
the differences are not dramatic but in the latter our results can be quite conservative,

depending on the mass and width of the new resonance. A detailed comparison is

presented in appendix B.
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Figure 1: Allowed regions for the Tevatron tt̄ asymmetry and the tt̄ tail at LHC for a

single vector boson in each representation.

The relation between the predictions for the Tevatron tt̄ asymmetry and the tt̄

tail at LHC is tested by performing a random scan over the relevant couplings gij
corresponding to each new particle or multiplet. The results for the ten vector boson

representations are presented in Fig. 1. (For B1
µ, G1

µ, Q1
µ and Y1

µ the regions are one-

dimensional because there is only one coupling involved.) There are several interesting

conclusions which can be drawn from these plots:
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