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Abstract

Vectorlike quarks have been predicted in many new physics scenarios beyond the Standard Model
(SM), which can have sizable couplings to first generation quarks without conflicting with current exper-
imental constraints. In a framework of the SM simply extended by an SU(2) doublet (X, T") including
a vectorlike X-quark (VLQ-X), with electric charge |Qx| = 5/3, we investigate the single production
of the VLQ-X induced by the couplings between the VLQ-X with the first and the third generation
quarks at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) Run-III and High-Luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) operating
at /s = 14 TeV. The signal is searched in events including same-sign dileptons (electrons or muons),
one b-tagged jet and missing energy, where the X quark is assumed to decay into a top quark and a W
boson, both decaying leptonically. After a rapid simulation of signal and background events, the 95%
CL exclusion limits and the 5o discovery reach are respectively obtained at the 14 TeV LHC with an

integrated luminosity of 300 and 3000 fb—!, respectively.

* E-mail: liuyaobei@hist.edu.cn


http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.01248v3

I. INTRODUCTION

To promote a potential solution to the gauge hierarchy problem [1], new vectorlike quarks
(VLQs) with mass at the TeV scale are often present in many extension of the Standard
Model (SM), such as little Higgs models [2-5], composite Higgs models [6-9], and other
extended models [10-13], in which they cancel top-quark loop contributions to the Higgs
mass [14]. In the renormalizable extensions of the SM, the canonical representation of VLQs
generally constitutes one of seven multiplets VLQs, including two singlet [1', B], three doublets
[ (X,T),(T,B) or (B,Y)], and two triplets [(X, T, B) or (T, B,Y)]. In the proposed model,
T and B can be regarded as the top and bottom partners, respectively. Y and X quarks have
exotic electric charges and thus they do not have flavor-changing neutral current (FCNC) cou-
plings to the SM quarks. Here we concentrate on the vectorlike X -quark (VLQ-X) with electric
charge 5¢/3, which commonly occurs as part of an SU(2), x SU(2) g bi-doublet in models that
preserve the custodial symmetry [15, 16], and in models where VLQ multiplets are added via
renormalisable couplings [17, 18]. Furthermore, such new particles could generate character-
istic signatures at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) and future high-energy colliders (see, for
example [19-44]).

The ATLAS and CMS collaborations have conducted extensive searches for the pair produc-
tion of VLQ-X [45-51], which is model independent and dominanted by the quantum chromo-
dynamics (QCD) interactions. In the absence of any discovery, these searches have put strong
limits on VLQs masses according to the assumed VLQ decay pattern. For instance, CMS
Collaboration used an integrated luminosity 35.9 fb~! of data and provided the lower mass
bounds about 1.30 (1.33) TeV at 95% confidence level (C.L.), for the case of left (right)-handed
couplings to W bosons in a combination of the same-sign dileptons and single-lepton final
states [52]. Recently, the search was carried out on 139 fb~! of proton-proton collision data at
/s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector between 2015 and 2018 runs [53]. This search excluded
the presence of a VLQ-X with mass up to 1.46 TeV for (X,T) doublets for Br(X — tW) = 1.
Besides, such VLQ-X can also be singly produced at the LHC via its EW coupling, which is
model-dependent and always depends on the EW coupling strength [54-56]. Considering the
final state including one muon or electron, the VLQ-X with a relative width of 10%, 20%, and
30% of its mass can be excluded below 0.92, 1.3, and 1.45 TeV, respectively at the /s = 13
TeV LHC by the CMS Collaboration [57].



The upgrade of the LHC to the high-luminosity phase (HL-LHC) [58] at center-of-mass
energy of 14 TeV with an integrated luminosity of 3000 fb~! will extend the sensitivity and per-
spectives to discover possible new physics signals. Due to the exotic charge, its main distinctive
decay mode is X — W™ (t — WTh), which can give rise to the final states including same-
sign two leptons (SS2L) via the W leptonic decays. In comparison with the existing searches for
other channels, the SS2L channel has the great advantage that most QCD backgrounds are gone,
such as done in Refs. [59-66]. Considering VLQ-X pair production and looking for a SS2L.
channel, the bounds on the VLQ-X mass obtained from ATLAS (CMS) is My > 670 (675)
GeV with a sample corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 4.7 (5) fb~' [67, 68]. Assum-
ing that the VLQ-X mixing only to third generation SM quarks, the authors of Refs. [69, 70]
investigated the prospect of discovering the doublet right-handed VLQ-X via the single pro-
duction channel pp — X7 at the high energy pp colliders.

Although the new VLQs are typically considered to mix sizably only with the third-
generation of SM quarks, partial mixing to the first two generation of SM quarks should be
allowed due to larger data samples, such as electroweak precision (EWP) or flavor observ-
ables [71-79] and current LHC data [80]. This is because cancellations among the effects of
different types of new VLQs can significantly alleviate the indirect constraints [81-84]. The
crucial point is that even a small mixing to the first generation may have a severe impact on
single VLQs production processes due to the presence of valence quarks in the initial state at
the LHC [85-87]. In this work, we study the single production of the VLQ-X at the HL-LHC
in a simplified scenario where the VLQ-X could mixing with both the the first-generation and
the third-generation SM quarks, as shown in Fig. 1, and then analyze the SS2L final state via
X — t(— bW )W decay channel followed by the W leptonic decays mode.

The paper is arranged as follows. In Sec. II, we consider an effective model framework
including the VLQ-X and calculate its single production cross sections at the 14 TeV LHC
involving the mixing with both the first and third generate quarks. In Sec. III, we discuss its
observability via the decay mode X — t(— bW )W+ — (+(Tb+ F at the HL-LHC. Finally,

conclusions are presented in Sec. V.



FIG. 1: Representative Feynman diagrams for the single production processes at the LHC via couplings

of the X to (a) first generation quarks and (b) third generation quarks.

II. VLQ-X IN A SIMPLIFIED MODEL
A. An effective Lagrangian for doublet VLQ-X

In general, the new fermions are assumed to interact with the SM fermions via Yukawa
interactions, whose quantum numbers with respect to the weak SU(2);, x U(1)y gauge group
are thus limited by the requirement of an interaction with the Higgs doublet and one of the SM
fermions (see for example [23] and references therein). Here we focus on a specific simple
model containing a vectorlike quark which is an SU(2) doublet with the hypercharge 7/6. It
is worth mentioning that such a new doublet also contains a vectorlike 7-quark with electric
charge of 2/3 due to its mixing with SM up-type quarks. The Yukawa couplings induced by the
new doublet (X, U)? generates a mixing in the up sector, with the three lighter mass eigenstates
identified with the SM quarks. Assuming that u', and u} represent the the SM singlets and up

component of the doublets, the mass terms are given by [24],

Lonass = Z x; Uty — MULUp — M X X5 + h.c. (1)

LR
21\/_

where 3! are the diagonal SM up Yukawa interactions, v ~ 246 GeV is the Higgs vacuum
expectation value (VEV), z; = ATS represents the mixing generated by the Higgs VEV and )\’
denote the new Yukawa couplings connecting the heavy quarks with the SM ones, M is the
vector-like quark mass.

We have not explicitly written down the heavy quark Higgs couplings because they do not

contribute appreciably to the production process of our interest, and the details of the mixing
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matrices including all three families of quarks in the SM can be found in Refs. [23, 24]. As
shown in Ref. [24], the couplings of VLQ-X with the up-type SM quarks are generated by
the coupling with its SU(2) partner U, which mixes with the SM up quarks. The W-boson
interactions with the SM quarks and VLQ-X are given by:

,CX = 'li W: XR’)/M (Végt}{ + VI%ZCR + VéluR) +

S

LW Xyt (VB + Ve + Viug) + hee., )

S

Here we have neglected terms proportional to the vectorlike 7-quark and the remaining terms

can be found in [23]. The matrix elements related to the new Yukawa couplings are given by

41 oz 42 _ _ xo 43 _ .
Vit = e VR = _Mep ys = _Hsin b

The above formulas show that the left-handed mixing with the light quarks, V;*! and V!, can
be safely neglected being suppressed by the light quark masses (M, and M,), while the right-
handed ones are proportional to the Yukawa masses z;. Here we only simply recall the case for
the VLQ-X which is relevant for our discussion. Therefore, our study primarily concentrates on
the right-handed coupling part of the interactions involving the VLQ-X. Note that the matrices
Vy, and Vi will introduce a flavour mixing in the up sector, which can be strongly constrained by
the flavor physics and the oblique parameters [71-79]. The stringent bound on flavour violation
for this non-standard doublet case come from Dy—Dy mixing: |[VA!||Via2] < 3.2 x 1074 [23].
However, the bounds on the individual mixing terms, Vz' and V32, are rather mild, i.e, |[V3!| <
7.8 x 1072 [23], which is obtained by Atomic Parity Violation (APV) experiments for the up,
and |V3?| < 0.2, which come from the measurement of R, at LEP [23].

In our simplified model, we assume that the VLQ-X couples only to the first- and third-
generation quarks. An effective Lagrangian framework for the interactions of a VLQ-X with

the SM quarks through the gauge boson W exchange is given by !

R _
Lx = 9*{ L (KR ) +

— XpW iyt h.c. 4
1+RL\/§ [ RWMV R]}_'_ C., “4)

9
1+ Ry 2
where ¢ is the SU(2), gauge coupling constant, g* denotes the VLQ-X coupling strength to

SM quarks in units of standard couplings, R is the generation mixing coupling and two factors

! Details are provided on the URL feynrules.irmp.ucl.ac.be/wiki/VLQ xtdoubletvl.
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T f}L%L and ﬁ describe the decay rate of the VLQ-X to the first and third generation quark,
respectively. In the extreme case, R;, = 0 and R = oo, respectively, correspond to coupling to
third generation quarks and first generation of quarks only.

The recent bound on the coupling parameter g* comes from the oblique parameters S, T’
and U: the precise bound is mass dependent, i.e., sinfr = ¢* < 0.42 (0.25) for My =

1.3 (2.5) TeV in the (X, T") doublet model [79]. The strong limit for the up quark mixing come

from the APV experiments: [V3'| = g/ %= < 7.8 x 1077 [23]. For a small value g* = 0.1,
one can get R; < 1.55. Here we take only a phenomenologically guided limit and choose a

slightly looser range: ¢* < 0.5and 0 < Ry < 1.

B. Decay and production cross section
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FIG. 2: The branching ratio as a function of Ry, for g* = 0.2 and Mx = 2.0 TeV.

Due to its charge, the VLQ-X can decay only to Wt and Wu therefore BR(X — Wt) +
BR(X — Wu) = 100%, as shown in Fig. 2. Note that, when R, up to 1.0, the decay rate
of VLQ-X to the first-generation quark reaches to the same value of VLQ-X to the third-
generation quark decay. The decay width depends on the coupling parameter g* and its mass
M. For a fixed mass of VLQ-X, the total width 'y is always proportional to (¢*)?, as shown

in Fig. 3(a). Therefore, the coupling strength ¢g* can also be fixed to obtain a specific width-over-
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FIG. 3: (a) The width-over-mass ratio I'x /M x as a function of Mx for three typical coupling strength
g* = 0.1,0.2 and 0.3. (b)The value of g* as a function of Mx for different width-over-mass ratio

I'x/Mx = 1%, 5% and 10%.

mass ratio I'y /My, as shown in Fig. 3(b). One can see that, for the scenario I'y /Mx = 10%,
g* is approximately smaller than 0.2 in the whole range of explored masses. It has been pointed
out in [88] that the Breit-Wigner (BW) form of a propagator may be appropriate for narrow
resonances where the width to mass ratio is smaller than 10%. Thus the VLQ-X can be assumed
with narrow decay widths and the production and decay can be factorised under the narrow-
width approximation (NWA) case .

The VLQ-X can be both single and pair produced. The cross sections of single VLQ-X
production versus its mass at the 14 TeV LHC has been presented in Fig. 4(a) with different
coupling parameters. The leading-order (LO) cross sections are obtained using MadGraph5-
aMC@NLO [89] with NNPDF23L.01 parton distribution functions (PDFs) [90] taking the de-
fault renormalization and factorization scales. One can note that pair production, is only dom-
inant at low masses of the VLQ-X but decreases faster than single production when the mass
of the VLQ-X increases. This is due to the phase space suppression and the decrease of the
parton distribution functions with the centre of mass energy of the parton-level collision. How-
ever, single heavy quark production has the advantage of less phase-space suppression and

longitudinal gauge boson enhancement of order M% /M, at higher energies compared to pair

2 See Refs. [54-56] for large-width effects in vector-like quark production.



10° T T T
(a) PP X Xl
10' ---g=02R=0 o
o)
i
=3
1 ——M, = 1000 GeV
§ 100k M, = 1500 GeV i
[} M, = 2000 GeV
% ) - =+ M, = 2500 GeV
0L -7 M, = 3000 GeV i
10 4 7 ’ .
g =02
1072 1 1 1 10'2
1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 10% 10° 10* 10" 10° 10"
M, (GeV) R,

FIG. 4: (a) Cross sections of VLQ-X as a function of the mass Mx for single and pair production
processes at the 14 TeV LHC. (b) Production cross section of o x Br(X — tW) as a function of Ry, for

g* = 0.2 and five typical values of Mx at the 14 TeV LHC.

production. With the fixed parameters ¢* = 0.2 and R; = 0.17, the cross section can reach
about 236 (108) fb for My = 1.5 (2.0) TeV. We also plot the cross section for the process
pp — Xj + Xtj for the same fixed coupling parameters. One can see that the production
cross section of pp — X j + X7 is much larger than that for the conjugate process due to the
difference in the PDFs of valence and sea quarks in the initial states.

In Fig. 4(b), we also show the dependence of the cross sections o x Br(X — tIV) on the
mixing parameter ;. We generate five benchmark points varying the VLQ-X mass in steps
of 500 GeV in the range [1000; 3000] GeV with g* = 0.2. One can see that (i) in the range
of R; < 1, the production cross section increases largely with the increase of R;. (ii) For
Ry > 1, the production cross section will become small with the increase of ;. This effect is
mainly due to the increased admixture of valence quarks in production, mitigated by a reduced
X — tW branching ratio with increasing R;. The cross section will reach a maximum for

Ry, ~ 1, which corresponds to 50% — 50% mixing.

III. EVENT GENERATION AND DISCOVERY POTENTIALITY

In this section, we analyze the HL-LHC observation potential by performing a Monte Carlo

simulation of the signal and SM background events and explore the sensitivity to the VLQ-X



through the process

pp =X (= tWH)j — t(—= W = bltv)WH (= (Ty,)j, 5
pp =X (= tWH)tj — t(— bW — bl y) W (= (Tt ®
where ( = e, p.

In this analysis, the final states with SSL (muon or electron), one b-tagged jet, and missing
transverse energy Jir are studied. Note that we do not consider the reconstruction or selection
for the associated anti-top quark as well as the leptons or jets originating from its decay, due
to their much lower transverse momenta pp. The dominant SM backgrounds come from the
SM processes ttW, W T +jets and the nonprompt leptons (mainly from events with jets
of heavy flavor, such as tf). To account for contributions from higher-order QCD corrections,
the cross sections of dominant backgrounds at LO are adjusted to NLO or next-NLO (NNLO)

order by means of K factors, which are listed in table I.

TABLE I: K-factors of the leading SM background processes for our analysis.

Process WHW+jj W+ tt

K-factor  1.04 [91, 92] 1.22 [93] 1.6 [94]

Signal and background events are generated at LO using MadGraph5-aMC@NLO with the
NNPDF23L01[95]. Parton distribution function (PDFs) and the renormalization and factoriza-
tion scales are set as default values. To perform the parton shower and fast detector simulations,
we transmit the parton-level events to Pythia 8 [96] for parton showering and hadronization,
and Delphes 3.4.2 [97] for detector simulation by using the standard HL-LHC detector param-
eterization shipped with the program. Finally, event analysis is performed by using MadAnaly-
sis5 [98].

To identify objects, the following basic cuts are chosen at parton level:

P> 30GeV, |n| < 25, |nl< 5, ARy > 04, (6)

where AR = /A®2 + An? is the separation in the rapidity-azimuth plane and pgfj and |1,
are the transverse momentum and pseudorapidity of the leptons and jets, respectively.
In Fig. 5, we plot some differential distributions for signals and SM backgrounds at the LHC,

such as the transverse momentum distributions of the leading and subleading leptons (pf}m ,
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FIG. 5: Normalized distributions for the signals (with Mx = 1500,1800 and 2000 GeV) and SM

backgrounds.

the separations ARy, 4, and ARy, ;, the rapidity of the forward jet and the transverse mass *

distribution for VLQ-X Mé’flb. Due to the larger mass of VLQ-X, the decay products are
highly boosted, and thus the p. peaks of the signals are larger than those of the SM backgrounds.
Based on these kinematical distributions, we apply the following kinematic cuts to the events to

distinguish the signal from the SM backgrounds.

 Cut 1: Exactly two same-sign isolated leptons [N (¢*) = 2] and the transverse momenta

of the leading and subleading leptons are required p?'Q > 120 (60) GeV, the distance

3 The definition of the transverse mass of the system can be seen from Ref. [99].
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between two leptons lies in ARy, 4, > 2.5.

e Cut 2: At least one b-tagged jet. Besides, the distance between the subleading leptons

with the b-tagged jet is required ARy, ;, < 1.

* Cut 3: Since the jet from splitting of a valence quark with one W emission always has a

strong forward nature, the light untagged jet is required to have | n; |> 2.

* Cut 4: The transverse mass of final system is required to have Mf}elb > 600 GeV.

TABLE II: Cut flow of the cross sections (in fb) for the signals and SM backgrounds at the 14 TeV LHC

and three typical VLQ-X masses. Here we set a benchmark value of ¢g* = 0.2 and Ry, = 0.17.

Signals Backgrounds
Cuts
1500 GeV 1800 GeV 2000 GeV tt ttw+ WHW+jj
Basic 6.18 3.88 2.86 18741 11.1 2.73
Cut 1 2.44 1.38 0.94 0.1 0.32 0.11
Cut 2 0.78 0.44 0.28 0.01 0.06 8 x 1074
Cut 3 0.37 0.20 0.13 0.0022 0.009 1x10*
Cut 4 0.36 0.197 0.125 0.0011 0.0046 7.7 %1075
Efficiency  5.8% 5.1% 4.4% 59x 1078  4.2x107* 2.8x107°

In Table II, we present the cross sections of three typical signal (Myxy =
1500, 1800, 2000 GeV) and the relevant backgrounds after imposing the above mentioned cuts.
The signal efficiencies for Mx = 1500 and 2000 GeV are 5.8% and 4.4%, respectively. Notably,
all background processes are suppressed very significantly at the end of the cut flow, and the
dominant SM background comes from the ¢£/¥ T process, with a cross section of 4.6 x 1073 fb.

We use the statistical significance to estimate the expected discovery and exclusion lim-

its [100]
o (s+b)(140%)\ 1 , 8
Zd”°_\/2[(5+b)1“<b+52b(s+b)) 521“<1+51+52b

b+s+uw 1 b—s+ux 1
Zexcl—\/2 |i5_bln<T) —§1H<T):| _(b+5—l’) (14‘%),

11
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with

x = /(54 b)2 — 462502/ (1 + 62b), (8)

where s and b denote the event number of signal and background after the above cuts, re-
spectively. The integrated luminosity at the 14 TeV LHC is set at 300 and 3000 fb~!, which
corresponds to the maximum achievable integrated luminosity during LHC Run-III and HL-
LHC, respectively. J denotes the percentage systematic uncertainty that inevitably appears in
the measurement of the SM background. In the limit case (6 — 0), these expressions can be

simplified as

Zgise = /2[(s + b) In(1 + s/b) — 5],
Zoxel = \/2[5 —bln(1+ s/b)],

as already used in many of the phenomenological studies.

9)

In Fig. 6, we plot the excluded the 95% CL exclusion limit and 50 discovery reaches in
the plane of g* — M at the 14 TeV LHC with an integrated luminosity of 300 fb=! and 3000
fb~! respectively for three different systematic uncertainty cases: no systematics (0=0) , a mild
systematic of 6=10%, and an possible systematic of 6=20%. One can see that with a pos-
sible uncertainty of 20%, sensitivities are slightly weaker than those with a mild systematic
uncertainty of 10% and no systematics of 9=0. In the presence of 10% systematic uncertainty
and Ry, = 0, the discovered (with 50 level) regions are ¢* € [0.21,0.4] ([0.1,0.4])) and My €
[1000, 1550] ([1000, 2000]) GeV at the 14 TeV LHC with an integrated luminosity of 300 (3000)
fb=!. Out of a discovery, the VLQ-X can be excluded (at 95% CL limits) in the correlated pa-
rameter space of ¢g* € [0.12,0.4] ([0.06,0.4]) and Mx € [1000, 1980] ([1000, 2450]) GeV for
the same integrated luminosity. Assuming the non-vanishing R; value, i.e., R, = 0.1, the
discovery region can reach g* € [0.05,0.39] ([0.025,0.2])) and Mx € [1000,3000] GeV with
an integrated luminosity of 300 (3000) fb~!. Otherwise, the 95% CL excluded region for the
coupling parameter is ¢* € [0.03,0.21] ([0.015,0.11]) and Mx € [1000, 3000] GeV with the
same integrated luminosity at the 14 TeV LHC. Besides, although the vector like quark width
plays a significant role in their single production, the region in this study is almost located in
'y /Mx < 10%, and thus the NWA is reasonable in our study.

The sensitivity that graphicized as contours in ¢* — Ry, plane is presented in Fig. 7 with § =
10% and five fixed typical VLQ-X masses at the 14 TeV LHC with an integrated luminosity of
300 and 3000 fb~!, respectively. The current limits from the APV experiment are also displayed

12
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FIG. 6: 95% CL exclusion limit (left panel) and 5o (right panel) contour plots for the signal in g* — Mx
at the 14 TeV LHC with an integrated luminosity of 3000 fb~! (upper) and 300 fb~! (down). Short-

dashed lines denote the contours of I"x /M.

as dot-dashed curves. One can see that, for My = 1500, 2000, 2500 GeV and R; = 0.1, the
5o level discovery sensitivity of ¢g* is respectively about 0.08,0.14,0.24 with an integrated
luminosity of 300 fb~!, and changed as about 0.05, 0.14, 0.13 with an integrated luminosity of
3000 fb~!. Otherwise, the 95% CL excluded region for the coupling parameter g* is respectively
about 0.05 (0.025),0.08 (0.04),0.14 (0.07) with an integrated luminosity of 300 (3000) fb~1.
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FIG. 7: 95% CL exclusion limit (left panel) and 5o (right panel) contour plots for the signal in g* — Ry,
for five typical mass parameters at 14 TeV LHC with an integrated luminosity of 300 fb~! (upper) and

3000 fb~! (down). Here we take a mild systematic of 6=10%.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have present a study of the single production of VLQ-X at the future 14 TeV LHC.
The work is performed in a simplified model that the SM extended with an SU(2) doublet
X5/3 assuming the VLQ-X coupling only to the first- and preferentially to third-generation
quarks. We presented a search strategy at the future HL-LHC for a distinguishable signal with a

14



same-sign dilepton plus one b-tagged jet and missing energy. After performing a detector level
simulation for the signal and relevant SM backgrounds, the 50 discovery prospects and 95%
CL exclusion limits in the parameter plane were, respectively, obtained at 14 TeV LHC with an

integral luminosity of 300 (3000) fb~!, as displayed in Table III.

TABLE III: The 95% CL exclusion limits and 5o signal discoveries at the LHC Run-III and HL-LHC.

The systematic uncertainty is taken as d=10%.

Exclusion Discovery
Ry, Luminosity
(fb1) g* Mx (GeV) g Mx (GeV)
300 [0.12, 0.4] [1000, 1950] [0.21, 0.4] [1000, 1550]
! 3000 [0.06, 0.4] [1000, 2450] [0.1,0.4] [1000, 2000]
300 [0.07, 0.4] [1000, 2650] [0.12, 0.4] [1000, 2250]
oot 3000 [0.034, 0.29]  [1000, 3000] [0.063, 0.4] [1000, 2700]
300 [0.027,0.21]  [1000, 3000] [0.05, 0.38] [1000, 3000]
o 3000 [0.014, 0.1] [1000, 3000] [0.026, 0.2] [1000, 3000]
300 [0.016, 0.12]  [1000, 3000]  [0.003,0.22]  [1000, 3000]

3000 [0.008, 0.06] [1000, 3000] [0.015, 0.11] [1000, 3000]

Considering a systematic uncertainty of 10%, the LHC run III with an integrated luminosity
of 300 fb~! can discover the correlated regions of g* € [0.1,0.4] ([0.015,0.22]) and Mx €
(1000, 1550] [1000, 3000] GeV for R;, = 0 (1). On the other hand, the 95% CL exclusion limits
are g* € [0.12,0.4] ([0.01,0.12]) and Mx € [1000, 1950] [1000, 3000] GeV for R, = 0 (1).
Meanwhile, the future HL-LHC with an integrated luminosity of 3000 fb—* can discover the cor-
related regions of ¢* € [0.1,0.4] ([0.015,0.11]) and Mx € [1000,2000] [1000, 3000] GeV for
Ry, =0 (1). On the other hand, the 95% CL exclusion limits are g* € [0.06,0.4] ([0.01,0.06])
and Mx € [1000, 2450] [1000, 3000] GeV for R;, = 0 (1). This analysis shows that the LHC
Run IIT and future HL-LHC could discover a wide range of parameter space of NP models
including VLQ-X. We expect that that our investigation will represent a complementary explo-

rations for a potential VLQ-X at the upgraded LHC.
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