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C hapter 1 Introduction

TheAm erican particlephysicscom m unity can look forward to a well-conceived and
vitalprogram ofexperim entation for the next ten years,using both colliders and
�xed targetbeam sto study a widevariety ofpressing questions.Beyond 2010,these
program s willbe reaching the end oftheir expected lives. The CERN LHC will
provide an experim entalprogram ofthe�rstim portance.Butbeyond theLHC,the
Am erican com m unity needs a coherent plan. The Snowm ass 2001 W orkshop and
thedeliberationsoftheHEPAP subpanelo�era rareopportunity to engagethefull
com m unity in planning ourfutureforthenextdecadeorm ore.

A m ajoracceleratorprojectrequiresadecadefrom thebeginningofan engineering
design to the receiptofthe �rstdata. So itisnow tim e to decide whetherto begin
a new acceleratorprojectthatwilloperatein the yearssoon after2010.W e believe
thattheworld high-energy physicscom m unity needssuch a project.W ith thegreat
prom iseofdiscovery in physicsatthenextenergy scale,and with theopportunity for
theuncovering ofprofound insights,wecannotallow our�eld to contractto a single
experim entalprogram ata singlelaboratory in theworld.

W e believe thatan e+ e� linearcolliderisan excellentchoice forthe nextm ajor
projectin high-energy physics.Applying experim entaltechniquesvery di�erentfrom
those used athadron colliders,an e+ e� linearcolliderwillallow usto build on the
discoveries m ade atthe Tevatron and the LHC,and to add a levelofprecision and
clarity thatwillbe necessary to understand the physicsofthe nextenergy scale. It
is not necessary to anticipate speci�c results from the hadron collider program s to
argueforconstructing an e+ e� linearcollider;in any scenario thatisnow discussed,
physicswillbene�tfrom thenew inform ation thate+ e� experim entscan provide.

Thislastpointm eritsfurtherem phasis. Ifa new acceleratorcould be designed
and builtin afew years,itwould m akesensetowaitfortheresultsofeach accelerator
beforeplanning thenextone.Thus,wewould waitfortheresultsfrom theTevatron
before planning the LHC experim ents,and wait for the LHC before planning any
laterstage.In reality acceleratorsrequirea long tim eto construct,and they require
such specialized resources and hum an talent that delay can cripple what would be
prom ising opportunities.In any event,webelievethatthecaseforthelinearcollider
issocom pellingand robustthatwecan justify thisfacility on thebasisofourcurrent
knowledge,even beforetheTevatron and LHC experim entsaredone.

The physics prospects for the linear collider have been studied intensively for
m ore than a decade,and argum entsfortheim portance ofitsexperim entalprogram
have been developed from m any di�erent points ofview. This book provides an
introduction and a guide to this literature. W e hope that it willallow physicists
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new to the consideration oflinearcollider physics to startfrom theirown personal
perspectives and develop their own assessm ents ofthe opportunities a�orded by a
linearcollider.

The m aterials in this book are organized as follows. In Chapter 2,we reprint
the ‘Linear Collider W hitepaper’,a docum ent prepared last sum m er by the linear
collider supporters for the Gilm an writing group of HEPAP [1]. This docum ent
presentsa distilled argum entforthe �rstphase ofthe linearcolliderat500 GeV in
thecenterofm ass.Though itdescribesa num berofphysicsscenarios,item phasizes
aparticularperspectiveon thephysicstobeexpected atthenextscale.Considerable
space isgiven to the analysisofa lightHiggsboson| ascalled forby the precision
electroweak m easurem ents| and to m easurem entsofsupersym m etry,m otivated,for
exam ple,by the precisely known values ofthe Standard M odelcoupling constants.
There is no question that,in these scenarios, the linear collider would provide a
program ofbeautifuland illum inating experim ents.

The ‘Sourcebook forLC Physics’,Chapters3{8 givesa m ore com plete overview
ofthe physics m easurem ents proposed for the linear collider program . In separate
sections,we review the literature that describes the m easurem ents that the linear
colliderwillm akeavailableonthefullvarietyofphysicstopics:Higgs,supersym m etry,
otherm odelsoftheelectroweak sym m etry breaking (including new Z bosons,exotic
particles,and extra dim ensions),top quark physics, QCD,and the new precision
electroweakphysicsavailableatlinearcolliders.ThechapteronHiggsphysicsincludes
a thorough review ofthecapabilitiesofa linearcolliderforthestudy oftheStandard
M odelHiggsboson asa function ofitsm ass.

Chapter9givesasurvey oftheoreticalapproachestothenextscalein physicsand
the im plications ofeach forthe linear collider physics case. This chapter attem pts
to coverthe fullrange ofpossibilitiesforphysicsatthe nextenergy scale. W e hope
thatthisreview willbeusefulin puttingeach particularphysicsscenario intoalarger
perspective.

Thediscussion ofexperim entalprogram issuesin Chapters10{14presentsa num -
berofoptionsforthelinearcolliderexperim entalprogram ,weighing theirm eritsand
requirem ents.W ebegin by presenting som etypicalscenariosforoperation ofthelin-
earcollider,with suggested choicesforenergy and lum inosity tom eetspeci�cphysics
goals. W e then discuss the baseline experim entalfacilities. Our baseline design is
an acceleratorof500 GeV center-of-m assenergy,with polarized e� beam s,and with
two interaction regionsthatshare thelum inosity. The design envisionsa num berof
upgrade paths. These include low-energy precision m easurem entsin one ofthe two
regions and e+ e� collisions at m ulti-TeV energies in the other. The logic ofthese
plansisdescribed in som edetail.In thesubsequentchapters,wediscussthepossible
options ofpositron polarization,operation ofa 

 collider by laser backscattering
from electron beam s,and operation fore� e� collisions. In each case,we review the
prom iseand thetechnologicalproblem softheapproach.
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Chapter 15 discusses detectors for the linear collider experim ents. W e present
and costthreedetectorm odels.W ealso discussissuesforthelinearcolliderdetector
design.Though agenericLEP-styledetectorcould carryoutthebasicm easurem ents,
the linearcolliderenvironm ent o�ersthe opportunity forexceptionaldetection e�-
cienciesand precision in thestudy ofphysicsprocesses.W elista num berofresearch
problem swhosesolution would allow usto realizethefullpotentialthathigh energy
e+ e� collisionso�er.

The �nalchapter gives a list ofsuggested questions that could be taken up at
Snowm assorin otherstudies.M any ofthesearisefrom thespeci�cdiscussionsofthe
earlierchapters.They rangefrom questionsofacceleratorand detectoroptim izations
to physicsissuesthatrequire�rststudy orm orecarefulscrutiny.

W e do notdiscusslinearcollideracceleratordesignsin thisbook,buta num ber
ofusefulreports on the various current proposals are available. TESLA,based on
superconductingrfcavities,hasbeen subm itted totheGerm an goverm entasaform al
TDR [2].A detailed proposalforthewarm cavity acceleratordeveloped by theNLC
and JLC groupswaspresented in the 1996 ZDR [3],and the currentNLC baseline
is described in a separate paper for the Snowm ass 2001 workshop [4]. These two
approacheshavedi�erentem phasesand di�erin m any details.However,both designs
m eettherequirem entsto achieve thephysicsgoalsthatwediscussin thisbook.

W e believe that it is urgent that the Am erican high-energy physics com m unity
com e to grips now with the issues related to the linear collider. There are several
reasons for this. First,the proposals for a linear collider in Europe and in Asia
are now becom ing explicit. Inevitably,such proposalswillraise the question ofhow
the Am erican com m unity willparticipate. W e are approaching the tim e when the
nature ofour involvem ent willbe decided by default,not by our design. Second,
the high energy frontierofaccelerator-based research willpass to the LHC in only
a few years. Since the health ofany region’s particle physics com m unity depends
on itscentralparticipation in a frontierfacility,theUS com m unity needsto address
how it willparticipate in the m ajor facilities ofthe com ing era. Third| and m ost
im portantly| thelinearcolliderisvery likely,in ouropinion,to m akem ajorprogress
on them ostpressing physicsquestionsbeforeustoday.W ecan o�erno guaranteeof
this,sinceitisthenatureofour�eld thateach new frontieracceleratorstepsintothe
unknown.Butforallthewaysthatareforeseen to resolve them ystery oftheorigin
ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking,m easurem ents atthe linearcolliderwould be of
crucialim portance.
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K.van Bibber,R.van Kooten,J.D.W ells,H.Yam am oto

Severalproposalsarebeingdeveloped around theworld foran e+ e� linearcollider
with an initialcenterofm assenergy of500 GeV.In thispaper,we willdiscusswhy
a project ofthis type deserves priority as the next m ajor initiative in high energy
physics.

1 Introduction

Thoseofuswho havechosen towork in elem entary particlephysicshavetaken on
thetask ofuncovering thelawsofNatureatthesm allestdistancescales.Theprocess
isan excavation,and assuch,thework proceedsthrough variousstages.During the
pastten years,experim entshaveclari�ed thebasicstructureofthestrong,weak,and
electrom agnetic interactionsthrough m easurem ents ofexquisite precision. Now the
nextstageisaboutto begin.

Thestructureoftheelectroweak interactions,con�rm ed in greatdetailby recent
experim ents,requiresanew threshold in fundam entalphysicsatdistancesorenergies
within a factoroften beyond thosewecan currently probe.M oredetailed aspectsof
thedata arguethatthisthreshold iscloseathand.In thenextdecade,wewillcarry
outthe �rstexperim entsthatm ove beyond thisthreshold,perhapsatthe Ferm ilab
Tevatron,alm ostcertainly attheCERN LHC.

M any m easurem entsofthisnew physicswillbem adeatthesehadron colliders.In
thisdocum entwe willargue thatelectron-positron collidersalso have an im portant
roleto play.Because theelectron isan essentially structurelessparticlewhich inter-
actsthrough theprecisely calculableweak and electrom agneticinteractions,an e+ e�
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collidercan unam biguously determ inethespinsand quantum num bersofnew parti-
cles.Crosssection and branching ratio m easurem entsarestraightforward and can be
readily com pared to m odelsforthe underlying physics. Electron beam polarization
allowsexperim entstodistinguish electroweak quantum num bersand m easureim por-
tantm ixing angles. During the nextfew years,hadron colliderswilllikely discover
theagentsofelectroweak sym m etry breaking.Butelectron-positron experim entswill
also benecessary to com pletely determ inethepropertiesofthenew particles.

W e believe thata num berofnew developm entscallforthe startofconstruction
ofa high lum inosity 500 GeV e+ e� colliderin thisdecade.First,precision m easure-
m entsfrom experim entsatCERN,Ferm ilab and SLAC suggestthatim portantnew
physicsiswithin rangeofthism achine.Second,thenecessary technologieshavebeen
developed tothepointwhereitisfeasibletoconstructthecollider.Third,thesetech-
nologies,and othersstillunderdevelopm ent,should allow thecollidertobeupgraded
to TeV and even m ulti-TeV energies. For allofthese reasons,we believe that the
tim eisrightto design and constructa high lum inosity 500 GeV e+ e� linearcollider.

In thispaper,weform ulatethephysicscaseforthism achine.Theelem entsofthe
argum entare:

1.New physicsprocessesshould appearata500GeV collider.In particular,preci-
sion data indicatethattheHiggsboson should beaccessibleto thism achine.If
itis,thecolliderwillde�nitively testwhethertheHiggsboson isresponsiblefor
generating them assesofthequarks,leptons,and gaugebosonsoftheStandard
M odel.

2.There are good reasonsto believe thatthere isothernew physics atthe TeV
scale.Acrosstherangeofm odels,e+ e� colliderexperim entsadd crucialinfor-
m ation to thatavailablefrom hadron colliderexperim ents.They willdram ati-
cally clarify ourunderstanding ofTeV scalephysics.

3.A 500 GeV collider is a critical�rst step toward a higher energy e+ e� col-
lider. W e believe thatsuch a m achine islikely to be needed forthe com plete
elucidation ofthenextsetofphysicallaws.

This paper willproceed as follows: In Section 2,we willdiscuss the future of
high energy physicsfrom a long-term perspective. W e willbrie
y review the recent
developm entsthathaveclari�ed thestructureofelem entary particleinteractions,the
challengesposed by the nextscale in physics,and the need forhigherenergy lepton
and hadron colliders. In Section 3,we willbrie
y describe the current designs of
500 GeV e+ e� colliders and the technologies thatwillenable them to be upgraded
to higherenergy.Thisdiscussion willde�ne thebasic acceleratorspeci�cationsthat
wewillexplorein thisstudy:centerofm assenergiesup to 500 GeV,and lum inosity
sam ples of200 fb� 1 to 600 fb� 1. In Section 4, we willgive the argum ents that
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new physics should appear at 500 GeV.In Section 5,we willdescribe som e ofthe
im portant m easurem ents that could be m ade at a 500 GeV collider,or with high
lum inosity m easurem ents at the Z pole or the W W threshold. In Section 6,we
willdescribe additionalm easurem ents forwhich the required energy is less certain
butwhich,when they arekinem atically accessible in e+ e� collisions,willbeautifully
enhancetheresultsoftheLHC.Section 7 containsourconclusions.

There is an enorm ous literature on the physics capabilities ofe+ e� colliders at
energiesof500GeV and above.Ourgoalin thisdocum entistosum m arizeand focus
thisinform ation.M uch m oreinform ation aboutthecapabilitiesofahigh energye+ e�

linearcollidercan befound in [1,2,3,4]and referencestherein.

Beforebeginningourdiscussion,wewould liketocom m enton threerelated issues.
The �rst is the role ofthe LHC.The ATLAS and CM S experim ents at the LHC
are likely to be the m ostim portanthigh energy physics experim entsofthe decade,
precisely because they willbe the �rst experim ents whose energy is clearly in the
regim eofnew physics.Thelinearcolliderdoesnotneed tocom petedirectly with the
LHC in term sofenergy;instead,itsphysics program should com plem ent the LHC
by adding im portantnew inform ation.Itisjustforthisreason thatwem ustlook at
thestrengthsand weaknessesoftheLHC when we build thecase foran e+ e� linear
collider.

The second concernsthe com peting linearcollidertechnologies,the approach of
NLC and JLC,with warm copperaccelerating structures,and thatofTESLA,with
superconductingRF cavities.From thepointofview ofthephysics,thesim ilaritiesof
theseproposalsarem oreim portantthan theirdi�erences.Both schem esarecapable
ofhigh lum inosity (2� 1034 cm � 2sec� 1 forNLC/JLC,3� 1034 cm � 2sec� 1 forTESLA)
and lead to sim ilar backgrounds from beam strahlung,pair production,and other
m achine-related e�ects. The physics case we willdevelop applies to both schem es.
A decision between them m ust eventually be m ade on the basis ofcost,detailed
technicaladvantages,and upgradability,butwe willnotargue foreitherparticular
approach in thisreport.

Thethird issueconcernstheultim ateupgradeoftheenergy ofthee+ e� colliderto
m ulti-TeV centerofm assenergies.RecentR&D suggeststhatthism aybeachievable.
Itislikely thattheneedsofphysicswilleventually callforexperim entsatsuch high
energies,and so the collider should be planned to support a program ofsuccessive
energy upgrades. However,the �rst stage ofany program toward m ulti-TeV e+ e�

collisionswillbea 500 GeV linearcollider.This�rst-stagem achine now hasa clear
physicsjusti�cation,and thatwillbethem ain focusofthisreport.
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2 Lepton colliders and the long-term future ofhigh energy

physics

TheacceleratorsatCERN,Ferm ilab,DESY,and SLAC,which today providethe
highest energy particle collisions,were originally envisioned and justi�ed in an era
when thefundam entalstructuresofthestrongand weak interactionswerecom pletely
m ysterious.Thesefacilitiesprovided m uch ofthedatathatallowed thesem ysteriesto
be understood. Through successive upgradesand im provem ents,they also provided
the data that allowed the resulting theories to be tested with precision. W e have
learned thatwith tim e,acceleratorsand individualexperim entsoutstrip predictions
oftheir physics reach. This history im plies that we should think about future ac-
celeratorsfrom a long-term perspective. W e begin thisreportwith thatdiscussion.
W here m ay we expectto be,20 yearsfrom now,in ourexploration offundam ental
physics? How can wegetthere?

2.1 A 20-year goalfor high energy physics

Thebeautifulexperim entsin particlephysicsoverthepast20 yearshavebrought
us to the point where we are poised to discover the m icrophysicalorigin ofm ass.
In the Standard M odel,the electroweak interactions are builton the foundation of
an SU(2)� U(1) gauge sym m etry. Allofthe m ass term s in the Standard M odel
necessarily violate thissym m etry. M assescan only appearbecause som e new �elds
causethissym m etry to bespontaneously broken.

The spontaneoussym m etry breaking cannotbeexplained in term softhe known
strong,weak,and electrom agnetic interactions. In the 1980s,itwaspossible to be-
lieve that the W and Z bosons were com posite particles [5,6,7,8]. In the 1990s,
when electroweak radiative corrections were m easured to be in agreem ent with the
SU(2)� U(1)gauge theory [9],thispossibility wassweptaway. Atthe sam e tim e,
thefundam entalcouplingsofthestrong,weak,and electrom agneticinteractionswere
precisely m easured. Atthe weak interaction scale,these couplingsare too sm allto
createanew stateofspontaneously broken sym m etry.Thus,thebreakingoftheelec-
troweak gaugesym m etry m ustcom efrom new fundam entalinteractions.To explain
the m agnitude ofthe W and Z m asses,these interactionsm ustoperate atthe TeV
scale.

Overthenext20 years,a prim ary goalforhigh energy physicswillbeto discover
these new fundam entalinteractions,to learn theirqualitative character,and to de-
scribethem quantitatively bynew physicallaws.Today,although wecan guess,wedo
notknow whatform theselawswilltake.Itislogically possiblethattheelectroweak
sym m etry is broken by a single Higgs boson. M ore likely,the agent ofsym m etry
breaking willbeaccom panied by othernew physics.A popularhypothesisisa super-
sym m etric generalization ofthe Standard M odel. Othersuggestionsinclude m odels
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with new gauge interactions,leading to a strongly-coupled theory atTeV energies,
and m odelswith extra spatialdim ensionsand quantum gravity attheTeV scale.

Aside from their own intrinsic im portance,the study ofthese new interactions
willplay a crucialrolein ourunderstanding oftheuniverse.Forexam ple,supersym -
m etry isatheory ofspace-tim estructurewhich requiresm odi�cation ofthetheory of
gravity.Othertypesofm odels,in particularthosewith largeextraspacedim ensions,
necessarily invoke new space-tim ephysicsattheTeV scale.

New physicsisalso needed to addressoneofthem ysteriesofcosm ology.Thereis
substantialevidence thata largefraction ofthe totalenergy density ofthe universe
iscom posed ofnon-baryonic dark m atter. Recentestim atesrequire thatdark m at-
tershould m ake up m ore than 80% ofthe totalm atterin the universe [10]. A new
stable particle with a m ass ofabout 100 GeV and an annihilation cross section of
electroweak sizeisan excellentcandidateforthisdark m atter.M odelsofelectroweak
sym m etry breaking typically contain a particle�lling thisdescription.During recent
years,an enorm ousam ounthasbeen learned abouttheearly universe,back toatim e
ofabout1 second afterthe Big Bang,by the detailed com parison ofprim ordialele-
m entabundanceswith a kinetictheory ofnucleosynthesisbased on m easured nuclear
physics crosssections[11]. In 20 years,we could have a precise knowledge ofthese
new interactionsthatwould allow apredictivekinetictheoryofthedark m atter.This
would push ourdetailed knowledge oftheearly universe back to 10� 12 secondsafter
theBig Bang.

High energy physicshasm any concernsasidefrom thenatureofelectroweak sym -
m etry breaking.Theorigin ofthequark and lepton 
avorsism ysterious;thepattern
ofm assesand 
avorm ixingsisnotunderstood. The discovery thatneutrinoshave
m ass[12]hasadded a new dim ension to thispuzzle. In thisdecade,there willbe a
signi�cante�ort,with contributionsfrom m any laboratories,to m easuretheparam e-
tersof
avorm ixing and CP violation.These questionsareallintim ately related to
thepuzzleofelectroweak sym m etry breaking.

There are two reasonsforthis. First,in the Standard M odelallm assterm sare
forbidden by sym m etry,and therefore allm asses,m ixings,and CP violating term s
m ust involve the sym m etry-breaking �elds. Forexam ple,in a m odelin which this
breaking isdueto fundam entalHiggsbosons,thequark and lepton m asses,m ixings,
and CP violating anglesoriginate in the ferm ion couplings to the Higgs�elds. W e
willneed to know whatHiggsbosonsexist,orwhatreplacesthem ,in orderto build
a theory of
avor. Second,deviationsfrom the conventionalexpectationsfor
avor
physics are necessarily due to new particles from outside the Standard M odel. If
such deviationsare to be visible in the study ofCP violation,forexam ple,the new
particlesm usttypically havem assesofoneto severalhundred GeV.Given thism ass
scale,itislikely thatthose particlesare associated with the physics ofelectroweak
sym m etry breaking.

Precision low energy experim entsare designed to search fordeviationsfrom the
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StandardM odel.Such deviationsindicatethepresenceofnew particleswhich m ustbe
found athigh energies.M odelsofnew physicsdo notalwayspredictsuch deviations,
and observed e�ectscan beinterpreted in m ultipleways.So,thereisnowaytoescape
theneed tosearch fornew particlesdirectly athigh energy.In fact,wearealreadyin a
situation whereourcurrentknowledgerequiresthatnew physicsbefound atthenext
step in energy.Theneed fornew acceleratorscan beseen from ourstudy oftheweak
interactions,asa consequenceofthelawsthatwehaveestablished experim entally in
thepastdecade.

Thus,theelucidation ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking should bethekey central
goalforparticlephysicsresearch in thenext20 years.

2.2 A 20-year program for accelerators

Aswe have justseen,electroweak sym m etry breaking requiresnew fundam ental
interactions;itisourtask to �nd and understand them . In every exam ple we know
ofa fundam entallaw ofNature (with the possible exception ofEinstein’s general
relativity),thecorrecttheoreticalunderstanding aroseonly with theaccum ulation of
a largestock ofexperim entaldata and theresolution ofparadoxeswithin thatdata.
New and varied experim entaltechniqueswere needed,both to accum ulate the basic
data,and to crucially check orrefuteinterm ediate hypotheses.

For the direct exploration ofthe TeV energy scale,only two types ofcollision
processes are feasible| proton-proton and lepton-lepton reactions. Proton-proton
collisions have the advantage ofvery high center ofm ass energies and high rates.
However,thisenvironm entalso haslargebackgrounds,m ainly from Standard M odel
gluon-gluon collisions.Uncertaintiesfrom parton distributionsand from perturbative
calculations lim it the accuracy possible in m any precision m easurem ents. Lepton-
lepton collisions have a com plem entary set ofadvantages and disadvantages. The
cross sections are low,requiring high lum inosity. However,new physics processes,
ifthey occur,typically form a large fraction ofthe totalcrosssection. Finalstates
can beobserved abovewellunderstood backgrounds,allowing unam biguoustheoret-
icalinterpretation. Crosssectionsforsignaland background processescan be com -
puted to part-per-m ilaccuracy. Lepton-lepton collisionsprovide precise and m odel-
independentm easurem entswhich com plem entthosefrom hadron m achines.

Itiswellappreciated that,in developingourunderstandingofthestrongand elec-
troweak interactions,proton and electron collidersm adedistinctand com plem entary
contributions.Asrepresentativeexam ples,recallthediscovery ofnucleon and m eson
resonances,the �,and the Z 0 and W � at proton facilities and the corresponding
studiesofdeep inelastic scattering,the charm onium and bottom onium system s,the
Z 0 resonance,and theW + W � threshold atelectron m achines.In anaturalevolution,
results from e+ e� have pointed to new processes in D and B m eson decays which
have been probed furtherin high-rate hadron experim ents. In the latersections of
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thisreport,we willdiscuss a num berofspeci�c m odelsthatillustrate the way this
com plem entarity m ightplay outathigherenergies.

Thislogicleadsusto plan,overthenext20 years,to study thenew interactions
responsible for electroweak sym m etry breaking in both proton-proton and lepton-
lepton collisions.From ourexperience with the strong and electroweak interactions,
it is likely that these new interactions willnot be thoroughly understood untilwe
can look at them experim entally from energies above the relevant particle m asses.
In som e supersym m etric m odels,it is possible to stand above the whole spectrum
ata center ofm ass energy of1 TeV.Butquite possibly| and necessarily form od-
elsofstrong-interaction electroweak sym m etry breaking| thisrequiresm uch higher
energies,perhaps5{10 TeV in parton-parton collisions.

This challenge was the m otivation for building the SSC.W ith the anticipated
startofthe LHC experim entalprogram in 2005,the proton-proton program willat
last begin. The LHC,operating at 14 TeV and a lum inosity of1034 cm � 2sec� 1,
hasparton collisionsofsu�ciently high energy thatitisexpected to produce som e
signatureofthenew physicsthatunderlieselectroweak sym m etry breaking[13,14,15].

For electron-positron colliders, allschem es for achieving high energy collisions
involve linearcolliders.Thetechnology ofe+ e� linearcollidersisrelatively new,but
im portantexpertise was gained through operation ofthe SLC [16],which operated
attheZ 0 pole.The naturalnextstep forthistechnology isa colliderwith 500 GeV
centerofm assenergy. A colliderproviding thisenergy,and delivering the required
lum inosity,above1034 cm � 2sec� 1,would bea criticalstep on thepath toward m ulti-
TeV energies and very high lum inosities. At the sam e tim e,as we shallsee,a 500
GeV collider has su�cient energy to m ake decisive contributions to the study of
electroweak sym m etry breaking.

The design ofa 500 GeV linear collider m ust not preclude extension to higher
energies.Indeed,boththecurrentwarm andsuperconductinglinearcolliderproposals
explicitly include adiabatic extensions to som ewhathigherenergies. TESLA allows
a stage ofoperation at 800 GeV.The NLC/JLC plan includes ready expansion to
1 TeV and allows for an upgrade to 1.5 TeV.The pace ofsuch an upgrade would
depend on thephysicsfound attheLHC,aswellason resultsfrom the�rstphaseof
500 GeV operation.

In thecontextofa 20-yearplan,however,we m ustgo even further,and contem -
platepartoniccollision energiesof5{10TeV.Forhadron colliders,theVLHC program
ofR&D now underway,orpotentialupgradesto the LHC,could provide this;how-
everitseem sprem ature to propose such a m achine untilthe initialLHC resultsare
available. A m ulti-TeV m uon colliderhasreceived m uch recentattention,butthere
rem ain im portantR&D issuesto beresolved beforeitsfeasibility can bedeterm ined.
In thepastfew years,aprom ising routetom ulti-TeV collisionshasem erged fore+ e�

colliders.Thepossibility ofa5TeV e+ e� linearcolliderwasstudied atSnowm ass’96
[17],wherethreeoutstandingproblem swereidenti�ed:thelackofafeasibleRF power
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sourceforhigh frequency accelerating structures,thelargelength oftheFinalFocus
sections,and the tightm anufacturing and alignm enttolerancesforthe accelerating
structures. Since then,there hasbeen considerable progress. A m ajorrethinking of
thetwo-beam (CLIC)acceleration schem em akesthisconcept,in which alow-energy,
high-currentbeam isused to generatehigh-frequency RF,look prom ising asa power
sourceforvery high energy acceleration [18].Indeed,such schem esnow look feasible
forlowerRF frequencies(forexam ple,atX band),and thiscould provide a natural
evolution path tohigheracceleratinggradients[19].New com pactFinalFocuslayouts
[20]havebeen recently incorporated into theNLC design.

The issue ofm anufacturing and alignm enttolerancesiscentralto the successful
operation ofany high-lum inosity linear collider. This issue is presented in a m ore
m anageable form in the design ofa 500 GeV colliderwith eitherwarm orsupercon-
ductingRF.M oreover,theexperienceofbuildingand runningthism achinewillbean
invaluable prerequisite to eventuale+ e� experim entation atm ulti-TeV energies. In
addition,any m ulti-TeV e+ e� linearcolliderwillbeplaced in a long,straighttunnel
exactly like the one on the site ofa 500 GeV m achine and perhapscould reuse the
dam ping ringsand injectorcom plex ofthe 500 GeV stage. Thus,a 500 GeV linear
collideristhe�rststageofa 20-yearexploration in e+ e� physics.

3 Param eters ofa 500 G eV linear collider

Thedesignsoflinearcollidershaveevolved dram atically overthepast�ve years,
based in part on experience from the SLAC Linear Collider operating at 91 GeV,
and in parton extensive collaborativeR&D e�ortsin Europe,Japan and theUnited
States.Atthiswriting,them achineparam etersarestillbeing evaluated;thissection
isintended to givethecurrently envisioned scopeofthepossibleacceleratorprojects.

The TESLA collider,developed by a collaboration led by DESY,would em ploy
superconducting RF accelerating cavitiesoperating in L-band (1.3 GHz). The JLC
(KEK)and NLC (SLAC,LBNL,LLNL,FNAL)designsare based on warm acceler-
atingstructuresoperatingin X-band (11.4GHz).Initialconstruction ofeach ofthese
isexpected fora 500 GeV m achine.A variety ofim portantdi�erencesin thedesigns
follow from the basic choice ofaccelerating frequency. (KEK is also considering a
C-band variantoperating at5.7 GHz.)

Them ain param etersofTESLA and theX-band NLC/JLC areshown in Table1.
Forallproposals,electron beam polarization of80% isexpected. Production ofpo-
larized positrons can be envisioned by creating polarized photons in sophisticated
undulatorm agnets,orby backscattering polarized high-powerlasers,butthesepossi-
bilitiesrequirefurtherdevelopm ent.In allproposals,thecollidercan alsobeoperated
fore� e� collisions with som e loss in lum inosity. By backscattering laser beam s,it
m ay bepossible to createa high-lum inosity gam m a-gam m a colliderwith a centerof
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TESLA NLC/JLC
E CM (GeV) 500 500

RF frequency (GHz) 1.3 11.4
Repetition rate(Hz) 5 120

Lum inosity (1034 cm � 2sec� 1) 3.4 2.2
Bunch separation (ns) 337 1.4

E�ective gradient(M V/m ) 22 50.2
Beam strahlung (% ) 3.3 4.6
Linaclength (km ) 31 10.8

Table 2.1: Basic param eters ofthe high-lum inosity TESLA and NLC/JLC accelerator

designs.

m assenergy ofabout80% ofthatfore+ e� .
The U.S.design ofthe NLC underwent a DOE readiness review to initiate the

ConceptualDesign Report in M ay 1999. The Review Com m ittee was positive in
itsassessm ent ofthe technicaldesign. The costwasestim ated at$7.9B.Aftersub-
traction ofcontingency,escalation,and detectors,these costswere distributed over
the m ajorsubsystem sasfollows:injectors(19% ),m ain linacs(39% ),beam delivery
(11% ),globalcosts (17% ),m anagem ent/business (14% ). The DOE decided not to
proceed with theo�cialCD-1 m ilestonein view ofthiscost.Presentwork isfocused
on costand possible scope reductions. In the pastyear,progresshasbeen m ade in
identifying areas ofsavings,including the use ofperm anent m agnets for the beam
lines,electronicsdistributed along thelinacs,m odi�cationsto theinjectors,and con-
siderable reduction ofthe length ofthe FinalFocus. Dem onstrated im provem ents
in the klystronsand m odulatorsshould give a reduction ofRF powercosts. Taken
together,thesedevelopm entsareestim ated to reducethecostby 30% .Scopereduc-
tions,including building the linacsinitially for500 GeV operation,with subsequent
civilconstruction for higher energy,could yield a further 10{15% reduction in the
initialcost.

The lum inosity expected forthe NLC design depends critically on the precision
with which onecan build and align thedisk-loaded acceleratingstructuresofthem ain
X-band linac.Recenttestshavedem onstrated thatstructurescan beproduced with
2{3 tim esbetteraccuracy than projected in the1999review,and thatm onitorsbuilt
into these structurescan m easure theirposition with respectto the beam to within
a few m icrons. Re-exam ination ofthe beam param etersin the lightofthese results
hasled to the realization thatthe lum inosity ofthe collider can be expected to be
3{4 tim eshigherthan projected in 1999,although itislikely to require som eperiod
ofrunning to carry out the needed beam -based alignm ent ofthe accelerator. It is
reasonableto assum ethatthecolliderwillbegin operation at5� 1033cm � 2sec� 1 and
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that,overa period oftim e,itwillreach thedesign lum inosity of2:2� 1034cm � 2sec� 1

shown in Table1.Thiswould yield 100 fb� 1 ofaccum ulated data in the�rstyearof
operation and 200 fb� 1/yrin subsequentyears.

Each of these proposals includes possible adiabatic upgrades in energy. The
TESLA collidercan beexpanded to 800 GeV through higheraccelerating gradients.
TheNLC/JLC energy upgradeto1TeV could beachieved through an increasein the
linaclengthsand theaddition ofm oreRF structures.Im provem entsin RF gradients
orfurtherincreases in length could allow operation at1.5 TeV.Itisim portantfor
the long term evolution ofthe linearcolliderthatthe 
exibility to im plem entthese
optionsbeincluded in theinitialm achinedesign.

W ork hasbeen doneatCERN (CLIC)todevelop theRF powerforacceleration to
even higherenergies.Theideaistogeneratewake�eld powerforthem ain linacsusing
a high current,low energy drivebeam operating atlow (L-band)frequencies.Recent
work at SLAC has expanded this concept to incorporate a recycling drive beam
train that is cheaper,m ore com pact and e�cient than the originalCLIC concept.
Accelerating gradientsofabout100 M V/m areenvisioned forthistwo beam design.
The two beam linear collider o�ers an attractive possibility for later expansion of
thelinearcolliderto m ulti-TeV operation,and suggeststhepotentialforan evolving
acceleratorfacility thatcan follow the initialphase ofphysicsresults. RecentR&D
suggests that the use ofthe two beam drive technology is as wellsuited for linacs
operating in theX-band asforthe30 GHzstructuresoriginally envisioned by CLIC,
although thelim itsto feasiblegradientsarenotclear.

Forthe NLC design with perm anent m agnets in the beam lines,the energy for
operation cannot be decreased below halfits m axim um . As discussed in the next
sections,physicsconsiderationsm ay dictatethata widerrangeofenergiesisneeded.
In particular,a return to the Z 0 pole m ay be desirable to im prove the precision of
theelectroweak m easurem ents.Sim ilarly,iftheHiggsboson isin thelow m assregion
favored by the Standard M odelorsupersym m etry,itm ay be advantageousto accu-
m ulate substantialintegrated lum inosity atthe energy ofthe m axim um Higgscross
section and,atthesam etim e,explorethehigh energy region.Recently,consideration
hasbeen given to providing a second beam operating atlowerenergies. Thisbeam
would beextracted from them ain acceleratorand accelerated in unused tim eslicesof
theAC duty cycle.The extra powerneeded forthisoperation could below because
ofthereduced energy ofthebeam s.Low and high energy beam swould bedelivered
to dedicated detectors installed atseparate interaction points in the beam delivery
region.
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4 W hy we expect new physics below 500 G eV

AtSnowm ass’96,itwasargued thata1.5TeV e+ e� colliderisroughly equivalent
to theLHC in itsability to detectthenew physicsrelated to electroweak sym m etry
breaking [15]. However,thispointwillcertainly be m ootby the tim e such a linear
collideroperates. The realquestion thatwe m ustaddressisdi�erent: In an era in

which the LHC is already exploring the new interactions responsible for electroweak

sym m etrybreaking,whatcriticalinform ation m uste+ e� experim entsadd,andatwhat

e+ e� centerofm assenergiesshould thisinform ation be sought?

Today,thereisconsiderableevidencethatan e+ e� colliderprogram should begin
ata centerofm assenergy of500 GeV.Thisevidence isindirectand willrem ain so
untilthenew particlesresponsibleforelectroweak sym m etry breaking arediscovered.
The case restson the large body ofprecision data acquired overthe pastten years.
These data agree rem arkably with the m inim alStandard M odel. W hen interpreted
using this m odel,they require that the Higgs boson be light. The data also place
strong constraints on possible new physics associated with electroweak sym m etry
breaking. These constraintsde�ne distinct pathways fornew physics which willbe
tested atthenextgeneration ofcolliders.

Following theguidance ofthe precision data,we willarguein thissection thata
500GeV linearcolliderwillbeneeded whatevertheoutcom eoftheLHC experim ents
m ight be. In Sections 4.1{4.3,we willoutline why there should be a light Higgs
boson with m ass below about 200 GeV.In Section 4.4,we willargue that,ifthe
new physics includessupersym m etry,the lightestsuperpartnersshould be found at
a 500 GeV collider. There are known waysto evade these argum ents,butthey too
give rise to crucialtestsin e+ e� collisionsat500 GeV,aswe willdiscussin Section
4.5. Finally,in Section 4.6,we willaddressthe question: whatifthe LHC sees no
new physics?

4.1 A fundam entalversus com posite H iggs boson

M odelsofelectroweak sym m etry breaking divideintotwo groupsatthe�rststep.
Isthe sym m etry breaking induced by a fundam entalscalar�eld orby a com posite
object? Is electroweak sym m etry breaking a weak-coupling phenom enon, or does
it require new strong interactions? These basic questions have driven the study of
electroweak sym m etry breaking for20 years[21,22].M any peopleuseanalogiesfrom
QCD orsuperconductivity toargueagainsttheplausibility offundam entalscalars,or
use the perceived beauty ofsupersym m etry to m otivate a fundam entalscalarHiggs
�eld. W e believe thatitispossible to m ake a prelim inary judgm ent| in favorofa
fundam entalHiggs�eld| on the basisofthe data. Thiswillbe im portant,because
m odels in which the Higgs is fundam entalfavor a light Higgs boson,while other
m odelsfavora heavy Higgsresonance,ornoneatall.

17



Chapter2

The sim plestm odelofelectroweak sym m etry breaking isthe m inim alversion of
the Standard M odel,which introducesone elem entary Higgs�eld and nothing else.
This m odelis consistent with the present data, but it is totally inadequate as a
physicaltheory. In this m odel,the m ass param eter m 2 ofthe Higgs �eld is a free
param eterwhich cannotbecom puted asa m atterofprinciple,becauseitreceivesan
in�niteadditiverenorm alization.Electroweaksym m etryisbroken ornotaccordingto
whetherthisparam eter,afterrenorm alization,ispositive ornegative.Ifthe in�nite
radiativecorrectionsarem ade�niteby a cuto� atsom eenergy M ,m 2 can bem uch
lessthan M 2 only iftheradiativecorrectionsare�nely tuned tocancel.IfM istaken
to be the Planck scale,these correctionsm ustcancelin the �rst30 decim alplaces.
Theoristsoften considerthisto be a problem in itsown right(the ‘gauge hierarchy
problem ’).Thisproblem isa sym ptom ofthefactthattheStandard M odelisonly a
param etrization,and notan explanation,ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking.

Theoriesofelectroweaksym m etrybreakingcanbeconstructed eitherwithorwith-
outfundam entalHiggsparticles.Thepreferencewehaveexpressed forafundam ental
Higgsparticle isre
ected in thehistory ofthesubject.Phenom enologicalm odelsof
supersym m etry introduced in theearly 1980s[23,24,25,26]areasvalid today aswhen
they were �rstcreated. On the otherhand,the predictions ofthe early dynam ical
m odels (asreviewed,forexam ple,in [27])have been found to be inconsistent with
experim ent,requiring m ajorchangesin m odel-building strategies.

Todiscussthispoint,wem ustde�newhatwem ean bya‘fundam entalscalar�eld’.
A particlewhich looksfundam entaland structurelesson onelength scalecan beseen
to becom positeon a sm allerlength scale.In nuclearphysics,and m oregenerally in
scattering processeswith energiesofa few hundred M eV,thepion can betreated as
a structurelessparticle. However,in hard QCD processes,the pion m ustbe treated
asa quark-antiquark bound state.Attheotherextrem e,string theory predictsthat
even quarks and leptons have a �nite size and an internalstructure at the Planck
scale.In alm ostany theory,aparticlecan atbestbeconsidered fundam entalatsom e
particulardistancescale.Thequestion hereiswhethertheHiggsboson iselem entary
wellabove the scale ofthe new interactions responsible for electroweak sym m etry
breaking. In the following discussion,we use the term ‘fundam entalHiggs’forthe
casethatthereisa scalarHiggs�eld in theLagrangian atan energy scaleof20 TeV.

Theanswertothisquestion hasdirectim plicationsforthetheoryofthequarkand
lepton m asses. These m assesarise through SU(2)� U(1)sym m etry breaking,from
term sin the e�ective Lagrangian thatcouple left-handed to right-handed ferm ions.
Ifthereisa fundam entalHiggs�eld,a typicalterm hastheform

�L = �ffL�fR + h:c:; (2.1)

where � isan SU(2)-doubletHiggs�eld and the coupling �f isdim ensionless. The
ferm ion f obtains m ass when � acquires a vacuum expectation value. To explain
thesizeofthem ass,a theory m ustcontain new interactionsthat�x thevalueof�f.
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Because �f isdim ensionless,these interactionscan occur,withoutprejudice,atany
energy scalelargerthan 20 TeV.In typicalm odelswith a fundam entalHiggsboson,
theseinteractionsoccuratthescaleofgrand uni�cation,oreven above.

Ifthere isno fundam entalSU(2)-doubletscalar�eld,the interaction (2.1)does
notexist.Instead,onem ustwritea m orecom plicated interaction thatcouplesfLfR
to othernew �elds.Forexam ple,in technicolorm odels,onewrites

�L =
g2

M 2
E

fLfR Q R Q L + h:c:; (2.2)

whereQ isa new heavy ferm ion with strong interactionsattheTeV scale.Thisisa
dim ension-6operator,and thereforewehavewritten acoe�cientwith thedim ensions
(m ass)� 2. Ifthe operator(Q RQ L)acquiresa vacuum expectation value atthe TeV
scale and thisoperatorisexpected to generate a 1 GeV ferm ion m ass,M E m ustbe
roughly 30 TeV.The four-ferm ion operator(2.2)can beinduced by theexchange of
a heavy boson ofm ass M E . However,whatever the m echanism that leads to this
operator,thephysicalinteractionsresponsiblem ustoperateatsom eenergy scalenot
too farabove M E . Thism eansthat,unlike the previouscase,the interactionsthat
determ inethequark and lepton m assesand m ixingsm ustoccuratenergiesnotso far
abovethosewenow probeexperim entally.

In fact,theseinteractionsm ustoccuratsu�ciently low energiesthatthey would
be expected to contribute signi�cantly to � ! e
 and K ! �e,and to K {K ,B {B ,
and D {D m ixing.Thefactthattheseprocessesarenotobserved isa severeproblem
fordynam icaltheories.A furtherproblem arisesfrom thelargesizeofthetop quark
m ass. To produce a m ass as large as is observed,the m ass scale M E for the top
quark| and,by sym m etry,forthebL| m ustbecloseto 1 TeV.Thisnew interaction
would be expected to lead to enhanced 
avor-changing neutralcurrent am plitudes,
and to few-percentcorrectionsto theZbbcoupling [28].

These experim entalobservationshave elim inated essentially allsim ple m odelsof
dynam icalsym m etry breaking. The only m odels that survive have com plex new
dynam ics(e.g.,[29,30,31])or,below energiesofseveralTeV,behave alm ostexactly
like theStandard M odelwith a scalarHiggs�eld (e.g.,[32]).Neithertype ofm odel
resem blestheattractiveintuitive picture that�rstled peopleto explore electroweak
sym m etry breaking by new strong interactions.

Generalizationsofthesim plestStandardM odelwithadditionalfundam entalscalar
�eldshave also been proposed. Butthese have little m otivation,and like the m ini-
m alStandard M odel,theHiggsvacuum expectation value,and even theexistenceof
electroweak sym m etry breaking,cannotbepredicted asa m atterofprinciple.

Thesim plestm odelswith afundam entalHiggs�eld in which electroweak sym m e-
trybreakingresultsfrom acalculation,ratherthan aparam eterchoice,arethosewith
supersym m etry.W ithoutdebating thevirtuesorde�citsofsupersym m etric m odels,
whatisrelevanthereisthatsupersym m etricm odelshavenotbeen signi�cantly con-

19



Chapter2

strained by the precise experim entalm easurem entsofthe past20 years. Supersym -
m etricparticlesgivevery sm alle�ectsin electroweak precision m easurem entsbecause
the m assesofthe superparticlespreserve SU(2)� U(1)gauge sym m etry,and so do
notrequireelectroweak sym m etry breaking.In m odelsthatdecouplein thisway,new
particleswith m assM givecorrectionsto theStandard M odelpredictionsattheZ 0

which areofsize
�

�

m 2
Z

M 2
: (2.3)

As long as we stay below the energy at which the new particles actually appear,
their in
uence is very sm all. Then,as we pass the threshold,new physics appears
suddenly. Supersym m etry thus naturally suppresses deviations from the Standard
M odel| untilwe begin to produce the supersym m etric particles. M odels with dy-
nam icalelectroweak sym m etry breaking alm ostalwayscontain heavy m atterstates
which have chiralcouplings and thus do not decouple from electroweak sym m etry
breaking.In thesem odels,oneexpectssigni�cantcorrectionsto theStandard M odel
wellbelow theenergy scaleofthenew particles.

In addition to this decoupling,the early supersym m etry m odels m ade two im -
portantpredictions. The �rstwas thatthe top quark m ass should be heavy. This
tendency arisesfrom the factthat,in supersym m etric m odels,electroweak sym m e-
try breaking can be triggered by radiative correctionsdue to the top quark Yukawa
coupling. The papers[23,24,25,26]allquoted lowerboundson the top quark m ass,
ranging from 50 to 65 GeV.(Later,cornersofparam eterspace were found in which
the top quark m ass could be lower.) Supersym m etry readily accom m odates a top
quark m assaslargeas175 GeV.Thesecond prediction wasthatthevalueofsin2�w
should be close to 0.23 (as now observed),rather than the value 0.21 preferred in
the early 1980’s. This prediction arises from grand uni�cation with the renorm ali-
zation group equations ofsupersym m etry [33,34,35]. The precise determ ination of
�s and the electroweak couplingsatthe Z 0 hasgiven even strongersupportto the
idea ofsupersym m etric grand uni�cation,with theissuenow atthelevelofdetailed
higher-ordercorrections[36].

Ofcourse itisprem ature to m ake a �naldecision between the di�erentm odels.
Forthis,we m ust discover and study the Higgsboson,orwhatever takesitsplace.
But,in planning where we should look for these phenom ena,we should take into
accountthatm odelswith fundam entalHiggsbosonspassed the�rsttestspresented
by thedata,whiletheearly dynam icalm odelsdid not.

4.2 A fundam entalH iggs boson should be light

In theprevioussection,wenoted thatin m odelswith fundam entalHiggsbosons,
the Higgs is typically light. In this section,we willquantify that statem ent with
upperboundson theHiggsm ass.

20



\TheCasefora 500 GeV LinearCollider"

In theStandard M odel,them assoftheHiggsboson isdeterm ined in term softhe
Higgs�eld expectation valuev and theHiggsself-coupling � by therelation

m h =
p
2�v ; (2.4)

with v = 246 GeV determ ined by thevaluesoftheW and Z m asses.A bound on �
thusim pliesa bound on m h.Forexam ple,� < 1 im pliesm h < 350 GeV.How large
can � reasonably be?

Like �s,� isa running coupling constant,butin this case radiative corrections
drive � to largervaluesathigherenergies. Justasthe running �s divergesat�M S

,
signaling theonsetofnonperturbativeQCD e�ects,therunning � divergesata high
energy scale �h. Presum ably,this m ust signalthe breakdown ofthe fundam ental
Higgspicture. The relation between �h and the value of� atthe weak interaction
scalecan becom puted from theStandard M odel[37].Itisconveniently written,using
(2.4),as

m h =
1000 GeV
q

ln(�h=v)
(2.5)

The value ofm h in (2.5) is the largest Higgs boson m ass com patible with a Higgs
�eld which iselem entary atthescale� h.For�h = 20 TeV,m h < 500 GeV.

A m uch strongerlim iton m h isobtained ifone takesseriously the experim ental
evidence for grand uni�cation and assum es that the Higgs boson is a fundam ental
particleatthegrand uni�cation (GUT)scale.Ifwenaively put� h > 1016 GeV into
(2.5),we �nd m h < 180 GeV.Successfulgrand uni�cation requires supersym m etry
and brings in ingredients that m ake the com putation ofm h m ore com plex. But,
detailed analysisofsupersym m etric grand uni�ed m odelshasshown thattheidea of
an upperbound on m h rem ainsvalid.In 1992,twogroupspresented system aticscans
oftheparam eterspace ofsupersym m etric grand uni�ed theories,dem onstrating the
bound m h < 150 GeV [38,39]. Exceptions to this constraint were later found,but
stillallknown m odelssatisfy m h < 205 GeV [40].

TheM inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odelisaspecialcase.In thism odel,the
tree-levelpotentialforthe lightestHiggsboson isdeterm ined com pletely by super-
sym m etry.Radiativecorrectionstothispotentialareim portant.Nevertheless,itcan
beshown thatm h < 130 GeV in thism odel[41].Heretheconclusion isindependent
ofany assum ptionsaboutgrand uni�cation.

4.3 T he constraint on the H iggs m ass from precision electrow eak data

Theprevioustwo sectionsdid notm akeany referenceto thedeterm ination ofthe
Higgs boson m ass from the precision electroweak data. Those data give a second,
independent argum entfora lightHiggsboson. The Higgs�eld contributesto elec-
troweak observablesthrough loop correctionstotheW and Z propagators.Thee�ect
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is sm all,oforder � ln(m h=m W ),but the accuracy ofthe m easurem ents m akes this
e�ectvisible. A �tofthe currentdata to the Standard M odel,using the m easured
valueofthetop quark m ass,isconsistentonly ifln(m h=m W )issu�ciently sm all.The
LEP Electroweak W orking Group �ndsupperlim itsm h < 188 GeV atthe 95% CL
and m h < 291 GeV atthe 99% CL [42]. Even using m ore conservative estim atesof
thetheoreticalerrors[43],thelim iton theHiggsboson m assiswellwithin therange
ofa 500 GeV e+ e� collider.

This Standard M odellim it doesnotobviously apply to m ore generalm odelsof
electroweak sym m etry breaking.In whatfollowswewilldiscussitsvalidity in various
m odels.Aspreviously,theresultdependson whetherornottheHiggsisfundam ental.

W e have noted in Section 4.1 thatm odelswith a fundam entalHiggsboson typ-
ically satisfy decoupling. The practicale�ect ofthis is that,ifnew particles are
su�ciently m assive thatthey cannotbe produced atLEP 2,theircontributions to
electroweak correctionsare too sm allto a�ectthe currentglobal�ts. In particular,
�tsto m odelsofsupersym m etry produceupperboundson theHiggsm asssim ilarto
thosefrom theStandard M odel.

Itisdi�culttom akeam odelwith dynam icalelectroweak sym m etrybreakingthat
isconsistentwith precision electroweak m easurem ents.Thesim plesttechnicolorm od-
els,forexam ple,giveseveral-percentcorrectionstoelectroweak observables[44,45,46];
e�ectsthislarge are com pletely excluded. Even m odelswith one SU(2)doubletof
techni-ferm ionsgive correctionsofa size roughly double thatfora 1000 GeV Higgs
boson.W ith m odelsofthistype,itistypically necessary to invoke som em echanism
thatcom pensatesthelargecorrectionsthatappearin thesem odels,and then to ad-
justthecom pensation so thattheprecision electroweak constraintisobeyed.In this
process,theconstrainton theHiggsboson m asscan berelaxed.

A recent review [47]describes the three di�erent com pensation strategies that
have been presented in the literature. One ofthese strategiesleadsto a lowervalue
ofthe W m ass and a larger Z width than predicted in the Standard M odel. It
can be distinguished by the im proved precision electroweak m easurem ents that we
describe in Section 5.6. The other two strategies predict either new light particles
with electroweak charge or other perturbations of Standard M odelcross sections
visible below 500 GeV.Thus,m odels based on new strong interactions can avoid
having Higgs bosons below 500 GeV,but they predict phenom ena observable at a
500 GeV linearcollider.

4.4 T he lightestsupersym m etry partnersare likely to appearat500 G eV

Forsupersym m etric m odelsofelectroweak sym m etry breaking,theargum entsof
the previous two sections give us con�dence that we willbe able to produce the
lightest Higgs boson. But we also need to study the supersym m etry partners of
quarks,leptons,and gauge bosons. Thus,we m ust also explore how heavy these
particlesarelikely to be.
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e�
+
1

eg eeR eu, ed

Barbieri-Giudice[48] 110 350 250 420
Ross-Roberts[49] 110 560 200 520
deCarlos-Casas[50] 250 1100 450 900
Anderson-Castano [51] 270 750 400 900
Chan-Chattopadhyay-Nath [52] 250 930 550 900
Giusti-Rom anino-Strum ia [53] 500 1700 600 1700
Feng-M atchev-M oroi[54] 240/340 860/1200 1700/2200 2000/2300

Table 2.2: Upperlim itson supersym m etry particle m asses(in G eV)from the �ne-tuning

criterion found by variousgroups.In thelastline,wehavechosen two di�erentbreakpoints

in �ne-tuning from theresultsgiven in the paper.

Becausesupersym m etricgeneralizationsoftheStandard M odelreverttotheStan-
dard M odelwhen thesuperpartnerm assesaretaken to beheavy,itisnotpossibleto
obtain upperlim itson them assesofsupersym m etric particlesby precision m easure-
m ents.Onem usttakea di�erentapproach,related to theproblem softheStandard
M odeldiscussed atthebeginningofSection 4.1.Aswenoted there,itisaproperty of
the Standard M odelthatradiative correctionsfrom a high m assscale M contribute
additively totheHiggsm assand vacuum expectation value,a�ectingm W in theform

m
2
W =

g2v2

4
+
�

�
M

2 + � � � : (2.6)

It is possible to obtain a value ofthe W m ass m uch less than M only ifthe var-
ious contributions cancelto high accuracy. For exam ple,these term s m ust cancel
to 3 decim alplaces for M = 20 TeV or to 30 decim alplaces for M = 1018 GeV.
Supersym m etry solvesthisproblem by forbidding such additive correctionsto m 2

W .
Butthisrestriction appliesonly ifsupersym m etry isunbroken. Ifthe m assesofthe
superpartnersarem uch greaterthan m W ,the�ne-tuning problem returns.

Thistheoreticalm otivation leadsusto expectthatsupersym m etric particlesare
m ost naturalifthey are light,oforder a few hundred GeV.One can try to quan-
tify this argum ent by lim iting the am ount ofaccidentalcancelation perm itted in
the calculation ofm W . By now,m any authors have studied this cancelation in a
variety ofsupersym m etric m odels. In Table 2,we show the upper lim itson super-
sym m etry particlem assesfound by seven groupsfortheparam eterspaceofm inim al
gravity-m ediated supersym m etry m odels(m SUGRA).Thedetailed calculationslead-
ing to these lim itsare di�erentand,in m any cases,involve con
icting assum ptions.
Thesedi�erencesarere
ected in thewidevariation ofthelim itson �rst-and second-
generation slepton and squark m assesevidentin thetable.
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Nevertheless, these analyses are in generalagreem ent about the required scale
ofthe gaugino m asses and (except for [53]) expect chargino pair production to be
kinem atically accessible atornear500 GeV.A sim pli�ed butquantitativeargum ent
forthis bound can be m ade [54]by writing the expression form 2

W in term s ofthe
underlyingparam etersofthem odel,andelim inatingtheseinterm sofphysicalparticle
m asses.Fortherepresentative valuetan� = 10,one�nds

m
2
W = � 1:3�2 + 0:3m 2(eg)+ � � � ; (2.7)

wheretheterm sdisplayed involvethesupersym m etricHiggsm assparam eterand the
gluino m ass.The om itted term sinvolving scalarm assesarem orem odel-dependent.
The gluino m ass enters through its e�ect on the renorm alization ofthe stop m ass.
Fora gluino m assof1 TeV,the requirem ent thatthe W m assisno largerthan 80
GeV requiresa �ne-tuning of1 partin 50.A sim ilarlevelof�ne-tuning isneeded if
� isgreaterthan 500 GeV.

Aswewilldiscussin Section 5.2,them assesofthetwocharginosarecloselyrelated
to thewino m assparam eterm 2 and theHiggsm assparam eter�.In particular,the
lighterchargino m assliescloseto thesm allerofthesetwo values.Theparam eterm 2

isconnected tothegluinom assin m SUGRA m odelsby thegrand uni�cation relation

m 2=m (eg)� �w=�s � 1=3:5 : (2.8)

Thisrelation alsoholdsin gauge-m ediation,where,in addition,them assesofsleptons
arepredicted toberoughlythesam esizeasthem assofthechargino.Inotherschem es
ofsupersym m etry breaking,the chargino/gluino m assratio can di�er;forexam ple,
in anom aly-m ediation,m 2=m (eg)� 1=8. In allofthese m odels,the bound on m (eg)
im pliesa strong bound on the lightestchargino m ass.The factthatboth m 2 and �
are bounded by the �ne-tuning argum entim pliesthatthere isalso a bound on the
m assoftheheavierchargino.Indeed,onetypically �ndsthatthefullsetofchargino
and neutralino statescan beproduced atan 800 GeV e+ e� collider[54].

Although the �ne-tuning lim its are by no m eans rigorous,they indicate a pref-
erence forlightsupersym m etry partners. They encourage usto expectthatwe will
beableto study thelighterchargino and neutralinosattheinitialstageofthelinear
colliderprogram ,and allgauginoswith a m odestupgradeoftheenergy.

4.5 W hat ifthere is no fundam entalH iggs boson?

Despite our argum ents given in Section 4.1 for preferring a fundam entalHiggs
boson,electroweak sym m etry breaking could result from a new strong interaction.
W hereasforsupersym m etry we have a well-de�ned m inim alm odel,albeitone with
m any freeparam eters,hereeven thebasicstructureofthem odelisunknown and we
willneed m ore guidance from experim ent. Itisthusim portantto identify m easure-
m entsthatprobepossiblenew strong interactionsin a variety ofways.
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In m odelswith a com posite Higgsboson,the Higgsm asscan be large,500 GeV
orhigher. Ifthe Higgsisvery heavy,there isno distinctHiggsresonance. A heavy
but narrow Higgs boson can be studied at the LHC in its Z 0Z 0 decay m ode,and
at a higher energy e+ e� collider. A broad resonance or m ore generalnew strong
interactionscan bestudied through W W scattering atTeV energies.Thisstudy can
also bedoneattheLHC and ata higherenergy linearcollider[15].However,in this
case,theexperim entsareexpected to bevery challenging.Certain classesofm odels
which arepreferred by theargum entsofSection 4.1 (e.g.,[32])predictthatno e�ect
willbeseen in thesereactions.

Inview ofthis,itisessentialtohaveanotherwaytoprobem odelswithacom posite
Higgs boson. This can be done by studying the e�ects ofthe new physics on the
Standard M odelparticlesthatcouplem oststrongly to it| theW ,Z,and top quark.
Because the Z couplesto lightferm ionsthrough a gauge current,e�ectsofthe new
stronginteractionsarenotexpected toappearin Z decays,exceptpossibly in Z ! bb.
The �rstrealopportunity to observe these e�ectswillcom e in the study ofthe W ,
Z,and tcouplings.E�ectsofstrong-interaction electroweak sym m etry breaking can
appreciably m odify theStandard M odelpredictionsforthesecouplings.

W ithouta speci�c m odel,itisdi�cultto predicthow large these e�ectsshould
be,butsom eestim atesprovideguidance.Forexam ple,triplegaugeboson couplings
can berelated toparam etersofthee�ectivechiralLagrangian describing thenonper-
turbative SU(2)� U(1)sym m etry breaking. The param eter��
 which contributes
to theW anom alousm agneticdipolem om ent,isgiven by [15]

�� 
 = � 2��w(L9L + L9R + L10); (2.9)

where theLi aredim ensionlessparam etersanalogousto the Gasser-Leutwylerpara-
m etersoflow energy QCD [55].Naively putting in theQCD values,we�nd

�� 
 � � 3� 10� 3 : (2.10)

A deviation ofthis size cannot be seen at LEP or the Tevatron. It is close to the
expected error from the LHC.However, a 500 GeV e+ e� collider can reach this
sensitivity by the precision study ofe+ e� ! W + W � ,aswe willdiscuss in Section
5.5.

Forthe top quark,som ewhat largere�ects are expected,speci�cally in the Ztt
coupling. Aswe noted in Section 4.1,itisalready a problem forthese m odelsthat
the decay width forZ ! bb agreeswith the Standard M odel. However,m odelscan
contain severalcom peting e�ects which add destructively in the Zbb coupling but
constructively in the Zttcoupling [56,57,58].In thatcase,5{10% correctionsto the
Zttcouplingwould beexpected.Thesewould producecorrectionstothecrosssection
fore+ e� ! ttwhich would beobserved through them easurem entofthiscrosssection
ata 500 GeV e+ e� collider.W ewilldiscusstheprogram ofprecision m easurem ents
ofanom aloustop quark couplingsin Section 5.3.
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In the pastfew years,therehasbeen a theoreticalpreference forsupersym m etry
and otherweakly-coupled m odelsofelectroweaksym m etrybreaking.Ifsupersym m et-
ric particlesare notdiscovered atthe LHC,thissituation willchange dram atically.
In thatcase,anom alousW and tcoupling m easurem entsatan e+ e� colliderwillbe
am ong them ostcentralissuesin high-energy physics.

4.6 W hat ifthe LH C sees no new physics?

Though weexpectthattheLHC willreveala rich spectrum ofnew particles,itis
possible thatthe LHC willsee no new phenom ena. How could the LHC see no sign
oftheinteractionsresponsibleforelectroweak sym m etry breaking? TheLHC should
notfailto �nd supersym m etry ifitexists. The LHC,atfulllum inosity,should be
sensitivetoresonancesin W W scattering beyond thelim itsetby s-channelunitarity.
Thus,iftheLHC failsto�nd signaturesofelectroweak sym m etry breaking,itwillnot
bebecausethiscolliderdoesnothavehigh enough energy.Thescenariosin which the
LHC fails| which,weem phasize,arevery specialscenariosoccupying a tiny volum e
oftypicalparam eterspaces| arethosein which thereisalightHiggsboson thatdoes
nothavethedecay m odesim portantfordetection attheLHC.

A Higgsboson with m asslargerthan about150GeV hasa largeproduction cross
section from W W fusion and a substantialbranching ratio to decay back to W W .
Even ifthehW W coupling isdiluted asdescribed below,itishard forusto im agine
thatthissignaturewillnotbeseen attheLHC.

ButforHiggsbosonswith m assbelow 150 GeV,itispossiblethattherearenew
particles with m asses tuned so that their loop contributions to the h

 coupling
cancelthe Standard M odelcontribution. Thiscan happen,forexam ple,atspeci�c
pointsin theparam eterspace oftheM inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel[59].
Itisalso possiblethata substantialfraction oftheHiggsdecaysareto invisible�nal
statessuch as e�01e�

0
1. Finally,ifthere are severalneutralHiggs�elds,each ofwhich

hasa vacuum expectation value,thestrength ofthesquared hW W coupling forany
individual�eld willbe divided by the num ber of�elds participating. Any ofthese
threepossibilitieswould com prom ise theability oftheLHC experim entsto �nd and
study the Higgsboson. The ability ofan e+ e� colliderto see the Higgsboson does
notdepend on the Higgsdecay pattern,butonly on m easurem ent ofm issing m ass
recoiling against a produced Z 0 boson. Thus,a 500 GeV e+ e� collider would be
theidealinstrum entto study theHiggsboson underthese specialcircum stances,as
discussed in Section 5.1.

There isanotherway thattheLHC could ‘discovernothing’which wem ustcon-
front.Itcould be thatthe Standard M odeliscorrectup to a m assscale above 1016

GeV,and thatthe only new physics below thatscale isone standard Higgsboson.
Thisconclusion would be extrem ely vexing,because itwould im ply thatthe reason
forthe spontaneousbreaking ofelectroweak sym m etry and the valuesofthe quark
and lepton m asses could notbe understood as a m atter ofprinciple. In thatcase,
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before giving up the questfora fundam entaltheory,we should search in detailfor
non-standard properties ofthe observed Higgs boson. W e willshow in Section 5.1
thatthisstudy isideally done atan e+ e� linearcollider. In thisscenario,the m ass
ofthe Higgs boson m ust lie in a narrow window between 140 and 180 GeV,so an
energy of500GeV would besu�cient.The�nalcon�rm ation oftheStandard M odel
would be com pelling only afterthe Higgsboson haspassed allofthe precision tests
possibleatan e+ e� collider.

5 Physics at a 500 G eV linear collider

W ehave argued in theprevioussection thatthereisa high probability thatnew
physics associated with electroweak sym m etry breaking willappear at a 500 GeV
e+ e� collider. W e have given two di�erent argum ents thatthe Higgsboson should
appear in e+ e� annihilation at this energy. For m odels with TeV-scale supersym -
m etry,itislikely thatthe lighterchargino and neutralino statescan also be found.
For m odels with strong-coupling electroweak sym m etry breaking,im portant preci-
sion m easurem ents on the W ,Z,and top quark can be m ade atthese energies. In
thissection,we willdescribe these experim entsand estim ate the accuracy they can
achieve fortherealisticlum inosity sam plessetoutin Section 3.

To introduce thisdiscussion,we should recallthe advantageousfeaturesofe+ e�

collisionsthathavem adethem sousefulin thepasttoprovideadetailed understand-
ingoftheunderlyingphysics.W ewillseethatthesefeaturescan alsobeused togreat
advantagein theexperim entalprogram for500 GeV:

� The crosssectionsfornew Standard M odeland exotic processes,and those of
the dom inantbackgrounds,are allwithin about2 ordersofm agnitude ofone
another (see Fig.2.1). Thus,the desired signals have large production rates
and favorablesignaltobackground ratios.Thissituation contrastswith thatat
hadron colliders,where the interesting signalsare typically very tiny fractions
ofthetotalcrosssection.

� M ost ofthe interesting processes have sim ple two-body kinem atics,from an
initialstatewith well-de�ned quantum num bers.

� The cross sections forthese processes are due to the electroweak interactions
and can bepredicted theoretically to partperm ilaccuracy.

� These processes also have known totalenergy and m om entum at the levelof
the parton-parton interaction,with wellunderstood and m easurable sm earing
from initial-stateradiation and beam strahlung.
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Figure2.1: Crosssectionsfora variety ofphysicsprocessesatan e+ e� linearcollider,from

[60].
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� The electron beam m ay be polarized,allowing selective suppression ofback-
grounds,separation ofoverlapping signalsand m easurem entofparity-violating
couplings.

� Thecolliderenergy m ay bevaried tooptim izethestudy ofparticularreactions.

These features ofe+ e� collisions allow the study ofheavy particles and their
decays in m any di�cult circum stances,including detection ofdecays that are rare
or have less distinct signatures,m easurem ent ofparticle m asses when som e decays
are invisible,m easurem ent ofspin,parity,CP,and electroweak quantum num bers,
m easurem entofwidthsand coupling constants,and m easurem entofm ixing angles.

An extensive program studying physics atfuture high energy e+ e� collidershas
been carried out over the past few years as a collaborative e�ort of scientists in
Europe,Asia,and Am erica. In this section and the next,we willreport on som e
highlights ofthatprogram . M uch m ore detailon allofthese studies can be found
from thereviews[1,2,3,4].

5.1 Study ofthe H iggs boson

TheHiggsboson playsthecentralrolein electroweak sym m etry breaking and the
generation ofm assesforquarks,leptons,and vectorbosons.In theStandard M odel,
the Higgsboson isa sim ple scalarparticlewhich couplesto each ferm ion and boson
species proportionately to itsm ass. Higher-orderprocesses which couple the Higgs
boson togg,

,and 
Z0 add richnesstoitsphenom enology.IftheStandard M odelis
notcorrect,thesurprisescould com eatm any di�erentpoints.Severalscalarbosons
could have large vacuum expectation valuesand thuscould share responsibility for
the W and Z m asses. Di�erentscalarbosonscould be responsible forthe up-and
down-quark m asses,oradi�erentboson could producethem assesofthird-generation
ferm ions.These deviationsfrom thestandard picturem ightbelargee�ects,orthey
m ightappearonly in precision m easurem ents.

Oneofthem ostrem arkablefeaturesoftheexperim entalenvironm entofthelinear
colliderisitsability to probe these issuesdirectly. Each piece ofinform ation| from
cross sections,angular distributions,and branching ratios| connects directly to a
fundam entalcoupling oftheHiggsparticle.In thissection,wewillreview how m ea-
surem ents at a linear collider can assem ble a com plete phenom enologicalpro�le of
theHiggsboson.

It is alm ost certain that the Higgs boson willhave been discovered before the
linearcolliderbeginsoperation.Resultsfrom LEP 2 presently im ply thatm h � 108
GeV at the 95% con�dence level[42]. It is expected that this lim it willgo up to
about115 GeV asLEP 2 reachesitsm axim um energy.TheTevatron m ay beableto
discover a Higgsboson up to about180 GeV [61]. Thisalready covers m ostofthe
rangeofHiggsboson m assesfavored by theargum entsofSection 4.
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Figure 2.2: Capability ofthe ATLAS experim entto study the Higgssectorofthe M SSM

[62].

The LHC studies have shown that a Higgs boson with the properties expected
in the Standard M odelcan be discovered atthatfacility forany value ofits m ass.
In addition,in m odels with an extended Higgs sector| for exam ple, the M inim al
Supersym m etric Standard M odel| theLHC should beableto �nd one and possibly
severalofthe Higgsparticles. A recent sum m ary ofthe LHC sensitivity to various
M SSM Higgs processes is shown in Fig.2.2. There are som e regions ofparam eter
space for which only one channelcan be observed; in any case,it is typicalthat
considerable lum inosity isrequired forpositive observation. In Section 4.6,we have
noted som e speci�c scenarios in which itis di�cult to �nd the Higgsboson atthe
LHC.But,m ore generally,the LHC islim ited in itsability to assem ble a com plete
pictureoftheHiggsboson propertiesby thefactthatHiggsboson production issuch
atiny fraction oftheLHC crosssection thattheHiggsparticlem ustbereconstructed
in orderto study itsproduction and decay.

5.1.1 Discovery oftheHiggsindependentofitsdecay m odes

Asa �rststep,we willargue thatthe Higgsboson can be found ata linearcollider
whateveritsdecay schem em ightbe.Itisnotnecessary to reconstructa Higgsboson
to discover the particle or to m easure its coupling to the Z 0. At low energies,the
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Figure 2.3: Processesforproduction ofthe Higgsboson atan e+ e� linearcollider.

dom inantHiggsproduction processin e+ e� collisionsise+ e� ! Z 0h0,shown asthe
�rstdiagram in Fig.2.3. Ifthe Z 0 isreconstructed from any one ofitswell-known
decay m odes,the Higgsisseen asa peak in the m issing m assdistribution recoiling
against the Z 0. This detection is independent ofthe Higgs decay m ode,visible or
invisible.Sim ulationsshow thatthisprocessisveryclean,with m inim albackgrounds.
Figure2.4 showstheexpected signaloftheHiggsboson using lepton,neutrino,and
hadronicZ decaysfora 30 fb� 1 eventsam ple[63].

The cross section for Z 0h0 production depends on the m agnitude ofthe ZZh
coupling. Thus,the observation ofthe Higgs boson in this process m easures the
size ofthat coupling. Ifwe replace the Higgs �eld h0 by its vacuum expectation
value,weseethatthissam ecoupling generatesthem assoftheZ through theHiggs
m echanism . Thus,determ ination ofthe absolute m agnitude ofthe crosssection for
e+ e� ! Z 0h0 testswhetherthe observed h0 generatesthe com plete m assofthe Z 0.
Since Higgs m easurem ents at the LHC require reconstruction ofthe Higgs boson,
theLHC experim entscan only m easureratiosofcouplingsand cannotdeterm inethe
ZZh coupling directly.

IfthereareseveralHiggsbosonscontributingtothem assoftheZ 0,thee+ e� cross
section forproduction ofthelightestHiggswillbesm aller,butheavierHiggsbosons
m ust appearathighervalues ofthe recoilm ass. To discuss this quantitatively,let
thecoupling oftheboson hi begZ Z i.(Forsim plicity,weassum ethatallofthehi are
SU(2) doublets;this assum ption can be checked by searching form ultiply-charged
Higgsstates.) Then thestatem entthatthesum ofthecontributionsfrom thevacuum
expectation valuesofthehi generatesthefullm assoftheZ 0 can beexpressed asthe
sum rule[64]

X

i

g
2
Z Z i= 4m 4

Z=v
2
; (2.11)

wherev = 246GeV.W ith a200fb� 1 eventsam pleat500GeV,Higgsparticleshican
bediscovered in recoilagainsttheZ 0 down to a crosssection of0.2 oftheStandard
M odelvalue for m (hi) = 350 GeV,and below 0.01 ofthe Standard M odelvalue
for m (hi) = 150 GeV [3]. Ifallcontributing Higgs bosons have m asses below 150
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Figure 2.4: Higgs reconstruction in the process e+ e� ! Z 0h0 for various Higgs boson

m asses,using ‘+ ‘� ,��,and hadronic Z0 decays,fora 30 fb� 1 eventsam ple at300 G eV,

from [63].Thebackground isdom inated by theprocesse+ e� ! Z 0Z 0,which producesthe

m issing-m asspeak atm Z.Theunshaded solid histogram givesthebackground ifa b-tag is

applied to theHiggscandidate.Thedashed histogram sin (a)and (b)show thebackground

with no b-tag.
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GeV,the sum rule can be checked in a 200 fb� 1 experim ent to 5% accuracy,with
dom inantly statisticaluncertainty.W hen we have saturated thesum rule (2.11),we
willhavediscovered alloftheHiggsstatesthatcontributeto theZ 0 m ass.

5.1.2 M easurem entoftheHiggsbranching ratios

The Higgs boson branching ratios are crucialindicators ofnature ofthis particle,
and ofpossible extensions beyond the Standard M odel. The LHC can only m ake
rough m easurem ents ofthese,to about the 25% level,and only for som e values of
the Higgsboson m ass[62,65]. Once the m assisknown,itisstraightforward atthe
linearcolliderto m easureHiggsboson absolutebranching fractionsinto two ferm ion
ortwo gaugebosonsforany oftheproduction processesofFig.2.3 using theenergy
and m om entum constraints. Alldecay m odes ofthe Z 0 can be used in this study,
even Z 0 ! �� (20% oftheZ0 totalwidth)[66].

M ethodsfordeterm ining theHiggscrosssectionsto variousdecay channelshave
been studied recently in [66].Itisstraightforward thatthebbdecayscan beidenti�ed
by vertex tagging. The studiesshow thatcc decayscan also be identi�ed by vertex
tagging with high e�ciency,since the �rstlayerofa vertex detectorcan be placed
at about 1 cm from the interaction point. M ulti-jet decays ofthe h0 are typically
W W �.Table3 givesa sum m ary oftheprecision expected foralargevariety ofdecay
m odes for the case ofa 120 GeV Higgs boson. This case is especially favorable in
term softhenum berof�nalstateswhich areaccessible,butitisalso thevalueofthe
Higgsm asswhich ism ostprobablein theM inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel.
Expectations for Higgs branching ratio m easurem ents at other values ofthe Higgs
m ass (assum ing 500 fb� 1 at 350 GeV) are shown in Fig.2.5 [66]. Ifthe Standard
M odelHiggsm assapproaches200 GeV,the dom inance ofthe W W and ZZ decays
willrendertheferm ionicdecaysprogressively m oredi�cultto observe.

The Higgs branching ratios directly address the question ofwhether the Higgs
bosongeneratesthem assesofallStandardM odelparticles.Ifthevacuum expectation
valueofh0 producestheferm ion m asses,thecouplingsofh0 to b,c,and � should be
sim ply determ ined from theratio oftheirm asses.Sim ilarly,thecoupling oftheh0 to
W W or,forthe case ofa lightHiggs,to one on-shelland one o�-shellW ,m easures
thefraction oftheW m assdueto theHiggsvacuum expectation value.

TheM inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odelincludesan extended Higgssector
with two SU(2)doublets. Forthe m ostgeneralcase ofa two-Higgs-doubletm odel,
vacuum expectation valuesofboth Higgs�eldscontribute to the quark,lepton,and
boson m assesand thepredictionsforbranching ratiosdi�erqualitatively from those
in theStandard M odel.However,in theM SSM with heavy superpartners,onescalar
bosonH 0 istypicallyheavyandtheorthogonalbosonh0,which m ustbelight,tendsto
resem bletheHiggsboson oftheStandard M odel.Forexam ple,theratioofbranching
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200 fb� 1 500 fb� 1

�� Z H =�Z H 4% 3%

�� H ��B R(bb)=�H ��B R(bb) 3% 2%

�B R=B R bb 3% 2%
W W � 8% 5%
�+ �� 7% 6%
cc 10% 8%
gg 8% 6%


 22% 14%

Table 2.3: Expected errorsin branching ratio and coupling m easurem entsfora Standard

M odelHiggsboson ofm ass120 G eV,from m easurem entsat350 G eV.

ratiosto bband W W � iscorrected by thefactor

1+ 2cos22� sin22�
m 2

Z

m 2
H

+ � � � : (2.12)

Nevertheless,accuratebranchingratiom easurem entscandistinguish theM SSM Higgs
boson from theStandard M odelHiggsboson overa largeregion ofparam eterspace.
From the results of[66],the 500 fb� 1 experim ent discussed above would exclude
correctionsfrom theM SSM Higgsstructureform A up toatleast550GeV.Thelinear
colliderdeterm ination ofbranching ratiosissu�ciently accuratethatthetheoretical
uncertainty in the charm quark m assisactually the dom inantsource oferror. New
approachesto the determ ination ofthe quark m assesin lattice gauge theory should
give m ore accurate valuesin the nextfew years[67]and thusim prove the powerof
thism easurem ent.

5.1.3 M easurem entoftheHiggsboson width

Itwillbecriticalto know thetotalwidth oftheHiggs,�tot,accurately.Fora Higgs
boson m ass below 200 GeV,the totalwidth is expected to be below 1 GeV,too
sm allto be m easured at the LHC or directly at the linear collider. To determ ine
this width,one willneed to com bine an absolute m easurem ent ofa decay rate or
coupling constantwith them easurem entofthebranching ratioforthecorresponding
channel. The m ost prom ising m ethod is to use the branching ratio to W W �. The
absolutesizeoftheW W h coupling can bedeterm ined eitherfrom theSU(2)� U(1)
relation g2W W h=g

2
Z Z h = cos2�w or,in a m ore m odel-independentway,from the cross

section forh0 production by the W W fusion process shown asthe second diagram
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Figure 2.5: Determ ination ofHiggs boson branching ratios in a variety ofdecay m odes,

from [66].The errorbarsshow the expected experim entalerrorsfor500 fb� 1 at350 G eV.

Thebandsshow thetheoreticalerrorsin theStandard M odelpredictions.

in Fig.2.3. (The ZZ fusion process isexpected to add only a sm allcontribution.)
From Table3,theHiggsbranching ratio to W W � givesthedom inantsourceoferror
in thism easurem ent.

Ifthe

 collideroption isrealized by backscattering polarized laserlighto� the
e� beam s,then the process 

 ! h0 can be used to m easure the absolute partial
width �(h0 ! 

).Thiswidth,which can bedeterm ined to about5% accuracy with
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a 200 fb� 1 dedicated experim ent [68],is ofgreat interest in its own right,since it
m easuresa sum ofcontributionsfrom allheavy charged particlesthatcouple to the
h0.

5.1.4 M easurem entofthespin-parity and CP oftheHiggsboson

Itwillbe essentialto determ ine the quantum num bers ofan observed Higgsboson
unam biguously.TheLHC can ruleoutspin 1ifthedecay H ! 

 isobserved.Ifthe
decay H ! ZZ isobserved,spin 0 and 1 could bedistinguished attheLHC,butthe
CP quantum num berswillbe di�cultto determ ine in any case. The linearcollider
willthusbeneeded to determ inetheHiggsquantum num bers.

Ifthe Higgs�eld hasa vacuum expectation value,itm ust be a CP-even spin-0
�eld. Thus,a Higgs boson produced in e+ e� ! Z 0h0 with a rate com parable to
the Standard M odelrate m usthave these quantum num bers. However,there are a
num berofcheckson thesepropertiesthatareavailablefrom thekinem aticsofHiggs
production.In thelim its� m 2

Z;m
2
h,a scalarHiggsboson produced in thisreaction

hasan angulardistribution
d�

dcos�
� sin2� ; (2.13)

and the Z 0 recoiling against it is dom inantly longitudinally polarized,and so that
distribution in the decay angle peaksatcentralvalues. (Fora CP-odd scalar,these
distributionsdi�erqualitatively.) Ifthecenterofm assenergy isnotasym ptotic,the
corrections to these relations are predicted from kinem atics. Forexam ple,Fig.2.6
showsa sim ulation ofthe angulardistribution at300 GeV and a com parison to the
distribution expected fora Higgsscalar.

The production ofthe Higgsboson in 

 collisionsgoesthrough a loop diagram
which can give both scalar and pseudoscalar couplings. Thus,the 

 collider op-
tion o�ers a nontrivialtest ofCP violation. W ith longitudinal
 polarization,the
asym m etry ofHiggsproduction crosssections

A 
 =
�(
L
L)� �(
R
R)

�(
L
L)+ �(
R
R)
(2.14)

vanishesforpurescalarorpseudoscalarcouplingto

 butisnonzeroiftheHiggsisa
m ixtureofCP eigenstates.M odelswith CP violation in thetop sectorcan give10%
orlargerasym m etries[70].In m odelswith extended Higgssectors,thispolarization
asym m etrycan incisivelyseparatetheheavyscalarand pseudoscalarHiggsresonances
[71].
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Figure2.6: Angulardistribution oftheZ boson in e+ e� ! Z 0h0,asreconstructed from a

50 fb� 1 eventsam ple at300 G eV,from [69].

5.1.5 M easurem entoftheHiggsselfcouplings

The Higgs self-couplings are uniquely �xed in the Standard M odelin term s ofthe
Higgs�eld expectation value v;in them inim alsupersym m etric m odel,they depend
on the Higgs �eld couplings and m ixings. M easuring the self-couplings is a crucial
step in checking the consistency these m odels,and it gives added inform ation on
theparam etersofsupersym m etric m odels.Itappearsthatobservation ofHiggspair
production at the LHC willbe very di�cult due to the dom inance ofgluon fusion
production and large QCD backgrounds [72]. In e+ e� collisions,production oftwo
Higgsbosonsin the�nalstatecan occurforany ofthediagram sofFig.2.4 by radi-
ating an additionalHiggsfrom any ofthegaugeboson legs,orthrough the trilinear
Higgscoupling. The crosssectionsforproduction ofa pairofHiggsbosonswith an
associated Z boson have been calculated to be oforder0.5 fb form h = 110 GeV at
p
s= 500 GeV in theStandard M odel[73].Crosssectionsforvarioussupersym m et-

ric Higgspair-production processesare com parable form uch ofthe supersym m etric
param eter space. The �nalstate ofZhh,with both Higgs bosons observed as bb,
should provideadetectablesignaturewithoutlargebackgrounds,yielding aprecision
on thetrilinearHiggscoupling ofroughly 25% for600 fb� 1.

5.2 Studies ofsupersym m etry

In Section 4,we argued thatthenew physicsattheTeV energy scaleislikely to
be a supersym m etric extension ofthe Standard M odel. Ifsupersym m etric particles
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appearatthenextstep in energy,theywillprovidearich �eld forexperim entalstudy.
This study willaddress two separate and im portant issues. First,supersym m etry
entails a fundam entalm odi�cation ofthe structure ofspace-tim e. Supersym m etry
can be described as the statem ent that spinors and ferm ions are an integralpart
ofspace-tim e geom etry,or,alternatively,thatthere are new space-tim e dim ensions
which areferm ionicin character.Itrequiresnew gravitationalequationsthatinclude
aspin-3

2
partnerofthegraviton.Ifwearetoclaim thatNaturehasthisstructure,we

m ustto proveitexperim entally by dem onstrating thequantum num berassignm ents
and sym m etry relationsthatthisstructurerequires.

Second,phenom enologicalm odels with supersym m etry introduce a large num -
berofnew physicalparam eters. The m assesofsupersym m etric particles,and other
param etersassociated with spontaneoussupersym m etry breaking,arenot�xed from
currentlyknown principlesbut,rather,m ustbedeterm ined experim entally.Them ost
generaldescription ofsupersym m etry breakingeven in the‘M inim al’Supersym m etric
Standard M odelcontains105 param eters.Each explicitm odelofspontaneoussuper-
sym m etry breaking givespredictionsforthese param etersorrelationsam ong them .
Butthere isno ‘Standard M odel’ofsupersym m etry breaking.In theliterature,one
�ndsatleastthree generalapproaches| gravity-,gauge-,and anom aly-m ediation|
each ofwhich has num erous variants. Each approach is derived from assum ptions
about new physics at a higher energy scale, which ranges from 105 to 1019 GeV
depending on them odel.Thevariousm odelspredictm assspectra and m ixing para-
m etersthatdi�ercharacteristically.Theseobservablesprovidecluesto thenatureof
physicsatextrem ely shortdistances,possibly even to thetruly fundam entalphysics
atthescaleofgrand uni�cation orquantum gravity [74].

Supersym m etric particles m ay wellbe discovered in Run IIofthe Tevatron. In
any case,ifsupersym m etry isrelevantto electroweak sym m etry breaking,supersym -
m etric particles should surely be found at the LHC.The LHC collaborations have
dem onstrated thatthey would be sensitive to quark and gluon superpartnersup to
m assesofatleast2 TeV.Forthe gluino,thisreach goesabouta factorof2 beyond
the �ne-tuning lim its given in Table 2. Reactions which produce the squarks and
gluinosalso producethelightersupersym m etricparticlesinto which they decay.The
ATLAS and CM S collaborations have presented som e striking analyses at speci�c
pointsin theparam eterspaceofm SUGRA m odelsin which 3 to 5 m assparam eters
can be determ ined from kinem atics. From thisinform ation,the fourparam etersof
them SUGRA m odelcan bedeterm ined to 2{10% accuracy [62,75].

Ultim ately,though,hadron collidersare lim ited in theirability to probe the un-
derlying param eters ofsupersym m etric m odels. Because the LHC produces m any
SUSY particlesand observesm any oftheirdecay chainssim ultaneously,itisdi�cult
to isolate param eters and determ ine them in a m odel-independent way. It is di�-
cultto determ inethespin and electroweak quantum num bersofparticlesunam bigu-
ously.And,only lim ited inform ation can beobtained abouttheheaviercolor-singlet
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particles,including sleptons and heavier charginos and neutralinos,and about the
unobserved lightestneutralino.

Itisjustforthese reasonsthatone needsa facility thatcan approach the spec-
troscopy ofsupersym m etric particlesfrom an orthogonaldirection.An e+ e� collider
can study supersym m etric particles one at a tim e,beginning with the lightest and
working upward to particles with m ore com plex decay patterns. Foreach particle,
them easurem entsgowellbeyond sim plem assdeterm inations.W ewillgiveanum ber
ofillustrative exam plesin thissection.

To carry outthesem easurem ents,itisonly necessary thatsupersym m etricparti-
clescan bepair-produced attheenergyprovided by thee+ e� collider.In theprogram
thatwehavepresented in Section 2,in which a colliderwith an initialenergy of500
GeV evolvesto highercenterofm assenergies,one can eventually create thefullset
ofsupersym m etry particles. Here we concentrate on the expectationsfor500 GeV.
In Section 4.4,we have argued thatthe lightest charginos and neutralinos,the su-
persym m etric partnersofthe photon,W ,Z,and Higgsbosons,should be produced
already at the initial500 GeV stage. The m SUGRA m odels discussed in Section
4.4 do notplace such strong constraintson the m assesoflepton superpartners,but
in otherschem es ofsupersym m etry breaking,such asgauge-m ediation and the no-
scale lim it ofgravity-m ediation,it is naturalfor the sleptons to be as light as the
charginos. Because the experim entalstudy ofsleptons is conceptually very sim ple,
we willpresentthe linearcolliderexperim entalprogram forsleptonsin thissection
along with our discussion ofcharginos. Other issues for the experim entalstudy of
supersym m etry willbediscussed in Section 6.2.

Ourdiscussion ofthe basic supersym m etry m easurem entsin thissection willbe
ratherdetailed.In reading it,oneshould keep in m ind thatthelinearcollidero�ers
a sim ilarlevelofdetailed inform ation forany othernew particlesthatm ightappear
in itsenergy range.

5.2.1 Slepton m assm easurem ent

The sim ple kinem aticsofsupersym m etric particle pairproduction allowsdirectand
accurate m ass m easurem ents. The technique m ay be illustrated with the process
ofpairproduction and decay ofthe e�

�

R ,the scalarpartnerofthe �
�

R . The process
e+ e� ! e�

�

R
e�
+
R producesthesleptonsata�xed energy equaltothebeam energy.The

e�
�

R isexpected to decay to theunobserved lightestneutralino via e�
�

R ! �� e�01.Then
the �nalm uons are distributed in energy between kinem atic endpoints determ ined
by the m assesin the problem .Since the e�

�

R isa scalar,the distribution ofm uonsis
isotropicin the e�

�

R restfram eand 
atin energy in thelab fram e.Thus,theobserved
energy distribution ofm uonshasthe shape ofa rectangularbox,and the m assesof
both the e�

�

R and the e�01 can beread o� from thepositionsoftheedges.
In m easuring slepton pairproduction in e+ e� collisions,specialattention m ustbe
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Figure2.7: Energy distribution ofm uonsresulting from processese+ e� ! e�� e�+ ,followed

by e� decay,from [77].left:e+ e� ! e�
�

R
e�
+
R
,fora 160 fb� 1 eventsam ple at320 G eV;right:

e+ e� ! e�
�

L
e�
+
L
,with selection of e�L ! �e�02, e�02 ! ‘+ ‘� e�01 decays on both sides,for a

250 fb� 1 event sam ple at 500 G eV.The electron beam polarization is used to reduce the

background from e+ e� ! W + W � .

paid to the backgroundsfrom two-photon processesin which the prim ary scattered
electrons are undetected within the beam pipes. This m akes it im portant for the
detectorto havegood coverageatforward and backward angles.Itm ay beusefulfor
gaining furthercontrolover thisprocess to provide tagging detectors atvery sm all
angles[76].

On the left side ofFig.2.7,we show sim ulation results for e�R pair production
[77]. The dom inantbackground (shaded in the �gure)com esfrom othersupersym -
m etry processes. The rounding ofthe rectangle on its upper edge is the e�ect of
beam strahlung and initialstateradiation.Thesim ulation predictsa m easurem entof
both the e�

�

R and the e�01 m asses to 0.2% accuracy. The rightside ofFig.2.7 shows
them uon energy distribution from pairproduction ofthe e�

�

L ,thepartnerofthe�
�

L .
Decaysoftheform e�L ! �e�02,e�

0
2 ! ‘+ ‘� e�01 areselected on both sidesoftheeventto

obtain avery clean 6lepton signature.Despitethelow statisticsfrom thesevereevent
selection,thisanalysisalso givesthe e�

�

L and the e�02 m assesto 0.2% accuracy.Atthe
LHC,them assofthelightestneutralino e�01 typically cannotbedeterm ined directly,
and the m assesofheaviersuperparticlesare determ ined relative to the e�01 m ass. So
notonly do thee+ e� m easurem entsprovidem odel-independentslepton m asses,they
also provide crucialinform ation to m ake the superpartnerm assm easurem entsfrom
theLHC m orem odel-independent.

Thesam estrategy can beapplied todeterm inethem assesofothersuperpartners.
Exam pleswith sneutrinos,scalartop,and charginosare shown in [78]. Even higher
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accuraciescan beobtained by scanning thee+ e� crosssection neareach pairproduc-
tion threshold. Thiscostsabout100 fb� 1 perthreshold,butitallowsparticle m ass
m easurem entsto betterthan 1 partperm il[77].

5.2.2 Slepton properties

An e+ e� collidercan notonlym easurethem assesofsuperparticlesbutalsocan deter-
m ine m any m ore propertiesofthese particles,testing predictionsofsupersym m etry
from them ostqualitativeto them ostdetailed.

Beforeanything else,itisim portantto verify thatparticlesthatseem to beslep-
tonsare spin 0 particleswith the Standard M odelquantum num bersofleptons. A
spin 0 particle has a characteristic angular distribution in e+ e� annihilation,pro-
portionalto sin2�. Even though there are m issing neutralinos in the �nalstate of
e+ e� ! e�� e�+ ,thereare enough kinem atic constraintsthattheangulardistribution
can be reconstructed [79]. The m agnitude ofthe crosssection can be com puted for
each electron polarization with typicalelectroweak precision;itdependsonly on the
Standard M odelquantum num bersoftheproduced particleandthusdeterm inesthese
quantum num bers.

A m ajorissueinsupersym m etryisthe
avor-dependenceofsupersym m etrybreak-
ingparam eters.Usingtheendpointtechniqueabove,theselectron and sm uon m asses
can be com pared ata levelbelow the 1 partperm illevel. Itissom ewhatm ore dif-
�cult to study the superpartners ofthe �,buteven in this case the m asses can be
found to percentaccuracy by locating theendpointoftheenergy distribution ofstau
decay products[80].

Itistypicalin supersym m etry scenarioswith largetan� thatthesuperpartnersof
�
�

R and ��L m ix,and thatthelighterm asseigenstate isactually thelightestslepton.
Ifthe m ass di�erence between the lighter stau and the otherleptons is signi�cant,
this can create a problem for the study ofsupersym m etry at LHC,since then su-
persym m etry decay cascades typically end with � production. A param eter point
studied by the ATLAS supersym m etry group illustratesthe problem [62]. W e have
justnoted thatthereisno di�culty in m easuring thestau m assesata linearcollider.
In addition,sincetheproduction crosssection dependsonly on electroweak quantum
num bers,it is possible to determ ine the m ixing angle from totalcross section and
polarization asym m etry m easurem ents. The characteristic dependence ofthe polar-
ization asym m etry on the stau m ixing angle isshown in Fig.2.8. The �nalstate �
polarization providesanotherdiagnosticobservablewhich can beused toanalyzethe
com position ofthestau oroftheneutralino into which itdecays[80].

Thecrosssection forproduction oftheelectron partnersissom ewhatm orecom -
plicated, because this process can proceed both by e+ e� annihilation and by the
exchangeofneutralinos,asshown in Fig.2.9.In typicalm odels,thedom inantcontri-
bution actually com esfrom exchange ofthe lightestneutralino. Thus,the selectron
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Figure 2.8: Polarization asym m etry ofe+ e� ! e�
+
1
e�
�

1 as a function ofthe stau m ixing

angle.

e– e+

e– e+

e– e+

e– e+
~ ~

~~

~

3-96

+

+

e– e–

e– e–~ ~

8137A5

e– e–

e– e–

χi

~ ~

~

0

χi
0 ~χi

0

γ, Ζ(a)

(b)

Figure 2.9: Diagram s contributing to selectron pair production: (a) e+ e� ! ee+ ee� ,(b)

e� e� ! ee� ee� .

production crosssection can givefurtherinform ation on them assand theproperties
ofthisparticle.Thestudy ofneutralinosiscom plicated by thefactthatthevarious
neutralino species can m ix. In the Section 5.2.4,we willdiscuss this m ixing prob-
lem and presentm ethodsforresolving itexperim entally using e+ e� data on chargino
production. Neutralino m ixing can also be studied in selectron pairproduction;an
illustrativeanalysisisgiven in [79].

Once the m ixing ofneutralinosisunderstood,the selectron pairproduction can
testthebasicideaofsupersym m etry quantitatively,by testingthesym m etry relation
ofcouplingconstants.Forsim plicity,consideram odelin which thelightestneutralino
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Figure2.11: Determ ination oftheg~b~eR e
couplingfrom a100 fb� 1 m easurem entofselectron

pairproduction,from [80].

isthe superpartnereb ofthe U(1)gauge boson ofthe Standard M odel,and im agine
com paring theprocessesofeeR pairproduction and Bhabha scattering,asillustrated
in Fig.2.10. By supersym m etry,the coupling constant at the eeeeb vertex m ust be
sim ply related to the U(1) electroweak coupling: g~b~eR e =

p
2g0. A m easurem ent of

theforward crosssection fore+ e� ! ee
+
R
ee
�

R can giveaprecision testofthisprediction.

Detailedsim ulation ofselectron pairproductionhasshown thattheratiog~b~ee=
p
2g0

can bem easured toaprecision ofabout1% ,asshown in Fig.2.11[80].(Thisanalysis
usesdata from thesam ecrosssection m easurem entboth to �x theparam etersofthe
neutralino m ixing and to determ ine g~b~ee.) Even higheraccuracy can be achieved by
studying selectron production in e� e� collisions. The ratio g~W ~�e

can also be deter-
m ined from chargino pairproduction and com pared to itsStandard M odelcounter-
partto about2% accuracy.Attheselevels,them easurem entwould notonly provide
a stringent test ofsupersym m etry as a sym m etry ofNature,but also it m ight be
sensitive to radiativecorrectionsfrom heavy squark and slepton species[81,82,83].
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Figure 2.12: K inem atic distributions from a sim ulation ofchargino pair production and

decay with 160 fb� 1 at320 G eV,from [77].left:dijetenergy distribution;right:dijetm ass

distribution.

5.2.3 Chargino m assm easurem ent

Theprocessofchargino pairproduction in e+ e� annihilation issom ewhatm orecom -
plicated than slepton pairproduction,butitalso providesm ore interesting observ-
ables. To begin,we discuss the chargino m assm easurem ent. Ifthe chargino isthe
lightestcharged supersym m etricparticle,itwilldecayvia e�

+
1 ! qqe�01 or e�

+
1 ! ‘+ �e�01.

The reaction with a hadronic decay on one side and a leptonic decay on the other
provides a characteristic sam ple ofevents which can be distinguished from W pair
production by theirlargem issing energy and m om entum .Ifthelab fram eenergy of
theqqsystem ism easured,thekinem aticendpointsofthisdistribution can beused to
determ inethem assofthe e�

+
1 and ofthe e�01,asin theslepton case.Thepowerofthis

kinem atic �tcan be strengthened by segregating events according to the m easured
value ofthe qq invariantm ass. The distributions in the energy and m assofthe qq
system areshown in Fig.2.12.In thestudy of[77],one�ndsm assdeterm inationsat
the0.2% levelforeventsam plesofthesam esizeasthoseused in theslepton case.

Atlargetan� values,thelighterstau (~�1)m aybelighterthanthelightestchargino
(~��1 ).The decay ~��1 ! ~��1 ��,followed by ~��1 ! ~�01 �

� ,altersthe phenom enology of
the chargino production [80]. In thiscase,one can stillm easure the m ass ofa 170
GeV chargino to betterthan 5 GeV with 200 fb� 1 at

p
s = 400 GeV [84].
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Figure 2.13: Diagram scontributing to chargino pairproduction.

5.2.4 Analysisofchargino m ixing

The cross section and angular distribution ofchargino pair production is built up
from thediagram sshown in Fig.2.13.Thisprocessisintrinsically m orecom plicated
than slepton pair production because one m ust account for chargino m ixing. In
supersym m etry m odels,thereisalwaysacharged Higgsboson H � ,and both theW �

and the H � have spin-1
2
partners. These necessarily m ix,through a m assm atrix of

thefollowing form :

( ew � ieh
�

1 )
T

�
m 2

p
2m W sin�p

2m W cos� �

� �
ew +

ieh
+
2

�

; (2.15)

where ew � arethesuperpartnersoftheW � and eh
�

1 and
eh
+
2 arethesuperpartnersofthe

charged com ponentsofthetwo Higgs�elds.Them atrix dependson theparam eters
�,thesupersym m etricHiggsm ass,m 2;thesupersym m etry breaking m assofthe ew � ;
and tan�,theratio ofHiggs�eld vacuum expectation values.Theneutralino m asses
involvea sim ilarm ixing problem am ong fourstates,thesuperpartnersoftheneutral
SU(2)and U(1)gaugebosonsand thetwo neutralHiggs�elds.Theneutralino m ass
m atrix involvesthesam ethreeparam eters�,m 2,tan�,plusm 1,thesupersym m etry
breaking m assoftheeb.

Chargino and neutralino m ixing isnotan added com plication thatone m ay in-
troduce into supersym m etric m odelsifone wishes. Itisan intrinsic feature ofthese
m odelswhich m ustbe resolved experim entally. Unlessthiscan be done,supersym -
m etry m easurem ents can only be interpreted in the context ofm odelassum ptions.
In addition,thism easurem entisim portantin resolving the question ofwhetherthe
lightestneutralino in supersym m etry can provide the cosm ologicaldark m atter. In
m ostscenariosofthedark m atter,theneutralinom ustbelightand dom inantly gaug-
ino ratherthan Higgsino.In any case,theneutralino m ixing m ustbeknown to build
a quantitativetheory ofthecosm ologicalneutralino production and relicabundance.

Fortunately,itispossibletom easurethecharginoand neutralinom ixinganglesby
m aking useofthespecialhandlesthatthelinearcollidero�ers.To seethis,consider
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the diagram s ofFig.2.13 for a right-handed polarized electron beam . The second
diagram ,which involves the sneutrino,couplesonly to left-handed electronsand so
vanishesin thiscase.Athigh energy,the
 and Z exchanged in the�rstdiagram can
betraded fortheneutralSU(2)and U(1)gaugebosons.The e�R doesnotcouple to
the SU(2)boson.The ew � doesnotcouple to the U(1)boson.Thus,thetotalcross
section forthe process e�R e

+ ! e�
+
1
e�
�

1 can be large only ifthe lightercharginos e�
+
1

and e�
�

1 aredom inantly com posed ofthe Higgs�eld superpartners. Thisrem arkable
featureisevidentin thecontourm ap ofthiscrosssection against� and m 2 shown in
Fig.2.14.A m oredetailed analysisshowsthat,by m easuringtheangulardistribution
ofchargino pair production,one can determ ine the separate m ixing angles for the
positiveand negative(left-handed)charginos[85].Unlessthem ixing anglesarevery
sm all,them easurem entofthetwom ixinganglesand the e�

+
1 m assallow thecom plete

m assm atrix (2.15)to be reconstructed. In an exam ple studied in [85],thisanalysis
gave a 10% m easurem ent oftan�,purely from supersym m etry m easurem ents,in a
100 fb� 1 experim entat500 GeV.

Having determ ined thechargino m ixing,onecan then analyzechargino pairpro-
duction from left-handed ferm ions.Thisbringsback thedependenceon thesneutrino
m ass. In fact,itispossible to m easure the e�ectofsneutrino exchange and thusto
determ inethem assesoftheleft-handed sleptonsforslepton m assesup to a factorof
2 above the collidercenterofm assenergy.M easurem entsofthe ratio ofleptonic to
hadronicchargino decaysalso can giveinform ation on them assesoftheleft-handed
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sleptons[86].Thiscan provide a consistency teston thesupersym m etry param eters
ora targetforan energy upgrade.

In both thechargino and slepton studiesthatwehavediscussed,itisrem arkable
how theuseofpolarization and detailed angulardistribution m easurem entscan o�er
new inform ation along a dim ension quite orthogonalto thatprobed by sim ple m ass
determ inations. The use ofbeam polarization is particularly incisive in separating
com plexcom positeobservablesintoquantitieswith adirectrelation totheparam eters
in theunderlying Lagrangian.

5.3 Studies ofthe top quark

Thetop quark’sspecialstatusasthem ostm assiveknown m atterparticle,and the
only ferm ion with an unsuppressed coupling to the agentsofelectroweak sym m etry
breaking,m akeitaprim etargetforallfuturecolliders.Thelinearcollider,operating
nearthetop quark pair-production threshold and athigherenergiesbelow 500 GeV,
can carry outa com plete program oftop quark physics. Thisincludesthe m easure-
m entofthetop quark m ass,width,form factors,and couplingstom any species.This
broad program ofm easurem ents isreviewed in [87]. In thissection,we willdiscuss
two particularly im portantm easurem entsfrom thiscollection.

Them assofthetop quark isa fundam entalparam eterin itsown right,and itis
alsoan ingredientin precision electroweak analysesand theoriesof
avor.Itisim por-
tanttom easurethisparam eterasaccuratelyaspossible.Futurem easurem entsatthe
Tevatron and the LHC are likely to determ ine m t to 2{3 GeV precision,dom inated
by system atice�ects[88,62].

Atthelinearcollider,thetop quark m assisdeterm ined directly by theaccelerator
energy atwhich one seesthe onsetofttproduction. A sim ulation ofthe top quark
threshold scan,from [89],is shown in Fig.2.15. Given a m easurem ent of�s from
anothersource,thisscan determ inesm t to 200 M eV using only 11 fb� 1 ofdata. In
the partofthe cross section described by the top quark threshold,the tand tare
separated by adistancesm allcom pared totheQCD scale.Thism eansthatthem ass
determ ined from thethreshold scan| asopposed tothe‘polem ass’determ ined by the
kinem aticsofhigh energy production| isa trueshort-distancequantity which isfree
ofnonperturbativee�ects.Thetheoreticalerrorfortheconversion ofthee+ e� thresh-
old position to the M S top quark m ass relevant to grand uni�ed theories is about
300 M eV [90,91];forthe pole m ass,itisdi�culteven to estim ate thisuncertainty.
Theexpenditureof100fb� 1 atthettthreshold allowsadditionalm easurem entsthat,
forexam ple,determ ine thetop quark width to a few percentprecision [92,93,94].

A second im portantsetofm easurem entsisthestudy ofthe top quark couplings
to 
,Z,W . In the reaction e+ e� ! tt,the �nalstate can be reconstructed as a
6-jetor4-jetplus‘� system .Thebjetsshould beidenti�ed with an e�ciency greater
than 80% . Both the production through 
 and Z and the decay by t! W + b are
m axim ally parity violating. Thus,there are m any independent kinem atic variables
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Figure 2.15: M easurem ent of the top quark m ass from the threshold shape, using a

threshold scan with a totaldata sam ple of11 fb� 1. The e�ects ofbeam strahlung,initial

state radiation,and acceleratorenergy spread are included.A top quark m assof170 G eV

wasassum ed in thisstudy [89].

thatcan beused toconstrain thevariouspossibleproduction and decay form factors.
A sim ulation study using80% e� beam polarization butonly 10fb� 1 oflum inosity at
500GeV showed thatitispossibletosim ultaneously constrain thewholesetofvector
and axialvector
,Z,and W form factorsofthetop quark with errorsin therange
5{10% [87].Thisanalysisshould im prove furtherwith high-lum inosity data sam ples
[95]. Experim ents atthe linearcolliderare sensitive atsim ilarlevels to anom alous
couplingsofttto thegluon [96].

A setofcouplingsofparticularinterestarethevectorand axialttZ form factors.
Aswehaveexplained in Section 4.5,theseform factorsarepredicted to receivelarge
contributionsin certain m odelsofstrong-interaction electroweak sym m etry breaking.
Thesecontributionsresultfrom diagram sin which theZ couplestothenew strongly-
interacting species which break electroweak sym m etry,and these couple to the top
quark through them echanism which generatesthetop quark m ass[28].In Fig.2.16,
theZ form factordeterm inationsfrom thesim ulation study of[97]arecom pared to
two representative theories [1]. Itis interesting that m ost ofthe sensitivity in this
particularm easurem entcom esfrom thepolarization asym m etry ofthetotaltop pair
production crosssection.Them easurem entofthisquantity isdom inated bystatistics
and can beim proved straightforwardly with higherlum inosity.

An additionalim portantm easurem entisthedeterm ination ofthetop quarkHiggs
Yukawa coupling.AttheLHC,theratio �tth=�W W h can bem easured to an accuracy
of25% for 80 < m h < 120 GeV [62]. At a linear collider,the top quark Yukawa
coupling can be m easured by studying the process e+ e� ! tth0,relying on the bb
decay ofthe h0 to produce spectacular events with 4 b’s in the �nalstate. This
processisdi�culttostudy at500GeV,butitbecom estractableathigherenergy.In

48



\TheCasefora 500 GeV LinearCollider"

�����

�����

yyyyy

yyyyy

�����

�����

�����

yyyyy

yyyyy

yyyyy

ALR eL
–eR

–

1.4

1.2

1.0

0.8

0.6
0.6 0.8 1.0

Re (Fz  )

1.2 1.4

b
a 

1V6-96

R
e 

(F
z 

 )
1A

8163A2

Figure 2.16: Determ ination ofthe form factors forthe vector and axialvector couplings

ofthe top quark to the Z,with 100 fb� 1 at400 G eV [97],com pared to the predictionsof

technicolorm odels,from [1].

sim ulation studiesat800 GeV,where thecrosssection isabout8 tim eshigherthan
at500 GeV,a 1000 fb� 1 sam pleyieldsa 6% uncertainty on �tth fora 120 GeV Higgs
boson [98,99].

5.4 Studies ofW boson couplings

Recentexperim ents atLEP 2 and the Tevatron have observed weak boson pair
production and have veri�ed the generalexpectations for the cross sections given
by the Standard M odel[100,101]. This is already an im portant discovery. One of
the m otivations for building a m odelofthe weak-interaction bosons from a Yang-
M illsgaugetheory isthatthespecialpropertiesoftheYang-M illscoupling tam ethe
typically bad high energy behaviorofm assive vector�elds. W e now know thatthe
behavior ofthe W and Z production cross sections,at least in the region close to
threshold,conform sto thegaugetheory predictions.

Thisdiscovery setsthestagefortheuseofW and Z bosonsto probethephysics
ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking. Aswe have noted in Section 4.5,new strong in-
teractions that m ight be responsible for electroweak sym m etry breaking can a�ect
thethree-and four-particlecouplingsoftheweak vectorbosons.Theprecision m ea-
surem entofthese e�ects| and the corresponding e�ectson the top quark couplings
discussed in the previoussection| can provide a window into the dynam icsofelec-
troweak sym m etry breaking com plem entary to thatfrom directW boson scattering.

Ourdiscussion in Section 4.5im pliesthatahigh levelofprecision isnecessary.W e
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estim ated therethate�ectsofnew stronginteractionsa�ectthestandard param eters
used to describetheW W 
 and W W Z vertices| �V ,�V ,forV = 
;Z,and gZ | at
the levelofa few partsin 10� 3. Forcom parison,the one-loop radiative corrections
to these param eterspredicted in the Standard M odelare ofthe orderof10� 3{10� 4

[102].
In contrast,thecurrentboundson param etersoftheW verticesfrom LEP 2 and

the Tevatron are atthe levelof10� 1 [100,101,103]. M uch im proved constraintsare
expected from theLHC.Thereoneexpectsto placeboundson theW W V couplings
in therange[62,104]

j�� V j< 0:01 to 0:1;
�
�
��gZ1

�
�
� ; j�V j< 0:001 to 0:01 (2.16)

which m ightbesensitive to e�ectsofnew physics.Itshould benoted thattheLHC
analysesintegrateovera largerangeofcenter-of-m assenergiesforvectorboson pair
production.Thism eansthatthe sensitivity and interpretation ofthese experim ents
depend on assum ptionsaboutthe energy-dependence ofthe form factorsdescribing
thenew physicse�ects.

The linearcolliderprovidesan ideallaboratory forthe study ofthe W W V cou-
plings. The process e+ e� ! W + W � actually gives the largest single contribution
to the e+ e� annihilation cross section athigh energies. The W pair events can be
reconstructed in thefour-jet�nalstate.M oreim portantly,theeventswith aleptonic
decay on onesideand a hadronicdecay on theotherallow unam biguousreconstruc-
tion ofthe charge and decay anglesofthe leptonic W .Both theproduction process
and theW decay arestronglyparity-violating,soboth beam polarization and angular
distributionscan beused to extractthedetailsofthe W vertices.The diagram sfor
e+ e� ! W + W � involve both 
 and Z,butthese e�ectscan be disentangled by the
use ofbeam polarization. The W pair production cross section is about 30 tim es
largerwith left-handed than right-handed polarized beam s. The suppression ofthe
right-handed cross section depends on the relation between the W W 
 and W W Z

verticespredicted by theStandard M odeland so isa sensitive m easureofdeviations
from thisprediction.

E�ectsfrom strong-interactionelectroweaksym m etrybreaking,whichenterthrough
e�ective Lagrangian param etersasin (2.9),a�ectthe crosssection forlongitudinal
W pair production through term s proportionalto (s=m 2

W ). At the sam e tim e,the
fraction ofthe crosssection with longitudinalW pairsgrowsas�2 = (1� 4m2W =s).
From thesetwo e�ectsalone,oneshould expecta factor15 im provem entin thesen-
sitivity to thesee�ectsin going from LEP 2 to thelinearcolliderexperim entsat500
GeV.Them ostim portantadvantage,however,istheincreasein statisticswith high
lum inosity running.A recentsim ulation oftheW W V couplingm easurem entata500
GeV colliderwith 500 fb� 1 estim atesthe lim itsthatcan be placed on the coupling
param etersas[105]

�
�
��gZ1

�
�
� < 2:5� 10� 3; j�� Zj< 7:9� 10� 4; j�Zj< 6:5� 10� 4; (2.17)
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j�� 
j< 4:8� 10� 4; j�
j< 7:2� 10� 4 : (2.18)

These resultsqualitatively im prove on the LHC sensitivity,to the pointwhere not
only e�ects ofnew physics but even the Standard M odelradiative corrections are
visible.

5.5 Studies ofQ C D

Inadditiontothesearch fornew physics,thelinearcolliderwillbeabletocom plete
theprogram ofprecision testsoftheStandard M odelwith a precisem easurem entof
theQCD coupling constant�s.The strong coupling constantisdeterm ined in e+ e�

annihilation from the production ratefor3-jetevents. The reduction in the relative
sizeofhadronization e�ectsathigh energyallow am easurem entof�s with system atic
errorssm allerthan 1% [106].

A m easurem entof�s ofsim ilarquality can beobtained from theratioofhadronic
to leptonicdecaysoftheZ 0,ifonecan obtain a sam pleofm orethan 108 Z 0 decays.
Thisbecom espracticalin linearcolliderexperim entsattheZ 0,aswewillexplain in
Section 5.6.By com paring thetwo precision m easurem entsof�s atQ valuesofm Z

and 500 GeV,itwillbe possible to give a precise testofthe QCD renorm alization
group equation.

W ith con�dence in the running of�s from thisexperim ent,one can extrapolate
the precise value of�s to the grand uni�cation scale. Current data is consistent
with agrand uni�cation with therenorm alization group equationsofsupersym m etry;
however,itgiveslittleconstrainton the detailsofuni�cation.W ith an accurate�s,
onecananticipateaprecisetestofgranduni�cation relations.Thecontributionstobe
accounted forincludenext-to-leading ordercorrectionsfrom two-loop beta functions,
TeV-scalethreshold e�ects,and GUT-scalethreshold e�ects[36].Thetwo-loop beta
functions are known from the generaltheoreticalschem e. The TeV-scale threshold
e�ectsareunknown today,butthey willbedeterm ined from thenew particlem asses
m easured atthe LHC and the linearcollider. Then a 1% m easurem entof�s would
allow a 10% m easurem entoftheGUT-scalethreshold correction.Thism easurem ent
would give an indirect but signi�cant constraint on the spectrum of the m assive
particlesresponsiblefortheGUT leveloffundam entalsym m etry breaking.

The linear collider can also provide the m ost sensitive experim ents on photon
structure,including theprecisem easurem entofthephoton structurefunction F 


2 .In
addition,with su�cientforward instrum entation,thelinearcollidercould study 
 �
�

scattering atlargesand �xed m om entum transfer.Thisisa beautifully clean m odel
system foranalyzing a partofQCD thatisstillvery m ysterious,the nature ofthe
pom eron and thedynam icsofhigh-energy scattering [107].
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Param eter CurrentValue LC M easurem ent

sin2�e�W 0:23119� 0:00021 � 0:00002
m W 80:419� 0:038 GeV � 0:006 GeV
�(Z ! ‘+ ‘� ) 83:96� 0:09 M eV � 0:04 M eV
R
exp

b =R th
b 1:0029� 0:0035 � 0:0007

A
exp

b =A th
b 0:958� 0:017 � 0:001

Table 2.4: Currentvalues ofsom e im portant electroweak param eters,and the potential

uncertaintyobtainableatalinearcolliderprovidingwith high statistics(e.g.,109 Z 0 decays).

5.6 Precision electrow eak studies

In addition to the experim entalprogram at500 GeV energies,one can envision
using the linear collider at the Z 0 and the W threshold to carry the experim ental
program ofprecision electroweak m easurem ents to the nextlevel. Operation ofthe
linearcolliderattheZ 0 polewould yield m orethan 109 Z 0 decaysin a 20 fb� 1 data
sam ple.W ith m orethan 100 tim esLEP 1 statisticsand high beam polarization,one
could undertakea very am bitiousand extensive program ofprecision m easurem ents.
Forexam ple[108],em ploying theleft-rightpolarization asym m etry,leptonicforward-
backward asym m etries,and tau polarization asym m etry (allofwhich are currently
statisticslim ited)onecould im provethedeterm ination ofsin2�e�W attheZ poleby an
orderofm agnitude,bringing itto an unprecedented � 0:01% level.Otherquantities
such as the Z line shape param eters,R b = �(Z ! bb)=�(Z ! hadrons),and A b

(the polarized bb asym m etry) could also be im proved. They would be lim ited only
by system atics.

W ith such a large sam ple ofZ decays,one would have m ore than 108 bb and
3� 107 �+ �� pairs.Thestudy oftheseeventscould m akeuseoftheoutstanding ver-
tex resolution and detection e�ciency ofthelinearcolliderenvironm ent.In addition,
polarized e+ e� annihilation attheZ 0 produces(fora left-handed beam )dom inantly
forward production ofb quarksand backward production ofantiquarks,thuselim i-
nating theneed fora
avortag.Thesefeaturescom binetogivean idealenvironm ent
forstudying CP violating asym m etriesand rare decaysaswellasperform ing preci-
sion m easurem ents [108]. Forexam ple,one could im prove the current precision on
theforward-backward asym m etry param eterA b by m orethan an orderofm agnitude.

In Table2.4,wehavelisted som eim proved m easurem entsenvisioned atthelinear
collider.Thetiny erroron sin2�e�W assum esa precisebeam polarization m easurem ent
thatm ay require polarizing both the electron and positron beam s. The im portance
ofre�ning sin2�e�W iswellillustrated by theprediction fortheHiggsm assthatwould
be obtained by em ploying these precise values and the im proved value ofm t from
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Section 5.4 asinput.One�nds

m h = (140� 5 GeV)e[1911(sin
2 �e�

W
� 0:23158)]

; (2.19)

wherethedom inanterrorcom esfrom hadronicloop uncertaintiesin � (assum ed here
to be reduced by a factor of3 com pared to the current error). Com parison ofthe
indirect loop determ ination ofm h from (2.19) with the direct m easurem ent ofm h

from the LHC and the linear collider would confront the electroweak prediction at
the 5% leveland would provide an accurate sum rule to be satis�ed by new heavy
particleswith electroweak charge.Anotherway to look atthiscom parison isthatit
willprobetheS and T param etersto an accuracy of0:02,about8 tim esbetterthan
currentconstraints.Atthatlevel,even theexistenceofa singleheavy chiralferm ion
doublet(m uch lessan entiredynam icalsym m etry breaking scenario)would m anifest
itself.The accurate value ofsin2�e�W atthe Z pole would be a valuable inputto the
m easurem entsofcrosssectionsand asym m etriesathigh energy thatwe willdiscuss
in Sections 6.3 and 6.4,m easurem ents which probe for possible Z 0 bosons,lepton
com positeness,ornew spacedim ensions.

A linearcolliderrun neartheW + W � threshold would also beextrem ely valuable
for im proving the determ ination ofm W beyond the capabilities ofthe LHC [108].
Alreadyatthecurrentuncertaintyof40M eV,thedeterm ination ofthem W m assfrom
kinem atic�ttingofW pairproduction atLEP 2isa�ected by system aticuncertainty
from the m odeling offragm entation. Butthe interpretation ofthe m easurem ent of
theW threshold position isalm ostfreeoftheoreticaluncertainty,allowing a 6 M eV
m easurem entto bedonewith a dedicated 100 fb� 1 run.

Collectively,the broad program ofprecision electroweak studies which the high
lum inosity ofthelinearcolliderm akesavailablenicely com plem entsand expandsthe
physicsgoalsatthem axim um colliderenergy.

6 Further topics from the linear collider physics program

In theprecedingsection,wehavediscussed onlythoseaspectsofthelinearcollider
experim entalprogram forwhich therearestrongargum entsthatthephenom enatobe
studied willappearat500 GeV.Therearem any otherexperim entsthatcan bedone
atan e+ e� linearcolliderwhich hassu�cientenergy to reach therequired threshold
fornew particles. In thissection,we willdescribe a num berofexperim ents ofthis
character. Allofthese experim ents willeventually becom e relevant as com ponents
ofthe long-term program that we have described in Section 2. M easurem ents at
the LHC which estim ate the new thresholds could provide speci�c m otivation for
upgrading a500GeV colliderto higherenergy.But,oneshould keep in m ind thatall
ofthe phenom ena we describe in thissection could wellbe presentat500 GeV and
provideadditionalrichnessto theinitialphysicsprogram ofthelinearcollider.
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Itiswellappreciated thatan e+ e� colliderprovidesan excellentenvironm entto
search forallvarietiesofexoticparticleswith nonzeroelectroweak quantum num bers.
The huge variety ofparticleswhich have been searched foratLEP isdescribed,for
exam ple,in [109].In alm ostallcases,theLEP lim itsarecloseto thekinem aticlim it
allowed by thecollider.A collideroperating abovethepairproduction threshold will
beableto accum ulatea largesam pleofevents(70,000 eventsperunitofR in a 200
fb� 1 sam pleat500 GeV)and m akeincisive m easurem ents.

The corresponding discovery reach forexotic particlesattheLHC rangesfrom a
few hundred GeV fornew leptonsto about2 TeV fornew quarks. So,asa general
statem ent,the locations ofthe new thresholds are likely to be found at the LHC.
Experim entersata linearcolliderwillm easure essentialinform ation thatisbeyond
the capability ofthe LHC.W e have seen exam plesofthisin Section 5,and further
exam pleswillbediscussed in thissection.

Ratherthan sum m arize allpossible m easurem entsofnew phenom ena ata linear
collider,werestrictourselvesin thissection to fourspeci�cexam plesthathavebeen
worked outin som edetail.In Section 6.1,wewilldiscusstheparticlesofan extended
Higgssectorsuch asthatin theM inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel.In Section
6.2,wewilldiscussstudiesofsupersym m etric particlesbeyond thelightestchargino,
neutralinos,and sleptons.In Section 6.3,wewilldiscussnew and exoticZ 0bosons.In
Section 6.4,wewilldiscussprobesoflargeextra dim ensionsand TeV-scalequantum
gravity.

Because this paper focuses on the issue ofa 500 GeV collider,we do not dis-
cusshere the signi�cantcapabilitiesofhigherenergy e+ e� collisionsto probe W W

scattering processes [110]. These include the unique ability to study the reaction
W + W � ! tt,which directly teststhe coupling ofthe top quark to the particlesre-
sponsibleforstrong-interaction electroweak sym m etry breaking.These experim ents,
and thecom parison to theLHC capabilities,arereviewed in [15,111].

Although the detailed physics justi�cation forincreased e+ e� collision energy is
m oredi�cultto quantify atpresentthan thatfortheinitial 500 GeV step,wefully
expectthattheexperim entation attheLHC and �rststage e+ e� linearcolliderwill
revealphenom enathatdictateenergy upgrades.Itisim portanttocontinuetheR&D
needed forthisevolution.

6.1 Extended H iggs sector

In Section 5.1,wehavediscussed them easurem entofthepropertiesofthelightest
Higgsboson.M any m odelsofnew physicsallow m ultipleHiggs�elds,leading to ad-
ditionalheavierHiggsparticles. In particular,supersym m etry requiresthe presence
ofatleasttwo Higgsdoublet�elds.Thisproduces,in addition to theh0,fouraddi-
tionalstates| theCP-even H 0,theCP-odd A 0,and charged statesH � .Them asses
ofthesestatesshould becom parabletothem assesofothersupersym m etricparticles.
Ifthescaleofsuperparticlem assesism uch greaterthan 100 GeV,then typically the
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fourheavy Higgsstates are relatively close in m ass,and the lighth0 resem bles the
Higgsboson oftheStandard M odel.

TheheavyHiggsstatesareverydi�cultto�nd attheLHC.TheLHC experim ents
have studied extensively theirsensitivity to theHiggssectoroftheM SSM .W ehave
already presented a sum m ary ofthese analysesin Fig.2.2. A low m assH � can be
found atthe LHC below about125 GeV in the decays ofthe top quark. Form H �

above225GeV,itsdecay intotbcan beused to�nd thecharged Higgsiftan� >
� 25or

tan� <� 2.In theregion ofinterm ediatetan� abovetheLEP lim its,only theprocess
h0 ! 

 isvisible,and theH and A arenotseen atall.Forlargertan� (> 10),the
decaysH =A ! �+ �� becom eaccessible.BecausethetechniquefordetectingH and A
involvesparticlesthatdecay with m issing energy,itwillbedi�cultto m akeaprecise
m assm easurem ent. ATLAS studiessuggestan accuracy on the H /A m assofabout
5 GeV,forM H =A = 300 GeV and tan� = 10,only after300 fb� 1 hasbeen collected.
Forcom parison,the H {A m ass di�erence is atm ost a few GeV.Forlow tan�,H
could bedetected by H ! ZZ �.Thism ode,however,appliesonly toalim ited region
ofparam eterspace,tan� < 3(aregion disfavored by theLEP constrainton them ass
ofh)and m H < 350 GeV.

A crucialaspectoftheexperim entalstudy oftheheavy Higgsstateswould beto
m easurethevalueoftan� = h�2i=h�1i,where�1 and �2 arethetwo Higgsdoublets
oftheM SSM .Thisquantity isneeded todeterm inetheabsolutesizeofthequark and
lepton Yukawa couplings.Forexam ple,itispossiblethatthebottom quark Yukawa
coupling islargeand thelightnessofthebottom quark isexplained by thefactthat
the Higgs�eld responsible forthis m ass hasa sm allvacuum expectation value. In
supersym m etry,tan� also appearsin m any form ulae forthesupersym m etry m asses
and m ixingsand isa sourceoftheoreticaluncertainty unlessitcan bepinned down.
TheLHC can m easuretan� from theheavy Higgsparticlesonly whereH isvisibleby
oneofthetechniquesjustlisted,to an accuracy of10{30% .Itshould benoted that
whatism easured is� � B R,and so thedeterm ination oftan� dependson theoretical
assum ptionsaboutthetotalwidth.

Ifthem assesofH ,A arewellabovethatofh,theseparticlesarem ainly produced
at an e+ e� collider in pairs,through e+ e� ! H 0A 0. The m ass determ ination is
straightforward. Kinem atic �tting ofdecays with bb on both sides should give an
accuracy of0.3% . The program described earlierforthe precision determ ination of
theh branching fractionscan beapplied also to theH and A.Thecrucialparam eter
tan� isgiven by theratio ofthebranching ratiosto bband tt.ForA,

�(A ! tt)

�(A ! bb)
=
m 2

t

m 2
b

cot4� �

 

1�
4m 2

t

m 2
A

! 1=2

: (2.20)

From thism easurem ent,a com pletely m odel-independentdeterm ination oftan� to
10% accuracy isexpected. M easurem entsofotherbranching fractionsofH ,A,and
H � willprovidecross-checksofthisvalue[112].
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TheATLAS [62]and CM S [75]analysesofthe�ttingofLHC datatothem inim al
supergravity-m ediated m odelgivesarem arkableaccuracy of3% in thedeterm ination
oftan�.However,thisdeterm ination oftan� isbased on theassum ption ofaspeci�c
m odelofsupersym m etry breaking.Itusestheprecision m easurem entoftheh0 m ass
and thusdependson thedetailed theoryoftheone-loopsupersym m etry correctionsto
thisparam eter.Linearcolliderexperim entso�era num berofm ethodsto determ ine
tan� from supersym m etry observables in a m odel-independent way. For exam ple,
tan� can be extracted from chargino m ixing,aswe have discussed in Section 5.2.4.
Intheend,itisanontrivialtestofthetheorywhetherthedeterm inationsoftan� from
the supersym m etry spectrum agree with the directdeterm ination ofthisparam eter
from theHiggssector.

6.2 Supersym m etric particle studies

In Section 4.4,wehave argued that,ifthenew physicsattheTeV scaleincludes
supersym m etry,the lightest supersym m etric particles are likely to appearat a 500
GeV e+ e� collider.In Section 5.2,wehavediscussed theprogram ofdetailed m easure-
m entson thoseparticles.Ofcourse,nothingprecludesalargersetofsupersym m etric
particlesfrom appearing at500 GeV,though itislikely thatincreased energy willbe
needed to producethefullsupersym m etry spectrum .In thissection,wewilldiscuss
whatcan belearned from a m orecom pletestudy ofthesupersym m etry spectrum in
e+ e� annihilation.

For brevity, we focus on two im portant issues. The �rst of these is whether
supersym m etry doesin factgive the dynam ics thatleads to electroweak sym m etry
breaking.Toverify them echanism ofelectroweak sym m etry breakingexperim entally,
wem ustdeterm inethebasicparam etersthatdirectly determ inetheHiggspotential.
These include the heavy Higgsboson m assesdiscussed in the previoussection. An-
otheressentialparam eteris�,thesupersym m etricHiggsm assparam eter.Aswehave
discussed in Section 5.2,thisparam etercan already bedeterm ined from thestudy of
thelightercharginoiftheseparticlesarenotalm ostpure ew.In thatlastcase,� isde-
term ined by m easuring them assoftheheaviercharginos.W ehaveargued in Section
4.4 thattheseparticlesshould befound with atm osta m odeststep in energy above
500 GeV.A precision m assm easurem entcan be done using the endpointtechnique
discussed in Section 5.2.

In typicalsupersym m etric m odels,thenegative Higgs(m ass)2 which causeselec-
troweaksym m etrybreakingisduetoam assrenorm alizationinvolvingthetopsquarks.
Thissam erenorm alization leadsto etL{etR m ixing and to a downward shiftin thetop
squark m assesrelativetothem assesofthe�rst-and second-generation squarks.The
m assshift,atleast,m ightbem easured attheLHC.However,in som escenarioswith
a large m ass shift,only the third-generation squark m asses can be m easured accu-
rately [62]. Atthe linearcollider,
avor-dependentsquark m assescan be m easured
to accuraciesbetterthan 1% .In addition,them assdi�erencesofthepartnersofqL
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Figure 2.17: Extrapolation ofsupersym m etry m ass param eters determ ined at a linear

collider from the TeV scale to the grand uni�cation scale,from [115]. The width ofeach

band atthe weak scale isthe errorin the directparam eterdeterm ination;these errorsare

propagated to higherenergiesusing the renorm alization group equations.

and qR can be m easured to thisaccuracy using polarization asym m etries [113]. By
com paring the pairproduction crosssectionswith polarized beam s,asdescribed in
Section 5.2 forstau m ixing,itispossible to m easurethetop squark m ixing angleto
betterthan 1% accuracy in a 500 fb� 1 experim ent[114].

The second issue is the possibility ofthe grand uni�cation ofsupersym m etry
breaking param eters. This is the crucialtest ofwhether supersym m etry breaking
arisesfrom physicsabove the grand uni�cation scale orfrom a di�erentm echanism
acting atlowerenergies. Thistestrequiresaccurate m odel-independent determ ina-
tionsofasm any supersym m etry m assparam etersaspossible.Figure2.17 showsan
extrapolation tothegrand uni�cation scaleat2� 1016 GeV ofm assesdeterm ined in a
500fb� 1 sam pleatalinearcollider.Them oste�ectivetestsofgrand uni�cation com e
from thecom parison ofthegaugino m assparam etersm 1 and m 2 and from com pari-
son ofthem assesofthesleptons eeR and eeL (called E 1 and L1 in the�gure).Because
ofQCD threshold corrections,them assesofthegluino (m 3)and the�rst-generation
squarks(labeled D 1,Q 1,U1)arelesse�ectivein thiscom parison.Itshould benoted
thatthem assratioswhich providethem ostsigni�canttestsofgrand uni�cation are
justtheonesthatarem ostdi�cultto m easure accurately attheLHC.Even forthe
uncolored states,a 1% m asserroratthe weak scaleevolvesto a 10% uncertainty at
thegrand uni�cation scale.So thiscom parison putsa prem ium on very precisem ass
determ inations,such asa linearcolliderwillm akepossible.

Theseissuesareonlytwoslicesthroughtherichphenom enologyofsupersym m etric
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particles.Ifsupersym m etricparticles| oranyotherfam ilyofexoticparticles| appear
atthe TeV scale,there willbe a fullprogram ofexperim ents for both hadron and
e+ e� colliders.

6.3 N ew Z
0 bosons

Thenew physicsattheTeV scalem usthaveSU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)gaugesym m e-
try,butitm ighthave an even largergauge sym m etry with additionalheavy vector
particles.Thesim plestextensionsarethosewith extra U(1)gaugesym m etries.The
corresponding gauge bosonsappearasnew vectorresonances| Z 0 bosons| coupling
to lepton and to qq pairs.

Extra U(1)factorsin the gauge group preserve the predictionsofgrand uni�ca-
tion. In fact,these new sym m etries appearnaturally in m odelsin which the grand
uni�cation group islargerthan them inim alchoiceofSU(5).Forexam ple,thegrand
uni�cation group E 6 contains the Standard M odelgauge group and two additional
U(1) factors. This leads to m odels in which the gauge sym m etry at TeV energies
containsan additionalU(1)factorwhich isa linearcom bination ofthese[116,117].

In certain granduni�ed m odels,them assesoftheheavyneutralleptonswhich give
the scale ofthe neutrino m assseesaw are determ ined by the scale ofbreaking ofan
extra U(1)sym m etry.In thiscase,theextrem e lightnessofneutrinosputsthem ass
ofthe Z 0 beyond the reach ofacceleratorexperim ents. Butm any otherm otivations
fora new U(1)sym m etry pointto lowerm asses[118]. In particular,the size ofthe
� param eterofsupersym m etry m ay becontrolled by thescale ofbreaking ofa U(1)
sym m etry,in which casethecorresponding Z 0boson m usthavea m assnotfarabove
1TeV.M oregenerally,thepossiblerichnessofgaugesym m etriesm otivatesthesearch
forthese new states. Thisisespecially true forsuperstring theories,where explicit
m odelconstructionsoften predicta largenum berofextra U(1)gaugeparticles[119].

Theabilitiesofcolliderstodetectsignaturesofheavy Z 0bosonshavebeen studied
in greatdetail.Hadron collidershaveim pressivesensitivity forsearchesin which the
Z 0 bosonsappearasresonancesdecaying to ‘+ ‘� . Lepton colliderscan be sensitive
to Z 0 bosonsin a di�erentway,through the precision study ofthe pairproduction
processes e+ e� ! ‘+ ‘� and e+ e� ! qq. Because these reactions can be m easured
precisely and also predicted theoretically to partperm ilaccuracy,experim entscan
be sensitive to interference e�ects caused by Z 0 bosons ofm ass a factor of10 or
m oreabove the e+ e� centerofm assenergy [120,121,122].Allofthe specialhandles
ofthe e+ e� environm ent,including polarization asym m etries,
avortagging,and �

polarization,can bebroughtto bearin thesearch fortheseinterference e�ects.
Table5,based on [123],givesa com parison between thesensitivity ofe+ e� linear

collidersand thatoftheLHC.Them odelslisted in thetablecorrespond toparticular
choicesforthequantum num berassignm entsoftheZ 0;seetheoriginalreferencefor
details.Thetableshowsthatthesensitivityofalinearcollideroperatingat500GeV is
quitecom parabletothatoftheLHC.Thesensitivitiesquoted in thetablecorrespond
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M odel 500 GeV 1000 GeV LHC

� 4.5 6.5 4.5
 2.6 3.8 4.1
� 3.3 4.7 4.2
I 4.5 6.5 4.4
SSM 5.6 8.1 4.9
ALRM 5.4 7.9 5.2
LRM 5.2 7.5 4.5
UUM 6.7 9.8 4.6

Table 2.5: Sensitivity ofe+ e� linearcollidersand the LHC to e�ectsofa Z 0,after[123].

The table gives the m ass reach in TeV for observability at the 95% CL.The analysis for

linearcollidersisbased on m easurem entofindirecte�ectsforan eventsam pleof200fb� 1;it

includesthee�ectofexperim entalcuts.TheanalysisfortheLHC givesthedirectsensitivity

toaresonance,assum ingan eventsam pleof100fb� 1 and Z 0decaysonly toStandard M odel

ferm ions.

to di�erent types of m easurem ents, and this point illustrates the com plem entary
relation ofthe LHC and the linear collider. For a Z 0 at a few TeV,the LHC will
identify a resonance and accurately m easure the m ass M . The linear collider will
m easureinterferencee�ectsand thusdeterm inethequantity gegf=M 2 which depends
on them assand thecouplingstrengthstotheelectron and the
avorf.Bycom bining
thesepiecesofinform ation,onem ayobtainacom pletephenom enologicalpro�leofthe
Z 0. Both hadron and lepton colliderexperim entswillthusbe needed to understand
how theZ 0�tsinto thelargerpictureofuni�cation and sym m etry.

Thisstudy ofe+ e� ! ff can also be used to search forcom posite structure of
quarksandleptons.Theprocessm ostsensitivetocom positenessisBhabhascattering.
A 200 fb� 1 experim ent at 500 GeV would be expected to place a lim it of90 TeV
on the � param eters ofelectron com positeness. M �ller scattering (e� e� ! e� e� )
potentially provides an even m ore sensitive probe,o�ering a lim itof130 TeV fora
200 fb� 1 experim entat500 GeV [124].Even thee+ e� lim itisa factorof6 abovethe
expected lim it from studies ofDrell-Yan production at the LHC [62]. In addition,
an e�ect seen at the LHC could com e from any one ofa large num ber ofpossible
operators,whilein polarized Bhabha orM �llerscattering theoperatorstructurecan
bedeterm ined uniquely.

6.4 Large extra dim ensions

Am ong the m ost rem arkable proposals for new physics at the TeV scale is the
idea thatnew spacedim ensionsplay an im portantrole.Stringtheoristshaveinsisted
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form any yearsthatNaturecontainsm orethan fourdim ensions.However,fora long
tim e the extra dim ensionswere considered to be unobservably sm all. Recently,new
developm ents in string theory and phenom enology have shaken up thiscom placent
pictureand havesuggested thatnew space dim ensionsm ay beofthesize �h/TeV,or
even larger[125,126,127].

Thereisno spaceherefora com pletereview ofthesenew developm ents.(A brief
review can be found in [128].) Butwe would like to indicate the role thatthe LHC
and thelinearcollidercould play in theelucidation ofthesem odels.

Consider �rst m odels in which there is a single new dim ension ofTeV size. In
thism odel,thebasicquantum �eldsin Natureare�ve-dim ensional.Them om entum
in the �fth dim ension is quantized and can be interpreted as the m ass ofa four-
dim ensional�eld. So,each quantized value ofthe �fth com ponent ofm om entum
gives a state thatwe would observe asa new heavy particle. The easiest states to
observearethecom ponentsofthephoton and Z with nonzerom om entum in the�fth
dim ension. These would appearasZ 0 bosons. The sensitivity ofthe LHC and the
linearcolliderto thesestatesisgreaterthan thatto the‘SSM ’(SequentialStandard
M odel)boson listed in Table5.Ifseveralstatescan bediscovered,onecan begin to
m ap outthe geom etry ofthe extra dim ensions. A sim ilarphenenom enology applies
totheRandall-Sundrum m odel[129]in which curvaturein the�fth dim ension isused
to explain the hierarchy between the Planck scale and the weak scale. In thiscase,
thenew resonancesareactually higherFouriercom ponentsofthegravitational�eld,
a fact which can be recognized experim entally by their characteristic spin-2 decay
distributions[130].

Inanotherclassofm odels,ourapparentlyfour-dim ensionalworldisam em branein
aspaceoflargerdim ensionality [127].Thisschem eallowsthescaleatwhich quantum
gravitybecom esastronginteraction tobem uch lowerthan theapparentPlanckscale.
In fact,itcan beaslow asTeV energies.Theauthorsof[127]em phasized thattheir
theorycould betested bym acroscopicgravityexperim ents.Butinfactm orestringent
tests com e from high energy physics,from experim ents that look for the e�ects of
gravitationalradiation athigh energy colliders.These areoftwo types.First,ifthe
scale M ofstrong quantum gravity is low,one expects radiation ofgravitons G in
e+ e� and qq collisions,giving riseto processessuch as

e
+
e
�
! 
G qq! gG (2.21)

which appearasphotonsorjetsrecoilingagainstan unobserved particle.Thesee�ects
havebeen searched forexplicitly atLEP and theTevatron (e.g.,[131]),giving lower
lim itsofabout1 TeV on the gravity scale M . Second,one can look forthe e�ects
ofvirtualgraviton exchangeinterfering with Standard M odelannihilation processes.
These interference e�ectshave been searched forboth by m easurem entsofe+ e� an-
nihilation to ferm ion pairsatLEP 2 (e.g.,[132])and by m easurem entsofDrell-Yan
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and 

 pair production at the Tevatron [133]. In both cases,the sensitivity to M
reachesabove1 TeV.

Theseexperim entswillberepeated atthenextgeneration ofcolliders.Thelim its
on M from m issingenergy experim entsareexpected tobeabout5TeV from thehigh
lum inosity linearcolliderat500GeV,and about8 TeV from m onojetsearchesatthe
LHC.Sim ilarly,lim itson M from virtualgraviton exchangeshould reach to about6
TeV both atthe 500 GeV linearcolliderand in the study ofDrell-Yan processesat
theLHC [134].Thesevaluesarehigh enough that,ifthenew dim ensionsareactually
connected to the physicsofthe TeV scale,theire�ectsshould be observed. In that
case,thelinearcolliderexperim entswilltakeon an added signi�cance.Atthelinear
collider,butnotatthe LHC,itispossible to determ ine the parton kinem aticsofa
m issing energy event. Then one can determ ine whether events have a broad m ass
spectrum ,as predicted in ordinary quantum gravity,or whether they are resonant
at �xed m ass values,as predicted in string theory. For virtualgraviton processes,
thelinearcollidercan observethe
avor-and helicity-dependence oftheinterference
e�ectsand determ ine whetherthe new couplingsare universal,asnaively expected
forgravity,orarem orecom plex in nature.

Iftherearem orethan fourdim ensionsin Nature,theevidence forthiswillm ost
likely com e from high-energy physics. The possibility providesa trem endousoppor-
tunity,onewhich willengageexperim entersatboth hadron and lepton colliders.

7 C onclusions

The beautifulexperim ents in particle physics over the past 20 years and the
trem endoustheoreticale�ortto synthesize thecurrentunderstanding ofelectroweak
sym m etry breaking havebroughtusto a pointofexceptionalopportunity foruncov-
eringnew lawsofphysics.Thewealth ofprecision electroweak m easurem entsindicate
thata new threshold iscloseathand.Theprecision m easurem entsplacestrong con-
straintson m odelsthatexplain thesym m etry breaking and pointto new phenom ena
atthe500 GeV scale.

Laterin thisdecade,we willbegin to capitalize on thisopportunity with experi-
m entsattheLHC.Thereisno doubtthattheLHC willm akeim portantdiscoveries.
However,m any crucialm easurem ents on the expected new physics are di�cult to
perform ata hadron collider. In thispaper we have argued thata 500 GeV linear
collider willprovide essentialinform ation needed to interpret and to exploit these
discoveries.

TheLHC should discovera Higgsboson (ifLEP 2 orTevatron experim entshave
notalreadydoneso)in allbutratherspecialcircum stances.Thelinearcolliderisvery
wellsuited to m easuring itsquantum num bers,totalwidth and couplings.M oreover,
ifthereisan expanded Higgssector,m easurem entoftheHiggscouplingsto ferm ion
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pairsand to gaugebosonsisessential.
Ifthenew physicsincludessupersym m etry,theLHC experim entsshould observe

supersym m etricparticleproduction.They willm easuresom efraction ofthesparticle
m asses,butthey m ostlikely willnotbeableto determ inetheirspin and electroweak
quantum num bers. M easurem entofm ixing anglesand supersym m etric couplingsat
the LHC willbe very di�cult. To the extentthatthe sparticlesare accessible to a
linearcollider,thesem easurem entsarestraightforward and precise.W ehaveargued
that there is a good probability that som e ofthe crucialsparticles willbe within
reach ofa 500GeV collider.Them easurem entsofgaugino and sferm ion m ixingsand
m asses willprovide im portant clues towards understanding how supersym m etry is
broken and transm itted to theTeV scale.

W ehavereviewed them odelsin which new strong interactionsprovidethem eans
by which the Standard M odelparticlesacquire m ass,and have found thatalthough
such m odelscannotbe ruled out,they have becom e increasingly constrained by the
existing precision data.TheLHC hasthepossibility forobserving new strong inter-
actions through m odi�cations to W W scattering. W e have argued that analogous
m odi�cationsto thegaugeboson ortop quark couplingscan beseen with a 500 GeV
linearcollider.W ehave also suggested thatoperation ofthelinearcolliderattheZ
resonancem ay bepro�table.

In each ofthese exam ples,we have argued thatthe linearcolliderand the LHC
have com plem entary roles to play. It is likely that neither m achine,by itself,will
piecetogetherthefullpictureofelectroweak sym m etry breaking.Thestrength ofthe
LHC isitslargepartonicenergy and copiousproduction ofm any new particles.The
linearcollider,with itscontrolofpartonic energy and beam polarization,and with
favorablesignaltobackground ratios,can m akecrucialm easurem entsthatrevealthe
characterofnew phenom ena. The com plem entarity ofhadron and lepton collisions
hasbeen am ply dem onstrated in thepast,and thereisevery reason to expectthatit
willcontinuein thefuture.

It m ay be usefulto give a few illustrative exam ples ofhow the linear collider
program m ightrespond to possibleoutcom esoftheLHC experim ents:

1.A Higgs-like state isdiscovered below 150 GeV,and strong evidence forsuper-

sym m etry is found. In this case,the linear collider program would be based
prim arily on the exploration ofsupersym m etry and the extended Higgs sec-
tor.Itwould m easurethecouplings,quantum num bers,m ixing anglesand CP
properties ofthe new states. These precisely m easured param eters hold the
key forunderstanding the m echanism ofsupersym m etry breaking.In thissce-
nario,a prem ium would be placed on running atsu�ciently high energy that
thesparticlesareproduced.Thism ightdictateraising theenergy to atleast1
TeV.

2.A Higgsparticle isseen,and no evidenceforsupersym m etry isfound.Thekey
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objectivein thisscenariowould bethethorough investigation oftheHiggsparti-
cle.Here,precision m easurem entswould beofparam ountim portance;a linear
colliderwould beableto m akeprecisedeterm inationsoftheHiggscouplingsto
allparticles(including invisible states),aswellasofitstotalwidth,quantum
num bersand perhapseven thestrength ofitsselfcoupling.Such m easurem ents
would pointtheway to possibleextensionsoftheStandard M odel.

High lum inosity operation would benecessary attheoptim um energy forHiggs
production. In this scenario,revisiting the Z pole m ight be criticalto re�ne
knowledge ofelectroweak loop corrections. Increased energy would likely be
required to search fornew phenom ena such asstrong scattering ofW W pairs
orevidence forlargeextra dim ensions.

3.No new particles are found. This uncom fortable scenario extends the puzzle-
m entwearein today.In thiscasethe�rstgoalofa linearcolliderwould beto
close the loopholesin the LHC m easurem ents(such asthe possibility thatthe
Higgsdecaysdom inantly to invisible particles).Afterthat,a detailed study of
thetopquarkorgaugebosoncouplingswould benecessarytorevealevidencefor
new dynam ics. In thisscenario,increased energy would be necessary to study
W W scattering.Onem ightwish to carry outadditionalprecisem easurem ents
attheZ 0 pole.

4.A wealth ofnew phenom ena issighted atLEP,Tevatron and LHC.These dis-
coveries would indicate a m uch richer array ofnew particles and phenom ena
than are presently envisioned in any single m odel. In thiscase,with m ultiple
sourcesofnew physics,thejob ofthelinearcolliderisclear.W ith itsunparal-
leled ability to m akedetailed m easurem entsofthepropertiesofthenew states,
a linear collider would be essentialto m ap out the terrain. A long and rich
program would beassured.

In each oftheserepresentativescenarios,afterexam ination ofthem any waysthat
new physicsm ightcom e into view,we conclude thata linearcolliderhasa decisive
role to play. Starting with initialoperation at 500 GeV,and continuing to higher
energies as needed,an e+ e� linear collider would be atthe heart ofa rich 20-year
program ofexperim entation and discovery in high energy physics.

Thereisno guaranteein physicsthatwecan everpredicthow Naturechoosesto
operate in uncharted territory.Overthepasttwo decades,however,through theory
and experim ent,a rem arkable understanding hasdeveloped. In thispaperwe have
argued thatthe data o�era clearpicture ofhow the nextstep should proceed: W e
should begin thedetailed design and construction ofa 500 GeV e+ e� linearcollider.
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