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Abstract: The current status of ‘fat-brane’ minimal Universal Extra Dimensions (fat-
mUED) is studied in the light of ATLAS experiment’s recent reports. At the Large Hadron
Collider (LHC) color charged first level Kaluza-Klein (KK) particles (first level excited
quarks and gluons) can be abundantly pair-produced due to conserved quantity, viz., KK-
parity, and strong interaction. The cascade decay of these particles to one or more Standard
Model (SM) particle(s) and lighter first level KK particle(s) stops after producing the
lightest excited massive state, named as the lightest KK particle (LKP). With the presence
of gravity induced decays, stability of the LKP is lost and it may decay to photon or Z-
boson by radiating KK-excited gravitons, hence leading to final state with photon(s) at the
LHC. A variant signal topology is established when pair-produced first level colored KK
particles undergo direct decay to an associated SM partner along with KK-excitations of
graviton; thus leading to a signal with two hard jets and substantial missing energy. The
ATLAS experiment lately reported two searches at 13 TeV LHC with 139 inverse-femtobarn
of data; (i) multi-jet and (ii) photon and jets with missing energy. In both searches, the
results showed no substantial deviation from the number of background events of the SM.
Provided the absence of any number of excess events in both searches we constrained the
parameters of the fat-mUED model, viz., the higher-dimensional Planck mass and the
compactification scale.
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1 Introduction

The Large Hadron Collider (LHC) experiment, already collected 139 fb−1 amount of data,
is in phase of Run-III as of now, aims to reveal any new physics (NP) scenario beyond
the Standard Model (SM). In terms of new degrees of freedom, so far the only particle,
the Higgs boson with its mass at the order of electroweak (EW) scale and with its high
degree of resemblance to the SM Higgs [1, 2], has been revealed at the LHC. This, by itself,
is another milestone in the history of particle physics, although the SM still comprises
shortcomings on theoretical considerations such as the Higgs mass/hierarchy problem. In
addition, the SM does not contain a new weakly interacting massive particle, the dark
matter (DM), needed to explain the bulk mass of the Universe. Another notable issue
with the SM is that it does not incorporate gravity in its framework as other fundamental
forces. These shortcomings clearly point NP beyond the SM (BSM).

Some (or all) of the aforementioned issues of the SM can be mitigated through pos-
tulating extra spatial dimensions besides our usual (3 + 1) dimensional spacetime. The
Arkani-Hamed, Dimopoulos, Dvali (ADD) [3, 4] model, a candidate for addressing the
hierarchy/naturalness problem for instance, assumes localization of the SM fields to a 3-
brane embedded in a higher dimensional bulk. Only gravity is presumed to percolate into
D = (4 + δ) dimensional bulk with δ number of large extra dimensions of size at the order
of ∼ eV−1− keV−1, for values in the range of δ = 2− 6. This construction then results in
dilution of (3+1) dimensional Planck mass MPl, explaining the hierarchy between the EW
and the Planck scale, and hence nullifying the problem. The very same problem is also
approached in Randall-Sundrum (RS) [5, 6] model which posits the existence of a single
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additional spatial dimension, yet the geometry is characterized by the anti-de Sitter metric
as opposed to the flat metric. Using this particular geometric construction, the gravity
percolating in the fifth dimension experiences an exponential decrease. In the plethora of
models with extra spatial dimension(s), there is a class of models, wherein SM particles
(partially or fully) can access to universal and small (∼ TeV−1-sized) extra dimension(s)
[7–9]. Apart from offering a diverse range of possibilities for collider physics [8–49], Uni-
versal Extra Dimensions (UED) models may potentially introduce a new mechanism for
Supersymmetry (SUSY) breaking [7], decrease the unification scale to a few TeVs [50–
53], alleviate the upper bound on the mass of the lightest Higgs boson of Supersymmetry
(SUSY) [54], construe the Higgs boson as a composite particle of quarks, and thereby
nullifying the need of a fundamental scalar field [55], furnish a viable candidate for dark
matter (DM) in the universe [56–66]. In particular, UED models with two extra spatial
dimensions (2UED) [67, 68] possess compelling characteristics in addition to the generic
benefits associated with the UED framework. Specifically, the 2UED model proffers a
natural explanation for the longevity of proton decay [69], and intriguingly, predicts that
fermions should come in three generations [70].

In the minimal UED (mUED) model there exists, while maintaining the gauge group
of the SM as it is, a single inverse-TeV sized extra dimension which is then compactified
on a half circle S1/Z2 of radius R. All fields in the SM are then permitted to access this
universal extra dimension. This kind of spacetime construction in UED models results in
a tower of infinitely many new degrees of freedom, collectively called as the Kaluza-Klein
(KK) excitations with masses ∼ nR−1, where n is an integer called as the KK number
signifying the associated excitation level. Then one assigns n = 0 to the SM fields and
n > 0 to their higher level KK excitations. An attractive characteristics of UED models
come from the conservation of momentum for a particle moving along the extra dimension.
This conservation in higher dimensional model then leads to a selection rule viz., the KK-
number conservation, in (3 + 1) dimensions. The KK-number is broken at 1-loop level
and leaves behind a conserved quantity called as the KK-parity (≡ (−1)n). Similar to the
discrete symmetry in SUSY models viz., the R-parity, the preservation of the KK-parity
within UED models guarantees that the first level KK particles are produced exclusively in
pairs in high energy particle collider experiments, and the lowest massive state in the KK
spectrum, referred to as the Lightest Kaluza-Klein particle (LKP), does not decay assuming
it is neutral. It also grants an appealing feature to UED models that the constraints from
EW precision data are rather weak.

One of the possible modification of the above scenario may come from embedding
spacetime structure of UED into D = (4 + δ)-dimensional spacetime (the bulk) to which
both SM particles and gravity may percolate. In this setup, a TeV-sized Planck mass
can be achieved with large (of order eV−1 to keV−1-sized) extra dimensions as in the
ADD. However, this symmetric configuration faces with the fact that ordinary SM fields
would also have eV-massed KK excitations, and therefore, contradicts with the null results
of collider experiments. A way of circumventing this problem may be to contemplate an
asymmetric configuration wherein spread of the SM fields is restricted to (3+m)-brane with
m small (of order TeV−1) extra dimensions embedded into D = (4 + δ)-dimensional bulk
with δ number of large extra dimensions (∼ eV−1 to keV−1-sized) to which only gravity is
unreservedly permitted to percolate. Postulating that one of the compactified small extra
dimension(s) is aligned with one of the large extra dimension(s) results in ∼ O(1) TeV
Planck scale in 4D, and also evades existing collider constraints on eV-massed excitations.

– 2 –



In this construction, the matter fields are confined to small but non-vanishing width (or
extension) of (3 + m)-brane in the bulk to which only the gravity can percolate. This
configuration presents a rich landscape for potential signals that can be sought at current
or future high-energy particle colliders, such as the LHC. This kind of realization of UED
model is called as the ‘fat-brane’-UED scenario [71–76] and the LHC phenomenology of it
is the main concern of the present study.

In the case of fat-brane UED models, the KK-parity is broken because of the interac-
tions induced by the gravity. It allows the first level KK particles undergo direct decay into
their corresponding SM fields through emission of KK gravity excitations (Xn=1 → X + Ĝ
where X(Xn=1) is the SM particle (the first level KK excitation) and Ĝ representing the
KK graviton. Moreover, the LKP can now decay gravitationally, and hence, is no longer
a stable particle as in the case of UED. Decay of LKP into γ or Z-boson makes the col-
lider physics of ‘fat-brane’ UED models quite interesting. In addition to their direct decay
induced by the gravity, decay cascade of the first level KK particles may continue with
the KK-number preserving decays (KKPD), which involve decay to lighter first level KK
particles along with radiating SM particles. This cascade of decays continues until reach-
ing to the least-massive KK particle. Subsequently, the LKP undergoes further decay
through gravity mediation, resulting in the emission of a photon (γ) or a Z-boson. The
production cross-section of the first level colored particles (first level quarks and gluons)
will be substantially larger than that of excited electroweak gauge bosons because of their
color charges and strong coupling. The phenomenology of such particles will be mainly
determined by the relative strength of two competing decay mechanisms, namely gravity
induced decays (GID) and KKPD. If the former decay mechanism the GID is larger than
the KKPD, then the decay of pair-produced first level colored KK particles would be char-
acterized by two hard jets plus large missing energy due to gravity excitations escaped from
detection. Contrarily, if the KKPD surpasses the GID, then the first level quarks and/or
gluons cascade decay to lighter first level KK states and a SM particle. The cascade termi-
nates with the decay of LKP into either γ or Z-boson gravitationally. In such a situation,
the final state would be characterized by γγ, ZZ or γZ +X + /ET wherein X refers to jets
and/or leptons radiated in the decay cascade. Alternatively, it is possible that one of the
partons decays through the KKPD chain and the decay of other parton is mediated by the
GID. For this case, the final state signal would be comprised of jets, γ or Z and /ET carried
off by the graviton excitations.

The ATLAS Collaboration lately published the results of multi-jet [79] and jets+γ plus
/ET [80] final state searches at

√
s = 13 TeV LHC with 139 fb−1 of integrated luminosity

data. In these searches, the ATLAS Collaboration was seeking traces of squarks and gluinos
(Supersymmetric partners of quarks and gluons) in the LHC data. In both searches, the
results failed to reveal any observable deviation from the expected number of background
events as predicted by the SM. Hence, upper limits on the visible cross-sections as well as
lower limits on the masses of such particles, in the case of simplified SUSY models, are set
at %95 confidence level (C.L.) in each search. The use of limits obtained in these searches is
not restricted to SUSY models as similar final state topologies can also be realized in other
NP models. In this letter, we confront the minimal fat-brane UED (the fat-mUED) model
with the null results of aforementioned ATLAS searches and constrain the parameter space
of the model accordingly.

Subsequent sections of this Letter are organized as the following. In the Section 2
we review in brief the minimal version of Universal Extra Dimensions (mUED) and in
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Section 3 present the details of fat-mUED model. We discuss the LHC phenomenology
of fat-mUED in Section 4 and the exclusion limits on the model from ATLAS searches in
Section 5. In Section 6 we present Summary and Conclusions.

2 The minimal UED

The minimal UED (mUED) model is constructed via single small (O ∼ TeV−1) size flat
spatial extra dimension (denoted by y). Its compactification on a half-circle (with radius
of R) is then achieved via Z2 orbifolding. All SM fields are permitted to access into extra
dimension. An additional Z2 symmetry, identifying y → −y, is necessary for obtaining
chiral fermionic structure of the SM in 4D and for removing unwanted degrees of freedom
in gauge fields. It creates fixed boundary points located at y = 0 and y = πR and breaks the
translational symmetry along y. Each component of the field in higher dimensions exhibits
parity, being either even or odd. Low energy Lagrangian obtained after compactification
comprises of zero-mode fields, which are congruent via the SM fields, and the higher mode
KK excitations forming a tower with increasing mass. The details of KK decomposition
can be found at Ref. [8, 9] for interested readers.

In the mUED model [7–9], fermions, gauge bosons and the Higgs are granted access
to percolate through the compactified small extra dimension, and the momentum along y
is both conserved and quantized. The momentum conservation in higher dimensional the-
ory is then subsequently expressed as preservation of the KK-number (n) in 4D effective
theory. On the other hand, the fixed boundary points at y = 0, πR break the translational
invariance along y and therefore the KK-number should not be treated as a good quan-
tum number. Nevertheless, if local operators at fixed points are chosen such that they
are symmetric under y ↔ −y, then a remnant conserved quantity named as the KK-parity
(≡ (−1)n) stays intact. The existence of this discrete symmetry has significant implications,
as it precludes the production of the first level KK particles singly at collider experiments
and results in the stability of the lightest KK particle. In the case of mUED the lowest
lying massive state corresponds to the first level KK excitation of B1

µ, the gauge field of
U(1)Y . Additionally, tree-level exchange of the KK modes does not contribute to quanti-
ties that can currently be measured. Consequently, the corrections to EW observables are
suppressed at the loop level. The mass of n-th KK mode of excitation is determined via
m2

X(n) = m2
X +(nR−1)2, wherein mX is the mass term belonging to the corresponding SM

field. This relation manifestly shows that the mUED particle spectrum at any KK level
of n is quite degenerate and the splitting between different KK particles of the same KK
level may only be significant regarding top quark and the Higgs boson cases. With this
mass spectrum picture, most of the first level KK particles would be stable. Fortunately,
the compressed mass spectrum at tree-level could be somewhat relaxed through inclusion
of two distinct types of loop corrections [90] and prompt decay of KK excitations can be
achieved. The bulk corrections that result from loop diagrams around the compactified
dimension, are non-zero and finite only for the KK gauge bosons. Violation of 5D Lorentz
and translational invariance at orbifold boundaries produce additional corrections. These
corrections are proportional to log(Λ2), wherein Λ > R−1 is the cut-off scale up to which
the theory is valid.

The mass-squared matrix in the basis of (Bn
µ ,W

3(n)
µ ), when diagonalized gives the mass

eigenstates and eigenvalues corresponding to (physical) photon and Z-boson, is the follow-
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ing:

M2

Bn
µ ,W

3(n)
µ

=

(
(nR−1)2 + δ̂m2

Bn + 1
4g

2
1v

2 1
4g1g2v

2

1
4g1g2v

2 (nR−1)2 + δ̂m2
Wn + 1

4g
2
2v

2

)
,

in which, δ̂m2
Bn and δ̂m2

Wn are the total (boundary and bulk) 1-loop corrections for Bn
µ and

W
3(n)
µ , g1 and g2 are U(1)Y and SU(2)L gauge couplings, and v = 246 GeV is the Higgs

vev., correspondingly. We note that even for R−1 ≥ 500 GeV, the mixing is small enough
and becomes progressively smaller for the higher KK levels. Therefore, the mass eigenstates
of neutral (physical) KK gauge bosons (γ1, Z1) are in align with the corresponding gauge
eigenstates B1

µ,W
1
3µ, in practice. The LKP of mUED, has no electric charge or color,

is weakly interacting and massive. These attributes render it a viable candidate for the
cold DM. The mass of γ1, depending chiefly on R−1 and Λ (though logarithmically), can
determine the DM relic density in the universe. Measurements fromWMAP-Planck [83, 84]
establish an upper bound of 1/R < 1400 GeV [60] on the compactification scale of the
mUED.

The colored first level KK states may be abundantly produced in pairs at the LHC.
The quantum corrections, creating mass splitting among first level KK particles, allow
their subsequent decay. Therefore, the pair-produced strongly interacting first level excited
particles (excited gluons and quarks), with their subsequent decay to lighter first level KK
particles and an associated SM particle, results in multi-jet, multi-lepton plus missing
energy signal coming from the LKP escaping from detection at the LHC. Given the upper
bound on R−1 from DM relic density results and the parameters of the model studied
in Ref.[85] with the ATLAS 139 fb−1 multi-jet results at 13 TeV LHC suggest that the
minimal version of UED (mUED) is entirely ruled out. However, its non-minimal version
[86], the mUED extended with brane-localized and fermion bulk mass terms, still survives.

3 The fat-mUED: Model description

After discussing the mUED model briefly, in this section we would like to present the
details of a variant of UED models called as ’fat-UED’. The fat-UED scenario is realized
through the incorporation of UED in a (4 + δ)D bulk, wherein δ represents the number
of large (of order inverse eV to keV) extra dimensions. In this framework, it is presumed
that both the fields of SM and gravity are able to spread to the small extra dimension(s)
of UED; however, access to the (δ − 1) large extra dimension(s) is granted exclusively to
the gravity. In this type of construction, the small extra dimension(s) lie along one of the
large extra dimensions, and may be regarded as the width of matter brane in a (4 + δ)D
bulk. It is worth highlighting that one may contemplate a scenario wherein all SM particles
and gravity are granted unrestricted access to the complete bulk. However, given the non-
observation of eV-massed KK particles at current collider experiments one is compelled to
consider an asymmetric case which results inmKK ∼ O(1) TeV mass scale, and successfully
evades experimental lower bounds. The inclusion of the fat-brane structure in UED brings
another decay mode to the KK excitations, viz. the gravity induced decays, and hence
promises interesting collider signals not present in generic UED models.

In this work, for the sake of simplicity, we assumed a single flat extra dimension, hence
fat-mUED, of size R ∼ TeV−1 embedded in a bulk of dimensions D = (4 + δ) wherein
δ represents number of large (of order eV−1 to keV−1) extra dimensions. Compactifying
δ number of large extra dimensions on a torus T δ of δ-dimensions of volume V (δ) ∼ rδ
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establishes the following relation between the Planck mass in (4+ δ)D and the effective 4D
Planck mass MPl:

M2
Pl = M δ+2

D

(
r

2π

)δ

. (3.1)

Denoting TeV−1 size small extra dimension and eV−1 size large extra dimensions that are
accessible by the gravity by the coordinates y = x4 and x5, x6, x7, ...., x4+δ respectively, the
interactions between the SM and the gravity fields in D = (4 + δ)-dimensional theory can
be described by the action:

Sint =

∫
dDxδ(x5)...δ(xD)

√
−ĝ Lmat, (3.2)

in which, Lmat is Lagrangian density for matter fields and ĝ is (4+δ)-dimensional linearized
metric written as ĝµ̂ν̂ = η̂µ̂ν̂ + κ̂ĥµ̂ν̂ in which κ̂ is given in terms of higher dimensional

Newton’s constant G(4+δ) as κ̂2 = 16πG(4+δ). ĥµ̂ν̂ , a higher dimensional metric and a
tensor in (4+ δ)D, contains the following parts: a 4D tensor (hµν graviton), δ vectors (Aµi

gravi-photons) and δ2 scalars (ϕij gravi-scalars):

ĥµ̂ν̂ = V
−1/2
δ

(
hµν + ηµνϕ Aµi

Aνj 2ϕij

)
(3.3)

in which µ, ν = 0− 3, i, j = 4− (3+ δ) and ϕ = ϕii. Propagation into finite size large extra
dimensions and compactification on a torus of T δ results in the following KK expansion
for the fields:

hµν(x, y) =
∑
n⃗

hn⃗µν(x) exp

(
2πin⃗.y⃗

r

)
Aµi(x, y) =

∑
n⃗

An⃗
µi(x) exp

(
2πin⃗.y⃗

r

)
ϕij(x, y) =

∑
n⃗

ϕn⃗
ij(x) exp

(
2πin⃗.y⃗

r

) (3.4)

with n⃗ = {n1, ..., nδ}. In Eq. 3.4, n⃗ = 0⃗ and n⃗ > 0 correspondingly represent massless
graviton, gravi-photons, gravi-scalars and a tower of massive KK-excitations. Masses of
these higher level graviton, gravi-vector, and gravi-scalar, solely depending on KK-number
n⃗ and the size of r, are degenerate and given by mn⃗ = 2π|n⃗|r−1. The expression in Eq. 3.2,
at the order of O(κ̂), reads as

Sint ⊃ − κ̂

2

∫
dD=4+δx δ(x5)δ(x6)...δ(x4+δ)ĥµ̂ν̂Tµ̂ν̂ , (3.5)

wherein, Tµ̂ν̂ is given in D = (4 + δ) dimensions by:

Tµ̂ν̂ =

(
− η̂µ̂ν̂ + 2

δLmat

δĝµ̂ν̂

)∣∣∣∣∣
ĝ=η̂

. (3.6)

The energy-momentum tensor, obtained for a given matter lagrangian density Lmat through
above equation, then can be used to obtain gravity-matter interactions after expanding
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KK-modes and integrating over x4 as:

Sint ⊃− κ

2

∫
d4x

∫ πR

0
dy

∑
n⃗

[(
hn⃗µν + ηµνϕ

n⃗

)
Tµν − 2An⃗

µ4T
µ
4 + 2ϕn⃗

44T44

]
× exp

(
i2πn4y

r

)
,

(3.7)

wherein, κ is the Newton’s constant of 4-dimensional theory and is given by κ ≡
√
16πG(4) =

κ̂/
√
Vδ. The resulting Feynman rules for the interactions of matter and gravity, can be de-

rived by using equations above, is quite complicated. We refer interested readers to Ref.
[76, 77].

3.1 The fat-mUED: Decay widths of first level KK excitations by Gravity
Mediation

After presenting the interactions of the gravity and the matter fields in the case of fat-
mUED model above we are now ready to discuss the decay widths of the first level KK
particles through gravity mediation with emphasis on the LHC experiment. The small extra
dimension (x4 = y) of the fat-mUED model, accessible by the fields of both gravity and SM
particles, is presumed to be the width of the brane along the large extra dimension(s) into
that only the gravity can percolate. Such particular positioning of the SM-brane (3-brane)
in D = (4 + δ)-dimensional bulk breaks translational invariance along y. Therefore, the
conserved quantity of mUED (viz., the KK-parity) is no longer intact in the ’fat-brane’
UED scenarios. This allows the first level KK excitations undergo direct decay to the
associated SM particles, emitting gravity excitations (i.e. gravitons, gravi-photons, and
gravi-scalars). The total decay width of first level matter fields through gravity mediation,
then will be a sum of individual decay widths to gravitons, gravi-photons, and gravi-scalars
with masses smaller than that of decaying particle:

Γ =
∑
n⃗

(
Γhn⃗ + ΓAn⃗ + Γϕn⃗

)
. (3.8)

The mass gap between different KK-modes of the graviton, which are chiefly determined
by the compactification scale (r), is quite minuscule, given by ∆m = 2π/r ∼ eV. This
enables the aforementioned sum to be substituted with the following integral:∑

n⃗

Γn⃗ =⇒
∫

Γn⃗ dδn⃗, (3.9)

in which, dδn⃗ corresponds to the number of n⃗-th modes of gravitons between mn⃗ and
mn⃗ + dm. As level-n⃗ KK graviton has mass of m2

n⃗ = 4πn⃗2/r2, n⃗2 is then m2
n⃗/∆m. The

number of KK gravitons in range of (mn⃗,mn⃗ + dm) can be found by using the volume of
annular region between two D = δ hyperspace with radii mn⃗/∆m and (mn⃗ + dm)/∆m:

dδn⃗ =

(
mn⃗

∆m

)δ−1 dm

∆m
dΩ =

mδ−1
n⃗

∆mδ
dm dΩ, (3.10)

wherein dΩ is the solid angle in dimension D = δ. One may obtain ∆mδ = M δ+2
D /MPl

relationship by using Eq. 3.1, and then, find the total GID width of the first level KK
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particle by evaluating the expression below:

Γ =
M2

Pl

M δ+2
D

∫
Γδ−1
n⃗ dm dΩ. (3.11)

4 LHC Phenomenology

After presenting the details of fat-mUED model in Section 3, and the tools necessary for the
gravity induced decay (GID) width calculations in Section 3.1, here we discuss in detail the
collider physics of strongly produced first level KK particles particularly in the context of
the LHC experiment. We restrict our discussion to strongly produced colored first level KK
particles viz., the first level quarks and gluons, as their production cross-section is order of
magnitude larger than that of color singlets. At the KK level of n = 1 the excited particle
content of the model considered here will be the same as that of the mUED; excited gauge
bosons (gluon g1, electroweak gauge bosons: W±1, Z1, and photon γ1), excited fermions
(quark/lepton doublets of SU(2)L: Q1/L1 and singlets q1/e1), and Higgses. The loop
corrections, being proportional to logarithm of Λ, where Λ is the cutoff scale above that
some new dynamics take place, relax the degeneracy in the mass spectrum, and therefore
allow the decay of first level KK particles. The numerical calculations suggest that the
excited gluon (g1) and the hypercharge gauge boson (γ1) are the heaviest and the lightest
excitations in the spectrum, respectively. At a given KK level of n, the cutoff scale Λ
controls the mass splitting among different KK particles, and ΛR defines the number of
permitted KK modes below scale Λ. The perturbativity considerations of the U(1)Y gauge
coupling demands that ΛR ≲ 40 in the case of the mUED. Authors of Ref. [91, 92] posited
that a significantly robust constraint comes from running of the Higgs boson scalar self-
coupling (λ) and also of EW vacuum stability. Throughout this analysis it is assumed that
ΛR = 5.

The LHC is a proton-proton collider at which the first KK level strongly interacting
excited states (i.e. excited gluons g1 and quarks Q1/q1) will be copiously produced due
to color factor and strong coupling. These particles eventually decay and these decays, in
the present model, will be governed by two different decay mechanisms: the KK number
preserving decay (KKPD) and the Gravity induced decay (GID). In the discussion below,
we provide a concise examination of the decay process of the first level KK excitations in
the present model.

4.1 Decays

Kaluza-Klein Number Preserving Decays (KKPD)

Preservation of KK-number (and KK-parity) enables the first level KK modes to be pro-
duced only in pairs at collider experiments. Tree-level masses of KK excitations, which
can be determined by the compactification scale R, are almost the same for all KK excita-
tions (except for the KK excitation of top quark and the Higgs boson) of the SM particles.
Therefore, at tree-level the mass spectrum is quite degenerate. The mass splitting among
different KK particles at level-n can be achieved by inclusion of loop corrections which
introduce the cutoff scale Λ. This enables the decay of first level KK particles to other
lighter first level KK particles plus one or more respective SM particle(s) assuming it is
kinematically permitted. The decay cascade terminates at the lightest massive KK-particle
(LKP) which is γ1 in the context of the current model. The excited gluon (g1) is the most
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Figure 1: KK-number preserving (KKPD) decay widths of the first level Kaluza-Klein
(KK) gauge bosons (left-hand pane) and fermions (right-hand pane) in terms of decaying
particle’s mass MX1 . MD and Λ are both set to 5 TeV. The LKP (γ1) does not have any
KKPD decay mode, thus only decays gravitationally.

massive among the first level KK particles, succeeded by the KK doublet (Q1) and singlet
(q1) quarks. The succeeding states are the electroweak gauge bosons (W±1/Z1), lepton
doublets (L1), and singlets (e1), in that order of decreasing mass. The KK excitation of
gluon g1, decays to first level KK quarks (both doublets (Q1) and singlets (u1, d1)) via
nearly equal branching ratios. The singlet KK quarks, having only a single decay channel,
decay to the LKP and the corresponding SM quark. The doublet KK quarks decay into
first level KK partners of the SM electroweak gauge bosons W±1 or Z1 and an associated
SM quark with high probability. Since it is kinematically closed, the hadronic decays of the
first level electroweak gauge bosons are not realized. They decay into first level KK lepton
flavors and the corresponding SM lepton with similar branching ratios. The KK leptons
eventually decay into a SM lepton and γ1. Of particular significance is the fact that the
KKPD widths heavily rely on the mass gap among the same level KK excitations, thereby
exhibiting dependence on the cutoff scale Λ and the size of small extra dimension R. In
contrast, the parameters δ and MD do not directly contribute to the KKPD. In Fig. 1,
we provide KKPD widths for the first level KK gauge bosons (left-hand pane), quark, and
lepton doublets (right-hand pane) in the mass range of 1 − 3 TeV in terms of decaying
particle’s mass. In producing Fig. 1 we assumed that the higher dimensional Planck mass
MD and the cutoff scale Λ are both fixed to 5 TeV. Since γ1 is the least massive state in the
spectrum, it has no decay mode that preserves KK-number. It only decays gravitationally
to photon or Z and KK graviton excitation Ĝn⃗. The gravity induced decays of the first
level KK modes are discussed below.

Gravity Induced Decays (GID)

Distinctive decay mechanism for the KK particles in the present model is realized through
interaction between gravity and matter fields. The translational invariance along the co-
ordinate y, which provides the preservation of KK-number, is broken down by means of
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specific positioning of 3-brane in extra dimensions. Therefore, we note that the KK-number
and KK-parity are not intact in the fat-brane UED models because of the Gravity Induced
Decays (GID). This allows direct decay of first level KK particles into a gravity excitation
Ĝn⃗ and the corresponding SM particle, hence making the collider phenomenology of the
present model quite interesting and different from that of UED models. Besides, by means
of gravity induced decays, the direct decay of the LKP into photon or Z-boson plus grav-
ity excitations is also realized. Therefore, the LKP which is stable in the mUED, is no
longer stable in the fat-brane realizations of UED models. The GID widths of excited KK
particles into gravitons and the SM particle were formerly determined. We refer interested
readers to Ref. [26, 76, 77]. We provide the widths of GID in Fig. 2 for the first level
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Figure 2: Gravity induced decay (GID) width of the first level Kaluza-Klein (KK) gluons
(left-hand pane) and quarks (right-hand pane) in terms of decaying particle’s mass for
three different values of large extra dimensions (δ = 2, 4, 6). MD and Λ are both set to
5 TeV.

KK gluons (left-hand pane) as well as for quarks (right-hand pane) for a varying mass of
decaying particle in MX = 1 − 3 TeV range. In producing Fig. 2 we fixed MD = 5 TeV
and Λ = 5 TeV. As argued above the KKPD width is insensitive to δ, the number of large
extra dimensions. The GID, contrarily, has high dependence to this parameter. The GID
width of an individual decaying first level KK particle is the maximum for δ = 2 and the
minimum for δ = 6, respectively. This behavior can be attributed to the fact that the
mass splitting between different level-n⃗ gravity excitations Ĝn⃗ is directly proportional to
δ for fixed R−1. For smaller values of δ, one obtains smaller mass splittings in gravity
excitations and thus larger number density of KK-gravitons in a given mass range. This
ensures a larger(smaller) value for the GID in the case of δ = 2(6). In the case of δ = 4
the KKPD and GID widths exhibit comparability. Based on this discussion, in Fig. 3 and
Fig. 4 we schematically present dominant decay pathways of the first level KK particles
for δ = 2, 4 and δ = 6, respectively. In the following we discuss the effects of these decay
mechanisms and possible final states at the LHC experiment.
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Ĝn⃗

γ or Z

(e±, ν)

(e±, ν)

q′

q

Figure 3: The dominant decay pathway of the first level KK gluon (g1) and quarks
(doublet Q1 and singlet q1) for δ = 2, 4. Ĝn⃗ is the gravity excitation (graviton hn⃗, gravi-
vector An⃗, and gravi-scalar ϕn⃗).

4.2 Collider signals of fat-mUED at the LHC

Having analyzed the decay pathways of the first level KK excitations, we now proceed to
examine the collider phenomenology of the present model within the framework of the LHC
experiment. The first level KK quarks and gluons, due to their color factors and strong
coupling, are expected to be produced at substantial rates1. The pair-production of these
is ensured by the fact that the KK-parity is preserved in the interaction vertices of the
KK particles with the SM particles. The production rate is mainly determined through
R which fixes the masses of these excitations, though there is a mild dependence on the
cut-off scale Λ which essentially controls the mass gap among the first level KK excitations.
Throughout the analysis we take ΛR = 5. After the production, the first level KK quarks
and gluons decay and the final state topology of resultant signal is dictated by the relative
strength of two different decay mechanisms discussed above. Therefore, the question of
which final state would be most probable are closely tied to the value of δ. To illustrate
this, consider the scenario of δ = 2 for which the GID is order of magnitude larger than the
KKPD width for a given decaying particle. Provided that the dominant decay pathway
for first level KK gluons and quarks (both doublet and singlet) are as given in Fig. 3,
g1 undergoes a direct decay to SM gluon and level-n⃗ KK graviton excitation Ĝn⃗. In a
similar fashion, the first level excited quarks decay to a SM quark plus Ĝn⃗. Therefore, it is
anticipated, in the case of δ = 2, that the decay of the first level KK quark and/or gluon
pairs produce a final state which is characterized by two hard jets and substantial missing
ET at the LHC experiment. The missing transverse energy accompanying jets are due

1The QCD production of the first level KK particles is dominant compared to the electroweak production.
Therefore, we neglected the latter production mechanism in the present study.
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Figure 4: The dominant decay pathway of first level KK gluon (g1) and quarks (doublet
Q1 and singlet q1) for δ = 6. Ĝn⃗ is the gravity excitation (graviton hn⃗, gravi-vector An⃗,
and gravi-scalar ϕn⃗).

to presence of KK gravity excitations which are too weak to be observed in the detector.
The relative strength between two decay mechanisms radically changes and modifies the
expected final states at the LHC in the case of δ = 6. For this case, one sees a suppression
of gravity induced decays over the KKPD. This means that the pair-produced first level
KK particles (gluons and quarks) cascade decay to other lighter first level KK particles plus
low-pT SM particles (jets, leptons etc.) through KK-number preserving decays. The decay
cascade ends with the production of the LKP γ1. The LKP has no KK-number preserving
decay, hence only decays gravitationally to γ or Z in association with Ĝn⃗. For that reason,
for δ = 6 wherein the GID contributes only in the last part of the decay chain, the decay
of pair-produced KK excitations of quarks and gluons result in γγ, γZ or ZZ +X + /ET

signal where /ET is due to the undetected gravity excitations Ĝn⃗ and X represents the SM
particles (jets, leptons etc.) radiated in the cascade. At this point it is of considerable
import to state that the decay of γ1 occurs within the boundaries of the detector for the
set of parameters under discussion herein. We have ascertained that for the mass range
of 1 to 3 TeV, the GID width for γ1 ranges from ∼ 10 keV to 1 GeV, thereby facilitating
prompt decay of the LKP within the detector. In the intermediate case of δ = 4 where the
GID and the KKPD are of the similar order of magnitude, as seen in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2, both
decay modes may contribute the decay of excited KK particles. For instance, one parton
may cascade decay to lighter first level KK particles, radiating low-pT jets and/or leptons
up to the LKP which then further decays gravitationally to γ or Z-boson plus Ĝn⃗. On the
other hand, the other parton may undergo a direct decay to an associated SM particle and
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Lepton Veto Ne/µ = 0 with p
e/µ
T > 7/6 GeV

/ET > 300 GeV

pT (j1) > 200 GeV

pT (j2) > 50 GeV

∆ϕ(j1,2,(3), p⃗
miss.
T )min. > 0.2(0.4) rad.

meff. > 0.8 TeV

Table 1: List of preselection criteria applied in ATLAS multi-jet plus missing trans-
verse energy search [79]. ∆ϕ(j1,2,(3), p⃗

miss.
T )min. is the minimum azimuthal separation in

radians between the missing energy vector p⃗ miss.
T and pT of up to three hardest jets.

meff. is calculated by meff. = /ET +
∑

i=all pT (ji > 50 GeV). The minimum value on
∆ϕ(j1,2,(3), p⃗

miss.
T )min. in parenthesis corresponds to cut used in Ref. [79]. For validation

purposes (see Section 4.5) we used the cut-flow Table (Table 17 in Appx. B) provided in
Ref. [78].

Ĝn⃗. Therefore, the decay of pair-produced gluons/quarks can produce jets+γ + /ET final
state wherein /ET is due to undetected gravity excitations.

After discussing the decay mechanisms and possible phenomenological final state sig-
nals of the fat-mUED model at the collider experiments, we now move to present impli-
cations of two recent searches by the ATLAS experiment on the parameters of fat-mUED
model. In this work, we confronted the fat-mUED model with the ATLAS searches on
jets+γ and multi-jet plus /ET final states at 13 TeV LHC with 136 fb−1 integrated lumi-
nosity. In the subsequent sections below, we present a succinct overview of these afore-
mentioned ATLAS searches.

4.3 Multi-jet +/ET search by the ATLAS Collaboration

The ATLAS Collaboration at the LHC has recently shared the findings [79] of a detailed
search on multi-jet (2− 6 jets) plus missing transverse energy final state from pp collisions
at

√
s = 13 TeV LHC with 139 fb−1 integrated luminosity of data. The aim of the AT-

LAS search was to find the traces of strongly produced sparticles (squarks and gluinos)
in R-parity conserving SUSY models at the LHC. The ATLAS Collaboration, due to the
absence of excess number of events over the SM background, has placed model-independent
95% C.L. upper limits on NP contribution to visible cross-sections (σvis.)

2 in various signal
regions (SRs). Although the limits obtained in ATLAS search were interpreted in con-
straining SUSY models, one may use these null results to constrain any BSM model which
predicts a similar final state, viz., events with high jet-multiplicity and missing energy, at
the LHC. In the present study, an analogous exercise is performed for the fat-mUED model.
We translated the above-mentioned upper limits on the visible cross-sections in SRs into
limits on the parameters of the fat-mUED model. In the following we elaborate on the
ATLAS multi-jet search.

In ATLAS multi-jet+/ET search, anti-kT jet clustering algorithm [81] via jet radius
parameter ∆R = 0.4 is used. Only reconstructed jets with pjT > 20 GeV and |ηj | < 2.8 are
passed to subsequent stages of the analysis. Lepton candidates (both electrons and muons)

2The visible cross-section (σvis.) is the product of production cross-section (σprod.), acceptance A, and
efficiency ϵ, by definition.
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are demanded to satisfy p
e(µ)
T > 7(6) GeV and to be within |ηe(µ)| < 2.47(2.7) rapidity

window. Following jet/lepton identifications, any electron/muon candidate present within

a distance ∆R = min(0.4, 0.04 + 10 GeV/p
e/µ
T ) of any jet candidate is discarded. The

determination of missing transverse momentum vector p⃗ miss.
T and its magnitude /ET rely

on all reconstructed jets, leptons, and calorimeter clusters that are not associated with any
of these aforementioned objects. Following the reconstruction of different objects, a set of
preselection criteria, listed in Table 1, is applied to events:

Events containing an isolated electron (muon) with pT > 7(6) GeV are vetoed. Only
events with a leading jet3 with pj1T > 200 GeV, and a sub-leading jet with pj2T > 50 GeV
are passed to further analysis. meff , a powerful discriminator in high mass scale searches,
is calculated as the scalar sum of /ET and the transverse momenta of all jets with pT > 50
GeV. meff > 800 GeV and a sufficiently high missing transverse energy /ET > 300 GeV
requirements are also applied to events passing preselection criteria. Additionally, events
are required to satisfy the condition on azimuthal separation between missing momentum
vector p⃗ miss.

T and the momenta of up to three hardest jets, ∆ϕ(j1,2,(3), p⃗
miss.
T )min. > 0.4.

In the study of Ref.[79], the ATLAS Collaboration defined ten signal regions (SRs) charac-
terized by increasing number (2 to 6) of jets and also with minimum values on meff vari-
able. The ATLAS Collaboration reported an absence of a statistically significant number
of events above the Standard Model background, leading to the establishment of model-
independent 95% C.L. upper limits on the visible cross-section contribution σvis. arising
from any BSM scenario across all signal regions (SRs).

We have used these model independent limits to restrict the parameters of the fat-
mUED model. In Table 2, we list cuts applied by the ATLAS Collaboration in the analysis
and upper limits on visible cross-sections for di-jet signal regions4.

4.4 Jets+ γ plus missing energy search by the ATLAS Collaboration

Final states comprising photons, jets and a large missing transverse energy signature can
also be realized in the case of gauge-mediated SUSY breaking (GMSB) scenarios. In
GMSB, the pair-produced strongly interacting particles (i.e. gluinos and squarks) cas-
cade decay into other lighter SUSY particles, radiating jets. The decay cascade proceeds
until the next-to-lightest supersymmetric (NLSP) particle, the lightest neutralino which
further decays into an ultra-light gravitino and a γ/Z/h. The gravitino is the lightest mas-
sive supersymmetric particle (LSP), so it escapes from detection and introduces a missing
transverse energy in events. Therefore, in the GMSB scenario the decay of pair-produced
gluinos and/or squarks may lead to a final state topology of high-pT photon(s) with jets
and large missing transverse energy carried off by the gravitino at the LHC. For the case
of current scenario, the gravity induced decay of (γ1) into γ and Ĝn⃗ produces a high-pT
photons as well. Therefore, along with the jets radiated from KKPD of the first level KK
gluons and/or quarks, one may produce a similar final state viz., jets + γ and /ET in fat-
brane UED model. This final state topology would be more pronounced especially when
the GID participates in the final step of the decay chain, generating events with photon
presence, corresponding to δ = 4, 6 cases.

The ATLAS Collaboration [80] searched for a sign of GMSB scenario in jets + γ + /ET

signal in pp collisions at 13 TeV LHC with 139 fb−1 integrated luminosity. In the absence

3Jets are ordered in momentum with pj1T being the highest, accordingly.
4We omitted SRs with higher jet multiplicities as they do not offer higher exclusion limits than those

found in SRs with two jets.
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Signal Region

Cuts 2J-1600 2J-2200 2J-2800

Nj ≥ 2

pT (j1) [GeV] > 250 > 600 > 250

pT (ji=2,3,...,Njmin
) [GeV] > 250 > 50 > 250

|η(ji=1,2,...,Njmin
| < 2.0 < 2.8 < 1.2

∆ϕ(j1,2,(3), p
miss.
T )min > 0.8 > 0.4 > 0.8

∆ϕ(ji>3, p
miss.
T )min > 0.4 > 0.2 > 0.4

/ET /
√
HT [GeV−1/2] > 16

meff. [TeV] > 1.6 > 2.2 > 2.8

σvis. [fb] 1.47 0.78 0.14

Table 2: Kinematic cuts and signal region definitions of the ATLAS multi-jet search
[79] and 95% C.L. model-independent upper limits on visible cross-sections σvis. for 2J-
1600, 2J-2200, and 2J-2800 signal regions. ∆ϕ(jets, p⃗miss.

T )min represents the smallest
azimuthal separation between the missing momentum vector p⃗miss.

T and the momenta of
the hardest jet(s). HT is defined as HT =

∑
i=all pT (ji > 50 GeV). In a similar way, meff.

is calculated as meff. = /ET +
∑

i=all pT (ji > 50 GeV).

of excess number of events over the SM prediction, the ATLAS Collaboration placed upper
limits on visible cross-sections (σvis.) at %95 C.L. on any BSM contribution to jets+γ+ /ET

final state for different SRs. We translated these limits on the visible cross-sections to
constrain the parameters of the fat-mUED model. The search strategy employed by the
ATLAS is discussed in the following.

The ATLAS Collaboration defined three SRs, named as SRL, SRM, and SRT, which
are mainly characterized by increasing jet multiplicity in an event. Algorithm employed in
reconstruction of objects such as jet, leptons and missing transverse energy /ET are similar
to those of multi-jet analysis discussed in Section 4.3. SR jets are required to have pT > 30
GeV and be within rapidity range of |η| < 2.5. An extra requirement of pT > 50 GeV
for SR photons are employed. Due to the considerable mass scale of SUSY particles, viz.,
gluinos and squarks, being explored in ATLAS search, an expectation of high momentum
for visible particles is inevitable. HT is calculated as HT = pleadingT (γ) +

∑
i=all pT (ji) and

events are vetoed if a cut on HT is not satisfied. Moreover, R4
T , defined as the ratio of

the scalar sum of the transverse momenta of the four hardest jets and the scalar sum of
transverse momenta of all jets in the event, is useful in discriminating the SM background
from the signal in events with a high number of jets. Hence, it is used in SRL and SRM
signal regions, both of which contain a high number of jets compared to SRT. We list event
selection criteria and the 95% C.L. upper limits on σvis. in SRs for jets + γ + /ET signal of
13 TeV ATLAS search [80] in Table 3.

4.5 Event simulation, object reconstruction and validation

In this section, we discuss the specifics of the signal event simulation, object reconstruction
and the validation of our analysis. PYTHIA [87] with the implementation of mUED [88]
is used in generating parton-level events of the first level KK quarks and gluons produced
in pairs at 13 TeV. We used the NNPDF23LO [89] parton distribution functions with
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Signal Region

Requirements SRL SRM SRT

Nphotons ≥ 1

pleadingT (γ) [GeV] > 145 > 300 > 400

Nleptons 0

Njets ≥ 5 ≥ 3

∆ϕ(jet, Emiss.
T ) [rad.] > 0.4

∆ϕ(photon,Emiss.
T ) [rad.] > 0.4

Emiss.
T [GeV] > 250 > 300 > 600

HT [GeV] > 2000 > 1600

RT < 0.90 -

σvis. [fb] 0.034 0.022 0.054

Table 3: Kinematic cuts and signal region definitions of the ATLAS [80] jets + γ plus /ET

search and 95% C.L. model-independent upper limits on visible cross-sections (σvis.) for

SRL, SRM, and SRT signal regions. HT is given as HT = pleadingT (γ) +
∑

i=all pT (ji).
R4

T is the ratio of the scalar sum of the transverse momenta of the four hardest jets and
the scalar sum of transverse momenta of all jets in the event. Additionally, ∆ϕ(X,Emiss.

T )

where X = jet/photon represents the azimuthal separation between X and /⃗ET .

keeping factorization (µF ) and renormalization (µR) scales fixed at
√
ŝ. In the ‘fat-brane’

implementation of mUED, GID widths are assumed to be smaller than KKPD widths which
may be true in the case of δ = 6 but not in the case of δ = 2, 4 as can be seen comparing
Fig. 1 and Fig. 2. The aforementioned implementation of mUED, also, includes GID of only
the LKP into photon and gravity excitations (γ1 → γ + Ĝn⃗) and not that of other heavier
first level KK excitations. Additionally, contrary to the SM, the mixing angle between
B1

µ and W 3
µ is minuscular as discussed previously, so γ1 is basically the first level KK

excitation of Bµ. The PYTHIA implementation of mUED does not consider γ1 → Z + Ĝn⃗

decay and assumes Br(γ1 → γ + Ĝn⃗) = 100%. We accommodated both GID channels of
the LKP and GID of other heavier first level KK excitations to our analysis by modifying
PYWIDTH subroutine in PYTHIA accordingly. The details of ATLAS searches given
in [79] for multi-jet plus /ET and for jets + γ plus /ET [80] final states are firmly applied
in the event simulation and in the construction of physical objects (viz., jets, leptons,
photons, and /ET ) in our analysis. The jets are reconstructed with anti-kT jet clustering
algorithm in FastJet [82]. It is imperative to verify the congruence of our analysis with the
one executed by the ATLAS at this juncture. In the case of multi-jet search the ATLAS
Collaboration presents the cut-flow Table (Table 17 in Ref.[78]) for gluino pair-production
followed with direct decay into quark-antiquark pair plus a neutralino (g̃ → qq̄χ̃1

0) for
mg̃ = 2.2 TeV and mχ̃1

0
= 0.6 TeV. The analysis technique of the ATLAS in Ref. [78] is

subsequently used in Ref. [79] with minor modifications. The formerly determined bounds
on SUSY particles for simplified models are then updated accordingly. We used Ref. [78]
for validating our analysis; however, the upper bounds on visible cross-sections in the signal
regions presented in Ref. [79] were used to obtain the exclusion limits on the fat-mUED
model. For validation purpose, we generated the gluino-gluino production followed by their
direct decay to quark pairs and a neutralino with above-mentioned masses in PYTHIA.
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Process
pp → g̃g̃ with direct decay g̃ → qq̄χ̃0

1

mg̃ = 2.2 TeV and mχ̃0
1
= 0.6 TeV

Cuts
Absolute efficiency in %

ATLAS (Table 17 in Appx. B of [78]) Our Simulation

preselection+Nj ≥ 2 100.0 99.9
Nj ≥ 4 92.9 96.6

∆ϕ(j1,2,(3), /⃗pT )min > 0.4 rad. 77.6 80.6

∆ϕ(ji>3, /⃗pT )min > 0.2 rad. 69.1 71.9

pT (j4) > 100 GeV 61.3 56.5
|η(ji=1,2,3,4)| < 2.0 55.7 51.7
Aplanarity> 0.04 38.7 40.1

/ET /
√
HT > 16 GeV1/2 24.1 25.2

meff > 1.0 TeV 24.1 25.2

Table 4: Cut-flow table of 4J-1000 signal region as presented in Ref. [78] of ATLAS multi-
jet search (2nd column) along with our numbers for the same signal region (3rd column).
The aplanarity is given by A = 3

2λ3, in which λ3 represents the minimum eigenvalue of the
normalized momentum tensor of jets in the event.

The initial state radiations (ISR), decays and showering are also performed withPYTHIA.
In Table 4 we present the cut-efficiencies supplied by the ATLAS [78] (2nd column) and
the results of our simulation (3rd column) for comparison purpose. The results shown in
Table 4 show that the analysis strategy we followed is in good agreement with the ATLAS
analysis. Below we present the exclusions obtained by performing such an analysis.

5 Exclusion limits on fat-mUED model parameters

In this section, we present the exclusion limits at 95% C.L. on the fat-mUED model com-
ing from ATLAS multi-jet and jets + γ + /ET searches at 13 TeV LHC. The collider phe-
nomenology of the fat-mUED model is fully determined by the fundamental parameters
of the model, specifically the compactification scale R−1, the number of large extra di-
mensions δ, and the (4 + δ)D Planck mass MD. There is also a mild dependence on the
cut-off scale Λ which we set to 5 TeV throughout the analysis. Since R−1 and Λ determine
the scale at which the masses of first level KK excitations reside, the pair-productions of
KK particles mainly depend on these parameters. On the other hand, δ and MD control
the mass differences among KK gravitons, thereby affecting the density of KK states and
the decay widths induced by gravity. Henceforth, the final state signal topology strongly
depends on these parameters. In order to obtain exclusions from aforementioned ATLAS
searches on the fat-mUED model we scanned the fundamental parameters of the model in
R−1 = [1 − 3] TeV and MD = [5 − 15] TeV range with 20 GeV and 100 GeV step sizes,
respectively. The scan is repeated for δ = 2, 4, 6. The obtained fat-mUED cross-section
contributions to each defined SR in ATLAS searches are then compared with 95% C.L.
limits reported in Ref.[79] and in Ref.[80]. We present the exclusion results in R−1 −MD

plane for δ = 2 (top left-hand pane), δ = 4 (top right-hand pane), and δ = 6 (bottom
pane) in Fig. 5. Below we present our limits for δ = 2, 4 and δ = 6 in detail:
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1. Bounds on (R−1 − MD) plane for δ = 2: As we discussed above, the value of
δ mainly specify the mass splitting among KK gravitons and hence the density of
these states. For that reason, the gravity induced decay (GID) width is under di-
rect control of δ. For δ = 2, as can be seen comparing Fig. 1 and in Fig. 2, in the
mass range of the decaying particle, specifically at MX1 = [1 − 3] TeV, the width
of the decay induced by gravity surpasses that of the KK-number preserving width.
As a consequence, for δ = 2 case, the pair-produced first level KK excitations (the
first level quarks and gluons) directly decay to an associated SM particle (quark or
gluon), radiating gravity excitation with high probability. Consistent with the de-
cay characteristics we found that di-jet plus missing transverse energy signal is more
pronounced in excluding the fat-mUED model. We observed the highest exclusion
in 2j−2800 SR among all other di-jet signal regions presented in ATLAS multi-jet
search [79] and the exclusion is independent of MD in the range we scanned in this
work. In particular, we found that R−1 < 2900 GeV is excluded from ATLAS di-jet
+/ET signal in MD = [5, 20] TeV range as shown in Fig. 5 (top left-hand pane). Al-
ternatively, in the case of jets + γ plus /ET search, we found that only a minuscule
part of the parameter domain of the model is excluded compared to multi-jet search.
We observed that the exclusion is more pronounced in high-MD and low-R−1 area.
This feature can be understood by the fact that the KKPD width is small compared
to GID width in low-MD and high-R−1 region. Therefore, smaller number of photons
from a cascade of KK gluons and/or quarks contribute to photonic final state. In
particular, R−1 < 1850(2200) GeV for MD < 6(15) TeV are solely excluded by the
ATLAS photonic signature search [80] at %95 C.L. alone.

2. Bounds on (R−1 −MD) plane for δ = 4: This scenario constitutes a situation in
which the GID and the KKPD widths attain a state of comparability, and therefore
the interplay between different decay mechanisms becomes more evident on collider
phenomenology of the fat-mUED model. In low-MD and high R−1 region the GID
is the main mechanism for decay of pair-produced first level KK gluons and quarks
than that of KKPD. In contrast, within the region of parameters that is characterized
by high-MD and low-R−1 the KKPD prevails over the GID, and the first level KK
quarks and/or gluons produced in pairs undergo a cascade decay to the LKP along
with the corresponding SM particles. Finally, the LKP decays to γ or Z-boson plus
gravity excitation. The consequence of this interplay between two decay mechanisms
can be clearly seen in Fig. 5 (top right-hand pane). In particular, we found that the
ATLAS di-jet plus missing transverse energy search excludes R−1 < 2850(2200) GeV
for MD = 5(15) TeV at %95 C.L. Similarly, R−1 < 2250(2950) GeV is excluded for
MD = 5(15) TeV at %95 C.L. solely by the ATLAS jets + γ plus missing transverse
energy search.

3. Bounds on (R−1 −MD) plane for δ = 6: In the case of δ = 6, the KKPD is the
main decay mechanism of the first level KK excitations than the GID. As a result of
this, the cascade decay of pair-produced first level KK modes of quarks and gluons
results in the final states encompassing at least one photon. We found the similar
behavior, as presented in Fig. 5, in the exclusion regions of the parameters of the fat-
mUED model. In particular, we found that R−1 < 2450(2950) GeV is excluded for
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MD = 5(15) TeV at %95 C.L. by the ATLAS jets + photon and missing transverse
energy search. Although the decay width of first level KK excitations is overwhelmed
by the KKPD, there is a small part of the parameter region of the model to which
ATLAS di-jet search is also sensitive to. In this low-MD and relatively high-R−1 re-
gion, the first level KK quarks and gluons undergo direct decay to the associated SM
particle accompanied by KK excitations of graviton. We found that ATLAS di-jet
search excluded at MD = 5 TeV for R−1 < 2750 GeV at %95 C.L and the di-jet
search is only effective for MD < 7.5 TeV at most.
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Figure 5: Exclusion regions of fat-mUED model at 95% C.L. for δ = 2 (top left-hand
pane), δ = 4 (top right-hand pane), and δ = 6 (bottom pane). Blue (red)-shaded area
in R−1 − MD planes corresponds to exclusions from the ATLAS multi-jet (jets +γ) plus
missing transverse energy search, correspondingly. We set ΛR−1 = 5 throughout exclusion
plots.

6 Summary and Conclusions

In the present study, we analyzed the particle collider phenomenology of the fat-mUED
model in conjunction with the recent search results from the ATLAS Collaboration. Pre-
viously the LHC phenomenology of the model is studied by Ref. [26] focusing on γγ signal
with 3.1 pb−1 of data results at 7 TeV energy, and recently in Ref. [14] with ATLAS γγ and
also multi-jet searches with 36.1 fb−1 at 13 TeV energy. The ATLAS Collaboration lately
communicated the findings of multi-jet plus /ET and jets + γ plus /ET searches at 13 TeV
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LHC with an increased integrated luminosity to 136 fb−1. Our findings demonstrate that
the width of the GID significantly surpasses that of the KKPD in the case of δ = 2 and
should be taken into account when δ = 4, 6, especially in low-MD region. For δ = 2, pair-
produced quarks and/or gluons decay through GID into a corresponding SM field and n⃗-th
mode graviton, thereby resulting in 2-jet plus missing transverse energy signal. In other
cases, namely δ = 4, 6, the GID may play a role in the last step of the decay cascade of the
first level KK quarks and/or gluons. Hence, a final state signal comprising a photon from
a decay γ1 → γ + Ĝn⃗ is more pronounced. It is possible that one of the decaying partons
follows KKPD and the other decays through GID. In this case, jets +γ+ /ET signal can be
realized, where a photon originates from gravitationally decaying γ1, and jets come from
the decay of a parton following KK-number preserving decay. We scanned the fundamental
parameters of the fat-mUED model, namely R−1, MD within ranges of [1 − 3] TeV and
[5−15] TeV, correspondingly, for δ = 2, 4 and 6 cases. We found that for δ = 2(6), ATLAS
13 TeV multi-jet (jets + γ ) +/ET searches excludes R−1 < 2.9(2.95) TeV for MD = 15
TeV. Furthermore, for δ = 4, R−1 < 2.95 TeV at MD = 15 TeV and R−1 < 2850 GeV at
MD = 5 TeV are excluded by the ATLAS multi-jet and jets + γ searches, correspondingly.

Acknowledgments

This work is supported in part by TUBITAK through project number 121F051. The
numerical calculations reported in this paper were fully/partially performed at TUBITAK
ULAKBIM, High Performance and Grid Computing Center (TRUBA resources). DK
thanks to K. Ghosh for discussions. We also thank to Ismail Turan for permission to
use his computing resources and for careful reading of the manuscript.

References

[1] G. Aad et al. [ATLAS], Combined measurements of Higgs boson production and decay using
up to 80 fb−1 of proton-proton collision data at

√
s = 13 TeV collected with the ATLAS

experiment, Phys. Rev. D 101, no.1, 012002 (2020)[arXiv:hep-ex/1909.02845].

[2] A. M. Sirunyan et al. [CMS], Combined measurements of Higgs boson couplings in
proton–proton collisions at

√
s = 13TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, no.5, 421

(2019)[arXiv:hep-ex/1809.10733].

[3] I. Antoniadis, N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dimopoulos and G. R. Dvali, New dimensions at a
millimeter to a Fermi and superstrings at a TeV, Phys. Lett. B 436, 257-263 (1998)
[arXiv:hep-ph/9804398].

[4] N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dimopoulos and G. R. Dvali, Phenomenology, astrophysics and
cosmology of theories with submillimeter dimensions and TeV scale quantum gravity, Phys.
Rev. D 59, 086004 (1999)[arXiv:hep-ph/9807344].

[5] L. Randall and R. Sundrum,A Large mass hierarchy from a small extra dimension, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 83 , 3370-3373 (1999)[arXiv:hep-ph/9905221].

[6] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, An Alternative to compactification, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83,
4690-4693 (1999) [arXiv:hep-th/9906064].

[7] I. Antoniadis, A Possible new dimension at a few TeV, Phys. Lett. B 246, 377-384 (1990).

[8] T. Appelquist, H. C. Cheng and B. A. Dobrescu, Bounds on universal extra dimensions,
Phys. Rev. D 64, 035002 (2001) [arXiv:hep-ph/0012100].

– 20 –

https://inspirehep.net/files/c4707223631292e3ee40f06aa956b77e
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1909.02845
https://inspirehep.net/files/09d52e1e80704a65ae46d48b05604492
https://inspirehep.net/files/09d52e1e80704a65ae46d48b05604492
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1809.10733
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0370269398008600?via%3Dihub
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9804398
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.086004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.086004
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9807344
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.3370
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.3370
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9905221
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.4690
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.4690
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9906064
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/037026939090617F
https://journals.aps.org/prd/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.035002
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0012100


[9] H.-C. Cheng, K. T. Matchev, and M. Schmaltz, Bosonic supersymmetry? getting fooled at
the cern lhc, Phys. Rev. D 66 (Sep, 2002) 056006.

[10] A. Belyaev, M. Brown, J. Moreno, and C. Papineau, Discovering Minimal Universal Extra
Dimensions (MUED) at the LHC, JHEP 06 (2013) 080 [arXiv:1212.4858].

[11] G. Belanger, A. Belyaev, M. Brown, M. Kakizaki, and A. Pukhov, Testing Minimal
Universal Extra Dimensions Using Higgs Boson Searches at the LHC, Phys. Rev. D 87
(2013), no. 1 016008 [arXiv:1207.0798].

[12] K. Ghosh and A. Datta, Phenomenology of spinless adjoints in two Universal Extra
Dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B 800 (2008) 109–126 [arXiv:0801.0943].

[13] K. Ghosh and A. Datta, Probing two Universal Extra Dimensions at International Linear
Collider, Phys. Lett. B 665 (2008) 369–373 [arXiv:0802.2162].

[14] K. Ghosh, D. Karabacak, and S. Nandi, Universal Extra Dimension models with gravity
mediated decays after LHC Run II data, Phys. Lett. B 788 (2019) 388–395
[arXiv:1805.11124].

[15] J. Beuria, A. Datta, D. Debnath, and K. T. Matchev, LHC Collider Phenomenology of
Minimal Universal Extra Dimensions, Comput. Phys. Commun. 226 (2018) 187–205,
[arXiv:1702.00413].

[16] U. K. Dey and A. Raychaudhuri, KK-number non-conserving decays: Signal of n = 2
excitations of extra-dimensional models at the LHC, Nucl. Phys. B 893 (2015) 408–419,
[arXiv:1410.1463].
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