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We investigate the collider signatures of the minimal framework for quark-lepton unifica-
tion at a scale not far from the electroweak symmetry breaking scale. This theory predicts
a rich spectrum of new fields, including one vector leptoquark, two scalar leptoquarks, a
color-octet scalar, and an additional Higgs doublet. Neutrino masses are generated via the
inverse seesaw mechanism, facilitating viable matter unification at the low scale. We find
that this theory predicts that in many cases the dominant leptoquark decays are to the third
generation Standard Model quarks and leptons. We identify key experimental signatures at
the Large Hadron Collider, evaluate and discuss the limits from current measurements, and
outline potential strategies for probing this theory in the near future.

1. INTRODUCTION

The idea of quark-lepton unification [1, 2] is one of the most appealing ideas for physics
beyond the Standard Model (SM). In this context, the SM quarks and leptons are unified in the
same fermionic multiplets, and neutrinos are predicted to be massive. This theory was in fact the
first theory to be proposed for physics beyond the SM, also predicting for the first time that neutrinos
can be massive particles. Unfortunately, the original theory predicts that the SM neutrinos and
the up-quarks have the same mass, and the charged leptons and down quarks have the same mass.
One can add a new Higgs field to solve the second problem, but since neutrino masses are much
smaller than the other fermion masses in the SM, one needs an extra mechanism for neutrinos to
avoid extreme fine-tuning. The so-called canonical seesaw mechanism [3–6] can be implemented in
this framework, but since the Dirac neutrino mass term is predicted to equal the up-quark mass,
the gauge symmetry for quark-lepton unification has to be broken at the canonical seesaw scale,
1014−15 GeV.

Quark-lepton unification at scales not too far from to the electroweak symmetry breaking can
be realized in the theoretical framework proposed in Ref. [7]. In this context, the neutrino masses
are generated via the inverse seesaw mechanism and the gauge symmetry can be broken at the TeV
scale. A similar model can be found in Ref. [8], but without the needed mechanism for neutrino
masses that allow us to have a realistic theory at the low scale. The theory proposed in Ref. [7]
is a realistic renormalizable theory that predicts the existence of leptoquark (LQ) fields. These
are fields that couple to simultaneously to a SM quark and lepton. It predicts a vector LQ living
in the off-diagonal part of the gauge field SU(4)C multiplet, and two scalar LQs with couplings
proportional to the quark and lepton masses. This theory has been investigated in Refs.[9–18]. For
a general review of LQ physics, see Ref.[19].

In this article, we investigate in detail the predictions in the minimal quark-lepton unification
theory [7]. Our main interest is to understand the unique signatures at the Large Hadron Collider
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(LHC) and use the current available experimental data to find the allowed parameter space. We
pay special attention at the properties of the right-handed neutrinos and LQ fields. We find that
some of the most important couplings of LQs to SM fermions are determined by the masses of the
third generation fermions. The right-handed neutrinos in this theory have interesting properties –
their decays via the LQs can dominate, giving rise to very interesting signatures. The LQs can also
decay to right-handed neutrinos, changing the branching ratios to the SM fermions, with important
implications for experimental sensitivity. We provide a detailed analysis of the production channels
and all possible decays, and their potential impact on existing LHC measurements. These results
tell us that despite current measurements and searches, significant allowed parameter space for low
scale quark-lepton unification remains, and one could hope to test this theory in the near future.

This article is organized as follows: In Section 2 we discuss the minimal theory for quark-
lepton unification, while in Section 3 we provide a detailed discussion of the different LQ fields.
In Section 4 we present the predictions for the main collider signatures, discussing the production
cross sections and the different decay modes, and detemine constraints from current measurements.
Finally, we summarize our main findings in Section 5.

2. LOW SCALE QUARK-LEPTON UNIFICATION

This minimal theory for matter unification is based on the gauge symmetry [7]

SU(4)C ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗ U(1)R,

while the SM matter fields are unified as follows

FqL =

(
ur ug ub ν

dr dg db e

)

L

∼ (4,2, 0), (1)

FuR =
(
ur ug ub ν

)
R
∼ (4,1, 1/2), (2)

FdR =
(
dr dg db e

)
R
∼ (4,1,−1/2). (3)

Here ui and di (with i = r, g, b) are the quarks with different colors.

The Lagrangian of the theory can be written as

L421 = −1

2
Tr(VµνV

µν)− 1

2
Tr(WµνW

µν)− 1

4
BRµνB

µν
R

+ iF̄qL /DFqL + iF̄uR
/DFuR + iF̄dR

/DFdR + LY − V (H,χ,Φ), (4)

where

Vµν = ∂µVν − ∂νVµ + ig4[Vµ, Vν ], (5)

is the strength tensor for the SU(4)C gauge fields, Vµ ∼ (15,1, 0). The strength tensor for the
SU(2)L gauge fields, Wµ ∼ (1,3, 0), is given by

Wµν = ∂µWν − ∂νWµ + ig2[Wµ,Wν ], (6)

and for the U(1)R gauge field, BRµ ∼ (1,1, 0), we have Bµν
R = ∂µBν

R − ∂νBµ
R. The covariant
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derivatives for the fermionic fields are given by

/DFqL = γµ(∂µ + ig4Vµ + ig2Wµ)FqL , (7)

/DFuR = γµ(∂µ + ig4Vµ +
i

2
gRBRµ)FuR , (8)

/DFdR = γµ(∂µ + ig4Vµ − i

2
gRBRµ)FdR . (9)

The Yukawa interactions for the charged fermions can be written as

−LY = Y1F̄qLiσ2H
∗
1FuR + Y2F̄uRΦ

αF β
qL
ϵαβ + Y3F̄qLH1FdR + Y4F̄qLΦFdR +H.c., (10)

where H1 ∼ (1,2, 1/2) and Φ ∼ (15,2, 1/2) are needed to generate fermion masses in a consistent
manner. Here α and β are SU(2)L indices.

Now, we can discuss in detail the properties of the different fields:

• Gauge Fields: In this theory the SU(4)C gauge fields live in

V µ =

(
Gµ Xµ/

√
2

(Xµ)∗/
√
2 0

)
+ T15 V µ

15 ∼ (15,1, 0), (11)

where Gµ ∼ (8,1, 0)SM are the SM gluons, Xµ ∼ (3,1, 2/3)SM are vector LQs, and V µ
15 ∼

(1,1, 0)SM. The T4 generator of SU(4)C in the above equation is normalized as

T15 =
1

2
√
6
diag(1, 1, 1,−3). (12)

• Higgs Sector : The Higgs sector is composed of three Higgses, Φ and χ and the SM Higgs H1,
with the following properties

H1 =

(
H+

1

H0
1

)
∼ (1,2, 1/2), (13)

χ =
(
χr χg χb χ

0
)
∼ (4,1, 1/2), (14)

and

Φ =

(
Φ8 Φ3

Φ4 0

)
+ T4 H2 ∼ (15,2, 1/2). (15)

Here H2 ∼ (1,2, 1/2)SM is a second Higgs doublet, Φ8 ∼ (8,2, 1/2)SM, is a scalar octet and
the scalar LQs are Φ3 ∼ (3̄,2,−1/6)SM and Φ4 ∼ (3,2, 7/6)SM.

The gauge group is spontaneously broken to the SM gauge group by the vacuum expectation
value (VEV) of the scalar field ⟨χ0⟩ = vχ/

√
2, which gives mass to the vector LQ Xµ, defining

the scale of matter unification.

• Quark-Lepton Unification Scale: Once χ gets a vev, the new massive vectors associated
with the broken generators of SU(4)C acquire mass. The mass of the vector LQs, Xµ ∼
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(3, 1, 2/3)SM, is given by

M2
X =

1

4
g24v

2
χ . (16)

The new neutral massive gauge boson, Z ′
µ, is a linear combination of the V15µ gauge boson

associated to the broken SU(4) generator T15 and the U(1)R gauge boson, BRµ. Its mass
comes from the χ kinetic term,

L ⊃ (Dµχ)
†(Dµχ)

⊃
v2χ
8

(
V15µ BRµ

)



3g24
2

−3gRg4√
6

−3gRg4√
6

g2R




(
V µ
15

Bµ
R

)
.

(17)

The physical states are defined by
(
V15µ

BRµ

)
=

(
cos θS sin θS
− sin θS cos θS

)(
Z ′
µ

Bµ

)
, (18)

where the angle θS is given by the gauge couplings

sin θS =
gR√

g2R + 3
2g

2
4

, and cos θS =
g4√

2
3g

2
R + g24

. (19)

Notice that the hypercharge gauge coupling is given by g1 = gR cos θS , while the strong gauge
coupling is g3 = g4. Using these relations one can write:

sin2 θS =
2

3

αem

αs

1

cos2 θW
. (20)

The mass of the gauge boson Z ′ is given by

M2
Z′ =

1

4

(
3

2
g24 + g2R

)
v2χ . (21)

Therefore, one finds the following relation between the vector LQ and Z
′ masses:

M2
X

M2
Z′

=
2

3
cos2 θS . (22)

In this theory the idea of quark-lepton unification can be realized below the canonical seesaw
scale, 1014−15 GeV. However, one faces strong bounds from lepton flavour violating processes.
The vector-LQ mediates the rare process, K0

L → e±µ∓, at tree-level and naively its mass
should be

MX ≳ 103 TeV. (23)

For details see Refs. [10, 12, 15, 20]. It is important to mention that the unknown mixing
between quarks and leptons are very important to predict the processes such as K0

L → e±µ∓.
Therefore, one could imagine scenarios where the quark-lepton unification can be below 103
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TeV.

• Charged Fermion Masses : The mass matrices for the SM charged fermions read as

MU = Y1
v1√
2
− 1

2
√
6
Y †
2

v2√
2
, (24)

MD = Y3
v1√
2
+

1

2
√
6
Y4

v2√
2
, (25)

ME = Y3
v1√
2
− 3

2
√
6
Y4

v2√
2
. (26)

Here the VEVs of the Higgs doublets are defined as ⟨H0
1 ⟩ = v1/

√
2, and ⟨H0

2 ⟩ = v2/
√
2. Notice

that without the scalar field Φ, there would be only two independent Yukawa couplings, so
the charged fermion masses could not be generated to be consistent with measurement. In
our convention the charged fermion masses are diagonalized in the following way:

U †
LMUUR = Mdiag

U , (27)

D†
LMDDR = Mdiag

D , (28)

E†
LMEER = Mdiag

E . (29)

• Neutrino Masses: The Dirac mass term for neutrinos reads as:

MD
ν = Y1

v1√
2
+

3

2
√
6
Y †
2

v2√
2
. (30)

Note that small neutrino masses would require extreme fine-tuning between the terms in
Eq. (30). To generate small neutrino masses naturally at a low scale, one needs to go beyond
the canonical seesaw mechanism. We can generate small Majorana masses for the light
neutrinos if we add three new singlet left-handed fermionic fields SL ∼ (1,1, 0) and use the
following interaction terms [7],

−Lν
QL = Y5F̄uRχSL +

1

2
µST

LCSL + h.c.. (31)

In this case the mass matrix for neutrinos in the basis (ν, νc, S) reads as

(ν νc S)




0 MD
ν 0

(MD
ν )T 0 MD

χ

0 (MD
χ )T µ







ν

νc

S


 . (32)

Here MD
ν is given by Eq. (30) and MD

χ = Y5 vχ/
√
2. Therefore, the light neutrino mass is

given by

mν ≈ µ (MD
ν )2/(MD

χ )2, (33)

when MD
χ ≫ MD

ν ≫ µ holds. Such a hierarchy is motivated by the different scales of the
theory: MD

χ ∝ vχ, which determines the scale of matter unification, MD
ν ∝ v1,2, which

defines the electroweak scale, and µ is instead protected by a fermion symmetry, so that it is
technically natural to assume it is small. When MD

ν ∼ 102 GeV and MD
χ ∼ 106 GeV , light

neutrino mass constraint implies that the µ has to be O(10−2) GeV. Notice that neutrinos
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would be massless in the limit µ → 0, which is the usual relation in the inverse seesaw
mechanism. For the original proposal of the inverse seesaw mechanism see Ref. [21].

• Higgs Decays: In Ref. [9] the predictions for the Higgs decays in this theory were investigated.
It was shown that the relation between the heavy CP-even (H) and CP-odd Higgs (A), decays
can be used to test the idea of quark-lepton unification. In the case when there is non-flavor
violation one finds the simple relations:

Γ(H → τ τ̄) = 3Γ(H → bb̄), (34)

Γ(A → τ τ̄) = 3Γ(A → bb̄). (35)

for small values of tanβ, and

Γ(H → τ τ̄) = Γ(H → bb̄)/3, (36)

Γ(A → τ τ̄) = Γ(A → bb̄)/3. (37)

for large values of tanβ. These relations can be used to test the predictions for this simple
theory for low scale quark-lepton unification. For more details see the discussion in Ref. [9].
In the current study, we do not consider the phenomenological impact of the new Higgs
doublet at collider energies.

3. LEPTOQUARKS

The theory predicts three types of LQ: one vector and two scalars. Here we discuss the main
interactions relevant for the study of the signatures at the LHC. As mentioned above, the vector LQ
mediates the rare process K0

L → e±µ∓ at tree-level, and naively its mass should be above the 103

TeV scale. Therefore, one cannot expect to observe the vector-LQ at the LHC unless this process is
suppressed for other reasons. For this reason we focus on the signatures related to the scalar LQs
predicted in this theory.

• Φ3 ∼ (3̄,2,−1/6)SM: The relevant Yukawa interactions for our study are given by

−L ⊃ Y2 ν̄RΦ
α
3 q

β
Lϵαβ + Y4 ℓ̄LΦ3dR +H.c. . (38)

The scalar LQ Φ3 can be written in SU(2)L components as,

Φ3 =


 ϕ

1/3
3

ϕ
−2/3
3


, (39)

where the numbers denote the electric charge. Notice that the two component of the Φ3 LQ
have similar masses. Their mass splitting is below a few hundred GeVs. For simplicity, we
will assume that they have the same mass.

The above interactions can be written explicitly as

−L ⊃ Y2 ν̄Rϕ
1/3
3 dL − Y2ν̄Rϕ

−2/3
3 uL + Y4 ν̄Lϕ

1/3
3 dR + Y4ēLϕ

−2/3
3 dR + H.c. . (40)
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• Φ4 ∼ (3,2, 7/6)SM: This scalar LQ has the following interactions with the SM fermions:

−L ⊃ Y2 ūRΦ
α
4 ℓ

β
Lϵαβ + Y4 q̄LΦ4eR +H.c. . (41)

The Φ4 field can be written in SU(2)L components as,

Φ4 =


ϕ

5/3
4

ϕ
2/3
4


. (42)

Notice that both components will have similar masses. Using this equation we can write the
Φ4 Yukawa interactions explicitly as

−L ⊃ Y2ūRϕ
5/3
4 eL − Y2ūRϕ

2/3
4 νL + Y4ūLϕ

5/3
4 eR + Y4d̄Lϕ

2/3
4 eR +H.c.. (43)

In this theory, neutrino masses can be small even when Y2 → 0, due to the inverse seesaw mechanism,
but the entries in Y4 cannot be arbitrarily small because one needs a realistic relation between the
masses of the down-like quarks and the charged leptons. The Yukawa matrix Y4 can be written as:

Y4 =
√
3
(MD −ME)

v sinβ
=

√
3
(DLM

diag
D D†

R − ELM
diag
E E†

R)

v sinβ
. (44)

Here v =
√

v21 + v22 = 246 GeV and tanβ = v2/v1. The Yukawa matrix Y4 defines the difference
between the mass matrices for down quarks and charged leptons. Therefore, the scalar LQ masses
proportional to Y4 will be related to the down and charged lepton masses.

Using the above equation, we can write the Yukawa couplings proportional to Y4 in as follows:

d̄LY4eRϕ
2/3
4 →

√
3

v sinβ
d̄
(
Mdiag

D VR − VLM
diag
E

)
PR e ϕ

2/3
4 , (45)

where the mixing matrices, VR = D†
RER and VL = D†

LEL, and PR = (1 + γ5)/2. The other
interactions read as

ēLY4dRϕ
−2/3
3 →

√
3

v sinβ
ē
(
V †
LM

diag
D −Mdiag

E V †
R

)
PR d ϕ

−2/3
3 , (46)

ūLY4eRϕ
5/3
4 →

√
3

v sinβ
ū
(
VUDM

diag
D VR − VUDVLM

diag
E

)
PR e ϕ

5/3
4 , (47)

with VUD = K1VCKMK2 and VEN = K3VPMNS , where Ki are diagonal unitary complex matrices.
Finally, one has

ν̄LY4dRϕ
1/3
3 →

√
3

v sinβ
ν̄ VEN

(
V †
LM

diag
D −Mdiag

E V †
R

)
PR d ϕ

1/3
3 . (48)

Notice that when we neglect the unknown mixing angles, Vi ∼ 1, except for VEN , the above
equations tell us that the scalar LQs couple mainly to the third generation of quarks and leptons.
Therefore, the main decays determined by the coupling y4

y4 =

√
3

v sinβ
(mb −mτ ), (49)
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corresponding to yLR4 33 in the notation of [19], are

ϕ
2/3
4 → τ̄ b, ϕ

−2/3
3 → b̄τ, ϕ

5/3
4 → τ̄ t, ϕ

1/3
3 → b̄νi. (50)

This very simple prediction tells us that some of the scalar LQs signatures are determined by the
couplings to the third generation of quarks and leptons.

Using the above interactions one can find the following approximate relations between the
decay widths:

Γ(ϕ
2/3
4 → τ̄ b)

Γ(ϕ
5/3
4 → τ̄ t)

≃
M

ϕ
2/3
4

M
ϕ
5/3
3

,
Γ(ϕ

2/3
4 → τ̄ b)

Γ(ϕ
−2/3
3 → b̄τ)

≃
M

ϕ
2/3
4

M
ϕ
−2/3
3

,
Γ(ϕ

2/3
4 → τ̄ b)

Γ(ϕ
1/3
3 → b̄ν)

≃
M

ϕ
2/3
4

M
ϕ
1/3
3

, (51)

we can use to test the predictions of this theory. Unfortunately, this theory does not predict the Y2
Yukawa coupling. In fact, Y2 can be zero and still we can have a realistic theory for fermion masses.
Assuming the largest coupling in Y2 is to the third generation, one can predict some interesting
relations, neglecting the fermion masses:

Γ(ϕ
1/3
3 → N3b̄)

Γ(ϕ
−2/3
3 → N3t̄)

≃
M

ϕ
1/3
3

M
ϕ
−2/3
3

,
Γ(ϕ

5/3
4 → tτ̄)

Γ(ϕ
2/3
4 → tν̄τ )

≃
M

ϕ
5/3
4

M
ϕ
2/3
4

,
Γ(ϕ

−2/3
3 → N3t̄)

Γ(ϕ
2/3
4 → tν̄τ )

≃
M

ϕ
−2/3
3

M
ϕ
2/3
4

. (52)

In the scenarios when Y2 is non-zero, for simplicity, we assume Y2 = diag(0, 0, y2), where y2 corre-
sponding to yLR2 33 in the notation of Ref. [19]. It is important to emphasize that this simple theory
for low scale quark-lepton unification tells us that the scalar LQs could have masses at the TeV
scale and their decays proportional to Y4 are determined by the couplings to the third generation
of quarks and leptons.

4. LHC PHENOMENOLOGY

A. Production Channels

Over much of the parameter range of the theory, the dominant production process is pair
production via the strong coupling of the LQs,

pp → LQ LQ∗, (53)

pp → lepton + LQ, (54)

where the incoming partons can be gg or qq̄. The pair production cross section for smaller LQ
masses and large values of the Yukawa coupling, single production in association with a SM lepton
can also be significant. To do calculate the cross sections and decay modes for the theory, we
have implemented the model in FeynRules [22] and exported it as a UFO [23] file which is then
read by Monte Carlo event generators, in particular here MadGraph5 [24] and HERWIG [25], to
simulate LQ production and decay at the LHC in proton-proton collisions at 13 TeV. Examples of
the cross-section dependence on LQ mass are shown in Fig. 1. Fig. 1a shows the leading order (LO)
QCD pair production of the scalar LQ at

√
s = 13 TeV, as a function of LQ mass. As all the scalar

LQs couple with gluons in the same way, the QCD pair production cross section is the same for all

8



(a) (b)

FIG. 1: a) QCD Pair production cross section for the scalar LQ at
√
s = 13 TeV, as a function of LQ mass.

b) Production cross section of a scalar LQ and SM lepton as a function of LQ mass when y4 = 1. The
cross-section was computed using our UFO model and MadGraph5 [24].

of them. In Fig. 1b, we show the production cross section of a scalar LQ in association with a SM
lepton, evaluated at

√
s = 13 TeV for y4 = 1. The solid blue and the red dashed lines show the

production cross section for ϕ
1/3
3 ντ and ϕ

∓2/3
3,4 τ± respectively. The single production cross section

of a LQ depends on the Yukawa coupling and can be significant for a large value of the Yukawa
coupling.

B. Decay Modes and Signatures

The decay modes of all the LQs will be dominantly to third-generation SM fermions or, if
allowed, to the heavy right-handed neutrino, which may then itself decay via diagrams involving
an off-shell LQ, discussed in Section 4B 1. The decays to first- and second-generation fermions are
also implemented in our Feynrules model, but are suppressed according to Eqs. (48) and (49).

The dominant decays of each LQ are as follows.

• ϕ
1/3
3 : When y2 = 0, the scalar LQ ϕ

1/3
3 decays mainly into a b-quark and neutrino, while when

y2 ̸= 0, it may additionally decay into a right-handed neutrino N and a b-quark. Therefore,
the main signatures are:

pp → ϕ
1/3
3 (ϕ

1/3
3 )∗ → b̄ν(bν̄), b̄N(bN̄). (55)

The branching ratio dependence on mass is shown in Fig. 2a for ϕ
1/3
3 for example values

MN = 500 GeV, Y4 = diag(0, 0, 1), and Y2 = diag(0, 0, 1).

• ϕ
−2/3
3 : When y2 = 0, the scalar LQ ϕ

−2/3
3 decays mainly into a b-quark and τ -lepton, while

when y2 ̸= 0, it may additionally decay into a right-handed neutrino N and a top-quark.
Therefore, the main signatures are:

pp → ϕ
−2/3
3 (ϕ

−2/3
3 )∗ → b̄τ(bτ̄), t̄N(tN̄). (56)

9



(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 2: Branching ratios of scalar LQ decays as a function of LQ mass. Fig. 2a) shows the Branching
ratios of ϕ1/3

3 and Fig. 2b) shows the Branching ratios of ϕ−2/3
3 . Fig. 2c) shows the branching ratios of

ϕ
2/3
4 . Here, for illustration, we assumed MN = 500 GeV, y4 = 1, and y2 = 1 in all scenerios.

The branching ratio dependence on mass is shown in Fig. 2b for ϕ−2/3
3 for the same example

values of MN , y4 and y2.

• ϕ
2/3
4 : When y2 = 0, the scalar LQ ϕ

2/3
4 decays mainly into a b-quark and τ -lepton, while

when y2 ̸= 0, it may additionally decay into a SM neutrino ν and a top-quark. Therefore,
the main signatures are:

pp → ϕ
2/3
4 (ϕ

2/3
4 )∗ → bτ̄(b̄τ), tν̄(t̄ν). (57)

The branching ratio dependence on mass is shown in Fig. 2c for ϕ
2/3
4 for the same example

values of MN , y4 and y2.

• ϕ
5/3
4 : The dominant decay channel of the ϕ

5/3
4 scalar leptopquark, regardless of the value of

y2, is

pp → ϕ
5/3
4 (ϕ

5/3
4 )∗ → tτ̄(t̄τ). (58)

10



(a) (b)

FIG. 3: Branching ratios of 3rd generation right-handed neutrinos as a function of mass. Here, we
assumed a) y2 = y4 = 1 and b) y2 = y4 = 0.01. In both scenarios, we fix M

ϕ
1/3
3

= M
ϕ
−2/3
3

= 1 TeV and
assume the mixing between the SM neutrinos and right-handed neutrinos to be VνN = 10−4.

1. Heavy Neutrino Decays

The right-handed neutrinos can decay via the mixing with the SM neutrinos and can have
3-body decays mediated by the scalar LQs ϕ

1/3
3 and ϕ

−2/3
3 . Within the framework of the inverse

seesaw mechanism, the mixing between SM neutrinos and the right handed neutrinos can be written
as

VνN ≃
√

mν

µ
. (59)

When µ ∼ 10−2 GeV, the mixing between the right-handed neutrinos and SM neutrinos is O(10−4).
In Fig. 3a we show the branching ratios of 3rd generation right-handed neutrinos as a function of
its mass assuming y2 = y4 = 1 and M

ϕ
1/3
3

= M
ϕ
−2/3
3

= 1 TeV. In this scenario, right-handed

neutrino decays into νℓh, νℓZ, ℓ
±W∓ via the mixing with the SM neutrinos, and these processes

are suppressed due to the small mixing angle. The striking behaviour in the decays mediated via
the LQs can be understood in terms of the available phase-space for the decay. At MN < 1 TeV
both LQs are virtual, and the top mass suppresses the tb̄τ decay. The significance of this decay
rises with MN , but is then further suppressed relative to the bb̄ντ decay around 1 TeV, where the
ϕ
1/3
3 LQ can be produced on-shell, N3 → ϕ

1/3
3 b → ντ bb̄, while there is not enough energy to produce

ϕ
−2/3
3 t on-shell. At higher MN , phase-space effects become irrelevant and both decays are equally

likely. In Fig. 3b, we show the branching ratios for 3rd generation right-handed neutrinos when
y2 = y4 = 0.01. In this case, when the neutrino mass is below 1000 GeV, both LQs remain off-shell,
and due to small Yukawa couplings, the decays mediated via the LQs are suppressed compared to
the decays arising from the mixing with SM neutrinos. At larger masses, these decay branching
ratios become comparable. Over the parameters of the theory considered here, the decays via LQs
are the most phenomenologically relevant, since they generally dominate when Y2 is significant, and
when Y2 is small, the production of heavy neutrinos is itself suppressed.
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FIG. 4: Contur exclusion plot of MΦ3
against y4 at y2 = 0. The solid black line indicates the 95%

exclusion and the dashed black line the 68% exclusion. The dotted black line shows the expected
exclusion, where the data exactly coincide with the SM, and the dotted red line is an estimate of the

eventual sensitivity after 3 ab−1 of integrated luminosity.
τ+τ− [32] pmiss

T +jet [33]

C. Sensitivity of LHC measurements

Many of the differential cross sections which have already been measured by the LHC ex-
periments have, potentially at least, sensitivity to signatures of the type discussed above. The
Contur [26, 27] application is designed to allow a rapid check of detailed models against those
measurements which are available in Rivet [28]. Events are simulated using Herwig, based upon the
UFO files of the theory. The simulated events are then passed through RIVET 4 [29] and analysed
with Contur 3.1 [30]. This involves injecting the LQ contribution on top of the SM predictions for
a wide range of LHC measurements, and evaluating the ratio between the likelihood evaluated for
the SM alone given the data, and the likelihood for SM+LQ contributions, . The CLS method [31]
is used to determine an exclusion limit; the expected exclusion limit is also determined by setting
the data to the SM values but preserving its uncertainties.

We study each of the two LQ doublets Φ3 and Φ4 in turn, assuming the LQs within each
doublet are degenerate in mass. In each case the other doublet is decoupled by setting the mass
10 TeV. After that, we consider the case where both doublet masses can be around the TeV scale.

1. Limits and sensitivity to Φ3

We first study the Φ3 doublet, which contains the ϕ
−1/3
3 and ϕ

−2/3
3 LQs, assuming the Φ4 is

decoupled. We begin by considering the case y2 = 0. In this case, the relevant free parameters are
y4 which we allow to vary in the range 0.01 ≤ y4 ≤ 1, and the LQ mass MΦ3 which we scan in
the range 500 GeV to 1.5 TeV. The heavy neutrino mass is set to MN = 10 GeV, although with
y2 = 0 this has no influence, since the decay is always to SM particles – b-quarks, and SM neutrinos
or τ -leptons, see Eqs. (55) and (56). The result is shown in Fig. 4. The left-hand plot indicates
that masses below about 1 TeV are excluded at the 95% c.l., (solid black line) and the right-hand
plot shows that this is dominantly due to di-τ and missing transverse momentum signatures, which
are incompatible with the relevant ATLAS measurements [32, 33]. In each of the exclusion plots
discussed, we also show the 68% (i.e. 1σ) exclusion and the expected exclusion (if the data were
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FIG. 5: a) The di-τ invariant mass measurement (see text) showing the predicted signal for the point in
Fig. 4 with y4 = 0.13 and MΦ3

= 944 GeV. b) The recoil pT ratio (see text) showing the predicted signal
for the point in Fig. 4 with y4 = 0.13 and MΦ3

= 600 GeV.

to precisely agree with the SM). Also shown is a crude estimate of the potential reach of the high-
luminosity LHC, obtained by scaling the experimental uncertainties of the current measurements
according to a target luminosity of 3000 fb−1. This is a conservative estimated since it does not
take into account any extension of the likely of measurements into new phase space.

There is also no strong dependence on y4, since the production cross section is dominated by
pair production via the strong interaction. A slight strengthening of the constraints as y4 approaches
unity is due to the influence of single LQ production.

An example plot showing the ATLAS measurement of the differential cross section with
respect to the di-τ invariant mass [32] is shown in Fig. 5a. The measurement is compared to the
SM prediction from Sherpa [34], with the top contribution from POWHEG+PYTHIA [35, 36],
calculated at Next-to-leading order in QCD and matched to leading-logarithmic parton showers
(MEPS@NLO). It can be seen that the signal would have appeared in the highest mass (overflow)
bin. Fig. 5b shows similarly an example of sensitivity in the ATLAS measurement of the ratio
(Rmiss) of the differential cross sections with respect to the hadronic recoil pT in zero lepton events
to two-muon events [33], for a lower LQ mass. The measurement is compared to the SM prediction
from [34], including higher-order electroweak corrections. The signal has an impact principally
between 500 and 800 GeV.

Allowing y2 ̸= 0 has a significant impact. The decays to the heavy neutrino, N , are now open,
and this introduces a dependence on MN and on the decays of N . This is shown in Fig. 6a. Here
MN = 10 GeV, and for y4 < 1, the ϕ

1/3
3 decays mainly to the heavy neutrino, N , and a b-quark,

Eq. (55). Similarly, ϕ
−2/3
3 can now decay to top quarks and N , Eq. (56). The N subsequently

decays via an off-shell LQ to b-quarks and SM neutrinos or to top quarks, b-quarks and τ -leptons,
as illustrated in Fig. 3 for an example value of MΦ3 . This greatly dilutes the pmiss

T signature, leaving
only a small residual sensitivity, and also reduces the sensitivity in τ channels, since the τs produced
in N decays generally have lower pT than those produced as primary products of LQ decay. Some
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FIG. 6: Contur exclusion plot of MΦ3
against y4 at y2 = 1 and (a) mN = 10 GeV (b) mN = 500 GeV. (c)

shows the dependence on MN for the case y4 = y2 = 1. Lines as Fig.4.
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T +jet [37] τ+τ− [32] ℓ+pmiss
T +jet [38, 39] pmiss
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sensitivity is now present in top measurements, but this does not compensate for the reduction in
other channels and the overall sensitivity is reduced to around 550 GeV for most of the y4 range.

The LQ decays to N are somewhat suppressed when MN is larger, and the sensitivity improves
a bit, as shown in Fig. 6b. Fig. 6c shows the dependence on MN for y2 = y4 = 1. Only when MN

approaches MΦ3 is the senstivity seen for y2 = 0 fully recovered, since in this case the decays to N

are kinematically suppressed.
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against y4 for (a) y2 = 0, and (b) y2 = 1.
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2. Limits and sensitivity to Φ4

Similar scans are performed for MΦ4 , under the assumption that the Φ3 is decoupled. As can
be seen from Eqs. (57) and (58), in this case the heavy neutrino plays no role.

Fig. 7a shows a scan of the sensitivity as a function of y4 and MΦ4 for y2 = 0. Masses below
about 1150 GeV are excluded, with the sensitivity increasing slowly with y4. The most sensitive
measurement is the di-τ cross section over the whole parameter plane. Fig. 7b shows the same scan
for y2 = 1. The sensitivity is somewhat reduced, since as seen in Eq. (57), some of the ϕ

2/3
4 LQs

now decay to tops rather than τ -leptons. Even so, masses up to about 1100 GeV are excluded, with
the sensitivity again increasing slowly with y4. The pmiss

T and top measurements play a slightly
more significant role compared to the y2 = 0 case.

3. Limits and sensitivity when both Φ3 and Φ4 are accessible

Fig. 8 shows the sensitivity in the plane of MΦ3 vs MΦ4 , for MN = 500 GeV and and
y2 = 0, y4 = 1, Fig. 8a, and y2 = y4 = 1, Fig. 8b. While the phenomenology is more complex in this
case, we still see that the same signatures – τ , top and pmiss

T – play the major role. The increased
cross sections mean that when both LQs are around the same mass, the combined reach is greater
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than the individual reaches in the previous section.

4. Individual LQ limits

For completeness, and for comparison with existing searches, scenarios were studied in which
the mass hierarchy within a LQ doublet is strong, such that only one LQ is active at a time. For
ϕ
−1/3
3 alone, and considering the case y2 = 0, masses below about 700 GeV are excluded at the 95%

c.l., mainly due to missing transverse momentum signatures. For y2 = 1 and small y4, there is very
little sensitivity due to the dilution of the pmiss

T signal in N decays, unless MN ≥ M
ϕ
−1/3
3

.

When y2 = 0, ϕ
−2/3
3 LQ masses below about 1 TeV are excluded at 95% c.l. by the di-

τ measurement. When y2 is non-zero, the decay channel to a top-quark and heavy neutrino N

potentially opens up and the sensitivity is again strongly reduced unless MN ≥ M
ϕ
−2/3
3

. At high
M

ϕ
−2/3
3

, the ATLAS measurement of inclusive four-lepton production [40] provides some sensitivity

arising from events where ϕ
−2/3
3 → t̄N and N → tb̄τ , where some of the tops and τ -leptons decay

leptonically.

When y2 = 0, the sensitivity to ϕ
2/3
4 is identical to that to ϕ

−2/3
3 , since the only decay open is
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to b-quarks and τ -leptons. For y2 ̸= 0, the decay to SM neutrinos and top quarks opens up and the
sensitivity of the τ measurement drops, but some sensitivity is recovered from top measurements
in the dilepton and semileptonic decay channels as well as from the inclusive pmiss

T measurement.
Masses below about 700 GeV are excluded. The only decay open to ϕ

5/3
4 is to top quarks and

τ -leptons. Measurements of both provide sensitivity, but the ATLAS τ measurement dominates,
excluding masses below 1 TeV.

5. Existing exclusion limits

The ATLAS and CMS collaborations have performed dedicated searches for LQ signatures.
The QCD Pair production searches, which are mostly model independent, provide the most stringent
constraints on the LQ mass. For the 3rd generation up-type scalar LQ (LQu

3), decaying to bτ with
100% branching ratio, the ATLAS collaboration excludes masses up to 1460 GeV [41]. The ATLAS
collaboration has also set lower limits on masses up to 1260 GeV [42] and 1430 GeV [43] for third-
generation down-type LQs (LQd

3) decaying exclusively into bν and tτ final states, respectively.

These bounds on the LQ masses are stronger than the bounds found on individual LQs in this
study, which is to be expected since those dedicated searches focus on specific final-state signatures,
and apply multivariate or machine-learning techniques to enhance signal sensitivity, whereas the
bounds derived in Contur 3.1 are from inclusive cross-section measurements obtained from more
general event selections. However, the searches operate on specific benchmark scenarios and cannot
easily be reinterpreted in the more complex phenomenology of this theory, including the presence of
more than one LQ simultaneously, or the opening of decay channels involving the heavy neutrino.

5. SUMMARY

The minimal theory that unifies quarks and leptons at the low energy scale has been investi-
gated. This theory makes testable predictions at the LHC and future colliders, introducing several
new fields beyond those of the Standard Model: one vector leptoquark, two scalar leptoquarks, a
color-octet scalar, and an additional Higgs doublet. Neutrino masses are generated through the
inverse seesaw mechanism, which naturally keeps them light while allowing the quark-lepton unifi-
cation scale to remain close to the TeV scale; as a consequence the heavy neutrinos couple to some
of the leptoquark states. The new leptoquarks establish the connection between the quark and
lepton sectors and can give rise to distinctive collider signatures.

In this study we have focussed primarily on the phenomenology of the scalar leptoquarks,
which could be produced at energies accessible to the LHC. Their dominant decay channels are
predicted to involve third-generation particles – bottom and top quarks, tau leptons, and neutrinos,
sometimes produced directly, and sometimes via a decay chain involving the heavy neutrino. We
computed the production cross sections and branching ratios for these states, and examined how
current and future LHC data constrain the relevant parameter space. Detailed collider simulations
were performed to compare theoretical predictions with existing measurements, with the dominant
sensitivity coming from final states containing third-generation fermions and/or missing transverse
momentum. We find that current LHC measurements and searches place strong lower bounds on the
leptoquarks masses in some scenarios, but that for some reasonable choices of model parameters this
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sensitivity is drastically reduced, especially when leptoquark decays proceed via the heavy neutrino.
It remains possible that evidence for, or discovery of, this theory could be obtained in analysis of
data from upcoming collider runs. In particular, the HL-LHC could probe a large fraction of the
parameter space and we could discover this theory for quark-lepton unification in the near future.
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