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Chapter 1 Introduction

T he Am erican particle physics comm unity can look forward to a well- conceived and
vial program of experin entation for the next ten years, using both colliders and

xed target beam s to study a w ide variety of pressing questions. Beyond 2010, these
program s w ill be reaching the end of their expected lives. The CERN LHC will
provide an experim ental program ofthe rst inportance. But beyond the LHC, the
Am erican comm unity needs a coherent plan. The Snowm ass 2001 W orkshop and
the delberations of the HEPAP subpanel o er a rare opportuniy to engage the full
comm uniy in planning our future for the next decade orm ore.

A m apraccelkerator pro £ct requires a decade from the beginning ofan engineering
design to the receipt of the st data. So it isnow tin e to decide whether to begin
a new accelkerator progct that will operate In the years soon after 2010. W e believe
that the world high-energy physics com m unity needs such a proct. W ith the great
prom ise of discovery In physics at the next energy scale, and w ith the opportunity for
the uncovering of profound insights, we cannot allow our eld to contract to a single
experin ental program at a single laboratory in the world.

W e believe that an €' e linear collider is an excellent choice for the next m apr
proect In high-energy physics. A pplying experim ental technigques very di erent from
those used at hadron colliders, an €' e linear collider will allow us to build on the
discoveries m ade at the Tevatron and the LHC, and to add a Jevel of precision and
clarity that w ill be necessary to understand the physics of the next energy scale. It
is not necessary to anticipate speci ¢ results from the hadron collider program s to
argue for constructing an € e linear collider; in any scenario that is now discussed,
physics w illbene t from the new inform ation that e" e experin ents can provide.

This Jast point m erits further em phasis. If a new accelerator could be designed
and built in a few years,  would m ake sense to wait forthe results ofeach accelerator
before planning the next one. Thus, we would wait for the resuls from the Tevatron
before planning the LHC experim ents, and wai for the LHC before planning any
later stage. In reality accelerators require a Jong tin e to construct, and they require
such specialized resources and hum an talent that delay can crippl what would be
prom ising opportunities. In any event, we believe that the case for the linear collider
is so com pelling and robust that we can Jjustify this facility on the basis of our current
know ledge, even before the Tevatron and LHC experin ents are done.

T he physics progoects for the lnear collider have been studied intensively for
m ore than a decade, and argum ents for the im portance of its experin ental program
have been developed from many di erent points of view . This book provides an
Introduction and a guide to this literature. W e hope that it will allow physicists
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new to the consideration of linear collider physics to start from their own personal
persoectives and develop their own assesan ents of the opportunities a orded by a
linear collider.

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 summ er by the linear
ocollider supporters for the G im an writing group of HEPAP [f]. This docum ent
presents a distilled argum ent for the st phase of the linear collider at 500 GeV In
the center ofm ass. Though it describes a num ber of physics scenarios, it em phasizes
a particular persoective on the physics to be expected at the next scale. C onsiderable
soace is given to the analysis of a light H iggs boson| as called for by the precision
electrow eak m easuram ents| and to m easuram ents of supersym m etry, m otivated, for
exam ple, by the precisely known values of the Standard M odel coupling constants.
There is no question that, in these scenarios, the linear collider would provide a
program ofbeautifiil and illum nating experin ents.

The Sourocsbook for LC Physics’, Chapters 3{8 gives a m ore com plete overview
of the physics m easuram ents proposed for the linear collider program . In ssparate
sections, we review the literature that describes the m easurem ents that the lnear
colliderw illm ake available on the full variety ofphysics topics: H iggs, supersym m etry,
other m odels of the electroweak sym m etry breaking (ncluding new Z bosons, exotic
particles, and extra dim ensions), top quark physics, QCD, and the new precision
electrow eak physics available at linear colliders. T he chapteron H iggsphysics inclides
a thorough review ofthe capabilities of a linear collider for the study ofthe Standard
M odel H iggs boson as a function of itsm ass.

Chapter 9 gives a survey of theoretical approaches to the next scale In physics and
the in plications of each for the linear collider physics case. This chapter attem pts
to cover the full range of possibilities for physics at the next energy scale. W e hope
that this review w illbe usefil in putting each particular physics scenario into a larger
persoective.

T he discussion of experin ental program issues in C hapters 10{14 presents a num —
ber of options for the linear collider experim ental program , weighing theirm erits and
requirem ents. W e begin by presenting som e typical scenarios for operation of the 1in—
ear collider, w ith suggested choices for energy and lum nosity to m est soeci ¢ physics
goals. W e then discuss the basslne experim ental facilities. O ur baseline design is
an accelerator of 500 G €V center-ofm ass energy, w ith polarized e beam s, and w ith
two Interaction regions that share the lum inosity. T he design envisions a num ber of
upgrade paths. These include low -energy precision m easurem ents in one of the two
regions and €' e collisions at multiTeV energies in the other. The logic of these
plans is describbed In som e detail. In the subsequent chapters, we discuss the possble
options of positron polarization, operation of a collider by laser backscattering
from electron beam s, and operation fore e oollisions. In each case, we review the
prom ise and the technological problem s of the approach.
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Chapter 15 discusses detectors for the linear collider experim ents. W e present
and cost three detectorm odels. W e also discuss issues for the linear collider detector
design. T hough a generic LEP -style detector could carry out the basicm easuram ents,
the linear collider environm ent o ers the opportuniy for exceptional detection e —
ciencies and precision in the study of physics processes. W e list a num ber of research
problam s whose solution would allow us to realize the iill potential that high energy
e" e oollisions o er.

The nal chapter gives a list of suggested questions that could be taken up at
Snowm ass or in other studies. M any ofthese arise from the speci ¢ discussions ofthe
earlier chapters. T hey range from questions of accelerator and detector optin izations
to physics issues that require rst study orm ore carefil scrutiny.

W e do not discuss linear collider accelerator designs in this book, but a num ber
of usefiil reports on the various current proposals are available. TESLA , based on
superconducting rf cavities, hasbeen subm ited to the G em an govermm ent asa fom al
TDR []1. A detailed proposal for the wam cavity accelerator developed by the NLC
and JLC groups was presented in the 1996 ZDR [], and the current NLC baseline
is descrbbed in a separate paper for the Snowm ass 2001 workshop []. These two
approaches have di erent em phases and di er in m any details. H owever, both designs
m ect the requiram ents to achieve the physics goals that we discuss In this book.

W e believe that i is urgent that the Am erican high-energy physics com m unity
com e to grips now w ith the issues relhted to the lnhear collider. There are several
reasons for this. First, the proposals for a linear collider In Europe and in A sia
are now becom Ing explicit. Inevitably, such proposals w ill raise the question of how
the Am erican comm unity will participate. W e are approaching the tin e when the
nature of our Involvem ent w ill be decided by default, not by our design. Second,
the high energy frontier of accekeratorbased research will pass to the LHC 1In only
a few years. Since the health of any region’s particle physics com m unity depends
on is central participation in a frontier facility, the US com m uniy needs to address
how it will participate in the m apr facilities of the com ing era. Thjrd| and m ost
In portan‘dy| the linear collider is very likely, In our opinion, to m ake m a pr progress
on the m ost pressing physics questions before us today. W e can o er no guarantee of
this, since it isthe nature ofour eld that each new frontier acoelerator steps into the
unknown. But for all the ways that are foreseen to resolve the m ystery of the origin
of electroweak symm etry breaking, m easurem ents at the linear collider would be of
crucial mm portance.
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N CQUQUOQy

Several proposals are being developed around theworld foran e e linear collider
w ith an Iniial center ofm ass energy of 500 G €V . In this paper, we w ill discuss why
a progct of this type deserves priority as the next m apr hnitiative in high energy
physics.

1 Introduction

Those ofuswho have chosen to work in elem entary particle physics have taken on
the task of uncovering the law s ofN ature at the an allest distance scales. T he process
is an excavation, and as such, the work proceeds through various stages. D uring the
past ten years, experin ents have clari ed the basic structure ofthe strong, weak, and
electrom agnetic interactions through m easurem ents of exquisite precision. Now the
next stage is about to begin.

T he structure of the electroweak interactions, con m ed in great detailby recent
experin ents, requires a new threshold in fuindam entalphysics at distances or energies
w ithin a factor of ten beyond those we can currently probe. M ore detailed agoects of
the data argue that this threshold is close at hand. In the next decade, we w ill carry
out the st experin ents that m ove beyond this threshold, perhaps at the Femm ilab
Tevatron, aln ost certainly at the CERN LHC.

M any m easurem ents ofthisnew physicsw illbem ade at these hadron colliders. In
this docum ent we w ill argue that electron-positron colliders also have an in portant
role to play. Because the electron is an essentially structureless particle which inter-
acts through the precisely calculable weak and electrom agnetic Interactions, an e’ e
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collider can unam biguously detem ine the spins and quantum num bers of new parti-
cles. C ross section and branching ratio m easurem ents are straightforward and can be
readily com pared to m odels for the underlying physics. E lectron beam polarization
allow s experin ents to distinguish electroweak quantum num bers and m easure In por-
tant m ixing angles. D uring the next few years, hadron ocolliders w ill likely discover
the agents of electrow eak sym m etry breaking. B ut electron-positron experin ents w ill
also be necessary to com plktely detemm ine the properties of the new particlkes.

W e believe that a num ber of new developm ents call for the start of construction
ofa high lum fnosity 500 GeV e'e oollider in this decade. F irst, precision m easure—
m ents from experin ents at CERN , Fem ilab and SLAC suggest that in portant new
physics isw ithin range ofthism achine. Second, the necessary technologies have been
developed to the point where it is feasble to construct the collider. T hird, these tech—
nologies, and others still under developm ent, should allow the collider to be upgraded
to TeV and even multiTeV energies. For all of these reasons, we believe that the
tin e is right to design and construct a high lum fnosity 500 G&V e" e linear collider.

In this paper, we form ulate the physics case forthism achine. T he elam ents of the
argum ent are:

1. New physics processes should appearat a 500 G €V ocollider. In particular, preci-
sion data indicate that the H iggsboson should be accessbl to thism achne. If
it is, the collider w illde nitively test whether the H iggsboson is responsibbl for
generating the m asses of the quarks, Jeptons, and gauge bosons of the Standard
M odel.

2. There are good reasons to believe that there is other new physics at the TeV
scale. A cross the range ofm odels, €" e  collider experin ents add crucial infor—
m ation to that available from hadron collider experin ents. T hey w ill dram ati-
cally clarify our understanding of TeV scale physics.

3.A 500 GeV collider is a critical rst step toward a higher energy e e ook
lider. W e believe that such a m achine is lkely to be needed for the com plete
elicidation of the next st of physical law s.

This paper will proceed as ollows: In Section 2, we will discuss the future of
high energy physics from a long-temm perspective. W e willbrie y review the recent
developm ents that have clari ed the structure of elem entary particle interactions, the
challenges posaed by the next scale in physics, and the need for higher energy lepton
and hadron ocolliders. In Section 3, we will brie y describe the current designs of
500 GeV e'e oolliders and the technologies that w ill enable them to be upgraded
to higher energy. T his discussion w ill de ne the basic acoelerator speci cations that
we w illexplore In this study: center of m ass energies up to 500 G €V, and lum inosity
sam ples of 200 b ! to 600 B . I Section 4, we will give the argum ents that
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new physics should appear at 500 G&V . In Section 5, we w ill describe som e of the
In portant m easurem ents that could be m ade at a 500 G&V oollider, or with high
lum nosity m easuram ents at the Z2 pok or the W W threshold. In Section 6, we
w i1l describe additional m easurem ents for which the required energy is less certain
but which, when they are kinem atically accessble in €' e collisions, w ill beautifiilly
enhance the resuls of the LHC . Section 7 contains our conclusions.

There is an enom ous literature on the physics capabilities of " e colliders at
energies 0of 500 G &V and above. O ur goalin this docum ent is to summ arize and focus
this nform ation . M uch m ore inform ation about the capabilities ofa high energy €' e
linear collider can be found in |71 and references therein.

B efore beginning our discussion, we would lke to com m ent on three related issues.
The rst is the role ofthe LHC.The ATLAS and CM S experin ents at the LHC
are lkely to be the m ost in portant high energy physics experin ents of the decade,
precisely because they will be the st experin ents whose energy is clearly in the
regin e of new physics. T he linear collider does not need to com pete directly w ith the
LHC In tem s of energy; instead, is physics program should com plm ent the LHC
by adding in portant new Inform ation. It is just for this reason that we m ust look at
the strengths and weaknesses of the LHC when we build the case foran €' e lnear
collider.

The second concems the com peting linear collider technologies, the approach of
NLC and JLC, wih wam ocopper accekrating structures, and that of TESLA , w ith
superconducting RF cavities. From the point ofview ofthe physics, the sin ilarities of
these proposals are m ore In portant than their di erences. B oth schem es are capable
ofhigh um fnosity 2 10* am “sec ! ®rNLC /JLC,3 106 an 2sec ! OrTESLA)
and lead to sim ilar backgrounds from beam strahlung, pair production, and other
m achinerelated e ects. The physics case we w ill develop applies to both schem es.
A decision between them must eventually be m ade on the basis of cost, detailed
technical advantages, and upgradability, but we w ill not argue for either particular
approach in this report.

T he third issue concems the ultin ate upgrade of the energy ofthee' e collider to
multiTeV center ofm assenergies. Recent R & D suggests that thism ay be achievable.
It is likely that the needs of physics w ill eventually call for experin ents at such high
energies, and so the ocollider should be planned to support a program of successive
energy upgrades. However, the rst stage of any program toward multiTeV e e
collisions w illbe a 500 G &V linear collider. This rst-stage m achine now has a clear
physics justi cation, and that willbe them ain focus of this report.
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2 Lepton colliders and the long-term future of high energy
physics

The acekratorsat CERN , Fem ilab, DESY , and SLAC , which today provide the
highest energy particlke collisions, were origihally envisioned and justi ed in an era
when the fiindam ental structures of the strong and weak interactions were com pletely
m ysterious. T hese facilities provided m uch ofthe data that allowed these m ysteries to
be understood. Through successive upgrades and in provem ents, they also provided
the data that allowed the resulting theories to be tested w ith precision. W e have
leamed that w ith tin e, acoelerators and individual experin ents outstrip predictions
of their physics reach. This history in plies that we should think about future ac-
cekerators from a long-tem perspective. W e begin this report w ith that discussion.
W here m ay we expect to be, 20 years from now, In our exploration of findam ental
physics? How can we get there?

2.1 A 20-year goal for high energy physics

T he beautifiil experim ents In particle physics over the past 20 years have brought
us to the poInt where we are poised to discover the m icrophysical origin of m ass.
In the Standard M odel, the electroweak interactions are built on the foundation of
an SU <) U (1) gauge symm etry. A1l of the m ass term s In the Standard M odel
necessarily violate this symm etry. M asses can only appear because some new elds
cause this sym m etry to be spontaneously broken.

T he soontaneous sym m etry breaking cannot be explained In tem s of the known
strong, weak, and electrom agnetic Interactions. In the 1980s, it was possble to be-
lieve that the W and Z bosons were com posite particles {[§[18]. ™ the 1990s,
when electroweak radiative corrections were m easured to be In agreem ent w ith the
SU ) U (1) gauge theory [P], this possibility was swept away. At the same tine,
the fundam ental couplings of the strong, weak, and electrom agnetic interactions were
precisely m easured. At the weak interaction scale, these couplings are too am all to
create a new state of spontaneously broken sym m etry. T hus, the breaking of the elec—
troweak gauge symm etry must com e from new fiindam ental Interactions. To explain
the m agnitude of the W and Z m asses, these Interactions m ust operate at the TeV
scale.

O ver the next 20 years, a prin ary goal for high energy physics w illbe to discover
these new findam ental interactions, to leam their qualitative character, and to de-
scribe them quantitatively by new physical law s. Today, although we can guess, we do
not know what form these law s will take. It is logically possible that the electroweak
symm etry is broken by a singke H iggs boson. M ore lkely, the agent of sym m etry
breaking w illbe accom panied by other new physics. A popular hypothesis is a super-
sym m etric generalization of the Standard M odel. O ther suggestions nclude m odels
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w ith new gauge interactions, leading to a strongly-coupled theory at TEV energies,
and m odels w ith extra soatial dim ensions and quantum gravity at the TeV scale.

A side from their own Intrinsic In portance, the study of these new interactions
w illplay a crucial roke In our understanding of the universe. For exam ple, supersym —
m etry is a theory of spacetim e structure which requiresm odi cation ofthe theory of
graviy. O ther types ofm odels, in particular those w ith Jarge extra space din ensions,
necessarily invoke new space-tin e physics at the TeV scale.

New physics is also needed to address one of the m ysteries of coam ology. T here is
substantial evidence that a large fraction of the total energy density of the universe
is com posed of non-baryonic dark m atter. R ecent estin ates require that dark m at-
ter should m ake up m ore than 80% of the totalm atter in the universe [[(J]. A new
stable particlke with a m ass of about 100 G&V and an annihilation cross section of
electrow eak size is an excellent candidate for this dark m atter. M odels of electrow eak
symm etry breaking typically contain a particle lling this description. D uring recent
years, an enom ous am ount hasbeen leamed about the early universe, back toa tim e
of about 1 second after the B ig Bang, by the detailed com parison of prim ordial ele-
m ent abundances w ith a kinetic theory of nuckosynthesis based on m easured nuclear
physics cross sections [[]]. In 20 years, we could have a precise know kedge of these
new Interactionsthatwould allow a predictive kinetic theory ofthe dark m atter. This
would push our detailed know Jedge of the early universe back to 10 2 seconds after
the B ig Bang.

H igh energy physics hasm any concems aside from the nature of electroweak sym —
m etry breaking. T he origin ofthe quark and Jpton avors ism ysterious; the pattem
ofm asses and avor m ixings is not understood. T he discovery that neutrinos have
m ass [I3] has added a new dinension to this puzzle. In this decade, there willbe a
signi cant e ort, w ith contributions from m any laboratories, to m easure the param e~
ters of avorm ixing and CP violation. These questions are all intin ately related to
the puzzl of electroweak sym m etry breaking.

There are two reasons for this. First, In the Standard M odel allm ass tem s are
forbidden by symm etry, and therefore allm asses, m ixings, and CP violating tem s
must Involve the symm etry-breaking elds. For exam pl, in a m odel in which this
breaking is due to fuindam ental H iggs bosons, the quark and Jepton m asses, m ixings,
and CP violating angls origihate in the ferm ion couplings to the Higgs elds. W e
w ill need to know what H iggs bosons exist, or what replaces them , In order to buid
a theory of avor. Second, deviations from the conventional expectations for avor
physics are necessarily due to new particles from outside the Standard M odel. If
such deviations are to be visble in the study of CP violation, for exam pl, the new
particles m ust typically have m asses of one to ssveral hundred G €V .G iven thism ass
scale, it is lkely that those particles are associated w ith the physics of electroweak
symm etry breaking.

P recision low energy experin ents are designed to search for deviations from the

11



Chapter 2

Standard M odel. Such deviations indicate the presence ofnew particlesw hich m ustbe
found at high energies. M odels of new physics do not always predict such deviations,
and cbserved e ects can be interpreted In multiple ways. So, there isno way to escape
the need to search fornew particles directly at high energy. In fact, we arealready in a
situation where our current know ledge requires that new physicsbe found at the next
step In energy. The nead ornew accelerators can be seen from our study ofthe weak
Interactions, as a consequence of the law s that we have established experim entally in
the past decade.

T hus, the elucidation ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking should be the key central
goal for particle physics resesarch in the next 20 years.

22 A 20-year program for accelerators

A swe have just seen, electroweak symm etry breaking requires new fundam ental
Interactions; it is our task to nd and understand thean . In every exam pl we know
of a fundam ental law of Nature (with the possbl exosption of E nstein’s general
relativity), the correct theoretical understanding arose only w ith the accum ulation of
a large stock of experim ental data and the resolution of paradoxes w ithin that data.
New and varied experin ental techniques were needed, both to accum ulate the basic
data, and to crucially chedk or refute Interm ediate hypotheses.

For the direct exploration of the TeV energy scale, only two types of collision
processes are Easib]e| proton-proton and lepton—Jpton reactions. P roton-proton
collisions have the advantage of very high center of m ass energies and high rates.
H ow ever, this environm ent also has large backgrounds, m ainly from Standard M odel
gluon-gluon collisions. Uncertainties from parton distribbutions and from perturbative
calculations lim i the accuracy possbl in m any precision m easurem ents. Lepton-—
Jepton oollisions have a com plem entary set of advantages and disadvantages. The
cross sections are low, requiring high lum inosity. However, new physics processes,
if they occur, typically form a large fraction of the total cross section. F inal states
can be observed above well understood badckgrounds, allow Ing unam biguous theoret—
jcal interpretation. C ross sections for signal and badkground processes can be com —
puted to partperm il accuracy. Lepton—lkepton collisions provide precise and m odel-
Independent m easurem ents which com plem ent those from hadron m achines.

Tt iswell appreciated that, In developing our understanding ofthe strong and elec—
trow eak Interactions, proton and electron collidersm ade distinct and com plem entary
contrbutions. A s representative exam ples, recall the discovery of nucleon and m eson
resonances, the , and the Z ® and W  at proton facilities and the corresponding
studies of desp Inelastic scattering, the cham onium and bottom onim system s, the
7% resonance, and theW *W  threshold at electron m achihes. In a naturalevolution,
results from e" e have pointed to new processes n D and B meson decays which
have been probed further in high-rate hadron experim ents. In the later sections of
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this report, we w ill discuss a num ber of speci ¢ m odels that illustrate the way this
com plem entarity m ight play out at higher energies.

T his logic leads us to plan, over the next 20 years, to study the new nteractions
responsbl for electroweak symm etry breaking in both proton-proton and Jepton-—
Jpton oollisions. From our experience w ith the strong and electroweak interactions,
it is likely that these new interactions w ill not be thoroughly understood untilwe
can look at them experim entally from energies above the relkevant particle m asses.
In som e supersymm etric m odels, it is possble to stand above the whole spectrum
at a center of m ass energy of 1 TeV . But quite poss:b]y| and necessarily for m od—
els of strong-interaction elctroweak symm etry breakjng| this requires m uch higher
energies, perhaps 5{10 TeV in parton-parton collisions.

This challenge was the m otivation for building the SSC . W ith the anticipated
start of the LHC experin ental program In 2005, the proton-proton program w ill at
last begin. The LHC, operating at 14 TeV and a lum fnosity of 10** an 2?sec !,
has parton oollisions of su ciently high energy that it is expected to produce som e
signature of the new physics that underlies electrow eak symm etry breaking [L3L43].

For ekctron-positron colliders, all schem es for achieving high energy oollisions
involve linear colliders. T he technology ofe” e linear colliders is relatively new , but
in portant expertise was gained through operation of the SLC [[§], which operated
at the Z % pole. The natural next step for this technology is a collider w ith 500 G &V
center of m ass energy. A collider providing this energy, and delivering the required
lum inosity, above 103 an 2sec !, would be a critical step on the path toward m ulti-
TeV energies and very high lum inosities. At the same tin e, as we shall see, a 500
G eV oollider has su cient energy to m ake decisive contrlbutions to the study of
electroweak symm etry breaking.

The design of a 500 G&V lhear collider m ust not preclude extension to higher
energies. Indeed, both the current wam and superconducting lnear colliderproposals
explicitly nclude adiabatic extensions to som ew hat higher energies. TESLA allows
a stage of operation at 800 GeV . The NLC /JLC plan inclides ready expansion to
1 TeV and allows for an upgrade to 1.5 TeV . The pace of such an upgrade would
depend on the physics found at the LHC , aswellason resuls from the rstphase of
500 G &V operation.

In the context of a 20-year plan, however, we m ust go even further, and contem —
plate partonic collision energies of 5{10 TeV .Forhadron colliders, the VLHC program
of R& D now underway, or potential upgrades to the LHC , could provide this; how —
ever it seam s prem ature to propose such a m achine until the initial LHC resuls are
available. A muliTeV muon collider has received m uch recent attention, but there
rem aln Inportant R& D issues to be resolved before its feasbility can be determm ined.
In the past few years, a prom ising route to m ultiTeV collisions hasem erged fore' e
colliders. The possibility ofa 5 TeV e' e lnear collider was studied at Snowm ass ’96
[L7], w here three outstanding problm swere identi ed: the lack ofa fasbleRF power
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source for high frequency accelerating structures, the Jarge length of the FnalFocus
sections, and the tight m anufacturing and alignm ent tolerances for the accelerating
structures. Since then, there has been considerablk progress. A m a pr rethinking of
thetwobeam (CLIC) accelkration schem em akes this concept, n which a low -energy,
high-current beam isused to generate high-frequency RF, look prom ising as a power
source for very high energy acceleration fL§]. Indeed, such schem es now look feasble
for ower RF frequencies (or exam ple, at X band), and this could provide a natural
evolution path to higher acoelerating gradients [[9]. New com pact F inalFocus Jayouts
R0J] have been recently incorporated into the NLC design.

The issue of m anufacturing and alignm ent tolerances is central to the sucoessfiil
operation of any high-lum inosity linear collider. This issue is presented in a m ore
m anageable form in the design of a 500 G &V oollider w ith either warmm or supercon-—
ducting RF .M oreover, the experience ofbuilding and running thism achine w illbe an
nvaliable prerequisite to eventual €" e experin entation at multiTeV energies. In
addition, any multiTeV e'e Ilhnear collider w illbe placed In a long, straight tunnel
exactly like the one on the site of a 500 G &V m achine and perhaps could reuse the
dam ping rings and inector com plex of the 500 G&V stage. Thus, a 500 G&V lnear
collider is the rst stage of a 20-year exploration in e e physics.

3 Param eters ofa 500 G eV linear collider

T he designs of Iinear colliders have evolved dram atically over the past ve years,
based in part on experience from the SLAC Linear Collider operating at 91 G&V,
and in part on extensive collaborative R& D e orts in Europe, Japan and the United
States. At thisw rting, the m achine param eters are still being evaluated; this section
is Intended to give the currently envisioned scope of the possible acoelerator pro gcts.

The TESLA oollider, developed by a collaboration led by DESY , would em ploy
superconducting RF accelerating cavities operating In L-band (1.3 GHz). The JLC
KEK) and NLC (SLAC,LBNL,LLNL,FNAL) designs are based on wam acceler-
ating structures operating in X band (114 G H z). Inhitial construction ofeach ofthese
is expected fora 500 G &V m achine. A variety of in portant di erences in the designs
follow from the basic choice of accekrating frequency. K EK is also considering a
C band varant operating at 5.7 GH z.)

Them ain param eters of TESLA and the X band NLC /JLC are shown In Tablk 1.
For all proposals, electron beam polarization of 80% is expected. P roduction ofpo—
larized positrons can be envisioned by creating polarized photons in sophisticated
undulatorm agnets, or by badkscattering polarized high-pow er Jasers, but these possi-
bilities require urther developm ent. In allproposals, the collider can also be operated
fore e oollisions wih som e loss in lum inosity. By badkscattering laser beam s, it
m ay be possibl to create a high—-lum nosity gam m a-gam m a collider w ith a center of
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TESLA | NLC/JLC
Ecu Gé&V) 500 500
RF frequency GHz) 13 114
R epetition rate H z) 5 120
Lum inosity (10°** an ?sec ') 34 22
Bundch ssparation ns) 337 14
E ective gradient MV /m) 22 502
Beam strahling (%) 33 4.6
Linac kength (km) 31 1038

Tablk 2.1: Basic param eters of the high-lum inosity TESLA and NLC /JLC accekrator
designs.

m ass energy of about 80% ofthat fore' e .

The U S. design of the NLC underwent a DOE readiess review to initiate the
Conosptual Design Report in M ay 1999. The Review Comm ittee was positive in
its assesan ent of the technical design. The cost was estin ated at $7.9B . A fter sub—
traction of contingency, escalation, and detectors, these costs were distributed over
the m a pr subsystem s as follow s: infctors (19% ), m ain linacs (39% ), beam delivery
(11% ), global costs (17% ), m anagem ent/business (14% ). The DOE decided not to
proceed w ith the o cialCD -1 m ilestone in view ofthis cost. P resent work is focused
on oost and possible socope reductions. In the past year, progress has been m ade in
dentifying areas of savings, including the use of pem anent m agnets for the beam
Iines, electronics distributed along the linacs, m odi cations to the inctors, and con-—
siderable reduction of the length of the Final Focus. D em onstrated in provem ents
In the klystrons and m odulators should give a reduction of RF power costs. Taken
together, these developm ents are estin ated to reduce the cost by 30% . Scope reduc—
tions, ncluding building the linacs niially for 500 G &V operation, w ith subsequent
civil construction for higher energy, could yield a further 10{15% reduction in the
niial cost.

The lum inosity expected for the NLC design depends critically on the precision
w ith which one can build and align the disk-loaded accelerating structures ofthem ain
X “band linac. Recent tests have dem onstrated that structures can be produced w ith
2{3 tin es better accuracy than progcted in the 1999 review , and that m onitors built
Into these structures can m easure their position w ith respect to the beam to within
a few m icrons. Reexam ination of the beam param eters In the light of these resuls
has Jed to the realization that the lum inosity of the collider can be expected to be
3{4 tin es higher than profcted in 1999, although it is lkely to require som e period
of running to carry out the needed beam based alignm ent of the accelerator. Ik is
reasonable to assum e that the collider willbegin operation at 5 16°an ?sec ' and
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that, over a period oftin e, it w ill reach the design lum inosity of22  16*an 2?sec !
shown in Tabl 1. Thiswould yield 100 b ! of accum ulated data in the rst year of
operation and 200 f !/yr in subsequent years.

Each of thes proposals includes possble adiabatic upgrades in energy. The
TESLA collider can be expanded to 800 G &V through higher accekerating gradients.
TheNLC /JLC energy upgrade to 1 TeV could be achieved through an increase in the
linac lengths and the addition ofm ore RF structures. Im provem ents in RF gradients
or further increases in length could allow operation at 1.5 TeV . It is in portant for
the long tem evolution of the linear collider that the exibility to in plem ent these
options be ncluided in the niialm achine design.

W ork hasbeen doneat CERN (CLIC) to develop the RF power for acceleration to
even higher energies. T he idea isto generate wake eld power forthem ain linacsusing
a high current, low energy drive beam operating at low (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 origihal CLIC oconospt.
A ceelerating gradients of about 100 M V /m are envisioned for this two beam design.
The two beam lhear collider o ers an attractive possbility for later expansion of
the linear collider to m ultiTeV operation, and suggests the potential for an evolring
accekrator facility that can follow the initial phase of physics results. Recent R& D
suggests that the use of the two beam drive technology is as well suited for linacs
operating in the X -band as for the 30 G H z structures originally envisioned by CLIC,
although the lim its to feasble gradients are not clar.

For the NLC design with pem anent m agnets in the beam Ilines, the energy for
operation cannot be decreased below half tsmaximum . A s discussed in the next
sections, physics considerationsm ay dictate that a w ider range of energies is needed.
In particular, a retum to the Z° pole m ay be desirable to in prove the precision of
the electroweak m easuram ents. Sin ilarly, ifthe H iggsboson is in the low m ass region
favored by the Standard M odel or supersym m etry, it m ay be advantageous to accu—
m ulate substantial integrated lum nosity at the energy of the m axim um H iggs cross
section and, at the sam e tim e, explore the high energy region. R ecently, consideration
has been given to providing a ssocond beam operating at lower energies. T his beam
would be extracted from them aln accelerator and accelerated in unused tin e slices of
the AC duty cycle. T he extra power needed for this operation could be low because
of the reduced energy of the beam s. Low and high energy beam s would be delivered
to dedicated detectors Installed at ssparate Interaction points in the beam delivery

region.
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4 W hy we expect new physics below 500 G eV

At Snowm ass '96, it wasargued thata 15 TeV e e collider is roughly equivalent
to the LHC in its ability to detect the new physics related to electroweak sym m etry
breaking [[§]. However, this point will certainly be m oot by the tim e such a linear
collider operates. T he real question that we must address is di erent: In an era in
which the LHC is alrady exploring the new interactions responsible for electroweak
sym m etry breaking, what critical inform ation muste’ e experim ents add, and atwhat
e" e center of m ass energies should this inform ation be sought?

Today, there is considerable evidence that an €' e collider program should begin
at a center ofm ass energy of 500 G €V . T his evidence is indirect and w ill rem ain so
until the new particles responsible for electroweak sym m etry breaking are discovered.
T he case rests on the large body of precision data acquired over the past ten years.
T hese data agree ram arkably w ith the m Inin al Standard M odel. W hen interpreted
using this m odel, they require that the H iggs boson be light. The data also place
strong constraints on possibl new physics associated with electroweak symm etry
breaking. These constraints de ne distinct pathways for new physics which will be
tested at the next generation of colliders.

Follow ing the guidance of the precision data, we w ill argue In this section that a
500 G &V linear collider w illbe needed w hatever the outoom e ofthe LH C experin ents
m ight be. In Sections 4.1{4.3, we will outline why there should be a light H iggs
boson with m ass below about 200 G&V . In Section 44, we will argue that, if the
new physics includes supersym m etry, the lightest superpartners should be found at
a 500 GeV oollider. There are known ways to evade these argum ents, but they too
give rise to crucial tests n €' e collisions at 500 G &V, as we will discuss in Section
45. Finally, in Section 4.6, we will address the question: what if the LHC sees no
new physics?

4.1 A fundam ental versus com posite H iggs boson

M odels of electroweak sym m etry breaking divide Into two groups at the rst step.
Is the symm etry breaking induced by a findam ental scalar eld or by a com posite
obect? Is electroweak symm etry breaking a weak-coupling phenom enon, or does
I require new strong interactions? These basic questions have driven the study of
electrow eak sym m etry breaking for 20 years P123]. M any peopk use analogies from
QCD orsuperconductivity to argue against the plausbility of findam ental scalars, or
use the perceived beauty of supersym m etry to m otivate a fiindam ental scalar H iggs
eld. W e believe that it is possible to m ake a prelin inary judgm ent| In favor of a
fundam ental H iggs e]d| on the basis of the data. This will be in portant, because
m odels n which the H iggs is fundam ental favor a light H iggs boson, whik other
m odels favor a heavy H iggs resonance, or none at all.
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T he sin plest m odel of electroweak symm etry breaking is the m inin al version of
the Standard M odel, which Introduces one elem entary H iggs eld and nothing else.
This m odel is consistent w ith the present data, but it is totally inadequate as a
physical theory. Tn this m odel, the m ass param eter m 2 of the Higgs eld is a firee
param eter w hich cannot be com puted as a m atter of principle, because it receives an
In nite additive renom alization. E lectrow eak sym m etry isbroken ornot according to
w hether this param eter, after renom alization, is positive or negative. If the In nite
radiative corrections arem ade niteby a cuto at some energy M , m 2 can bemuch
lessthan M ? only ifthe radiative corrections are nely tuned to cancel. IfM is taken
to be the P landk scale, these corrections m ust cancel In the rst 30 decin al places.
T heorists often consider this to be a problem In its own right (the Yauge hierarchy
problem /). Thisproblem isa sym ptom of the fact that the Standard M odel isonly a
param etrization, and not an explanation, of electroweak symm etry breaking.

T heories ofelectrow eak sym m etry breaking can be constructed eitherw ith orw ith-
out fundam entalH iggs particlks. T he preference we have expressed fora fundam ental
H iggs particle is re ected in the history of the sub fct. Phenom enological m odels of
supersym m etry introduced in the early 1980s R324[2328] are as valid today aswhen
they were rst created. On the other hand, the predictions of the early dynam ical
m odels (as reviewed, for exam ple, In @]) have been found to be noonsistent w ith
experin ent, requiring m a pr changes in m odeltbuilding strategies.

To discussthispoint, wemust de newhatwem ean by a fundam entalscalar eld’.
A particle which looks fiindam ental and structureless on one length scale can be seen
to be com posite on a am aller length scale. In nuclear physics, and m ore generally in
scattering processes w ith energies of a few hundred M €V, the pion can be treated as
a structureless particke. However, n hard QCD processes, the pion m ust be treated
as a quark-antiquark bound state. At the other extram e, string theory predicts that
even quarks and lkptons have a nite size and an intemal structure at the P lanck
scale. In aln ost any theory, a particke can at best be considered findam entalat som e
particular distance scale. T he question here iswhether the H iggsboson is elem entary
well above the scale of the new Interactions resgoonsible for electroweak symm etry
breaking. In the follow ing discussion, we use the term ‘fundam ental H iggs’ for the
case that there isa scalarH iggs eld in the Lagrangian at an energy scale of 20 TeV .

T he answer to this question has direct in plications forthe theory ofthe quark and
JIepton m asses. These m asses ardse through SU ) U (1) symm etry breaking, from
tem s in the e ective Lagrangian that coupl keft-handed to right-handed femm ions.
If there is a fundam ental H iggs eld, a typical tem has the formm

L= (f fp+hc:; @.1)

where isan SU (2)-doublt Higgs eld and the coupling ¢ is dinensionlss. The
ferm jon £ obtalns mass when  aocquires a vacuum expectation valie. To explain
the size of the m ass, a theory m ust contain new interactions that x the valie of ¢.
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Because ¢ is din ensionless, these Interactions can occur, w ithout prejudice, at any
energy scale larger than 20 TeV . In typicalm odels w ith a fundam ental H iggs boson,
these interactions occur at the scale of grand uni cation, or even above.

If there is no fundam ental SU (2)-doublt scalar eld, the interaction @) does
not exist. Tnstead, one m ust w rite a m ore com plicated interaction that couples fL fr
to othernew elds. For exam ple, In technicolor m odels, one w rites

_ 9%

L S£.f:Qz Q1 + hx:; 22)
M E

where Q is a new heavy fermm ion with strong Interactions at the TeV scale. Thisisa
din ension—6 operator, and therefore we have w ritten a coe cient w ith the dim ensions

(m ass) 2. If the operator @RQ 1) aoquires a vacuum expectation value at the TeV

scale and this operator is expected to generate a 1 G&V ferm ion m ass, M y must be
roughly 30 TeV . The four-ferm ion operator € J) can be induced by the exchange of
a heavy boson of mass M ; . However, whatever the m echanian that leads to this
operator, the physical Interactions responsibble m ust operate at som e energy scale not
too far above M ; . This m eans that, unlke the previous case, the interactions that
determm ine the quark and Jpton m asses and m ixingsm ust occur at energies not so far
above those we now probe experim entally.

In fact, these Interactions must occur at su ciently Iow energies that they would
be expected to contrbute signi cantly to ! e andK ! e,andtoK {K,B (B,
and D {D m ixing. The fact that these processes are not cbserved is a severe problem
for dynam ical theories. A further problem arises from the large size of the top quark
mass. To produce a m ass as large as is observed, the mass scale M iy for the top
qua1:k| and, by symm etry, for the by, | must be close to 1 TeV . Thisnew interaction
would be expected to kad to enhanced avorchanging neutral current am plitudes,
and to few -percent corrections to the Z b coupling Rg1.

T hese experin ental observations have elim inated essentially all sin ple m odels of
dynam ical symm etry breaking. The only m odels that survive have com plex new
dynam ics g., E9BJIBI)) or, below energies of several TeV , behave aln ost exactly
like the Standard M odelw ith a scalar Higgs eld (eg. B3] . Neither type of m odel
resem bles the attractive ntuitive picture that rst led people to explore electrow eak
symm etry breaking by new strong interactions.

G eneralizationsofthe sin plest Standard M odelw ith additionalfiindam entalscalar

elds have also been proposed. But these have little m otivation, and lke the m Ini-
m al Standard M ode], the H iggs vacuum expectation valie, and even the existence of
electroweak sym m etry breaking, cannot be predicted as a m atter of principle.

The sin plest m odels w ith a findam entalH iggs eld n which electroweak symm e~
try breaking results from a calculation, ratherthan a param eter choice, are those w ith
supersymm etry. W ithout debating the virtues or de cits of supersym m etric m odels,
what is relevant here is that supersym m etric m odels have not been signi cantly con—

19



Chapter 2

strained by the precise experim ental m easurem ents of the past 20 years. Supersym —
m etric particles give very am alle ects in electrow eak precision m easuram ents because
the m asses of the superparticles preserve SU 2) U (1) gauge symm etry, and so do
not require electrow eak sym m etry breaking. In m odels that decouple in thisway, new
particles with massM give corrections to the Standard M odel predictions at the Z °
which are of size

M2
As Iong 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. Supersymm etry thus naturally suppresses deviations from the Standard
M odel| until we begin to produce the supersymm etric particles. M odels w ith dy—
nam ical electroweak symm etry breaking aln ost always contain heavy m atter states
which have chiral couplings and thus do not decouple from electroweak symm etry
breaking. In these m odels, one expects signi cant corrections to the Standard M odel
wellbelow the energy scale of the new particlks.

In addition to this decoupling, the early supersymm etry m odels m ade two In —
portant predictions. The rst was that the top quark m ass should be heavy. This
tendency arises from the fact that, In supersym m etric m odels, electroweak symm e—
try breaking can be triggered by radiative corrections due to the top quark Yukawa
coupling. The papers P3R24,2324] all quoted lower bounds on the top quark m ass,
ranging from 50 to 65 G &V . (Later, comers of param eter space were found In which
the top quark m ass could be lower.) Supersymm etry readily accom m odates a top
quark m ass as large as 175 G &V . T he second prediction was that the valuie of sin®
should be close to 023 (as now observed), rather than the value 021 preferred in
the early 1980’s. This prediction arises from grand uni cation with the renom ali-
zation group equations of supersymm etry B3B4B3]. The precise determ ation of

s and the electroweak couplings at the Z° has given even stronger support to the
dea of supersym m etric grand uni cation, w ith the issue now at the level of detailed
higher-order corrections [34].

O f course it is pram ature to m ake a nal decision between the di erent m odels.
For this, we must discover and study the H iggs boson, or whatever takes its place.
But, In planning where we should ook for these phenom ena, we should take Into
acoount that m odels w ith fundam ental H iggs bosons passed the rst tests presented
by the data, while the early dynam icalm odels did not.

23)

42 A fundam ental H iggs boson should be light

In the previous section, we noted that n m odels w ith fiindam ental H iggs bosons,
the Higgs is typically light. In this section, we will quantify that statem ent wih
upper bounds on the H iggsm ass.
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In the Standard M odel], the m ass of the H iggsboson is detem ined in tem s ofthe
Higgs eld expectation value v and the H iggs selfcoupling by the relation

P__
mp,= 2 Vv; 24)

with v= 246 G&V detem ined by the values ofthe W and Z m asses. A bound on
thus inpliesabound onmy, . Forexample, < 1 inpliesmy < 350 GeV.How large
can reasonably be?

Like 4, isa running coupling constant, but In this case radiative corrections
drive to larger values at higher energies. Just as the running ¢ diverges at 5,
signaling the onset of nonperturbative Q CD e ects, the running diverges at a high
energy scalk . Presum ably, this must signal the breakdown of the fundam ental
Higgs picture. The relation between , and the value of at the weak Interaction
scale can be com puted from the Standard M odel B7]. It is conveniently w ritten, using

24, as

1000 Gev
mpy= g=———— @.5)
In( y=v)

The value ofm, In @) is the largest H iggs boson m ass com patible wih a Higgs
eld which iselem entary at thescale .For , = 20T&V,my, < 500G€&V.

A mudh stronger lim it on m,, is obtained if one takes seriously the experim ental
evidence for grand uni cation and assum es that the H iggs boson is a findam ental
particke at the grand uni cation GUT) scale. Ifwe naively put 4 > 10*°® GeV into

£3),we ndmy < 180 GeV. Successfil grand uni cation requires supersymm etry
and brings In ingredients that m ake the com putation of m, m ore com plex. But,
detailed analysis of supersym m etric grand uni ed m odels has shown that the idea of
an upperbound onm , rem ainsvalid. In 1992, two groups presented system atic scans
of the param eter space of supersym m etric grand uni ed theories, dem onstrating the
bound my < 150 GeV [B§BI]. Exceptions to this constraint were later found, but
stillall known m odels satisfy m, < 205 Gev [E(].

TheM nim alSupersym m etric Standard M odelisa specialcase. In thism odel, the
tree-level potential for the lightest H iggs boson is determ ned com plktely by super—
symm etry. R adiative corrections to this potential are i portant. N evertheless, it can
be shown thatmy < 130 Ge&V in thism odel ]. H ere the conclusion is lndependent
of any assum ptions about grand uni cation.

43 The constraint on the H iggsm ass from precision electrow eak data

T he previous two sections did not m ake any reference to the determ nation of the
Higgs boson m ass from the precision electroweak data. Those data give a second,
Independent argum ent for a light H iggs boson. The H iggs eld contributes to elec-
trow eak ocbservables through loop correctionsto theW and Z propagators. Thee ect
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isanall, oforder Infmy=my ), but the accuracy of the m easurem ents m akes this
e ect visble. A t of the current data to the Standard M odel, using the m easured

value ofthe top quark m ass, is consistent only if n fm ,=m ) issu ciently small. The

LEP Electroweak W orking G roup nds upper Iimtsm, < 188 G&V at the 95% CL
andm;, < 291 GeV at the 99% CL [7]. Even using m ore conservative estin ates of
the theoretical errors @3], the lin it on the H iggs boson m ass iswellw ithin the range
ofa 500 Gev e'e collider.

This Standard M odel lin it does not ocbviously apply to m ore general m odels of
electroweak sym m etry breaking. In what follow swe w illdiscuss itsvalidity In various
m odels. A spreviously, the result depends on w hether ornot the H iggs is fundam ental.

W e have noted in Section 4.1 that m odels with a findam ental H iggs boson typ—
ically satisfy decoupling. The practical e ect of this is that, if new particles are
su ciently m assive that they cannot be produced at LEP 2, their contrdbutions to
electroweak corrections are too smallto a ect the current global ts. In particular,

ts to m odels of supersym m etry produce upper bounds on the H iggsm ass sin ilar to
those from the Standard M odel.

Tt isdi cult tom ake am odelw ith dynam icalelectrow eak sym m etry breaking that
is consistent w ith precision electrow eak m easurem ents. T he sin plest technicolorm od—
els, orexam ple, give severalpercent corrections to electrow eak observables B4/49£4);
e ects this large are com pltely excluded. Even m odels w ith one SU (2) doublt of
techniferm ions give corrections of a size roughly double that fora 1000 G&V H iggs
boson. W ih m odels of this type, it is typically necessary to Invoke som e m echanisn
that com pensates the large corrections that appear in these m odels, and then to ad—
Just the com pensation so that the precision electroweak constraint is cbeyed. In this
process, the constraint on the H iggs boson m ass can be relaxed.

A recent review [@7]] descrbes the three di erent com pensation strategies that
have been presented In the literature. O ne of these strategies leads to a ITower value
ofthe W mass and a lamger Z width than predicted in the Standard M odel. It
can be distinguished by the im proved precision electroweak m easuraem ents that we
describe in Section 5.6. The other two strategies predict either new light particles
wih electroweak charge or other perturbations of Standard M odel cross sections
visble below 500 Ge&V . Thus, m odels based on new strong interactions can avoid
having H iggs bosons below 500 G €V, but they predict phenom ena cbservabl at a
500 G &V lnear collider.

44 The lightest supersym m etry partners are likely to appear at 500 G eV

For supersym m etric m odels of electroweak symm etry breaking, the argum ents of
the previous two sections give us con dence that we will be abl to produce the
lightest Higgs boson. But we also need to study the supersymm etry parners of
quarks, lptons, and gauge bosons. Thus, we must also explore how heavy these
particles are likely to be.
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el g & u, &
BarbieriG dice [@4] 110 350 250 420
R ossR oberts 9] 110 560 200 520
de CarlosCasas [B(Q] 250 1100 450 900
A nderson— astano [51] 270 750 400 900
Chan-€ hattopadhyay-Nath FJ]1| 250 930 550 900
G f1stiR om anino-Strum ia B3] 500 1700 600 1700
Feng-M atchev-M oroi [F4] 240/340 | 860/1200 | 1700/2200 | 2000/2300

Tabl 22: Upper lin its on supersym m etry particke m asses (ih G&V) from the netuning
criterion found by various groups. In the last line, we have chosen two di erent breakpoints
In netuning from the resuls given in the paper.

B ecause supersym m etric generalizations of the Standard M odel revert to the Stan-—
dard M odelw hen the superpartnerm asses are taken to be heavy, it isnot possble to
obtain upper lin its on the m asses of supersym m etric particles by precision m easure-
m ents. O ne must take a di erent approach, related to the problem s of the Standard
M odeldiscussed at the beginning of Section 4 1. A swe noted there, it is a property of
the Standard M odel that radiative corrections from a high mass scale M contrbute
addiively to the H iggsm ass and vacuum expectation value, a ectingm y In the form

m qu = ﬁ + —M %+
4

It is possbl to obtain a value ofthe W massmuch lss than M only if the var-
jous contrbutions cancel to high accuracy. For exam ple, these termm s must cancel
to 3 decinalplaces for M = 20 TeV or to 30 decimal places orM = 10*® Gev.
Supersymm etry solves this problem by forbidding such additive corrections to mvzV .
But this restriction applies only if supersymm etry is unbroken. If the m asses of the
superpartners are m uch greater than m; , the netuning problem retums.

T his theoretical m otivation lads us to expect that supersym m etric particles are
m ost natural if they are light, of order a few hundred G&V . One can try to quan-
tify this argum ent by Il iting the am ount of accidental cancelation pem itted in
the calculation of my . By now, m any authors have studied this cancelation in a
variety of supersymm etric m odels. In Tabk 2, we show the upper lin its on super—
symm etry particle m asses found by seven groups for the param eter space ofm Inin al
graviy-m ediated supersymm etry m odels (m SUGRA ).The detailed calculations lead-
Ing to these lim its are di erent and, in m any cases, Involve con icting assum ptions.
These di erences are re ected In the w ide variation ofthe Iim tson rst—and second-
generation skpton and squark m asses evident In the table.
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N evertheless, these analyses are In general agreem ent about the required scal
of the gaugino m asses and (except for [F3]) expect chargino pair production to be
kinem atically accessbl at or near 500 G &V . A sin pli ed but quantitative argum ent
for this bound can be m ade 4] by writing the expression formZ in tem s of the
underlying param eters ofthem odel, and elim inating these in tem s ofphysicalparticle
m asses. For the representative value tan = 10, one nds

m; = 13°+03m°@)+ ; @.7)

w here the tem s disgplayed involve the supersym m etric H iggsm ass param eter and the

gluino m ass. The om itted tem s involving scalar m asses are m ore m odeldependent.

The gluino m ass enters through its e ect on the renom alization of the stop m ass.

Fora guino mass of 1 TeV, the requirem ent that the W m ass is no larger than 80

GeV requires a netuning of 1 part in 50. A sin ilar kevel of netuning is needed if
is greater than 500 G&V .

A swew illdiscuss in Section 52, them asses ofthe tw o charginos are closely related
to the w ino m ass param eterm , and the H iggsm ass param eter . In particular, the
lighter chargino m ass lies close to the am aller of these two values. T he param eterm ,
is connected to the gluinom ass in m SUGRA m odelsby the grand uni cation relation

m,=m (g) w= s 1=35: 2.8)

T his relation also holds In gaugem ediation, where, in addition, them asses of skeptons
are predicted to be roughly the sam e size asthem ass ofthe chargino. In other schem es
of supersym m etry breaking, the chargino/gluino m ass ratio can di er; for exam ple,
In anom aly-m ediation, m ,=m (g) 1=8. In all of these m odels, the bound on m §)
In plies a strong bound on the lightest chargino m ass. The fact that both m , and
are bounded by the netuning argum ent in plies that there is also a bound on the
m ass of the heavier chargino. Indeed, one typically nds that the full sst of chargino
and neutralino states can be produced at an 800 GeV €' e collider B4].

A though the netuning lim its are by no m eans rigorous, they indicate a pref-
erence for light supersym m etry partners. They encourage us to expect that we will
be abk to study the lighter chargino and neutralinos at the nitial stage of the linear
collider program , and all gauginos w ith a m odest upgrade of the energy.

45 W hat if there is no fundam ental H iggs boson?

D espite our argum ents given In Section 4.1 for preferring a findam ental H iggs
boson, electroweak symm etry breaking could result from a new strong interaction.
W hereas for supersymm etry we have a welkde ned m Inim alm odel, albei one w ith
m any free param eters, here even the basic structure of the m odel is unknown and we
w ill need m ore guidance from experim ent. It is thus im portant to identify m easure—
m ents that probe possible new strong interactions In a variety ofways.
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In m odels w ith a com posite H iggs boson, the H iggs m ass can be large, 500 G &V
or higher. If the H iggs is very heavy, there is no distinct H iggs resonance. A heavy
but narrow H iggs boson can be studied at the LHC in is Z2°Z° decay m ode, and
at a higher energy €' e collider. A broad resonance or m ore general new strong
Interactions can be studied through W W scattering at TeV energies. T his study can
also be done at the LHC and at a higher energy linear collider [L3]. However, in this
case, the experim ents are expected to be very challenging. Certain classes ofm odels
which are preferred by the argum ents of Section 41 (e.g9., BJ]) predict that no e ect
willbe seen in these reactions.

In view ofthis, it isessential to have anotherw ay to probem odelsw ith a com posite
Higgs boson. This can be done by studying the e ects of the new physics on the
Standard M odel particles that couple m ost strongly to it| theW , Z, and top quark.
Because the Z couples to light ferm ions through a gauge current, e ects of the new
strong Interactions are not expected to appear in Z decays, exospotpossbly inZ ! bb.
The rst real opportunity to cbserve these e ects will com e In the study ofthe W ,
Z , and t couplings. E ects of strong-interaction electroweak sym m etry breaking can
appreciably m odify the Standard M odel predictions for these couplings.

W ithout a soeci cmodel, it is di cul to predict how large these e ects should
be, but som e estin ates provide guidance. For exam ple, triple gauge boson couplings
can be related to param eters of the e ective chiral Lagrangian describing the nonper-
turbative SU (2) U (1) symm etry breaking. T he param eter which contrdbutes
to theW anom alousm agnetic dipole m om ent, is given by [L[3]

= 2 , Loy + Log + L) ; 2.9)

where the L; are din ensionless param eters analogous to the G asserLeutw yler para—
m eters of Iow energy QCD [J]. Naively putting in the QCD values, we nd

3 10 : 210)

A deviation of this size cannot be seen at LEP or the Tevatron. It is close to the
expected error from the LHC . However, a 500 G&V e'e oollider can reach this
sensitivity by the precision study ofe'e ! W "W , aswe will discuss in Section
55.

For the top quark, som ewhat larger e ects are expected, speci cally in the Z tt
coupling. Aswe noted in Section 4.1, it is already a problm for these m odels that
the decay width for Z ! kb agrees w ith the Standard M odel. H owever, m odels can
contain several com peting e ects which add destructively in the Z b coupling but
constructively in the Z tt coupling [F4J57/581. In that case, 5{10% corrections to the
Z tt coupling would be expected. T hese would produce corrections to the cross section
forete ! ttwhich would be cbserved through them easurem ent ofthis cross section
ata 500 GeV €' e oollider. W e will discuss the program of precision m easurem ents
of anom alous top quark couplings in Section 5.3.
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In the past few years, there has been a theoretical preference for supersym m etry
and otherweak ly-coupled m odels ofelectrow eak sym m etry breaking. Ifsupersym m et—
ric particles are not discovered at the LHC, this situation w ill change dram atically.
In that case, anom alousW and t coupling m easurem ents at an €' e collider w illbe
am ong the m ost central issues In high-energy physics.

4.6 W hat ifthe LHC sees no new physics?

T hough we expect that the LHC w ill reveal a rich spectrum ofnew particles, it is
possible that the LHC w ill see no new phenom ena. How ocould the LHC see no sign
of the interactions regoonsible or electroweak sym m etry breaking? The LHC should
not failto nd supersymm etry if it exists. The LHC, at f1ll um nnosiyy, should be
sensitive to resonances in W W scattering beyond the Iim it sst by s-channelunitarity.
Thus, ifthe LHC failsto nd signatures ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking, it w illnot
be because this collider does not have high enough energy. T he scenarios in which the
LHC ﬁjJs| which, we em phasize, are very special scenarios occupying a tiny volum e
oftypicalparam eter spaoes| are those in which there isa light H iggsboson that does
not have the decay m odes In portant for detection at the LHC .

A Higgsboson w ith m ass Jarger than about 150 G €V has a large production cross
section from W W fusion and a substantial branching ratio to decay back to W W .
Even ifthe hW W coupling is diluted as described below , it is hard forusto im agine
that this signature willnot be seen at the LHC .

But for H iggsbosonsw ith m ass below 150 G €V, it is possiblk that there are new
particles with m asses tuned so that their loop contrlbutions to the h coupling
cancel the Standard M odel contribution. This can happen, for exam ple, at soeci ¢
points in the param eter space of the M inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel [Y].
Tt is also possibl that a substantial fraction of the H iggs decays are to invisbl nal
states such as efel. Fially, if there are several neutral H iggs elds, each of which
has a vacuum expectation value, the strength of the squared hW W ooupling for any
Individual eld willbe divided by the number of elds participating. Any of these
three possibilities would com prom ise the ability of the LHC experim entsto nd and
study the H iggs boson. The ability of an €' e oollider to see the H iggs boson does
not depend on the H iggs decay pattem, but only on m easurem ent of m issing m ass
recoiling against a produced Z°% boson. Thus, a 500 GeV &'e oollider would be
the ideal Instrum ent to study the H iggs boson under these special circum stances, as
discussed In Section 5.1.

T here is another way that the LHC could Yiscover nothing’ which we must con—
front. & could be that the Standard M odel is correct up to a m ass scale above 10°
G eV, and that the only new physics below that scale is one standard H iggs boson.
T his conclusion would be extrem ely vexing, because it would im ply that the reason
for the spontaneous breaking of electroweak symm etry and the values of the quark
and Jepton m asses could not be understood as a m atter of principle. In that cass,
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before giving up the quest for a fundam ental theory, we should search In detail for
non-standard properties of the cbserved H iggs boson. W e will show in Section 51
that this study is ideally done at an €' e linear collider. In this scenario, the m ass
of the H iggs boson must lie n a narrow window between 140 and 180 G&V, s0 an
energy of500 G &V would be su cient. The naloon m ation ofthe Standard M odel
would be com pelling only after the H iggs boson has passed all of the precision tests
possble at an " e collider.

5 Physics at a 500 G eV linear collider

W e have argued in the previous section that there is a high probability that new
physics associated w ith electroweak symm etry breaking will appear at a 500 G &V
e" e oollider. W e have given two di erent argum ents that the H iggs boson should
appear in €' e annihilation at this energy. For m odels w ith TeV -scale supersym —
m etry, i is lkely that the lighter chargino and neutralino states can also be found.
For m odels w ith strong-coupling electroweak symm etry breaking, in portant preci-
sion m easurem ents on the W , Z , and top quark can be m ade at these energies. In
this section, we w ill describe these experin ents and estin ate the accuracy they can
achieve for the realistic um nosity sam ples set out In Section 3.

To introduce this discussion, we should recall the advantageous features of e' e
collisions that have m ade them so useful in the past to provide a detailed understand—
Ing ofthe underlying physics. W e w ill see that these features can also be used to great
advantage In the experim ental program for 500 G €V :

T he cross sections for new Standard M odel and exotic processes, and those of
the dom inant backgrounds, are allw ithin about 2 orders of m agnitude of one
another (see Fig.R.J]). Thus, the desired signals have large production rates
and favorable signal to badckground ratios. T his situation contrastsw ith that at
hadron ocolliders, where the interesting signals are typically very tiny fractions
of the total cross section.

M ost of the Interesting processes have sim ple twobody kinem atics, from an
Initial state w ith wellde ned quantum num bers.

T he cross sections for these processes are due to the electroweak interactions
and can be predicted theoretically to part perm il accuracy.

These processes also have known total energy and m om entum at the level of
the parton-parton interaction, w ith well understood and m easurable an earing
from nitialstate radiation and beam strahlung.
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Figure 2.1: C ross sections fora variety of physics processesat an e e  linear collider, from
eq1.
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The electron beam m ay be polarized, allow ing selective suppression of badck—
grounds, ssparation of overlapping signals and m easuram ent of parity-violating
couplings.

T he collider energy m ay be varied to optin ize the study of particular reactions.

These features of €" e  collisions allow the study of heavy particles and their
decays in m any di cult circum stances, lncluding detection of decays that are rare
or have less distinct signatures, m easuram ent of particle m asses when som e decays
are Invisble, m easurem ent of soin, parity, CP, and electroweak quantum num bers,
m easurem ent of w idths and coupling constants, and m easuram ent of m ixing angles.

An extensive program studying physics at fiiture high energy €' e colliders has
been carried out over the past f&w years as a collaborative e ort of scientists in
Europe, Asia, and America. In this section and the next, we will report on som e
highlights of that program . M uch m ore detail on all of these studies can be found
from the review s [1[4,841.

5.1 Study ofthe H iggs boson

T he H iggsboson plays the central roke In electroweak sym m etry breaking and the
generation ofm asses for quarks, kptons, and vector bosons. In the Standard M odel,
the H iggs boson is a sim ple scalar particle which couples to each ferm ion and boson
soecies proportionately to its m ass. H igher-order processes which couple the H iggs
boson to gg, ,and 7% add richnessto itsphenom enology. Ifthe Standard M odel is
not correct, the surprises could com e at m any di erent points. Several scalar bosons
could have large vacuum expectation valies and thus could share reponsbility for
the W and Z masses. D i erent scalar bosons could be responsible for the up—and
dow n-quark m asses, or a di erent boson could produce the m asses of third-generation
ferm ions. These deviations from the standard picture m ight be large e ects, or they
m ight appear only In precision m easurem ents.

O ne ofthem ost rem arkable features of the experin ental environm ent ofthe lnear
collider is its ability to probe these issues directly. Each piece of Inform ation | from
cross sections, angular distributions, and branching m‘dos| connects directly to a
fundam ental coupling of the H iggs particle. In this section, we w ill review how m ea—
suram ents at a lnear collider can assamble a com plete phenom enological pro ke of
the H iggs boson.

It is alm ost certain that the H iggs boson will have been discovered before the
linear collider begins operation. Results from LEP 2 presently inply thatmy, 108
GeV at the 95% con dence kvel [3]. It is expected that this lim it will go up to
about 115G &V asLEP 2 reaches itsm axinum energy. T he Tevatron m ay be able to
discover a H iggs boson up to about 180 GeV [6ll]. This already covers m ost of the
range of H iggs boson m asses favored by the argum ents of Section 4.
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The LHC studies have shown that a H iggs boson w ith the properties expected
in the Standard M odel can be discovered at that facility for any value of its m ass.
In addition, in m odels w ith an extended H iggs sector| for exam ple, the M inim al
Supersym m etric Standard M odel| the LHC should be abl to nd one and possbly
several of the H iggs particles. A recent summ ary of the LHC sensitivity to various
M SSM H iggs processes is shown in Fig.RJ. There are som e regions of param eter
goace or which only one channel can be observed; In any case, i is typical that
considerable lum nosiy is required for positive observation. In Section 4.6, we have
noted som e soeci ¢ scenarios n which it is di cult to nd the H iggs boson at the
LHC .But, more generally, the LHC is lim ited in is ability to asssmble a com plete
picture ofthe H iggsboson properties by the fact that H iggsboson production is such
a tiny fraction ofthe LHC cross section that the H iggs particle m ust be reconstructed
In order to study its production and decay.

511 D iscovery of the H iggs lndependent of its decay m odes
Asa rststep, we will argue that the H iggs boson can be found at a linear collider

w hatever its decay schem em ight be. It is not necessary to reconstruct a H iggs boson
to discover the particle or to m easure its coupling to the z°. At Iow energies, the
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Figure 23: P rocesses for production of the H iggs boson at an e e linear collider.

+

dom inant H iggs production process in €" e collisbnsise’e ! z°h°, shown asthe

rst diagram In Fig.BJ3. Ifthe Z ° is reconstructed from any one of its welkknown
decay m odes, the H iggs is seen as a peak In the m issing m ass distrdbution recoiling
against the Z°. This detection is independent of the H iggs decay m ode, visble or
Invisble. Sinulations show that thisprocess isvery clan, w th m inin albackgrounds.
Figure R4 show s the expected signal of the H iggs boson using lepton, neutrino, and
hadronic Z decays fora 30 b ' event sampk [B3].

The cross section for z°h® production depends on the m agnitude of the Z Zh
coupling. Thus, the ocbservation of the Higgs boson In this process m easures the
size of that coupling. If we replace the Higgs eld h® by its vacuum expectation
value, we see that this sam e coupling generates the m ass ofthe Z through the H iggs
m echanisn . Thus, determ nation of the absolute m agnitude of the cross section for
e'e ! Z%° tests whether the cbserved h® generates the com plete m ass of the Z°.
Since Higgs m easuram ents at the LHC require reconstruction of the H iggs boson,
the LHC experin ents can only m easure ratios of couplings and cannot determ ne the
Z Z h ocoupling directly.

Ifthere are severalH iggsbosons contributing to them assofthe z °, thee' e cross
section for production of the lightest H iggs w illbe an aller, but heavier H iggs bosons
m ust appear at higher values of the recoilm ass. To discuss this quantitatively, let
the coupling of the boson h; be gz 7 ;. For sin plicity, we assum e that allofthe h; are
SU (2) doublkts; this assum ption can be checked by searching for m ultiply-charged
H iggs states.) T hen the statem ent that the sum ofthe contrbutions from the vacuum
expectation values of the h; generates the filllm ass of the Z ° can be expressed as the
sum rule [¢4]

g = dm =/ ; 11)
wherev= 246G &V .W ith a 200 b ! event sam ple at 500 G €V, H iggs particles h; can
be discovered in recoil against the Z % down to a cross section of 0.2 of the Standard
M odel value form (h;) = 350 GeV, and below 0.01 of the Standard M odel value
form ;) = 150 G&v E]. If all contrbuting H iggs bosons have m asses below 150
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Figure 24: Higgs reconstruction in the process e'e ! Z%h® for various H iggs boson
masses, using Y ', ~, and hadronic 70 decays, fora 30 H I event sam ple at 300 GeV,
from @]. T he background is dom inated by the processe” e ! 2220, which produces the
m issingm ass peak atm 5 . The unshaded solid histogram gives the badckground ifa btag is
applied to the H iggs candidate. T he dashed histogram s in (@) and () show the background
w ith no btag.
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GeV, the sum rule can be checked In a 200 b ! experin ent to 5% accuracy, with
dom inantly statistical uncertainty. W hen we have saturated the sim rule @11), we
w ill have discovered all of the H iggs states that contribute to the Z ° m ass.

512 M easuram ent of the H iggs branching ratios

The Higgs boson branching ratios are crucial indicators of nature of this partick,
and of possble extensions beyond the Standard M odel. The LHC can only m ake
rough m easurem ents of these, to about the 25% lvel, and only for som e values of
the H iggs boson m ass [64[69]. O nce the m ass is known, it is straightforward at the
linear collider to m easure H iggs boson absolute branching fractions Into two ferm ion
or two gauge bosons or any of the production processes of F ig. B3 usihg the energy
and m om entum constraints. A 1l decay m odes of the Z° can be used i this study,
even Z% ! T (20% ofthe Z° totalwidth) [64].

M ethods for determ Ining the H iggs cross sections to various decay channels have
been studied recently in [64]. Tt is straightforw ard that the bo decays can be identi ed
by vertex tagging. The studies show that cc decays can also be identi ed by vertex
tagging w ith high e ciency, since the st layer of a vertex detector can be placed
at about 1 an from the interaction point. M uli~get decays of the h® are typically
W W .Tabl 3 givesa summ ary ofthe precision expected for a large variety of decay
m odes for the case of a 120 G&V Higgs boson. This case is especially favorable in
tem s of the num ber of nalstates which are acocessible, but it is also the value of the
Higgsm asswhich ism ost probabl in the M Inim al Supersym m etric Standard M odel.
E xpectations for H iggs branching ratio m easurem ents at other values of the H iggs
mass (assum ing 500 b ' at 350 GeV) are shown in Fig.Pg [64]. If the Standard
M odel H iggs m ass approaches 200 G &€V, the dom inance ofthe W W and Z Z decays
w i1l render the ferm ionic decays progressively m ore di cult to observe.

The H iggs branching ratios directly address the question of whether the H iggs
boson generatesthem asses ofallStandard M odelparticles. Ifthe vacuum expectation
value ofh® produces the form ion m asses, the couplings ofh® to b, ¢, and  should be
sin ply determ ined from the ratio of theirm asses. Sim ilarly, the coupling ofthe h® to
W W or, for the case of a light H iggs, to one on-shell and one o —shellW , m easures
the fraction ofthe W m ass due to the H iggs vacuum expectation value.

TheM inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel includes an extended H iggs sector
wih two SU (2) doublkts. For the m ost general case of a two-H iggsdoublkt m odel,
vacuum expectation values ofboth Higgs elds contrbute to the quark, Jepton, and
boson m asses and the predictions for branching ratios di er qualitatively from those
In the Standard M odel. However, in theM SSM w ith heavy superpartners, one scalar
boson H ? istypically heavy and the orthogonalboson h?, which m ust be light, tends to
resem ble the H iggsboson ofthe Standard M odel. Forexam pl, the ratio ofbranching
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N evertheless, accurate branching ratiom easurem ents can distinguish theM SSM H iggs
boson from the Standard M odel H iggs boson over a large region of param eter space.
From the resuls of [6§], the 500 b ' experim ent discussed above would exclide
corrections from theM SSM H iggs structure form , up to at keast 550 G €V . The lnear
collider determm nation ofbranching ratios is su ciently accurate that the theoretical
uncertainty in the cham quark m ass is actually the dom inant source of error. New
approaches to the detem ination of the quark m asses In lattice gauge theory should

give m ore accurate values in the next faw years [6]] and thus in prove the power of
this m easurem ent.

513 M easuram ent of the H iggs boson w idth

Tt willbe crtical to know the totalw idth ofthe H iggs, ., accurately. For a H iggs
boson m ass below 200 G&V, the total width is expected to be below 1 G&V, too
an all to be m easured at the LHC or directly at the lnear collider. To detem ine
this width, one will need to combine an absolute m easurem ent of a decay rate or
coupling constant w ith the m easurem ent of the branching ratio for the corresponding
channel. The m ost prom ising m ethod is to use the branching ratio to W W . The
absolute size ofthe W W h coupling can be detem ined either from the SU 2) U (1)
relation of ; =0z, = O , Or, in a more m odekindependent way, from the cross
section for h® production by the W W fliision process shown as the second diagram
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Figure 25: D etem ination of H iggs boson branching ratios in a variety of decay m odes,
from @]. T he error bars show the expected experin ental errors ©or 500 b ' at 350 GeV .
T he bands show the theoretical errors in the Standard M odel predictions.

in Fig.P3. (The 227 fusion process is expected to add only a sn all contribution.)
From Tabl 3, the Higgsbranching ratio toW W  gives the dom inant source of error
In thism easurem ent.

If the collider option is realized by badkscattering polarized laser light o the

e beam s, then the process ! H can be used to m easure the absolute partial
width °! ). Thisw idth, which can be determm ined to about 5% accuracy w ith

35



Chapter 2

a 200 B ! dedicated experin ent [9), is of great Interest In its own right, since it
m easures a sum of contributions from all heavy charged particles that couple to the
ho.

514 M easuram ent of the spin-parity and CP of the H iggs boson

Tt will be essential to determ ine the quantum num bers of an observed H iggs boson
unam biguously. The LHC can rule out spin 1 ifthedecay H ! is dbserved. Ifthe
decay H ! Z7Z isobserved, soin 0 and 1 could be distinguished at the LHC, but the
CP quantum numbers will be di cul to determ ine In any case. The linear collider
w ill thus be needed to detem ine the H iggs quantum num bers.
If the Higgs eld has a vacuum expectation value, it must be a CP-even spin-0

ed. Thus, a Higgs boson produced n e"e ! Z°h° with a rate com parable to
the Standard M odel rate m ust have these quantum numbers. However, there are a
num ber of checks on these properties that are availabl from the kinem atics of H iggs
production. Inthe limits mZ;m?, a scalar H iggs boson produced in this reaction
has an angular distribution

d

dcos

7 2.13)

and the Z° recoiling against it is dom fnantly longitudinally polarized, and so that
distrdoution in the decay angl peaks at central values. For a CP-odd scalar, these
distrdoutions di er qualitatively.) If the center ofm ass energy is not asym ptotic, the
corrections to these relations are predicted from kinem atics. For examplk, Fig. B4
show s a sim ulation of the angular distribution at 300 G&V and a com parison to the
distrbbution expected for a H iggs scalar.

T he production of the H iggsboson In collisions goes through a loop diagram
which can give both scalar and pssudoscalar couplings. Thus, the collider op—
tion o ers a nontrivial test of CP violation. W ith longiudinal polarzation, the
asymm etry of H iggs production cross sections

(r 1) (r r)

A = (2.14)
(. )+ (r Rr)

vanishes forpure scalar or pssudoscalar coupling to but isnonzero ifthe H iggs isa
m ixture of CP eigenstates. M odelsw ith CP violation in the top sector can give 10%

or larger asym m etries [7Q]. Th m odels w ith extended H iggs sectors, this polarization
asym m etry can ncisively ssparate the heavy scalarand pseudoscalar H iggs resonances

(7).
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Figure 2.6: Angular distrbbution ofthe Z boson n et e ! 2Z°h°, as reconstructed from a
50 b ! event sam plk at 300 G &V, from @].

515 M easuram ent of the H iggs s=lf couplings

The H iggs selfcouplings are uniquely xed in the Standard M odel in tem s of the
Higgs eld expectation value v; in the m Inin al supersym m etric m odel, they depend
on the Higgs eld couplings and m ixings. M easuring the selfcouplings is a crucial
step In checking the consistency these m odels, and it gives added mnfom ation on
the param eters of supersym m etric m odels. Ik appears that cbservation of H iggs pair
production at the LHC will be very di cul due to the dom inance of gluon fusion
production and large Q CD backgrounds [/3]. Tn €' e collisions, production of two
H iggs bosons in the nalstate can occur for any of the diagram s of F ig. P4 by radi-
ating an additionalH iggs from any of the gauge boson legs, or through the trilinear
H iggs coupling. The cross sections for production of a pair of H iggs bosons w ith an
associated Z boson have been calculated to be of order 05 O formy, = 110 GeV at

s= 500 GeV in the Standard M odel [73]. C ross sections for various supersym m et—
ric H iggs pairproduction processes are com parabl for m uch of the supersym m etric
param eter space. The nal state of Z hh, with both Higgs bosons observed as b,
should provide a detectable signature w ithout large backgrounds, yielding a precision
on the trilinear H iggs coupling of roughly 25% fr 600 H 1.

52 Studies of supersym m etry

In Section 4, we argued that the new physics at the TeV energy scale is likely to
be a supersym m etric extension of the Standard M odel. If supersym m etric particles
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appear at the next step in energy, they w illprovide a rich eld forexperim ental study.
This study will address two ssgparate and in portant issues. F irst, supersymm etry
entails a findam ental m odi cation of the structure of spacetin e. Supersym m etry
can be described as the statem ent that spinors and femm ions are an Integral part
of spacetin e geom etry, or, altematively, that there are new space-tin e din ensions
which are ferm jonic in character. Tt requires new gravitationalequations that nclude
a spjn-g partner of the graviton. Ifwe are to clain that N ature has this structure, we
m ust to prove it experin entally by dem onstrating the quantum num ber assignm ents
and sym m etry relations that this structure requires.

Second, phenom enological m odels w ith supersymm etry introduce a large num —
ber of new physical param eters. T he m asses of supersym m etric particlkes, and other
param eters associated w ith soontaneous supersym m etry breaking, are not xed from
currently known principlesbut, rather, m ust be determ ned experin entally. Them ost
generaldescription of supersym m etry breaking even In the M inim al’ Supersym m etric
Standard M odel contains 105 param eters. Each explicit m odel of spontaneous super-
symm etry breaking gives predictions for these param eters or relations am ong them .
But there isno Standard M odel’ of supersym m etry breaking. In the literature, one

nds at least three general approadqes| gravity—, gauge—, and anom aly-m edjatjon|
each of which has num erous variants. Each approach is derived from assum ptions
about new physics at a higher energy scale, which ranges from 10° to 10*° Gev
depending on the m odel. T he variousm odels predict m ass spectra and m ixing para—
m eters that di er characteristically. T hese observables provide clues to the nature of
physics at extrem ely short distances, possbly even to the truly findam ental physics
at the scale of grand uni cation or quantum gravity [74].

Supersym m etric particles m ay well be discovered in Run IT of the Tevatron. In
any case, if supersym m etry is relevant to electroweak sym m etry breaking, supersym —
m etric particles should surely be found at the LHC . The LHC oollaborations have
dem onstrated that they would be sensitive to quark and glion superpartners up to
m asses of at least 2 TeV . For the gluino, this reach goes about a factor of 2 beyond
the netuning lin its given In Tabl 2. Reactions which produce the squarks and
gluinos also produce the lighter supersym m etric particles into which they decay. The
ATLAS and CM S collaborations have presented som e striking analyses at speci ¢
points In the param eter space ofm SUGRA m odels In which 3 to 5 m ass param eters
can be detem ined from kinem atics. From this inform ation, the four param eters of
them SUGRA m odel can be detem ined to 2{10% accuracy [(4{79].

U ltin ately, though, hadron colliders are lim ited In their ability to probe the un—
derlying param eters of supersym m etric m odels. Because the LHC produces m any
SUSY particles and observes m any of their decay chains sin ultaneously, i isdi cult
to isolate param eters and determm ine them in a m odekindependent way. Ik is di -
cul to detem ine the soin and electroweak quantum num bers of particles unam bigu—
ously. And, only lim ited Infom ation can be ocbtained about the heavier colorsinglet
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particles, ncliding skptons and heavier charginos and neutralinos, and about the
unobserved lightest neutralino.

Tt is jast for these reasons that one needs a facility that can approach the spec—
troscopy of supersym m etric particles from an orthogonaldirection. An e' e collider
can study supersymm etric particles one at a tim e, begihning w ith the lightest and
working upward to particles w ith m ore com plex decay pattems. For each particle,
them easurem ents go wellbeyond sin plem ass determ nations. W ew illgive a num ber
of illustrative exam ples in this section.

To carry out these m easurem ents, it is only necessary that supersym m etric parti-
cles can be pairproduced at the energy provided by thee' e  collider. In the program
that we have presented In Section 2, In which a collider w ith an initial energy of 500
G &V evolves to higher center of m ass energies, one can eventually create the full sst
of supersym m etry particles. Here we concentrate on the expectations for 500 GeV .
In Section 4.4, we have argued that the lightest charginos and neutralinos, the su—
persym m etric partners of the photon, W , Z , and H iggs bosons, should be produced
already at the initial 500 G&V stage. The m SUGRA m odels discussed In Section
4 4 do not place such strong constraints on the m asses of lepton superpartners, but
In other schem es of supersym m etry breaking, such as gaugem ediation and the no—
scale Iim it of gravity-m ediation, it is natural for the slkptons to be as light as the
charginos. Because the experin ental study of skeptons is conceptually very simple,
we will present the lnear collider experim ental program for skeptons In this section
along with our discussion of charginos. O ther issues for the experim ental study of
supersym m etry w ill be discussed In Section 62.

O ur discussion of the basic supersym m etry m easurem ents in this section will be
rather detailed. In reading i, one should keep In m ind that the lnear collider o ers
a sin ilar level of detailed nform ation for any other new particles that m ight appear
In is energy range.

521 Slepton m assm easuram ent

T he sin ple kinem atics of supersym m etric particle pair production allow s direct and
accurate m ass m easurem ents. The technigque m ay be illustrated w ith the process
of pair production and decay of the e, the scalar partner of the . The process
ee ! e e; produces the skptonsat a xed energy equalto the beam energy. The
e, isexpected to decay to the unobserved lightest neutralino via e, ! ef. Then
the nalmuons are distrbbuted In energy between kinem atic endpoints determ ined
by the m asses In the problem . Since the e; is a scalar, the distrbution ofmuons is
isotropic In the e; rest frame and at in energy in the lab fram e. T hus, the observed
energy distribbution of m uons has the shape of a rectangular box, and the m asses of
both the e; and the eg can be read o from the positions of the edges.

Th m easuring skepton pair production in €" e collisions, special attention m ust be
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Figure 2.7: Energy distrbution ofmuons resulting from processesete ! e e, Pollowed
by e decay, from E]. keft:ete ! ex e; , ra 160 b ! event sample at 320 G &V ; right:
e'e ! e el ,wih selection of e, ! e, e ! Y ef decays on both sides, for a
250 b ! event sample at 500 G &V . T he electron beam polarization is used to reduce the
background from efe ! W tW

paid to the badkgrounds from two-photon processes In which the prin ary scattered
electrons are undetected w ithin the beam pipes. This m akes it im portant for the
detector to have good coverage at forward and badkw ard angles. Tt m ay be useful for
gaining further control over this process to provide tagging detectors at very an all
angles @].

On the kft side of Fig.R.1, we show sinulation results for ex pair production
[711. The dom inant background (shaded in the gure) comes from other supersym —
m etry processes. The rounding of the rectangle on its upper edge is the e ect of
beam strahlung and initial state radiation. T he sin ulation predicts a m easurem ent of
both the e; and the e masses to 02% accuracy. The right side of Fig.R.] shows
the muon energy distrlbution from pair production ofthe e, , the partner ofthe . .
Decaysoftheform e ! eJ,eJ ! ¥ ' ef are selected on both sides of the event to
obtain a very clean 6 lepton signature. D espite the Jow statistics from the severe event
selection, this analysis also gives the e, and the e) masses to 02% accuracy. At the
LHC, the m ass of the lightest neutralino e? typically cannot be determ ined directly,
and the m asses of heavier superparticles are detem ined relative to the eg m ass. So
not only do the e’ e m easuram ents provide m odel-ndependent skpton m asses, they
also provide crucial Inform ation to m ake the superpartner m ass m easurem ents from
the LHC m ore m odelindependent.

T he sam e strategy can be applied to determm ine the m asses of other superpartners.
Exam pls w ith sneutrinos, scalar top, and charginos are shown in [/§]. Even higher
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accuracies can be obtained by scanning thee' e  cross section near each pair produc—
tion threshold. This costs about 100 b * per threshold, but it allow s particle m ass
m easurem ents to better than 1 part perm il [77].

522 Slepton properties

Ane'e oollidercan notonly m easure them asses of superparticles but also can deter-
m Ine m any m ore properties of these particles, testing predictions of supersym m etry
from the m ost qualitative to the m ost detaikd.

Before anything else, it is im portant to verify that particles that seem to be skp-
tons are soIn 0 particlkes w ith the Standard M odel quantum num bers of ptons. A
soin 0 particke has a characteristic angular distribution n €" e annihilation, pro—-
portional to sin? . Even though there are m issing neutralinos in the nal state of
e"e ! e e',there are enough kinam atic constraints that the angular distrdoution
can be reconstructed [73]. The m agnitude of the cross section can be com puted for
each electron polarization w ith typical electrow eak precision; it depends only on the
Standard M odelquantum num bers ofthe produced particle and thus detem nesthese
quantum num bers.

A m aprissue in supersym m etry isthe avor-dependence of supersym m etry break—
Ing param eters. U sing the endpoint technique above, the selectron and sn uon m asses
can be com pared at a kevelbelow the 1 part perm il level. Ik is som ew hat m ore dif-

aukt to study the superpartners of the , but even in this case the m asses can be
found to percent accuracy by locating the endpoint of the energy distribution of stau
decay products [BQ].

Tt istypical iIn supersym m etry soenariosw ith largetan that the superpartners of

z and ; mix, and that the Iighter m ass eigenstate is actually the Iightest slkepton.
If the m ass di erence between the lighter stau and the other kptons is signi cant,
this can create a problem for the study of supersymm etry at LHC, since then su—
persymm etry decay cascades typically end with  production. A param eter point
studied by the ATLA S supersymm etry group illistrates the problem [63]. W e have
Jjust noted that there isno di culty In m easuring the stau m asses at a linear collider.
In addition, since the production cross section depends only on electrow eak quantum
num bers, it is possibl to determm ine the m ixing anglke from total cross section and
polarization asym m etry m easurem ents. T he characteristic dependence of the polar-
ization asymm etry on the stau m &xing anglke is shown in Fig.2§. The nalstate
polarization provides another diagnostic cbservable which can be used to analyze the
com position of the stau or of the neutralino nto which it decays [8d].

T he cross section for production of the electron partners is som ew hat m ore com —
plicated, because this process can proceed both by € e annhilation and by the
exchange of neutralinos, as shown i Fig.R.d. In typicalm odels, the dom inant contri-
bution actually com es from exchange of the lightest neutralino. Thus, the selectron
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Figure 2.9: D iagram s contrbbuting to selectron pair production: @) e'e ! e'e , b)
ee ! ee .

production cross section can give further Informm ation on the m ass and the properties
of this particlke. T he study of neutralinos is com plicated by the fact that the various
neutralino species can m ix. In the Section 524, we will discuss this m ixing prob—
Jlem and present m ethods for resolving it experin entally using e e data on chargino
production. Neutralino m ixing can also be studied In selectron pair production; an
illustrative analysis is given in [79].

O nce the m ixing of neutralinos is understood, the selectron pair production can
test the basic idea of supersym m etry quantitatively, by testing the sym m etry relation
ofcoupling constants. For sin plicity, consideram odelin which the lightest neutralino
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Figure211: D etermm ination ofthegbeR o coupling from a 100 1 m easurem ent of selectron
pair production, from BQ].

is the superpartner  of the U (1) gauge boson of the Standard M odel, and in agine
com paring the processes of g pair production and Bhabha scattering, as illustrated
in Fig. PI0. By supersymm etry, the coupling constant aJE'the eeb vertex must be
sin ply related to the U (1) electroweak coupling: gy, . = 2g°. A measurem ent of
the forward cross section fore' e ! e e, can give a precision test ofthis prediction.
D etailkd sim ulation of selectron pairproduction has shown that the ratio gbee=p Ego
can bem easured to a precision ofabout 1% , as shown in Fig.R I1 BQ]. (Thisanalysis
uses data from the sam e cross section m easurem ent both to x the param eters of the
neutralino m ixing and to determ ine g, .) Even higher accuracy can be achieved by
studying selectron production n e e collisions. The ratio g, can also be deter—
m Ined from chargino pair production and com pared to its Standard M odel counter—
part to about 2% accuracy. At these levels, the m easurem ent would not only provide
a stringent test of supersymm etry as a symm etry of Nature, but also it m ight be
sensitive to radiative corrections from heavy squark and skpton species [B1[83/831.
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523 Chargino m assm easurem ent

T he process of chargino pair production in €" e annihilation is som ew hat m ore com —
plicated than slkpton pair production, but it also provides m ore Interesting observ—
abls. To begin, we discuss the chargino m ass m easuram ent. If the chargino is the
lightest charged supersym m etric partick, twilldecay via e ! ggelore] ! ¥ ef.
T he reaction with a hadronic decay on one side and a lptonic decay on the other
provides a characteristic sam ple of events which can be distinguished from W pair
production by their lJarge m issing energy and m om entum . If the lJab fram e energy of
the g systam ism easured, the kinem atic endpoints of this distrdoution can be used to
determ ine them ass of the e] and ofthe e, as in the skepton case. The power of this
kinem atic t can be strengthened by segregating events according to the m easured
value of the g invariant m ass. T he distrdbutions In the energy and m ass of the dq
systam are shown in Fig.2.13. In the study of [[]], one ndsm ass detem inations at
the 02% level for event sam ples of the sam e size as those used In the skepton case.

Atlhrgetan values, the lighterstau (~) m ay be lighterthan the lightest chargino
(~,). Thedecay ~, ! ~ ,DPlowedby ~ ! ~? ,altersthe phenom enology of
the chargino production [BQ]. In this case, one can stillm easure the mass of a 170
G eV chargio to betterthan 5GeV with 200 b ' at™ s= 400 Gev [B4].

44



\The Case bra 500 G&V Linear Collider"

e et
e et

3-96 8137A3

Figure 213: D iagram s contributing to chargino pair production.

524 Analysis of chargino m ixing

The cross section and angular distrbution of chargino pair production is built up
from the diagram s shown in Fig.R.I3. T his process is intrinsically m ore com plicated
than slkpton pair production because one must acocount for chargino m ixing. In
supersym m etry m odels, there isalways a charged H iggsboson H , and both the W
and theH have spjn—% partners. These necessarily m ix, through a m assm atrix of
the ollow ng fom :

m, 2my sin e’

. T .
e ;) 2m ., cos R,

(215)

wherew arethe superpartnersoftheW and B, and ) arethe superpartnersofthe
charged com ponents of the two H iggs elds. The m atrix depends on the param eters

, the supersym m etric H iggsm ass, m ,; the supersym m etry breakingm assofthew ;
and tan ,the ratio ofH iggs eld vacuum expectation valies. T he neutralino m asses
Ihvolve a sin ilarm ixing problem am ong four states, the superpartners of the neutral
SU (2) and U (1) gauge bosons and the two neutralH iggs elds. T he neutralino m ass
m atrix Involves the sam e three param eters ,m,,tan ,plism, the supersym m etry
breaking m ass of the B.

Chargino and neutralino m ixing is not an added com plication that one m ay in-—
troduce into supersym m etric m odels if one w ishes. Tt is an intrinsic feature of these
m odels which m ust be resolved experim entally. Unless this can be done, supersym —
m etry m easuram ents can only be interpreted in the context of m odel assum ptions.
In addition, thism easurem ent is In portant In resolving the question of w hether the
lightest neutralino in supersymm etry can provide the coam ological dark m atter. In
m ost scenarios ofthe dark m atter, the neutralino m ust be light and dom inantly gaug—
no rather than H iggsino. In any case, the neutralino m ixing m ust be known to build
a quantitative theory of the coan ological neutralino production and relic abundance.

Fortunately, it ispossible to m easure the chargino and neutralino m ixing anglksby
m aking use of the special handles that the linear collider o ers. To see this, consider
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Figure 2.14: Total cross section ore,e" | eje;, n B, as a function of the chargino
m ass param etersm , and

the diagram s of F ig. for a right-handed polarized electron beam . The second
diagram , which involves the sneutrino, couples only to left-handed electrons and so
vanishes in this case. At high energy, the and Z exchanged In the st diagram can
be traded for the neutral SU 2) and U (1) gauge bosons. The g; does not couple to
the SU (2) boson. Thew does not coupk to the U (1) boson. Thus, the total cross
section for the process e, €" | e] e; can be large only if the lighter chargios e]

and e; are dom lnantly com posed of the Higgs eld superpartners. T his rem arkable
feature is evident In the contourm ap ofthis cross section against andm , shown in
Fig.2.I4. A more detailed analysis show s that, by m easuring the angular distribution
of chargino pair production, one can detemm ine the ssparate m ixing anglks for the
positive and negative (eft-handed) charginos BY]. Unless the m xing angles are very
an all, them easurem ent ofthe two m ixing angles and the eJ{ m ass allow the com plte
massm atrix @.19) to be reconstructed. Th an exam ple studied in [B3], this analysis
gave a 10% measuram ent of tan , purely from supersymm etry m easurem ents, in a
100 b ! experim ent at 500 G &V .

H aving detem ined the chargiho m ixing, one can then analyze chargino pair pro—
duction from left-handed fem ions. T hisbringsback the dependence on the sneutrino
mass. In fact, it is possble to m easure the e ect of sneutrino exchange and thus to
determm ine the m asses of the lkeft-handed skptons for slkepton m asses up to a factor of
2 above the ocollider center of m ass energy. M easurem ents of the ratio of Jeptonic to
hadronic chargino decays also can give inform ation on the m asses of the left-handed
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skptons [B4]. This can provide a consistency test on the supersym m etry param eters
or a target for an energy upgrade.

In both the chargino and slepton studies that we have discussed, it is rem arkable
how the use ofpolarization and detailed angular distrdoution m easurem ents can o er
new Infom ation along a din ension quite orthogonal to that probed by sin ple m ass
determm inations. The use of beam polarization is particularly incisive in ssparating
com plex com posite observables into quantities w ith a direct relation to the param eters
In the underlying Lagrangian.

5.3 Studies of the top quark

T he top quark’s special status asthem ost m assive know n m atter particle, and the
only ferm ion w ith an unsuppressed coupling to the agents of electroweak symm etry
breaking, m ake it a prin e target for all future colliders. T he linear collider, operating
near the top quark pairproduction threshold and at higher energies below 500 G&V,
can carry out a com plte program of top quark physics. T his lncludes the m easure—
m ent ofthe top quark m ass, w idth, form factors, and couplings tom any species. T his
broad program ofm easurem ents is reviewed in [B7]. In this section, we w ill discuss
tw o particularly in portant m easuram ents from this collection.

The m ass of the top quark is a fundam ental param eter in its own right, and i is
also an ingredient in precision electroweak analyses and theories of avor. Tt is in por—
tant to m easure thisparam eter as accurately aspossble. Futurem easurem ents at the
Tevatron and the LHC are lkely to detem nem  to 2{3 G &V precision, dom inated
by system atic e ects [B§,p2].

At the Iinear collider, the top quark m ass is detem ined directly by the acoelerator
energy at which one sees the onset of tt production. A sinulation of the top quark
threshold scan, from [B9], is shown in Fig.RP15. G iven a measurement of  from
another source, this scan determ fnesm  to 200 M &V using only 11 b ! ofdata. Tn
the part of the cross section described by the top quark threshold, the t and t are
sparated by a distance an all com pared to the QCD scale. Thism eans that them ass
determ ined from the threshold scan | as opposed to the bolem ass’ determm ned by the
kinem atics ofhigh energy production | is a true short-distance quantiy which is firee
ofnonperturbative e ects. T he theoretical error for the conversion ofthee* e thresh—
oM position to the M S top quark m ass relevant to grand uni ed theories is about
300 M v PQ[21); for the pok mass, it is di cul even to estin ate this uncertainty.
T he expenditure of 100 ! at the tt threshold allow s additionalm easurem ents that,
for exam ple, determ ine the top quark width to a few percent precision [3,83p4].

A second im portant set of m easuram ents is the study of the top quark couplings
to ,Z,W . In the rmaction € e ! tt, the nal state can be reconstructed as a
o—gtord4—etplus ' system . The b Fts should be identi ed w ith an e ciency greater
than 80% . Both the production through and Z and thedecay by t ! W "b are
m axin ally party violating. Thus, there are m any independent kinem atic variables
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Figure 215: M easuram ent of the top quark mass from the threshold shape, using a
threshold scan with a total data sample of 11 b . The e ects of beam strahlung, mitial
state radiation, and accelerator energy soread are ncluded. A top quark m ass of 170 G &V
was assum ed in this study BJl.

that can be used to constrain the various possibl production and decay form factors.
A sinulation study using 80% e beam polarization but only 10 ! of um inosity at
500 G &V showed that it ispossble to sin ultaneously constrain the whole st of vector
and axialvector ,Z,and W fom factors ofthe top quark with errors In the range
5{10% [B7]. This analysis should im prove firther w ith high—lum inostty data sam ples
PYl. Experin ents at the Inear collider are sensitive at sin ilar kevels to anom alous
couplings of tt to the gluon [P4].

A set of couplings of particular interest are the vector and axialttZ fom factors.
A swe have explained In Section 4.5, these form factors are predicted to receive large
contributions In certain m odels of strong-interaction electroweak sym m etry breaking.
T hese contrbutions result from diagram s n which the Z ocouples to the new strongly—
Interacting species which break electroweak symm etry, and these coupl to the top
quark through the m echanism which generates the top quark m ass R§]. In Fig.p 14,
the z fom factor determ inations from the sinulation study of 7] are com pared to
two representative theordes [ll]. It is interesting that m ost of the sensitivity in this
particularm easurem ent com es from the polarization asym m etry of the totaltop pair
production cross section. T hem easuram ent ofthis quantity isdom inated by statistics
and can be in proved straightforwardly w ith higher lum nosity.

An additionalin portant m easurem ent isthe determm ination ofthe top quark H iggs
Yukawa coupling. At the LHC, theatio 5= y w n Can bem easured to an accuracy
of 25% r80 < my, < 120 GeV [6]]. At a Iinear collider, the top quark Yukawa
coupling can be m easured by studying the process e’ e ! tth?, rlying on the kb
decay of the h® to produce spectacular events wih 4 b's .n the nal state. This
process isdi cul to study at 500 G €V, but it becom es tractabl at higher energy. In
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Figure 2.16: D etem ination of the form factors for the vector and axial vector couplings
of the top quark to the Z , with 100 b ' at 400 Gev @], com pared to the predictions of
technicolor m odels, from [1].

sim ulation studies at 800 G &V, where the cross section is about 8 tin es higher than
at 500 GeV,a 1000 B ! sampl yields a 6% uncertainty on g, fora 120 GeV Higgs

boson P§091.

54 Studies of W boson couplings

R eoent experin ents at LEP 2 and the Tevatron have cbserved weak boson pair
production and have veri ed the general expectations for the cross sections given
by the Standard M odel [I0Jfi0]]. This is already an in portant discovery. O ne of
the m otivations for building a m odel of the weak-interaction bosons from a Yang—
M ills gauge theory is that the special properties of the YangM ills coupling tam e the
typically bad high energy behavior of m assive vector elds. W e now know that the
behavior ofthe W and Z production cross sections, at least in the region close to
threshold, confom s to the gauge theory predictions.

T his discovery sets the stage for the use of W and Z bosons to probe the physics
of electroweak symm etry breaking. A s we have noted in Section 4.5, new strong In—
teractions that m ight be reponsble for electroweak symm etry breaking can a ect
the three—and fourparticle couplings of the weak vector bosons. T he precision m ea—
surem ent of these e ects| and the corresponding e ects on the top quark couplings
discussed in the previous sectjon| can provide a window into the dynam ics of elec—
troweak symm etry breaking com plem entary to that from direct W boson scattering.

O urdiscussion in Section 4.5 i pliesthat a high level ofprecision isnecessary. W e
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estin ated there that e ects of new strong Interactionsa ect the standard param eters
used to describetheW W  andW W Z vertjoes| vy v, Orv = ;7Z,and g | at
the Jevel of a fw parts n 10 3. For com parison, the one-loop radiative corrections
to these param eters predicted in the Standard M odel are of the order of 10 3{10 *
[07).

In contrast, the current bounds on param eters of the W vertices from LEP 2 and
the Tevatron are at the level of 10 ' {L04J101[L03]. M uch im proved constraints are
expected from the LHC . T here one expects to place boundson the W W V couplings

in the range [63L04]
j vJ< 001 to0:; g ; Jvj< 0001 to 001 2.16)

which m ight be sensitive to e ects of new physics. Tt should be noted that the LHC
analyses integrate over a Jarge range of center-ofm ass energies for vector boson pair
production. T hism eans that the sensitivity and interpretation of these experim ents
depend on assum ptions about the energy-dependence of the form factors describbing
the new physics e ects.

T he linear collider provides an ideal laboratory for the study ofthe W W V. cou-
plings. Theprocesse'e ! W 'W actually gives the largest single contribution
to the €" e annihilation cross section at high energies. The W pair events can be
reconstructed In the four-gt nalstate. M ore In portantly, the events w ith a leptonic
decay on one side and a hadronic decay on the other allow unam biguous reconstruc—
tion of the charge and decay angls of the eptonic W . Both the production process
and theW decay are strongly pariy-violating, so both beam polarization and angular
distributions can be used to extract the details of the W vertices. T he diagram s for
ee ! W'W ivolveboth and Z, but these e ects can be disentangled by the
use of beam polarzation. The W pair production cross section is about 30 tin es
larger w ith left-handed than right-handed polarized beam s. T he suppression of the
right-handed cross section depends on the relation between the WW and W W Z
vertices predicted by the Standard M odel and so is a sensitive m easure of deviations
from this prediction.

E ectsfrom strong-interaction electroweak sym m etry breaking, which enterthrough
e ective Lagrangian param eters as in £J9), a ect the cross section for ongitudinal
W pair production through tem s proportional to (s=m % ). At the sam e tin e, the
fraction of the cross section w ith ongitudinalW pairsgrowsas 2= (1 4mi =s).
From these two e ects alone, one should expect a factor 15 In provem ent in the sen—
sitivity to these e ects n going from LEP 2 to the linear collider experin ents at 500
G &V . Them ost In portant advantage, however, is the increase In statistics w ith high
Jum nosity running. A recent sim ulation oftheW W V coupling m easurem ent at a 500
G eV collider with 500 b ! estin ates the lim its that can be placed on the coupling
param eters as [[09]

g <25 10°; J z3< 79 10% Jz3< 65 10% @17)
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j 9< 48 104 3 <72 10%: 2 18)

These results qualitatively in prove on the LHC sensitivity, to the point where not
only e ects of new physics but even the Standard M odel radiative corrections are
visble.

55 StudiesofQCD

In addition to the search fornew physics, the linear colliderw illbe able to com plete
the program of precision tests of the Standard M odelw ith a precise m easurem ent of
the QCD coupling constant 4. T he strong coupling constant is determ ined in €' e
annihilation from the production rate for 3—gt events. T he reduction in the relative
size ofhadronization e ectsat high energy allow am easuram ent of ¢ w ith system atic
errors an aller than 1% [L04].

A measuram ent of ¢ ofsin ilar quality can be obtained from the ratio ofhadronic
to Jeptonic decays of the 2, if one can cbtain a sam ple ofm ore than 10° Z ° decays.
T his becom es practical in Iinear collider experim ents at the Z %, aswe willexplain in
Section 5.6. By com paring the two precision m easurements of  at Q valuesofm 4
and 500 G&V, it willbe possibl to give a precise test of the QCD renom alization
group equation.

W ith con dence in the running of ¢ from this experin ent, one can extrapolate
the precise value of  to the grand uni cation scale. Current data is consistent
w ith a grand uni cation w ith the renom alization group equations of supersym m etry;
however, it gives little constraint on the details of uni cation. W ih an accurate ,
one can anticipate a precise test ofgrand uni cation relations. T he contribbutionsto be
acoounted for nclude next-to—-Jleading order corrections from two—-Joop beta fiinctions,
TeV -scale threshold e ects, and GU T -scak threshold e ects . T he two-loop beta
functions are known from the general theoretical scheme. The TeV -scale threshold
e ects are unknown today, but they w illbe determ ined from the new particle m asses
m easured at the LHC and the linear collider. Then a 1% measurement of § would
allow a 10% m easurem ent ofthe GU T -scale threshold correction. T hism easuram ent
would give an indirect but signi cant constraint on the soectrum of the m assive
particles responsible forthe GUT Jevel of fuindam ental sym m etry breaking.

The linear collider can also provide the m ost sensitive experin ents on photon
structure, ncluding the precise m easurem ent of the photon structure function F, . In
addition, w ith su cient forward instrum entation, the linear collider could study
scattering at Jarge s and xed m om entum transfer. T his is a beautifilly clean m odel
systam for analyzing a part of QCD that is still very m ysterious, the nature of the
pom eron and the dynam ics of high-energy scattering [L07].
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P aram eter Current Value LC M easurem ent

sin? " 023119 000021 0:00002
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Rf,xp=Rf)h 10029 00035 00007

AJP=AD 0:958  0:017 0001

Tabl 24: Current values of som e iIm portant electroweak param eters, and the potential
uncertainty obtainable at a linear colliderproviding w ith high statistics (e.g., 10° Z ° decays).

5.6 P recision electrow eak studies

In addition to the experin ental program at 500 G €V energies, one can envision
ushg the lnear collider at the 2° and the W threshold to carry the experin ental
program of precision electroweak m easuram ents to the next level. O peration of the
linear collider at the Z ° pole would yield m ore than 10° Z° decays in a 20 b ! data
sam ple. W ith m ore than 100 tin es LEP 1 statistics and high beam polarization, one
could undertake a very am bitious and extensive program of precision m easuram ents.
Forexam pk [[0§], em ploying the keftright polarization asym m etry, kptonic forward-
backw ard asym m etries, and tau polarization asymm etry @Il of which are currently
statistics lin ited) one could in prove the detemm hation of sin? n attheZ polby an
order of m agniude, bringing it to an unprecedented  0:01% Jevel. O ther quantities
such as the Z line shape parameters, R, = (Z ! HS)= (Z ! hadrons), and A
(the polarized b asymm etry) could also be inproved. They would be lin ited only
by system atics.

W ith such a large sampk of Z decays, one would have m ore than 10° b and
3 10 * pairs. T he study of these events could m ake use of the outstanding ver—
tex resolution and detection e ciency ofthe linear collider environm ent. In addition,
polarized " e annihilation at the Z % produces (for a left-handed beam ) dom inantly
forw ard production ofb quarks and backward production of antiquarks, thus elin -
nating the need fora avor tag. T hese features com bine to give an ideal environm ent
for studying CP viclating asym m etries and rare decays as well as perfom ing preci-
sion m easurem ents [L0§]. For exam ple, one could in prove the current precision on
the forw ard-backw ard asym m etry param eter Ay, by m ore than an order ofm agnitude.

In TabkP 4, we have listed som e in proved m easurem ents envisioned at the Iinear
collider. T he tiny error on sin® , assum es a precise beam polarization m easurem ent
that m ay require polarizing both the electron and positron beam s. T he im portance
of re ning sin? n Iswell flustrated by the prediction for the H iggsm ass that would

be obtained by em ploying these precise values and the in proved valie of m . from
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Section 54 as input. One nds
my = (140 5Gev)dotten’ i 0231591, 219)

w here the dom Inant error com es from hadronic loop uncertainties in =~ (@ssum ed here
to be reduced by a factor of 3 com pared to the current error). Com parison of the
Indirect loop detem ination ofm, from @.19) with the direct m easurement ofmy,
from the LHC and the linear collider would confront the electroweak prediction at
the 5% kvel and would provide an accurate sum rule to be satis ed by new heavy
particles w ith electroweak charge. A nother way to look at this com parison is that it
willprobe the S and T param eters to an accuracy of 0:02, about 8 tin es better than
current constraints. At that level, even the existence of a single heavy chiral ferm jon
doubkt much less an entire dynam ical sym m etry breaking scenario) would m anifest
itself. The accurate valie of sin? n attheZ pol would be a valuable input to the
m easurem ents of cross sections and asym m etries at high energy that we w ill discuss
in Sections 6.3 and 6.4, m easurem ents which probe for possbl Z° bosons, lepton
com positeness, or new space din ensions.

A linear collider run neartheW *W  threshold would also be extrem ely valuable
or in proving the determ iation of my; beyond the capabilities of the LHC [0§].
A Iready at the current uncertainty of40M €V , the detem nation ofthem y m ass from
kinem atic tting ofW pairproduction at LEP 2 isa ected by systam atic uncertainty
from the m odeling of fragm entation. But the interpretation of the m easurem ent of
the W threshold position is alm ost free of theoretical uncertainty, allow ing a 6 M €V
m easuram ent to be done w ith a dedicated 100 6 ! run.

C ollectively, the broad program of precision electroweak studies which the high
lum nosity of the linear collider m akes available nicely com plem ents and expands the
physics goals at the m axinum collider energy.

6 Further topics from the linear collider physics program

In the preceding section, we have discussed only those aspects ofthe linear collider
experin ental program forwhich there are strong argum ents that the phenom ena to be
studied w ill appear at 500 G €V . T here are m any other experin ents that can be done
at an €' e lnear collider which has su cient energy to reach the required threshold
for new particles. In this section, we w ill describe a num ber of experim ents of this
character. A 1l of these experim ents w ill eventually becom e relevant as com ponents
of the long-tem program that we have described in Section 2. M easurem ents at
the LHC which estin ate the new thresholds could provide speci ¢ m otivation for
upgrading a 500 G &V collider to higher energy. But, one should kesp in m ind that all
of the phenom ena we describe in this section could well be present at 500 G&V and
provide additional richness to the niial physics program of the lnear collider.
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It is well appreciated that an €" e  collider provides an excellent environm ent to
search for all varieties of exotic particles w ith nonzero electrow eak quantum num bers.
T he huge varety of particles which have been searched for at LEP is described, for
exam ple, In E]. In aln ost allcases, the LEP lim its are close to the kinem atic lim it
allow ed by the collider. A ocollider operating above the pair production threshold will
be abl to accum ulate a Jarge sam ple of events (70,000 events per unit of R in a 200
ol sam ple at 500 G €V ) and m ake Incisive m easurem ents.

T he corresponding discovery reach for exotic particles at the LHC ranges from a
few hundred G &V for new Ileptons to about 2 TeV for new quarks. So, as a general
statem ent, the locations of the new thresholds are lkely to be found at the LHC.
E xperim enters at a linear collider w ill m easure essential nfom ation that is beyond
the capability of the LHC . W e have seen exam ples of this in Section 5, and further
exam ples w ill be discussed in this section.

R ather than summ arize all possible m easuram ents of new phenom ena at a linear
collider, we restrict ourselves in this section to four speci c exam ples that have been
worked out In som e detail. In Section 6.1, we w illdiscuss the particles of an extended
H iggs sector such asthat In theM inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel. Tn Section
62, we will discuss studies of supersym m etric particles beyond the lightest chargino,
neutralinos, and skeptons. In Section 6.3, we w illdiscuss new and exotic Z “bosons. In
Section 6.4, we w ill discuss probes of Jarge extra din ensions and T&V -scale quantum
gravigy.

Because this paper focuses on the issue of a 500 G&V oollider, we do not dis-
cuss here the signi cant capabilities of higher energy e* e collisions to probe W W
scattering processes [[10]. These include the unigue ability to study the reaction
W*W ! t, which directly tests the coupling of the top quark to the particles re—
soonsible for strong-interaction electroweak sym m etry breaking. T hese experin ents,
and the com parison to the LHC capabilities, are reviewed in [[§117)].

A lthough the detailed physics jasti cation for increased e" e collision energy is
m ore di cul to quantify at present than that for the initial 500 G &V step, we fully
expect that the experin entation at the LHC and rst stage e’ e linear collider w ill
reveal phenom ena that dictate energy upgrades. It is in portant to continue the R & D
needed for this evolution.

6.1 Extended H iggs sector

In Section 5.1, we have discussed the m easuram ent ofthe properties ofthe lightest
Higgsboson. M any m odels of new physics allow multipl H iggs elds, leading to ad—
ditional heavier H iggs particles. In particular, supersym m etry requires the presence
of at Jeast two Higgs doublkt elds. This produces, in addition to the h?, our addi-
tional states| the CP-even H °, the CP-odd A, and charged statesH . Them asses
ofthese states should be com parable to the m asses of other supersym m etric particles.
If the scake of superparticle m asses ism uch greater than 100 G €V, then typically the
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four heavy Higgs states are relatively close in m ass, and the light h® resambles the
H iggs boson of the Standard M odel.

Theheavy H iggs statesarevery di cultto nd attheLHC .TheLHC experin ents
have studied extensively their sensitivity to the H iggs sector ofthe M SSM . W e have
already presented a summ ary of these analyses n Fig.23. A Iow massH can be
found at the LHC below about 125 G&V 1n the decays of the top quark. Form y
above 225 G eV, itsdecay Into tbcan beused to nd the charged H iggs iftan > 25 or
tan < 2. In the region of ntem ediate tan above the LEP lim its, only the process
ho ! isvisble, and the H and A are not seen at all. For largertan (> 10), the
decaysH=A ! * becom e accessible. B ecause the technigque fordetectingH and A
Involves particles that decay w ith m issing energy, it w illbe di cul to m ake a precise
m assm easuram ent. ATLA S studies suggest an accuracy on the H /A m ass of about
5Gev,forMy, = 300GeV and tan = 10, only after 300 ! hasbeen oollected.
For com parison, the H {A mass di erence isatmost a &w Ge&V.For low tan , H
could bedetected by H ! ZZ . Thism ode, however, applies only to a lim ited region
ofparam eter space, tan < 3 (@ region disfavored by the LEP constraint on them ass
ofh) andmy < 350Gé&V.

A crucial aspect of the experin ental study of the heavy H iggs states would be to
measure the value oftan = h ,i=h ;i,wherre ; and , arethetwo H iggsdoublts
oftheM SSM .This quantiy isneeded to detem ine the absolute size ofthe quark and
Jepton Yukawa couplings. For exam ple, it is possible that the bottom quark Yukawa
coupling is Jarge and the lightness of the bottom quark is explained by the fact that
the Higgs eld regpponsble for thism ass has a an all vacuum expectation value. In
supersymm etry, tan also appears n m any fom ulae for the supersym m etry m asses
and m ixings and is a source of theoretical uncertainty unless i can be pinned down.
TheLHC canmeasuretan from the heavy H iggsparticksonly whereH isvisibble by
one of the techniques jast listed, to an accuracy of 10{30% . Tt should be noted that
what ism easured is B R, and so the determ ination oftan depends on theoretical
assum ptions about the totalw idth.

Ifthem assesofH ,A arewellabove that ofh, these particles arem ainly produced
at an e"e oollider in pairs, through e'e ! HOA?. The mass detemm ination is
straightorward. K inem atic  tting of decays w ith o on both sides should give an
accuracy of 03% . The program described earlier for the precision determ ination of
the h branching fractions can be applied also to the H and A . The crucial param eter
tan is given by the ratio of the branching ratios to b and tt. ForA,

|

It m? 4m 2
e mf o

A ! b myg my

1=2

(2.20)
From thism easurem ent, a com pletely m odekindependent determ ination oftan to
10% accuracy is expected. M easuram ents of other branching fractions of H , A, and
H willprovide crosschecks of this value [[13].
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TheATLAS [3land CM S [/3]analyses ofthe tting of LHC data to them nim al
supergravity-m ediated m odel gives a rem arkable accuracy of 3% in the determ nation
oftan . However, thisdetermm ination oftan isbased on the assum ption ofa speci ¢
m odel of supersym m etry breaking. Tt uses the precision m easurem ent of the h® m ass
and thus depends on the detailed theory ofthe one-loop supersym m etry correctionsto
this param eter. Linear collider experin ents o er a num ber of m ethods to detem ine
tan from supersymm etry observables n a m odelindependent way. For exam pl,
tan can be extracted from chargino m ixing, as we have discussed In Section 52 4.
In theend, it isa nontrivialtest ofthe theory whether the determ nnationsoftan from
the supersymm etry spectrum agree w ith the direct detem nation of this param eter
from the H iggs sector.

6.2 Supersym m etric particle studies

In Section 4 4, we have argued that, if the new physics at the TeV scale includes
supersym m etry, the lightest supersym m etric particles are lkely to appear at a 500
GeV e'e oollider. Tn Section 52, we have discussed the program ofdetailed m easure—
m ents on those particles. O foourse, nothing precludes a Jarger set of supersym m etric
particles from appearing at 500 G €V, though it is lkely that increased energy w illbe
needed to produce the full supersym m etry spectrum . In this section, we w ill discuss
what can be lramed from a m ore com plete study of the supersym m etry soectrum in
e"e annhilation.

For breviy, we focus on two inmportant issues. The rst of these is whether
supersymm etry does In fact give the dynam ics that leads to electroweak symm etry
breaking. To verify them echanian ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking experin entally,
we m ust determ ine the basic param eters that directly detem ine the H iggs potential.
T hese include the heavy H iggs boson m asses discussed in the previous section. An—
otheressentialparam eter is , the supersym m etric H iggsm assparam eter. A swe have
discussed In Section 52, this param eter can already be determ Ined from the study of
the lighter chargino ifthese particles are not alm ost pure w . In that last case, isde-
termm ined by m easuring the m ass of the heavier charginos. W e have argued in Section
4 4 that these particles should be found w ith at m ost a m odest step In energy above
500 GeV . A precision m ass m easuram ent can be done using the endpoint technique
discussed In Section 52.

In typical supersym m etric m odels, the negative H iggs m ass)? which causes elec—
trow eak sym m etry breaking isdueto am ass renom alization involring the top squarks.
T his sam e renom alization leadsto € {& m xing and to a downward shift in the top
squark m asses relative to them asses ofthe rst—and sscond-generation squarks. T he
m ass shift, at least, m ight bem easured at the LHC . However, iIn som e scenarios w ith
a large m ass shift, only the third-generation squark m asses can be m easured accu-—
rately [63]. At the lnear collider, avor-dependent squark m asses can be m easured
to accuracies better than 1% . In addition, the m ass di erences of the partners of ¢,
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Figure 2.17: Extrapolation of supersymm etry m ass param eters determm ined at a linear
collider from the TeV scale to the grand uni cation scale, from ]. The width of each
band at the weak scale is the error in the direct param eter determ ination; these errors are
propagated to higher energies using the renom alization group equations.

and ¢ can be measured to this accuracy using polarization asymm etries [[13]. By
com paring the pair production cross sections w ith polarized beam s, as describbed In
Section 52 for stau m ixing, it ispossble to m easure the top squark m ixing anglk to
better than 1% accuracy in a 500 B ! experin ent [[14].

The seoond issue is the possbility of the grand uni cation of supersym m etry
breaking param eters. This is the crucial test of whether supersym m etry breaking
arises from physics above the grand uni cation scal or from a di erent m echanian
acting at lower energies. This test requires accurate m odekindependent determ ina-—
tions of asm any supersymm etry m ass param eters as possble. Figure P 17 show s an
extrapolation to the grand uni cation scaleat2 10°° GeV ofm asses determ ined i a
500 b ! sam ple at a Jinear collider. Them ost e ective tests ofgrand uni cation com e
from the com parison of the gaugino m ass param etersm ; and m , and from com pari-
son ofthem asses of the skptonsey and g, (called E; and L; In the gure). Because
0ofQCD threshold corrections, the m asses of the gluino (m 3) and the rst-generation
squarks (labeled D 1, Q1,U;) are kess e ective in this com parison. It should be noted
that the m ass ratios which provide the m ost signi cant tests of grand uni cation are
Just the ones that are m ost di cult to m easure accurately at the LHC . Even for the
uncolored states, a 1% m ass error at the weak scale evolves to a 10% uncertainty at
the grand uni cation scale. So this com parison puts a pram um on very precise m ass
determm inations, such as a linear collider w illm ake possble.

T hese issues are only tw o slices through the rich phenom enology of supersym m etric
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particles. If supersym m etrjcpartjc]es| or any other fam ik ofexotjcpartjc]es| appear
at the TeV scalk, there willbe a full program of experin ents for both hadron and
e"e oolliders.

63 New Z°%bosons

Thenew physicsatthe TeV scakemusthave SU 3) SU @) U (1) gauge symm e~
try, but it m ight have an even larger gauge sym m etry w ith additional heavy vector
particles. T he sin plest extensions are those w ith extra U (1) gauge symm etries. T he
corresoonding gauge bosons appear as new vector resonanoes| 70 bosons| coupling
to Jepton and to g pairs.

Extra U (1) factors in the gauge group pressrve the predictions of grand uni ca—
tion. In fact, these new symm etries appear naturally In m odels in which the grand
uni cation group is larger than them inim al choice 0fSU (5) . For exam pl, the grand
uni cation group E ¢ contains the Standard M odel gauge group and two additional
U (1) factors. This Jeads to m odels n which the gauge symm etry at TeV energies
contains an additionalU (1) factor which is a linear combination of these [16,L17].

In certain grand uni ed m odels, them asses ofthe heavy neutral leptonsw hich give
the scale of the neutrino m ass seesaw are determm Ined by the scale of breaking of an
extra U (1) symm etry. In this case, the extram e lightness of neutrinos puts the m ass
of the Z ° beyond the reach of accelerator experin ents. But m any other m otivations
oranew U (1) symm etry point to lower m asses [11§]. In particular, the size of the

param eter of supersym m etry m ay be controlled by the scale ofbreaking ofa U (1)
symm etry, in which case the corresponding Z ° boson m ust have a m ass not far above
1 TeV .M ore generally, the possble richness ofgauge sym m etries m otivates the search
for these new states. This is egpecially true for superstring theories, where explicit
m odel constructions often predict a Jarge num ber of extra U (1) gauge particles [[19].

T he abilities of colliders to detect signatures ofheavy Z °bosons have been studied
in great detail. H adron colliders have in pressive sensitivity for ssarches in which the
7 % bosons appear as resonances decaying to ¥ ' . Lepton colliders can be sensitive
to Z °bosons in a di erent way, through the precision study of the pair production
processese’e ! Y'Y ande'e ! og. Because these reactions can be m easured
precisely and also predicted theoretically to part per m il accuracy, experin ents can
be sensitive to interference e ects caused by Z ° bosons of mass a factor of 10 or
m ore above the " e ocenter ofm ass energy [[20[I2][I27]. A Il of the special handles
of the €' e environm ent, including polarization asymm etries, avor tagging, and
polarization, can be brought to bear in the search for these Interference e ects.

Tablk 5,based on [[23], gives a com parison between the sensitivity ofe e  linear
colliders and that ofthe LHC . Them odels listed In the tabl correspond to particular
choices for the quantum num ber assignm ents of the Z % see the original reference for
details. T he table show sthat the sensitivity ofa linear collider operating at 500 G €V is
quite com parable to that ofthe LHC . T he sensitivities quoted in the table correspond
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‘Model ‘ 500 GeV | 1000 G &V ‘ LHC ‘

45 6.5 45
26 38 41
33 4.7 42
I 45 6.5 44
SSM 5.6 8.1 4.9
ALRM 54 7.9 52
LRM 52 75 45
UuM 6.7 938 4.6

Table 2.5: Sensitivity ofe’ e linear colliders and the LHC to e ects ofa 2 0, after ].
The table gives the m ass reach in TeV for observability at the 95% CL. The analysis for
linear colliders isbased on m easurem ent of indirect e ects oran event sam ple of200 b *; it
includesthee ect ofexperim entalcuts. T he analysis forthe LHC gives the direct sensitivity
to a resonance, assum ing an event sam ple of100 b ! and Z °decays only to Standard M odel
ferm ions.

to di erent types of m easurem ents, and this point illustrates the com plem entary
relation of the LHC and the linear collider. Fora Z° at a faw TeV, the LHC will
dentify a resonance and accurately m easure the mass M . The linear collider will
m easure Interference e ects and thus detem ine the quantity g.g:=M ? which depends
on them ass and the coupling strengths to the electron and the avor f£. By combining
these pieces of nform ation, onem ay obtain a com plete phenom enologicalpro le ofthe
7 °. Both hadron and Jpton collider experin ents w ill thus be needed to understand
how the Z° ts into the Jarger picture of uni cation and symm etry.

This study ofe"e | ff can also be used to search for com posite structure of
quarksand Jptons. T heprocessm ost sensitive to com positeness isBhabha scattering.
A 200 b ! experinent at 500 GeV would be expected to place a lin it of 90 TeV
on the param eters of electron com positeness. M ller scattering € e ! e e )
potentially provides an even m ore sensitive probe, 0 ering a 1im it of 130 TeV fora
200 b ! experiment at 500 GeV [[24]. Even thee' e lim it isa factor of 6 above the
expected lin it from studies of D relkY an production at the LHC [(3]. In addition,
an e ect seen at the LHC ocould come from any one of a Jarge num ber of possble
operators, whike in polarized Bhabha orM ller scattering the operator structure can
be determ ined uniquely.

6.4 Large extra dim ensions

Am ong the m ost rem arkable proposals for new physics at the TeV scal is the
dea that new space din ensionsplay an in portant role. String theorists have insisted
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form any years that N ature contains m ore than four dim ensions. H owever, for a long
tin e the extra din ensions were considered to be uncbservably an all. R ecently, new
developm ents In string theory and phenom enology have shaken up this com placent
picture and have suggested that new gpace dim ensionsm ay be of the size h/TeV, or
even larger [25/24/27].

T here isno space here for a com plte review of these new developm ents. @ brief
review can be found in ].) But we would lke to Indicate the role that the LHC
and the linear collider could play In the elucidation of these m odels.

Consider rst models In which there is a singke new din ension of TEV size. In
thism odel, the basic quantum elds In Nature are ve-din ensional. The m om entum
In the fth dimension is quantized and can be Interpreted as the mass of a our-
din ensional eld. So, each quantized value of the fth com ponent of m om entum
gives a state that we would observe as a new heavy particke. The easiest states to
cbserve are the com ponents ofthe photon and Z w ith nonzerom om entum in the fth
din ension. These would appear as Z ° bosons. The sensitivity of the LHC and the
linear collider to these states is greater than that to the SSM ’ (Sequential Standard
M odel) boson listed in Tablk 5. If several states can be discovered, one can begin to
m ap out the geom etry of the extra din ensions. A sin ilar phenenom enology applies
to the Randall-Sundrum m odel [[29] in which curvature in the fth din ension isused
to explain the hierarchy between the P lanck scale and the weak scale. In this case,
the new resonances are actually higher Fourier com ponents of the gravitational eld,
a fact which can be recognized experim entally by their characteristic spin2 decay
distrbutions [3q].

In another class ofm odels, our apparently fourdin ensionalworld isam em brane in
a space of larger dim ensionality [[27]. T his schem e allow s the scale at which quantum
graviy becom es a strong interaction to bem uch lowerthan the apparent P lanck scale.
In fact, it can be as Iow as TeV energies. T he authors of [[27] em phasized that their
theory could be tested by m acroscopic gravity experin ents. But in factm ore stringent
tests com e from high energy physics, from experin ents that look for the e ects of
graviational radiation at high energy colliders. These are of two types. F irst, if the
scale M of strong quantum graviy is low, one expects radiation of gravitons G in
e" e and g collisions, giving rise to processes such as

ete ! G @ ! oG 2 21)

w hich appearasphotons or gts recoiling against an unobserved particlke. Thess e ects
have been searched for explicitly at LEP and the Tevatron (eg., [[31]), giving lower
lin its of about 1 TeV on the graviy scake M . Second, one can look for the e ects
of virtual gravion exchange Interfering w ith Standard M odel annihilation processes.
These Interference e ects have been searched for both by m easuram ents ofe* e  an-—
nihilation to form ion pairs at LEP 2 (4., ]) and by m easurem ents of D rellkY an
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and pair production at the Tevatron [I3B]. In both cases, the sensitivity to M
reaches above 1 TEV .

T hese experin ents w illbe repeated at the next generation of colliders. T he lim its
on M from m issing energy experin ents are expected to be about 5 TeV from the high
Jum mnosity linear collider at 500 G €V, and about 8 TeV from m ono £t searches at the
LHC.Sin ilarly, Iim itson M from virtual graviton exchange should reach to about 6
TeV both at the 500 G&V lnear collider and in the study of D rellY an processes at
the LHC [[34]. These values are high enough that, ifthe new din ensions are actually
connected to the physics of the TeV scale, their e ects should be observed. In that
case, the linear collider experin ents w ill take on an added signi cance. At the linear
collider, but not at the LHC, it is possibl to determm ine the parton kinem atics of a
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 virtual graviton processes,
the linear collider can observe the avor-and helicity-dependence of the interference
e ects and detem ine whether the new couplings are universal, as naively expected
for gravity, or are m ore com plex in nature.

If there are m ore than four din ensions in N ature, the evidence for this willm ost
likely com e from high-energy physics. T he possibility provides a trem endous oppor-
tuniy, one which w ill engage experin enters at both hadron and Jepton colliders.

7 Conclusions

T he beautifill experin ents in particke physics over the past 20 years and the
trem endous theoretical e ort to synthesize the current understanding of electrow eak
sym m etry breaking have brought us to a point of excsptional opportunity for uncov—
ering new law s ofphysics. T he wealth ofprecision electrow eak m easurem ents indicate
that a new threshold is close at hand. T he precision m easurem ents place strong con—
straints on m odels that explain the sym m etry breaking and point to new phenom ena
at the 500 G &V scalk.

Later In this decade, we w illbegin to capitalize on this opportunity w ith experi-
m ents at the LHC . There is no doubt that the LHC w illm ake in portant discoveries.
However, m any crucial m easuram ents on the expected new physics are di cult to
perform at a hadron collider. In this paper we have argued that a 500 G&V lnear
collider w ill provide essential nformm ation needed to interpret and to exploit these
discoveries.

The LHC should discover a H iggsboson (if LEP 2 or Tevatron experin ents have
not already done s0) in allbut rather special circum stances. T he linear collider is very
well suited to m easuring its quantum num bers, totalw idth and couplings. M oreover,
if there is an expanded H iggs sector, m easuram ent of the H iggs couplings to fem ion
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pairs and to gauge bosons is essential.

If the new physics Includes supersym m etry, the LHC experim ents should cbserve
supersym m etric particle production. T hey w illm easure som e fraction ofthe sparticle
m asses, but they m ost lkely willnot be abl to detem ine their soin and electrow eak
quantum num bers. M easurem ent of m ixing angles and supersym m etric couplings at
the LHC willbe very di cul. To the extent that the sparticles are accessble to a
linear collider, these m easuram ents are straightforward and precise. W e have argued
that there is a good probability that som e of the crucial sparticlkes will be w ithin
reach ofa 500 G &V oollider. The m easurem ents of gaugino and sferm ion m ixings and
m asses w ill provide in portant clues towards understanding how supersymm etry is
broken and tranam itted to the TeV scale.

W e have reviewed them odels in which new strong interactions provide the m eans
by which the Standard M odel particles acquire m ass, and have found that although
such m odels cannot be ruled out, they have becom e increasingly constrained by the
existing precision data. The LHC has the possbility for cbserving new strong inter-
actions through m odi cations to W W scattering. W e have argued that analogous
m odi cations to the gauge boson or top quark couplings can be seen w ith a 500 G &V
linear collider. W e have also suggested that operation of the linear collider at the Z
resonance m ay be pro table.

In each of these exam ples, we have argued that the linear collider and the LHC
have com plem entary roles to play. Ik is lkely that neither m achine, by itself, will
piece together the fullpicture of electrow eak sym m etry breaking. T he strength ofthe
LHC is its large partonic energy and copious production ofm any new partickes. The
linear oollider, w ith its control of partonic energy and beam polarization, and w ith
favorable signal to background ratios, can m ake crucialm easurem ents that revealthe
character of new phenom ena. The com plm entarity of hadron and Jpton ocollisions
hasbeen am ply dem onstrated in the past, and there is every reason to expect that it
w ill continue In the future.

&t may be usefiil to give a faw ilustrative exam ples of how the linear collider
program m ight regpond to possible outcom es of the LHC experin ents:

1. A Higgslike state is discovered kelow 150 G &V, and strong evidence for super—
symm etry is found. In this case, the linear collider program would be based
prin arily on the exploration of supersymm etry and the extended H iggs sec—
tor. It would m easure the couplings, quantum num bers, m ixing angls and CP
properties of the new states. These precisely m easured param eters hold the
key for understanding the m echanisn of supersym m etry breaking. In this soe-
nario, a pram um would be placed on munning at su ciently high energy that
the sparticles are produced. T hism ight dictate raising the energy to at least 1
Tev.

2. A Higgs partick is seen, and no evidence for supersymm etry is found. T he key
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ob ective In this scenario would be the thorough Investigation ofthe H iggs parti-
cle. Here, precision m easuram ents would be of param ount In portance; a linear
collider would be able to m ake precise determ inations of the H iggs couplings to
all particles (including invisble states), as well as of its total w idth, quantum
num bers and perhaps even the strength of its self coupling. Such m easurem ents
would point the way to possible extensions of the Standard M odel.

H igh lum inosity operation would be necessary at the optin um energy for H iggs
production. In this scenario, revisiting the Z2 pol m ight be critical to re ne
know ledge of electroweak loop corrections. Increased energy would lkely be
required to search for new phenom ena such as strong scattering of W W pairs
or evidence for large extra din ensions.

3. No new particks are ound. This uncom fortable scenario extends the puzzle-
ment we are In today. In this case the st goalofa linear collider would be to
close the Joopholes in the LHC m easurem ents (such as the possibility that the
H iggs decays dom hantly to nvisble particles). A fter that, a detailed study of
the top quark orgaugeboson couplingsw ould be necessary to revealevidence for
new dynam ics. In this scenario, Increased energy would be necessary to study
W W scattering. O nem ight wish to carry out additional precise m easurem ents
at the 2 ° polk.

4. A wealth of new phenom ena is sighted at LEP, Tevatron and LHC . These dis-
coveries would indicate a much rcher array of new particles and phenom ena
than are presently envisioned In any single m odel. In this case, wih muliple
sources of new physics, the b of the lnear collider is clear. W ith its unparal-
Eled ability to m ake detailed m easurem ents of the properties of the new states,
a linear ocollider would be essential to m ap out the terran. A long and rich
program would be assured.

In each ofthese representative scenarios, after exam ination ofthem any ways that
new physics m ight com e Into view , we conclude that a linear collider has a decisive
role to play. Starting with iniial operation at 500 G&V, and continuing to higher
energies as needed, an €' e linear collider would be at the heart of a rich 20-year
program of experim entation and discovery in high energy physics.

T here is no guarantee in physics that we can ever predict how Nature chooses to
operate In uncharted territory. O ver the past two decades, however, through theory
and experin ent, a ram arkable understanding has developed. In this paper we have
argued that the data o er a clear picture of how the next step should proceed: W e
should begin the detailed design and construction ofa 500 GeV €' e linear collider.
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