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A bstract

The �rstevidence forthe top quark atthe Tevatron m ay indicate a cross section

higher than the Q CD expectation. W e consider the possibility that isosinglet heavy

quarksm ay be contributing to the signaland discussways oftesting thispossibility.

Forexam ple,a charge 2

3
singletquark,approxim ately degenerateand m ixing with the

top quark,would e�ectively double the standard top signals. A charge �
1

3
singlet

quark m ixing with the bottom quark would nota�ecttop signalsbutwould generate

excessZ + m ultijeteventswith a b-tag.
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The�rstevidencefora top-quark signalhasjustbeen presented by theCDF experim ent

attheFerm ilab Tevatron p�p collider[1],indicating a m assm t = 174� 10+ 13
� 12

GeV.An excess

ofm ultijeteventsisfound,containing eithertwo W -bosonsora W -boson and atleastone

b-jet,wheretheseW -bosonsareidenti�ed by W ! ‘� leptonicdecays.Theobserved signal

rate issom ewhathigherthan the standard QCD expectationsforp�p ! t�tX production[2].

Although this higher rate m ay be attributed to statisticaluctuations orbackground un-

certainties,ithasalready encouraged theoreticalspeculation aboutpossible enhancem ents

ofthe t�tcrosssection,such asa colorsingletand octetresonancescoupled strongly to top

quarks[3]ora techni-eta resonance[4].A di�erentnew-physicspossibility isnotthatt�tpro-

duction itselfisenhanced butthatotherheavy quarksare produced and contribute to the

observed signals.A fourth-generation quark(m entioned asapossibility in Ref.[1])isnotpar-

ticularly attractive,since a fourth lightsequentialneutrino isexcluded by Z decay data[5].

However,a theoretically interesting possibility isthe existence ofisosingletquarksthatoc-

curforexam plein superstring-inspired E6 m odels[6,7,8,9]orotherexoticquarksoutsidethe

Standard M odel[10,11]. Isosinglet quarks are am ong the few classes ofnew particle that

could existneartheelectroweak m assscalewithoutm uch perturbing thestandard analysis

ofelectroweak radiative corrections. In the present letterwe concentrate on the isosinglet

options,thephenom enologiesofwhich havebeen considered in othercontexts[6,7,8,9,10,12].

In addition to theferm ionsoftheStandard M odel(SM ),weaddressthepossibility that

each generation includeseithera singletcharge � 1

3
quark Q = xd;xs;xb ora singletcharge

2

3
quark Q = xu;xc;xt. These new singlet quarks are color-triplets and are produced by

standard QCD subprocesses;theirproduction ratesare exactly those forSM quarksofthe

sam em asses.They decay via m ixing with SM quarksofthesam echargeinto qW ,q0Z and

q0H channels,where q(q0)isa lighterquark and H isthe SM Higgsboson;ifthe m ixing is

sm allthedecay interactionsand branching fractionsaresim ply related [6,7,8,9,10]:

B (Q ! qW ):B (Q ! q
0
Z):B (Q ! q

0
H )’ 2:1:1; (1)

apartfrom kinem atic factorsthatare ’ 1 form Q >> M W ;M Z;m H . W e assum e forsim -
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plicity that the m ixing occurs m ostly within the sam e generation,in which case q(q0) is

the corresponding lightquark: xd ! uW ;dZ;dH ,etc. The Higgsconsiderationsgeneralize

som ewhat beyond the SM ;in the m inim alsupersym m etric extension[13],for exam ple,if

there is only one light Higgs boson (the charged and other neutralHiggses com paratively

heavy)then itscouplingsarecloseto thoseoftheSM .Forpresentpurposesweshallassum e

m H
<
� M Z;ifH is very m uch heavier than this,itwillbe suppressed in decays ofsinglet

quarksnearthetop m ass.

Sincethesenew quarksintroducenew decay m odes,itm ay bepertinentnow to m ention

som e further aspects ofthe CDF top search[1]. Com pared to standard expectations and

the m easured top production rate,CDF reportsa de�citofa few eventsin the W + 4jets

background rate(thatm ightbeexplained by fewertop events)and an excessof2 eventsin

the tagged Z + 4jetschannelcom pared with 0:64� 0:06 expected. Both e�ects could be

statisticaluctuations[1].

Consider�rstthe case ofcharge � 1

3
(\down-type")singletquarksand suppose thatat

leastoneofthem hasm assnearm tand ispairproduced attheTevatron ataratecom parable

with t�t.Itsdecay branching fractions[6,7,8,9,10]arethen approxim ately

B (xd ! uW ;dZ;dH ) ’
1

2
; 1

4
; 1

4
;

B (xs ! cW ;sZ;sH ) ’
1

2
; 1

4
; 1

4
;

B (xb ! tW ;bZ;bH ) ’ 0; 1

2
; 1

2
;

(2)

with xb ! tW forbidden by kinem atics. It follows im m ediately that only the xd and xs

optionsyield largeqW decay fractions.TheseadditionalsingletQ ! qW contributionsare

super�cially sim ilarto t! bW decays,butdi�erin im portantways.

(i)The untagged single-W signalrate isonly abouthalfofthatfort�tproduction with the

sam e m ass(where bW decays are 100 % ),assum ing thatthe qZ and qH hadronic decays

look passably likehadronicqW .

(ii)Theuntagged two-W signalrateisonly abouta quarterofthatfort�t.

(iii)The�nalquark q= u orcisnota b-quark;howeverc-quarkscan som etim essatisfy the
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lepton orvertex criteria used in b-tagging and thereforem asqueradeasb.

(iv)Thecharged lepton in thesubsequentW ! ‘� decay hasa di�erentkinem aticaldistri-

bution relative to the initialand �nalquark m om enta[12](to be precise,itcorrespondsto

theneutrinodistribution in t! bW ! b‘�);however,in sm alldatasam plesthisdistribution

cannotbeaccurately determ ined.

Thereisthereforesom epotentialforxs ! cW decaystom im icb-tagged top signals,but

atratesreduced by the xs ! cW branching fraction and by the tag-factorforc-jets.Thus

the tendency would be to increase the untagged W + 4jets background m uch m ore than

theapparenttop signal;butin theCDF data thisbackground seem salready too low,so to

thisextentthe Q = xs hypothesisisdisfavored. On the otherhand,the equally populated

xs ! sZ;sH m odes give rise to xs�xs ! s�sW Z(W H ;ZZ;H H ;ZH ) �nalstates,with no

counterpartsin top decays. Asnoted above,W Z and W H can contribute to the single-W

top signal,sinceZ ! q�qorH ! b�bdijetdecayscan m im icW ! q�q0.Butin caseswhereZ is

identi�ed by Z ! ‘�‘orZ ! ��� (m issingpT),excesscsW Z eventswith twoextrahard quark

jetscould beseen.Also thes�sZZ and s�sZH m odescontribute excessZ + m ultijetsevents

with high b-tag probability (from Z;H ! b�b);the CDF excess oftagged Z + 4jet events

m ightbe explained in thisway. However,each (Z ! ‘�‘)jjjj eventim pliesapproxim ately

six (W ! ‘�)jjjjeventsfrom otherxs�xs decay m odes,so explaining theZ + 4jetexcessin

thisway would m aketheW + 4jetsde�citm oreacute.

Alternatively,ifweaddresstheZ+ 4jetsexcessalone,thecaseQ = xb becom esattractive.

Itgeneratesnotop-likesignalnorunwanted W + m ultijetsbackground,butgivesnew b�bZH ,

b�bZZ and b�bH H �nalstates,ofwhich the �rsttwo could easily provide tagged Z + 4jets

events(and incidentally a possibleHiggssignal[8,9,10]).

Considernextthecaseofcharge 2

3
(\up-type")singletquarksand suppose thatatleast

one ofthem hasm assnearm t and ispairproduced atthe Tevatron ata rate com parable
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with t�t.Itsdecay branching fractions[10]arethen approxim ately

B (xu ! dW ;uZ;uH ) ’
1

2
; 1

4
; 1

4
;

B (xc ! sW ;cZ;cH ) ’
1

2
; 1

4
; 1

4
;

B (xt ! bW ;tZ;tH ) ’ 1; 0; 0

(3)

with xt ! tZ;tH forbidden by kinem atics. Each ofthese options yields large qW decay

fractions,butthecapacity to m im ictop decaysdependson theparticularcase.

(i)xu�xu and xc�xc production giveuntagged single-W and two-W signalssim ilarto t�t,with

reduced rates (like down-type singlets) but sim ilar lepton distribution to t decay (unlike

down-typesinglets).However,theassociated quarksared and s,sothesesignalswould only

getinto a b-tagged sam plevia m is-tagging.Therewould beb-tagged Z + 4jetcontributions

but the W + m ultijets background de�cit would get worse. There is little to recom m end

thesecases.

(ii) xt�xt production however gives signals alm ost identicalto t�t. The xt decays to Z and

H are suppressed (butcould proceed atsom e levelvia m ixing with othergenerations). A

m ajor di�erence between xt�xt and standard t�t signals is in the lifetim e[14]: the t decays

beforehadronization can happen,soe�ectslikespin depolarization and quarkoniaform ation

aresuppressed fort�t;xt livesm uch longer,dueto thesm allt� xt m ixing,so such e�ectsare

allowed forxt�xt states.

(iii)xt-onia are an interesting subjectin them selves. Quarkonium statescan be produced

via gluon fusion athadron colliders. Theirsingle-quark decay m odeswould be suppressed

by thesm allxt� tm ixing and hencevariousannihilation decays,such asZZ,Z,ZH ,H H

and H  [15],m ightbedetectable.

To sum m arize,thecentralquestion iswhethersingletquarksQ with m assnearm t m ay

becontributing a signi�cantpartoftheCDF top signals.W econcludeasfollows.

(a)ThecasesQ = xd;xb;xu;xc cannotcontributesigni�cantly to theCDF top signals;their

single-W and two-W signalsarereduced by theQ ! qW branching fraction (thatvanishes

forxb)and furthersuppressed by b-tagging.
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(b)The case Q = xs islesssuppressed by b-tagging and can contribute a sm allfraction of

thetop signal.E6 m odelscan accom m odatesuch charge�
1

3
singlets.

(c)The case Q = xb isinteresting fora di�erentreason;itcontributesnothing to theCDF

top signalsnorW + m ultijetsbackgrounds,butitcan provide tagged Z + 4jetsevents as

seen by CDF,m ost ofwhich would be b�bZH events containing a Higgs signal[8,9,10]. E6

m odelscan accom m odatethiscasetoo.

(d)ThisZ+ m ultijetproduction could beim portantin othercontexts,e.g.asan extrasource

ofeventswithhighm issingtransverseenergy=ET,thatm ightbeconfused withsupersym m etry

signals.Two eventswith high =ET werereported in early CDF data[16].

(e) The case Q = xt can alm ost exactly duplicate the top signals;for m ass m xt = m t it

would double the top signalrate. However,we know ofno popularm odelscontaining this

case.

(f)W erecallthatallheavy singletscenariosim ply heavy quarkonium possibilities[15].

(g)Eventratiosin them oreinteresting casesm ay besum m arized approxim ately:

xs�xs ) ccW W :csW Z :csW H :ssZH :ssZZ :ssH H ’ 4:4:4:2:1:1

xb�xb ) bbZH :bbZZ :bbH H ’ 8:4:4

xt�xt ) bbW W ’ 16

(4)

(h)In allthesedown-typeand up-typesingletscenarios,itisunderstood thatthecom bined

t�tplusQ �Q eventswould notsim ply bedistributed like a standard top signalalone.Beside

the questionsoflepton m om entum and decay width m entioned above,the presence oftwo

(generally di�erent)m asseswould broaden m any distributionssuch asthereconstructed top

m assand theapparentt�tinvariantm ass.
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