MνR . Since the RHNs appear only in the de-
cay, we do not expect any significant dependence on MνR
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FIG. 4. The distribution of signal and background events in (a) the monolepton channel and (b) the dilepton channel. The events are
first passed through C1–C4 (Table II) and then binned according to fjHT (the scalar sum of the transverse momenta of the fatjets). The
fifth bin is open on the higher side, i.e., fj(5)HT

> 1400 GeV. The total number of events for every process is reported in the last row of
Table III.

(we only show the S1,Ū1 plots for illustration). We ob-
serve a drop in the sensitivity in the MνR ≪ MLQ region. If
the MLQ −MνR mass gap is large, the RHN becomes highly
boosted, and the decay products of RHN become very col-
limated, making it difficult to isolate theW -like fatjet from
the selected muon. This requires a different strategy, as
discussed in Ref. [70].

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we analysed the LQ-mediated pair produc-
tion of RHNs at the LHC. This channel has received little
attention in the literature and is yet to be explored exper-
imentally. This is an interesting signal to probe if RHNs
are within the TeV scale, a possibility realisable with the
inverse seesaw mechanism for a wide range of neutrino
parameters. In this mechanism, the RHNs are pseudo-
Dirac type and are not restricted by the stringent same-sign
dilepton-search bounds. Moreover, no direct experimental
limits exist on LQs that exclusively couple with RHNs.
LQs can contribute to the RHN pair productions in two

ways: 1) the RHNs come from the decay of LQs if they
are lighter than the LQs, and 2) a t-channel LQ exchange
can produce a pair of RHNs in the quark-fusion process.
Since the LQs can be resonantly produced either in pairs
or singly, we have three processes to produce RHN pairs.
These three processes become significant in different re-
gions of the parameter space. The mostly QCD-mediated
LQ pair productions are dominant if the LQs are not very
heavy and the new couplings λ ,Λ are not very large. The t-
channel processes are significant if λ ,Λ are large (≳ 2) and
the exchanged LQs are very heavy (the resonant produc-
tions are beyond the reach of LHC). LQ single productions
are important in the intermediate mass range (single pro-

ductions of heavy particles are less phase-space-suppressed
than the pair production) if λ ,Λ ≳ O(1).
Extending a strategy we proposed earlier, we defined the

signals so that all three processes contribute to the signals,
thus proving a complete coverage of the parameter space
within the reach of the HL-LHC. However, for a conserva-
tive estimation of the HL-LHC prospects, we focused only
on second-generation interactions in this paper. Our signals
have either an opposite-sign muon pair or a single muon
along with hadronically decaying bosons. We analysed the
prospects of these channels at the HL-LHC and obtained
the 5σ and 2σ significance contours.
We found that LQ-mediated RHN production has excel-

lent prospects at the HL-LHC. For scalar LQs, the discovery
reaches vary from about 1 TeV to close to 3 TeV. For vec-
tor LQs, they are between 2 TeV to 4 TeV. Our analysis is
generic and comprehensive as 1) we do not assume any
specific property of the RHN except that it is lighter than
a TeV and is pseudo-Dirac type (because of ISM) decaying
to either aW boson and a muon or a Z/H boson and a neu-
trino, and 2) we considered all possible scalar and vector
LQs that can exclusively couple to the second-generation
RHN.

MODEL FILES

The UFO model files are available at https://github.
com/rsrchtsm/LQ_RHN.

Appendix A: Estimating Z score

We showed how one could make use of the distribution of
the data (rather than just the total number of events) to
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estimate the signal significance in Ref. [46]. We follow the
method outlined there. After passing the events through
the cuts in Table II, we first bin the data by the scalar sum of
the transverse momenta of the fatjets, fjHT (see Fig. 4). We
then estimate the combined signal significance by Liptak-
Stouffer (weighted) Z score [71, 72]:

Z =
∑5

i=1 wiZi√
∑5

i=1 w2
i

. (A1)

Here, Zi is the signal significance score in the ith bin (i ∈
{1,2,3,4,5}) computed as [73]

Zi =

√
2
(
Ni

S +Ni
B

)
ln
(

Ni
S +Ni

B

Ni
B

)
−2Ni

S , (A2)

whereNi
S andNi

B are the numbers of signal and background
events in the bin. The corresponding weight is denoted as
wi. The weight is commonly taken as the inverse of the
variance [74]. We set wi equal to the inverse of the square
of the total error in the background events in the ith bin,
i.e., w−1

i = (statistical error)2 = Ni
B.
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