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For the session on future facilities at D IS09 discussions were organized on D IS related
m easurem ents that can be expected In the near and m edium {or perhaps far{ future,
including plans from JLab, CERN and FNAL xed target experin ents, possible m ea—
surem ents and detector upgrades at RHIC , as well as the plans for possble future
electron proton/ion colliders such as the EIC and the LHeC progct.

Introduction

eld of D eep Inelastic Scattering (D IS) and related Q CD topics is an extrem ely active

one, as dem onstrated by the program at this years’ D IS m eeting. This report gives a
brief sum m ary of the session on the possible future experin ental program . T he very lively
discussions during the sessions are a good testin ony of the continuing strong interest of the
proponents In this eld for a next generation of data, experin ents and facilities. D uring

the

nalplenary day of the m eeting a paneldiscussion was organized on two possible future

electron-proton/ion collider pro fcts, nam ely the E lectron Ion Collider (EIC ), as proposed
for a possble new facility in the U S, w ith interested laboratories BNL and JLab, and the
Large H adron-electron C ollider (LHeC ), a study encouraged by ECFA in Europe.

In detail the program of the m eeting was

JLab session ([1,2,[3,[4,[3]): Towards the 12 G &V electron beam upgrade and the
experim ental program s in HallsA /B /C and D

C om pass: H igh energy m uon-scattering at CERN ([@])
M inerva: N eutrino scattering at FNAL ([7))
E906: DrellYan at FNAL ([8])

RH IC upgrades ([9,[10,[11]),which incluidem uon triggers orW tagging,proton tagging
heavy avor tagging

The E lectron Ion Collider EIC proct(lZ,[13,[14,15,[14d,17]

T he Large Hadron electron C ollider LH eC profctfi8,[19,[20,[21,[22, 23]
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Figure 1: (a, left) The kinem atic range of D IS  xed target experin ents, including the reach
of COM PASS with Increased lum inosity. (b, right) T he expected kinem atic coverage for
M INERvVA D IS events

2 Fixed Target E xperim ents

A survey wasm ade on the near fuiture xed target experim ents program at JLab, FNAL,
and CERN .

A tJLab the construction phase of the 12 G €V U pgrade has started, and the com m ission—
ing is expected to start in 2014. T he upgrade w ill also include a new hallD and upgrades
in the existing hallsA ,B,and C .An overview of the hall capabilities is shown in Table[d.

T he physics program for the di erent experin entalhalls is as follow s

HallD : exploring the origin of con nem ent by studying exotic m esons.

HallA : spin structure, form factors, future new experin ents.

Building on surprising results in elastic scattering, strangeness form factors, spin asym —
m etries at large x

! Inclide precise m easuram ents of axial quark couplings, precision low -energy Stan-—
dard M odel tests at the ILC m ass scale (through Parity-V iolations).

Hall B : understanding nucleon structure via generalized parton distributions.
Buiding on m erging inform ation of exchisive and inclusive m easurem ents

! program on G eneralized Parton D istrdbutions (D eep-V irtualC om pton Scattering!),
transversity studies, d/u at Jarge x, hadron holography.
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HallD HallB HallC HallA
excellent hemm eticity | um inosity 10:10°% | energy reach | instalation space
polarized photons hem eticity precision
Eg859Gev 11 G eV beam line
10° photons/s target exibility
good m om entum /angle resolition excellent m om entum resolution
high m ultiplicity reconstruction Tum inostty up to 10°°
particle ID

Tabl 1: O verview of the hall capabilities at JLab.

HallC : precision determ ination of valence quark properties In nuclons and nuclei
Building on studies of quark-hadron duality, structure fiinctions at large x, and preci-
sion L /T separations

! L/T separations in sem iHnclusive and deep exclusive charged-m eson production,
factorization tests, avork -dependence in SID IS, hunt for so called superfast quarks.

COM PASS is a facility at the CERN SPS that w ill continue to study D IS w ith m uon
beam s 0of 100 G&V to 200 G&V on xed targets. An LO I was subm itted on future m ea-
surem ents related to the nucleon spin structure. Som e topics need detector upgrades and
perhaps beam intensity upgrades. K inem atically COM PA SS isnicely com plam entary to the
12 GeV beam reach at JLAB as shown in Fig.[Dl(a) or GPD s and transverse spin studies.
T he reach extends to low % . Possible m easurem ents for COM PA SS include

P recision m easurem ents of the transverse spin e ects in sem i=nclusive D IS
M easuring the spin dependent longitudinal structure function at sm all x
Study of G eneralized Parton D istributions

Study of transversity distribbutions in D rellY an

For the rst two subjcts m odest detector upgrades are foreseen, while for the last two
In portant hardw are upgrades are envisaged.

TheM INERVA experin ent w ill use neutrino beam s on nuclear targets at FNAL and is
set to m ake precise m easurem ents of neutrino cross sections w ith neutrino beam s of energies
up to roughly 30 GeV . The DIS coverage is shown in Fig.[d(o). M INERVA will collect
6M events on a carbon target In the transition (not so deep DIS) and D IS region plus
an additional 6.5 M events in four nuclear targets. Di erent speci c studies will focus on
various regions of the kinem atical variable space, and M INERVA will signi cantly increase
the existing neutrino data set availbble to the comm unity. ForDISM INERVA w illm easure

C ross sections In the transition region to test quark-hadron duality
Structure function ratios for com binations of nuclear targets

FSIvia nuclear target m ultiplicities and hadron show er energies
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Figure 2: (a,left) T he expected kinem atic range and precision for the E 906 experin ent. (b,
right) T he rom an pots from the pp2pp experim ent now m oving to STAR .

The E906 collaboration at FNAL is set to m easure D rell-¥Y an production via muons.
D rellY an scattering is unigquely sensitive to the antiquark distributions of the target. E 906
willm easure

T he ratio of the d to T distrbutions in the proton
Themodi cations to the quark sea In a nucleus
and much m ore...

T he expected statistics that w il be collected is a factor 50 larger than that of E 866/NuSea.
T he Incom ing proton beam energy willbe only 120 G &V , reducing in the energy squared s
by a factor of 7 w ith regpect to E866/NuSea. T hus the m easurem ents of E 906 w ill cover a
di erent kinem atic range, nam ely up to high x values of 0.5, as shown in Fig[d(a). The run
of E 906 is scheduled to start in 2010 and to last for 2 years.

3 Hadron Colliders: RH IC

T he hadron colliderRH IC isentering a new phase. Initialm easurem ents of the spin program
have been perform ed, and have led to a m easurem ent of the polarized glion distribution
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G In a restricted range of B prken— x. The next phase will Include in provem ents in
precision, an extended kinem atical range, and new m easurem ents, such as those of heavy

avor production. In order for these m easurem ents to be made, PHEN IX plans to add a
Silicon Vertex D etector in the barreland forward region. T he m ost inner layer of the barrel
willbeat2.5 an away from thebeam . A new technology,called silicon stripixelw illbe used
for this detector. T he installation for the barrel is expected to be com pleted In the fall of
2010, and for the forw ard detectors in fall of 2011.

PHENIX also plans a orward W trigger upgrade (RPC + M uTRG ) to study the sea
quark polarization in proton. W ith the polarized beam s at RHIC the W production gives
access to the polarized valence quarks and antiquark distributions in the proton. The
statistics is however an In portant issue for such an analysis. The new trigger should allow
for an additional repction factor of 100 to purify the muon sam ple at the trigger level,
allow Ing for a higher rate to be accepted. T he developm ent of the new RPC and M uTRG
is ongoing. A part of the detectors were already installed during shutdow n period in 2008.
RPC and M uTRG data were taken and used to evaluate the perform ance of the detector,
which was found to be very satisfactory. The installation of the RPC and M uTRG willbe
com pleted by the next physics run at 500 G €V .

STAR reported on a planned future physics program w ith tagged forw ard protons. T he
detectors are those usad before in the pp2pp experim ent in 20022003, and are shown on
in Fig.[A(). In phaseI 8 rom an pots w illbe installed at 55.5-58.5m from the interaction
point. These should be ready in 2009 for the data taking run. In a phase-II of the pro fct
8 (12) rom an pots are planned to be installed in 20102011 at 13/16m . During phaseT
the acceptance n ij range will be 0.002- 02 G&V? and fr phaseII the acceptance w ill
be extended up to 1.3 Ge&V?. The addition of these detectors will clearly enhance the
physics capabilities of STAR for eg peripheral collisions and for central exchisive production
processes.

4 Future E lectron proton/ion C olliders

Interest is grow Ing w orldw ide in a novelelectron—ion collider. D esign conceptsexistat CERN ,
w ith ideas to Intersect an electron accelerator w ith the Large H adron C ollider (LHeC ), and
in the U S. to either add an electron accelerator to the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider at
BNL, oran ion accelerator to the upgraded 12-G eV C ontinuous E lectron Beam A ccelerator
Facility at JLab. The U S progct is generically called the EIC .

The future D IS working group devoted 3 subsessions where the LHeC and EIC were
discussed iIn detail. Possible m achine lay-outs and param eters were presented, and the
physics program was addressed. C learly the high energy of the LHeC allow s to explore a
new kinem atic area for both ep and e-don collisions. The high lum nosity anticipated for
the EIC and the possibility for polarized beam sw illallow for num ber a precision and novel
m easurem ents as discussed In the various contributions in this session.

The LHeC has two altemative scenarios: a ring—ring (RR ) scenario and a linacring (LR )
scenario. For the RR scenario one typically hasa 50 G €V electron beam on a 7 TEV proton
beam (or 2.75 TeV heavy ion beam ), and a peak lum inosity of around 5:10°° an *s ! or
50MW power. The LR scenario has the potential to reach larger electron energies, perhaps
up to 150 G €V, but In general the total integrated lum inosity willby a factor 5 to 10 lower
com pared to the RR option.
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T he kinem atic reach for LHeC

Figure 3

The EIC profctsdiscussed by BN L and JLab describe an electron beam of4 to 20 G eV

on a proton beam of 50 to 250 G &V

The peak lum inosity ain ed for is sim ilar to the RR

ofpolarization

o
o

LHeC option. Polarization is an integralpart of the proposal,aim ing for 70

for each beam .

[19,[20,2111 during the session. T he kinem atic reach covered by the LHeC

T he physics program of both these colliders is discussed in detail in the contributions

12,03,14,013,18,

isshown in Fig.@and for the EIC in Fig.[.

In order to probe the interest of the comm unity and introduce the profcts to wide
audience a plenary paneldiscussion was organized starting o w ith an introduction ofA Tbert

D e Roeck who presented a num ber of question for the discussion such as

Is there su cient backup in the com m unity for such pro gcts?

Is there a scienti ¢ preference in the comm unity for a speci c pro fct?

For the progcts them selves: what are the possible tin elines, support in ’host’ labs,

and possible next steps?

W hat are possible stage pro fcts and how interesting are these?

T he paneldiscussion then proceeded w ith presentations on both the Large H adron E lec—-

tron Collider (LHeC ) by M ax K lein[24]and the U S. E lectron-Ton C ollider (EIC ) by A bhay
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Figure 4: T he kinem atic reach or EIC
cussion w ith questions from the audience. Unfortunately, Sergio Bertolicci, CERN scienti ¢
director, could not attend . O utlined below isan (incom plete) description of the discussions
follow ing the separate short exposes, w here applicable, and the general discussion after all
presentations. M ore detailed descriptions on the introductory overview presentationson the
LHeC and EIC status and plans, their science cases and accelerator and detector plns,
First ofall, it was com m ented that there also exists non-U S. and non-European interest

and the short personal view presentations by panel m em bers are given elsewhere in the

EIC advisory comm ittee), Tony T hom as (chief scientist at Je erson Laboratory) and Steve
proceadings.

D eshpande[28]. This was followed by short exposes about their personalview s on these ef-
fortsby A llen Caldwell (chair of the LHeC scienti ¢ advisory com m ittee and m em ber of the
V gdor (head ofhigh-energy and nuclear physics division at BN L ), follow ed by a generaldis—
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In the EIC and LHeC ideas. Tt was questioned whether any tension, con ict or interaction
exist between the LHeC and the next Linear C ollider ideas, but this w illdepend on highly—
anticipated LHC results. Both U S.EIC design e ortshave considered staging plans,and the
question arosehow to decide am ongst such. T hisdepends truly on their sciencem otivation as
any staging m ust have a standalone case to be successfiil. An interesting com m ent from the

oor was that the comm on feature between the LHeC and EIC ideas was really only their
high lum inosities, as energies, beam polarization, and ion sgpecies di er, and furthemm ore
they ain atdi erent science goals. T his is certainly true. Tt was pointed out, how ever, that
they have costs in comm on: if naldesignswere found to be expensive it is debatable if one
can have two such colliders. In addition, the experin ental facilities and technigques would
be sin ilar. Certainly, the U S.EIC deasand the LHeC willbene t from sharing in item s
like detector and interaction region ideas, and sin ulation concepts. D iscussed together also
gives a chance to better gauge their physics com m unality, eg., to access parton distribution
functions at low B prken x. Conceming the costs, it was later m entioned to be wary of
requiring a facility thatm eetsall scienti ¢ goals, as one can price oneself out of the m arket.
A sin ilar concem w as raised about the detector ideas, to be w ary of the possibility to develop
one universal super detector. Tt m ay bem ore e ective In term s of cost, feasibility and even
science access to build a few specialized detectors rather than one to "do it all".

A question arose on what the viewpoint of CERN was towards an LHeC . D iscussions
with the CERN generaldirector indicated the desire for the developm ent of a (very good)
C onceptualD esign R eport. N um ber one priority w ithin CERN isofcourse the LHC startup,
but large support for an LHeC already exists w ithin the CERN accelerator groups. CERN
has invited the LHeC proponents to develop intemational collaboration, which is ongoing
w ith recently an exam ple of work w ith N ovosibbirsk on the design for m agnets for both the
electron ring and the detector. CERN is still far away from a next big progct, but this
also allow s the opportunity to shape the science future In tem s of validating the case ofan
electron-proton collider in com bination w ith existing po and A-A colliders. It is expected
that all science opportunities, ncluding an LHeC and an LHC upgrade, should be on the
table w ith CERN m anagem ent around 20122013, such that the future plans can be decided
upon. It wasnoted that there is In addition support for the LH eC science case developm ent
by both ECFA and NuPECC , the Jatter having its longrange planning process next year
and study groups dedicated to both LHeC and EIC .

A s a next step, the LHeC proponents have a workshop from Septem ber 13 in D vonne
near CERN to work on a Conceptual D esign Report. To support the EIC e orts, several
topical workshops are planned beyond the reqular EIC Collaboration m eetings that occur
tw ice a year, w ith the next collaboration m esting end of M ay at G SI/D am stadt. A one-
week long workshop to further discuss and develop the scienti ¢ case of a staged EIC is
scheduled for O ctober 2009 at the U S. Institute for Nuclear Theory In Seattle, WA . A
tw o-m onth program follow s In the Fall of 2010. Since the U S. D epartm ent of Energy only
endorses a Conceptual D esign R eport after awarding a "m ission need" statem ent about a
new facility, the goals of these w orkshops are w hite papers to assist preparations for the next
U S. longrange planning e ort, also expected in 2012-2013. A Ppint tin eline for the EIC
exists to com e up w ith the best possible E IC design and science case by this next long-range
plan. The e orts to look at staged versions of an EIC origihated from the hope to possibly
have such an E IC ,w ith a standalone and excellent science case to support the costs, around
2020.

In reply to a question on the LH eC , its tim eline isbeyond 2020: it was stated that it takes

D IS 2009



tw o years to furtherdevelop a TechnicalD esign R eport from a com pleted C onceptualD esign
R eport, and then about eight years to build a detector. T his sounds like a long period, but
silicon vertex trackers for DESY experin entsw ere proposed In 1992, w ith resultsonly shown
at this D IS conference. If one does not start developm ent now , an LHeC certainly w ill not
happen on the anticipated tim e scale. A t present, the costs stillneed to be developed for all
LHeC scenarios considered (a range of costsw asdiscussed for the variousE IC scenarios) and
w ill need to be included in the ConceptualD esign R eport, ncluding also installation costs.
W hatever design scenario is chosen, the detector will be a huge thing! Tt was m entioned
that questions exist that cannot be answ ered yet, w ith associated cost uncertainties, such as
how to bypassexisting LHC detectors in the LH eC ring—xing option. Sin ilarly, the ring-linac
option costs will scale w ith the linac length or energy. LHC results will give guidance on
the proper energy range foran LHeC .

Regarding the EIC , a question was raised on the advantages and disadvantages of the
choices for the staged E IC considerations. Tt wasnoted that the energy ranges foran eventual
high-energy EIC , either at BNL or at JLab are sim ilar. Themain di erence between the
staged EIC options com es from the repetition rates and beam param eters assum ed, w ith
further in pact on the exact interaction region and detector design. In general, the geom etry
of the detector/ interaction regions is presently assum ed to be sim ilar. D etector designs are
stillat an early stage and further com m unity involvem ent in developing these in m ore detail
was solicited . For either staged-scenario design, it is not clear at all yet to what extent the
detectors can also serve for a future higher-energy E IC . T he advantage of a higher-repetition
rate would be the higher resulting um inosity.

D uring the discussion it wasem phasized at severaloccasions that there isplenty ofground
fortheEIC and LHeC to collaborate. In particular the tools forep and €A scattering, such as
state of the art M onte C arlo G enerator program s, and generic detector design and detector
technology evaluation/studies would be very suited for comm on discussions and perhaps
even working groups. This would certainly be very resourcee cient and also dem onstrate
the unity and detem ination in the D IS world.

T he panel discussion was summ arized stating that this is an in portant tim e for the
worldw ide e orts to establish an electron—ion collider. The LHeC e ortsgearup to com plte
a C onceptualD esign R eport around 20122013, w hereasthe EIC isworking on substantiating
their science case and accelerator/detectordesign for the next U S.Nuclear Science A dvisory
Comm ittee longrange planning e ort in the sam e tim e fram e. T his is the right tin e to pin
In to form a critical m ass, to develop a su ciently strong science case, and do detector
work and sin ulations. It is very im portant to have strong backup of the laboratories, and
to develop task forces. A favorable tin e m ay very well be com Ing up for such electron-ion
collider ideas.

Finally, the chair John D ainton thanked the laboratory representatives, the panelm em —
bers, and the audience for the discussions.

5 Conclusions

At the D IS09 m eeting there was a very clear and strong sign from the com m unity in con—
tihuing and grow ing Interest in a D IS program in the future. Several new experin ents w ill
com e on line in the next years, which will provide a wealth of new data and will lead to
new insights. The LHeC and EIC progcts are shaping up to becom e conceptual designs.
T he success of these pro cts w ill, am ong others, depend on the continuing com m itm ent and
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engagem ent of the D IS comm unity to these progcts now and In the next few years. If a
w indow of opportunity would present itself, we better notm iss it.
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