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The collider phenomenology of leptoquarks (LQs) and right-handed neutrinos (RHNs) has been studied
extensively in the literature. Because of the gauge singlet nature, the production of RHNs at the LHC is
typically suppressed by the tiny light-heavy neutrinomixing angles. In this study, we explore a promising
scenario where the presence of an LQ mediator significantly enhances RHN production. We focus on
first-generation scalar and vector LQs interacting with the first-generation RHN. The prospects are better
for the first-generation scenario than the other generations because of the enhanced parton distribution
functions (PDFs) of first-generation quarks. The enhanced PDFs boost the production cross sections
of LQs, particularly their single and indirect productions. Incorporating all production modes of LQs
that result in a pair of RHNs, we estimate the discovery prospects by analysing the monoelectron and
dielectron channels arising from the decay of the RHN pair. We find that the indirect production of LQs
is crucial in determining the discovery reach at the HL-LHC for the first-generation scenario.

I. INTRODUCTION

Contemporary experimental advancements have signifi-
cantly refined the measurements in the neutrino sector,
establishing that at least two neutrino states possess tiny
but nonzero masses (∼ 0.1 eV). These findings have in-
spired various theoretical constructions to account for the
origins of the observed masses and mixing. The type-I
seesaw mechanism [1, 2] shows a simple way to gener-
ate nonzero neutrino masses by introducing heavy right-
handed neutrinos (RHNs). To achieve sub-eV light neu-
trinos, in this case, the Majorana mass scale (ΛM) of the
RHNs must be very high—around the grand unification
scale for Yukawa couplings of order unity. This renders
the RHNs inaccessible at TeV-scale colliders like the LHC.
A Yukawa coupling of order 10−6 could bring ΛM down to
the TeV range, but, in this case, the RHNs would be long-
lived and might decay outside the detectors. The inverse
seesawmechanism (ISM) [3, 4], on the other hand, shows
promise from the collider perspective, for it naturally con-
tains TeV-scale RHNs that decay promptly, making them
detectable at colliders.
Because of their gauge singlet nature, RHN productions

at colliders are highly suppressed by the small light-heavy
neutrino mixing angle. (Current constraints on the RHN
mass and mixing angles are discussed in Ref. [5], while
prospects for heavy RHN searches at future lepton collid-
ers are discussed in Ref. [6].) An interesting possibility
for RHN production arises from the decays of other beyond
the Standard Model (SM) particles, such asW ′ bosons [7–
9], Z′ bosons [10–17], or leptoquarks (LQs or ℓq) [18, 19],
etc. Since, in these cases, the production is no longer
dependent on the active-sterile mixing, they can be pro-
duced easily. From the LHC perspective, the production
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via TeV-scale LQs looks particularly promising [19]. LQs
are hypothetical coloured bosons (scalar or vector) carry-
ing both baryon and lepton numbers. Consequently, they
bridge the baryon and lepton sectors, enabling couplings
between quarks and the RHNs. LQs naturally emerge
in various extensions of the SM aiming to unify matter
or forces. They are integral to a wide range of theoret-
ical frameworks beyond the SM, such as the Pati-Salam
model [20, 21], Grand Unified Theories [22, 23], compos-
ite models [24], coloured Zee-Babu models [25], techni-
color models [26, 27] and Supersymmetry with R-parity
violation [28]. Recently, LQs garnered significant atten-
tion in the literature as potential explanations for various
low-energy anomalies [29–31].
Previously, we studied the production of RHNs through

second-generation LQs at the LHC [19]. Here, we focus
on RHN productions via first-generation LQs. These LQs
couple to a first-generation quark and the first-generation
RHN, whose decay produces a first-generation lepton in
the final state. For our collider study, we assume a TeV-
range first-generation LQ decays exclusively to a lighter
first-generation RHN at the tree level, i.e., the branching
ratio (BR) of the ℓq → qνR decay is essentially 100%. At
the LHC, RHN pairs can be produced through all three LQ
production mechanisms [19]: LQ pair and single produc-
tions (P- and SPs) where the LQs decay to the RHN, and
the t-channel LQ exchange (pp → νRνR), or LQ indirect
production (IP) [32]. The LQ generation strongly influ-
ences the single and indirect production cross sections, as
the quark parton distribution functions (PDFs) vary signif-
icantly across generations. As a result, the first-generation
case requires a separate study from the second-generation
one, even though the detection efficiencies of the first and
second-generation leptons (i.e., e and µ) are not signifi-
cantly different. However, the third-generation case dif-
fers from those of the first two generations both in terms
of initial-quark PDFs and the detection strategies of the fi-
nal states. We plan to address the third-generation case
in a separate study.
If a LQ decays predominantly to the RHN, it is not bound

by any direct or indirect collider constraints—the LHC has
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TABLE I. List of LQs and their representations under the SM gauge groups. In the second column, we show the representations under
SU(3)c, SU(2)L and U(1)Y , respectively. In the last column, we present the LQ interactions with νR [33].

LQ (SU(3)C, SU(2)L, U(1)Y ) Spin Interaction Lagrangian

S1 (3̄,1,1/3) 0 yLL
1i jQ

c
L

i,aS1εabL j,b
L + yRR

1i ju
ci

RS1e j
R + yRR

1i jd
ci

RS1ν
j
R + h.c.

S1 (3̄,1,−2/3) 0 yRR
1i ju

ci
RS1ν

j
R + h.c.

R̃2 (3,2,1/6) 0 −ỹRL
2i jd

i
RR̃a

2εabL j,b
L + ỹLR

2i jQ
i,a
L R̃a

2ν
j
R + h.c.

U1 (3,1,2/3) 1 L ⊃ xLL
1i jQ

i,a
L γµU1,µ L j,a

L + xRR
1i jd

i
RγµU1,µ e j

R + xRR
1i ju

i
RγµU1,µ ν

j
R + h.c.

U1 (3,2,−1/3) 1 xRR
1i jd

i
RγµU1,µ ν

j
R + h.c.

Ṽ2 (3̄,1,−1/6) 1 x̃RL
2i ju

ci
RγµṼ b

2,µ εabL j,a
L + x̃LR

2i jQ
ci,a

L γµ εabṼ b
2,µ ν

j
R + h.c.

yet to probe and constrain this part of the LQ parame-
ter space. The RHN production through LQ decay be-
comes significant when neither of these particles is too
heavy and the RHN is lighter than the LQ. Since LQs are
strongly interacting particles, they can be abundantly pro-
duced at the LHC, enhancing the RHN production. The
cross section of this process mainly depends on a few pa-
rameters like the RHN and LQmasses, the RHN-LQ-quark
couplings, and the PDFs of the initial partons. The cross
section of the qq → νRνR process through a t-channel LQ
exchange is proportional to the fourth power of the RHN-
LQ-quark couplings. Hence, this coupling can not be small
for the IP-mediated process to be significant.
In this paper, we analyse RHN production through all

the above-mentioned channels at the LHC. The plan of the
paper is as follows. In the next section, we list the LQ
models with RHN decay mode. In Section III, we discuss
various possible final states arising from the decay of a pair
of RHN that can be searched for at the HL-LHC. We also
discuss the SM backgrounds and selection criteria for the
monoelectron and dielectron channels. We present our
findings in Section IV and conclude in Section V.

II. LEPTOQUARK MODELS

We consider all possible LQs that simultaneously inter-
act with a first-generation quark and a RHN. Table I
shows the scalar and vector LQs (sLQs and vLQs) with
the necessary couplings. Since we are only interested
in the collider phenomenology of these models, we ig-
nore the diquark operators to bypass the proton-decay
restrictions. Following Ref. [33], we denote the Yukawa
coupling matrices of scalar and vector LQs with quark-
lepton pairs generically as y and x, respectively. The
first subscript of the couplings indicates the SU(2)L rep-
resentation and the superscripts indicate the chiralities
of the fermions (the first one denotes the quark chi-
rality and the second one, the lepton chirality). For

simplicity, we assume both Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-
Sakata (PMNS) neutrino-mixing and Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa (CKM) quark-mixing matrices to be approxi-
mately equal to unity. This is justified since, unlike the
second-generation case [19], the cross sections of the
processes initiated by the first-generation quarks are not
affected significantly by the presence of the small off-
diagonal terms in the quark-mixing matrix, and the LHC
experiments cannot identify the flavour of the missing
neutrinos. Vector LQs can have an extra gluon coupling
allowed by the gauge symmetries that can affect their pro-
ductions at the LHC [34, 35]:

L ⊃− igs(1−κ)χ†
µ T a

χν Gaµν (1)

where χµν denotes the field strength tensor of a generic
vLQs χ and Gaµν denotes the field strength tensor of the
gluon.

III. LHC PHENOMENOLOGY

We incorporate the new physics Lagrangian in Feyn-
Rules [42] to produce the model files for further sim-
ulation. We use MadGraph5 [43] to generate the
leading-order signal and background events with the
NNPDF23LO1 [44] PDF set using the default dynamical
scale setting. Where available, we use appropriate KQCD
factors to account for higher-order cross sections. In the
signal, we use an average NLO QCD K factor of 1.58 [45–
50] for the sLQ pair production. The events are passed
through Pythia8 [51] (for hadronization and showering)
and Delphes3 [52] (for detector simulation using the
standard CMS card). We use FastJet’s anti-clustering al-
gorithm [53, 54] to reconstruct the jets from the Delphes
tower objects. In our study, we use jets with two radii: (a)
jets with R = 0.4 (we call this an AK4 jet and denote it as
j) and (b) fatjet with R = 1.2 (denoted by J). We denote
light leptons with ℓ= {e,µ}.
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FIG. 1. Cross sections of various production modes of charge-2/3 and 1/3 sLQs (left) and vLQs (right) at the 14 TeV LHC. For these
plots, we set MνR = 500 GeV and x/y = 1. The vLQ plots are obtained for κ = 1.

TABLE II. Higher-order cross sections of the major background
processes without decay and any cut. Their QCD orders are
shown in the last column. We use these cross sections to com-
pute the K factors to incorporate the higher-order effects.

Background σ QCD
processes (pb) order

V+ jets [36, 37]
Z+ jets 6.33×104 N2LO
W+ jets 1.95×105 NLO

VV+ jets [38]
WW+ jets 124.31 NLO
WZ+ jets 51.82 NLO
ZZ+ jets 17.72 NLO

Single t [39]
tW 83.10 N2LO
tb 248.00 N2LO
t j 12.35 N2LO

tt [40] tt+ jets 988.57 N3LO

ttV [41]
ttZ 1.05 NLO+N2LL
ttW 0.65 NLO+N2LL

A. Production at the LHC

Two LQs can be pair-produced via pure QCD or QED inter-
actions, a mixture of QCD-QED interactions, or the RHN-

LQ-quark couplings (x/y). In SP, a single LQ is produced
in association with a RHN, primarily mediated by the new
coupling x/y. In IP, a LQ is exchanged in the t-channel,
producing two RHNs. In the high-mass region, the non-
resonant production of LQs surpasses their resonant pro-
ductions when the new coupling(s) involved is(are) suffi-
ciently large. While the PP cross section remains largely
insensitive to the LQ couplings as long as they are not too
large, the SP and IP cross sections scale as the second and
fourth powers of these couplings, respectively. The gener-
ation of the initial quarks also affects these cross sections.
The IP is more significant in this case than in the case of
second-generation LQs [19] because of relatively larger
PDFs of the first-generation quarks.

In this analysis, we focus on first-generation LQs with
Mℓq > MνR , enabling LQs to decay into RHNs and jets. We
assume that LQs decay exclusively to RHNs, meaning the
branching ratio (BR) for the ℓq → νRq channel is 100%.
All three production modes of LQs result in the produc-
tion of a pair of RHNs accompanied by jets. For the PP
and SP, the accompanied jets arise from the decay of LQ,
whereas in the case of the IP, jets arise from radiation. We
further assume that the RHN mass is a few hundred GeV,
allowing them to decay resonantly into the Wℓ, Zν , and
Hν channels (with branching rations (BRs) approximately
in the 2 : 1 : 1 proportion). Based on the various possible
combinations of νRνR decays, we identify the following

3
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FIG. 2. Normalised distributions of various kinematic variables for the signal and two dominant backgrounds in both the monoelectron
and dielectron final states. The benchmark point for the signal used here is (Mℓq ,MνR) = (2.5 TeV, 0.5 TeV). For the monoelectron
case [(a)–(f)], the dominant backgrounds areWe and teth, while for the dielectron case [(g)–(l)], they are Ze and tete.

final-state categories.

Monolepton: A single lepton in the final state can arise
when one νR decays via the Wℓ channel, while the other
νR decays via the Zνℓ or Hνℓ channel. This final state also
includes missing transverse energy. Additionally, hadronic
decays of the Z and H bosons can produce fatjets. The
various production channels contributing to monolepton
final states are as follows:

pp →

 ℓqℓq
ℓq νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)

→

 ( jνR)( jνR)
( jνR)νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)


→ ℓ±W∓

h νℓ (Zh +Hh)+ jet(s).

Here, the subscript h stands for the hadronic decay mode
of the associated particle. The most dominant chan-
nel is when a pair of RHN decays through νRνR →
ℓ±W∓

h νℓZh/Hh, with an overall BR of 23%. The second
most dominant channel, νRνR → ℓ±W∓

h νℓZν , has a branch-
ing ratio (BR) of 7%. However, its contribution to the re-
sults is minimal due to low efficiency from selection cuts.
All other channels with BR ≲ 1% have a negligible impact

on the results.

Dilepton: An opposite-sign lepton pair (ℓ+ℓ−) can be pro-
duced from a RHN pair when both decay via theWℓ chan-
nel. This channel does not involve missing transverse en-
ergy, making it fully reconstructible. The hadronic decays
of theW bosons can result in two fatjets. The various pro-
duction channels contributing to dilepton final states are
as follows:

pp →

 ℓqℓq
ℓq νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)

→

 ( jνR)( jνR)
( jνR)νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)


→ ℓ±W∓

h ℓ∓W±
h + jet(s).

In the dilepton channel, the dominant decay chain is
νRνR → ℓ±Whℓ

∓Wh, with an overall BR of 22%. Other chan-
nels, such as νRνR → νℓ(Zh+Hh)νℓZℓ, have a BR of approx-
imately 1% and contribute negligibly to the results. To
suppress the Drell-Yan dilepton background, a Z-veto cut
is applied, which effectively eliminates contributions from
these subdominant processes. Consequently, our analysis
focuses on the most dominant signals. Including subdomi-

4



TABLE III. Selection criteria applied on the monoelectron and dielectron final states.

Selection Cuts Channels

Monoelectron Dielectron

C1
pT (e)> 250 GeV

pT ( j1), pT ( j2)> 110 GeV

pT (e)> 120 GeV

No b-tagged jet

C2

pT (J1)> 350 GeV,

η(J1)< 2.5

0.03 < τ21(J1)< 0.4

pT (J1)> 280 GeV,

η(J1)< 2.5

C3
M(e1,e2)> 250 GeV

M(J1,e1)> 450 GeV

C4
/ET > 180 GeV

ST > 900 GeV ST > 1200 GeV

νR

νR

W±

Z/h/W ∓

q

q

ℓ∓

νℓ/ℓ
±

J

J

ℓq

FIG. 3. Mono- and di-lepton productions at the LHC.

nant processes would not significantly affect the exclusion
limits and is therefore omitted.

There are existing searches for dilepton final states via
RHNs [11–13, 55, 56]. These studies are primarily mo-
tivated by the Type-I seesaw models, where RHNs are
purely Majorana in nature, leading to same-sign dilepton
final states with lepton number violation. In contrast, this
analysis considers RHNs within the framework of the in-
verse seesaw mechanism, where RHNs are pseudo-Dirac
in nature, resulting in opposite-sign dilepton final states.

Trilepton: Final states with both symmetric and anti-
symmetric decays of the RHN pair can result in trilepton
signatures. The production and decay processes leading

to these final states are as follows:

pp →

 ℓqℓq
ℓq νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)

→

 ( jνR)( jνR)
( jνR)νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)


→

{
ℓ±W∓

ℓ ℓ±W±
h + jet(s)

ℓ±W∓
h νℓZℓ+ jet(s)

}
.

Here, the subscript ℓ to W or Z corresponds to their lep-
tonic decays. Similar trilepton final states through a pair
of RHN can arise from the decay of a heavy neutral gauge
boson or a scalar. These channels have been explored in
detail in Refs. [57–59].

Four lepton: Pair of RHNs can also decay to give four
lepton final states as:

pp →

 ℓqℓq
ℓq νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)

→

 ( jνR)( jνR)
( jνR)νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)


→

{
ℓ±W∓

ℓ ℓ∓W±
ℓ + jet(s)

νℓZℓνℓZℓ+ jet(s)

}
.

This channel suffers from the small leptonic BR. Since the
four-lepton SM background is small, this channel can still
be accessible at the HL-LHC. Similar channels have been
analysed in the context of U(1)B−L model in Ref. [60].

Displaced Vertex: RHN can exhibit displaced vertex sig-
natures if its decay width is sufficiently small. In that
case, the search strategy differs significantly from that
for prompt decays. The decay width of RHNs depends
on their mass and the mixing angle with the SM neutri-
nos. Displaced vertex signatures have been presented in
Refs. [61–63] in the context of Z′ → νRνR decay and in
Refs. [64, 65] in the context of φ → νRνR decay. In extreme
scenarios, the decay width of the RHN may become so
small that it decays outside the detector, leading to miss-
ing energy in the event. Such cases require a separate
analysis tailored to identifying missing energy signals.

Fatjet with MET: There are also non-leptonic channels in-
volving one or more fatjets accompanied by missing en-

5



TABLE IV. Cutflow for various background and signal contributions in the monoelectron and dielectron final states. We present the
number of surviving events after the selection cuts for the 14 TeV 3 ab−1 HL-LHC (in parentheses, we present the corresponding
numbers for vLQs). Two benchmark points are considered to highlight the dominance of IP at higher LQ masses.

Monoelectron final state
Selection Cuts

C1 C2 C3 C4

Signal benchmarks

MS1(U1) = 1500 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (PP) 30(160) 28(148) 28(148) 22(119)

MS1(U1) = 1500 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (SP) 511(4613) 471(4230) 471(4230) 334(3244)

MS1(U1) = 1500 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (IP) 184(3209) 133(2292) 133(2292) 82(1437)

Total number of signal events: 438(4800)

MS1(U1) = 2500 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (PP) < 1(< 1) < 1(< 1) < 1(< 1) < 1(< 1)

MS1(U1) = 2500 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (SP) 17(116) 16(111) 16(111) 12(89)

MS1(U1) = 2500 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (IP) 50(561) 36(416) 36(416) 24(285)

Total number of signal events: 36(374)

Background processes

We(+2 j) 1.744×106 1.01×106 1.01×106 175326

teth(+2 j) 387878 302625 30262 50557

WeW j(+2 j) 30830 22383 22383 5791

WeZh(+2 j) 14474 10889 10889 2382

teWh + thWe 38503 22787 22787 2258

teb 6849 5502 5502 831

te j 161 131 131 21

Total number of background events: 237166

Dielectron final state
Selection Cuts

C1 C2 C3 C4

Signal benchmarks

MS1(U1) = 1500 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (PP) 15(136) 15(136) 13(125) 13(125)

MS1(U1) = 1500 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (SP) 285(2768) 284(2764) 230(2522) 228(2516)

MS1(U1) = 1500 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (IP) 182(2478) 177(2317) 150(2016) 117(1518)

Total number of signal events: 358(4159)

MS1(U1) = 2500 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (PP) < 1(< 1) < 1(< 1) < 1(< 1) < 1(< 1)

MS1(U1) = 2500 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (SP) 11(91) 11(91) 9(86) 9(86)

MS1(U1) = 2500 GeV, MνR = 500 GeV (IP) 40(441) 38(423) 33(372) 26(310)

Total number of signal events: 35(396)

Background processes

(Z/γ∗)e(+2 j) 253822 98786 51136 9065

tete(+2 j) 23964 10523 6301 622

WeWe(+2 j) 6159 3216 1909 494

WhZe(+2 j) 772 519 324 138

teWe 2276 981 470 83

ZeZh(+2 j) 130 63 32 8

Total number of background events: 10410

6



TABLE V. Model-independent (i.e. only PP with pure QCD taking x → 0) mass limits on vLQs in GeVs for two different κ values. These
numbers are obtained for the HL-LHC.

vLQ

Monoelectron Dielectron

κ = 1 κ = 0 κ = 1 κ = 0

5σ 2σ 5σ 2σ 5σ 2σ 5σ 2σ

U1 1160 1190 1315 1450 1269 1373 1553 1697

U1 1160 1190 1315 1450 1269 1373 1553 1697

Ṽ2 1185 1300 1400 1622 1346 1537 1651 1833
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FIG. 4. The 2σ exclusion and 5σ discovery regions for sLQs and vLQs for the HL-LHC: Plots [(a)–(f)] present the monoelectron
channel results, while plots [(g)–(l)] correspond to the dielectron channel results. The vertical shaded regions indicate the model-
independent limits (i.e. only PP with pure QCD taking x/y → 0) for different LQs. All these limits are obtained for MνR = 500 GeV.
For vLQs, we set κ = 1 for these plots.

ergy as follows

pp →

 ℓqℓq
ℓq νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)

→

 ( jνR)( jνR)
( jνR)νR (+ j)
νRνR (+ j)


→νℓ (Zh +Hh)νℓ (Zh +Hh)+ jet(s).

The background for this signal is expected to be very
large. However, the signal can still be separable using
advanced jet-substructure variables and machine-learning
techniques. Similar final states have been analysed in the
context of the inert Higgs doublet model in Ref. [66].
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FIG. 5. The 2σ exclusion and 5σ discovery regions using the dielectron channel in the Mℓq −MνR plane with fixed Coupling x/y = 1.

B. Signal, background and selection criteria

We focus on the first-generation LQs that decay exclusively
into a first-generation quark and a first-generation RHN.
Consequently, the RHN decay modes in our scenario are
We, Zνe, and Hνe. Our analysis focuses on the monoelec-
tron and dielectron final states. We require at least two
AK4 jets and one fatjet for the monoelectron channel. In
the dielectron channel, we demand the presence of two
electrons along with at least one fatjet.
The relevant SM backgrounds for our signal channels,

along with their higher-order cross sections, are listed in
Table II. Table III summarizes the set of cuts employed to
distinguish the signal from the background. These cuts
are decided by looking at various kinematic distributions
for the signal and background processes. Some of the im-
portant distributions are presented in Fig. 2. In Table IV,
we present the cutflow for the monoelectron and dielec-
tron channels, showing the number of surviving signal
and background events after each cut for two benchmark
points for sLQ and vLQ. With the RHNmass fixed, increas-
ing the LQ mass enhances the importance of IP, which can
contribute more significantly to the total NS compared to
the combined contributions of both PP and SP. The selec-
tion cuts used to analyze the monoelectron and dielectron
final states in this study differ slightly from those em-
ployed in Ref. [19], which focused on RHN production
via the second-generation LQs. This difference arises be-
cause, for the first-generation LQs, the IP channel plays a

more significant role compared to the PP and the SP. Con-
sequently, the cuts are optimised to account for kinematics
that maximise event capture from the IP channel.

The dominant SM backgrounds for monoelectron and
dielectron final states are We + jets and (Z/γ∗)e + jets re-
spectively, owing to their large cross-sections. Selection
cuts are optimised to significantly suppress these back-
grounds while retaining a substantial fraction of the sig-
nal events. The next most significant background for both
channels is tt + jets. To mitigate this, requiring no b-
tagged jets is effective, provided the signal itself contains
no b-jets. In the monoelectron channel, significant contri-
butions arise when one decays via νR → Hν → bbν . As a
result, b-tagging is not imposed for this channel. In con-
trast, for the dielectron channel, where the signal does
not include b-jets, we specifically require the absence of
b-tagged jets to suppress backgrounds.

The fatjets in the signal primarily originate from W/Z
decays, with the leading fatjet mass peaking around their
masses. Consequently, applying a window-like cut around
this peak can effectively reduce background contributions.
However, the fatjet mass distribution for the signal ex-
hibits a bimodal nature, with a second peak appearing at
the RHN mass. Due to this characteristic, we refrain from
imposing a cut on the fatjet mass in our analysis.
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IV. HL-LHC PROSPECTS

For the HL-LHC (i.e., 14 TeV center-of-mass energy with
L = 3 ab−1 integrated luminosity), we estimate the num-
ber of signal events (NS) and number of total background
events (NB) after the cuts listed in Table III. The NS is cal-
culated using the expression:

NS =
(

σPP · εPP+λ
2 ·σSP · εSP+λ

4 ·σIP · εIP
)
·L , (2)

where σXX and εXX (XX = PP,SP, IP) are the cross section
and efficiency of the signal process, with subscripts denot-
ing different production processes. Here, λ represents the
LQ coupling (x for sLQs and y for vLQs). Both σ and ε are
functions of Mℓq and MνR , making NS a function of these
masses and λ .
To determine the 2σ exclusion or 5σ discovery sensitiv-

ity, the following Z -score [67] formula is used:

Z =

√
2(NS+NB) ln

(
NS+NB

NB

)
−2NS . (3)

The results for the monoelectron and dielectron final
states are presented in Fig. 4, showing 2σ exclusion and
5σ discovery contours in the Mℓq − x(y) plane for sLQs
(vLQs). For this analysis, the benchmark RHN mass is set
to 500 GeV. The dielectron channel offers stricter exclu-
sions compared to the monoelectron channel due to its re-
duced background. This improvement arises because the
dominant Drell-Yan background can be significantly sup-
pressed by applying a dielectron invariant mass cut. In
Fig. 5, we show similar contours inMℓq −MνR plane for λ =
1 for the dielectron channel. Initially, Mℓq increases with
MνR because the cuts are optimised forMνR = 500 GeV. For
lower MνR , the efficiency is significantly reduced, but as
MνR increases, the efficiency improves substantially, lead-
ing to a higher effective cross section. To maintain bal-
ance, Mℓq must increase. Beyond a certain threshold of
MνR , however, the efficiency plateaus, causing Mℓq to de-
crease with MνR , as expected.
The exclusion limits for vLQs are largely insensitive to

κ, as the dominant contribution arises from the IP pro-
cess, which is independent of κ. Although production pro-
cesses like PP and SP depend on κ, their overall impact
is relatively smaller. Consequently, for larger LQ masses
where the IP process dominates, the effect of κ on the de-
rived limits remains negligible. The model-independent
mass limits (i.e. only PP with x → 0) for different vLQs for
κ = 0,1 are presented in Table V. Since, the cuts are op-

timised for the IP process, resulting in slightly less strin-
gent model-independent mass limits compared to those
obtained in Ref. [19]. This happens because, for low LQ
masses, when the coupling x tends to zero, PP becomes
the dominant production mode. However, in this case, the
cuts are not optimised for the PP process.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We investigated the production of RHNs at the LHC, me-
diated by first-generation LQs. The prospects for RHN
production are more promising in this case compared to
the second [19] or third-generation scenarios. This is due
to the enhanced PDFs of first-generation quarks, which
significantly boost the production cross sections of the IP
channel. We emphasised the role of the IP channel in en-
hancing RHN production at the LHC and designed a set of
cuts optimised for this channel. While the cuts applied
here are less stringent than those used for the second-
generation case [19], the increased cross sections result in
stricter exclusion limits. In the future, machine learning
techniques could be employed to further enhance these
prospects.
We derived the exclusion limits and discovery reach for

the HL-LHC for all first-generation scalar and vector LQs
that can produce a pair of RHNs through the pair, single
and indirect production channels of LQs. Our results are
presented for both the monoelectron and dielectron chan-
nels arising from the decay of RHN pairs. We found that
the dielectron channel has better prospects compared to
the monoelectron channel due to its lower background.
The model-independent mass limits derived from the PP
channel depend on the choice of the κ parameter for vLQs.
However, model-dependent limits are only marginally af-
fected by κ, as they are predominantly determined by the
κ-independent IP channel.
Our study includes singlet LQs with electric charges 1/3

and 2/3. These limits can be directly interpreted in terms
of the charge eigenstates, making the findings more ac-
cessible to experimentalists.
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