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Lian You X iong®'?, G ang X u®’, Q ing Jing X u®’,Urjit A . Yahik’®,V italy Yakin enko'?,
RyujiYam ada®*, H froshiYam aquchi193 ,Akira Yam am oto®’ , HitoshiYam am oto??? ,

M asahiro Yam am oto™®, N aoto Yam am oto!®®, R ichard Yam am oto'#®,
Yasuchika Yam am oto?’ , TakashiYam anaka??? ,HroshiYam aoka®’ , Satoru Yam ashital?® ,
H idekiYam azak#%? , W enbiao Yan?*®, Haidun Yang®®®, Jin M in Yang”®, Jongm ann Yang’?,
ZhenwelY anq31 , Yoshiharu Yano®’ ,Efe Yazgan218‘35 ,G .P.Yeh"*,Hakan Y iln az'’? ,
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Philip Y ock?34 , Hakutaro Y oda??0 ,John Yoh°*, K aoru Yokoya67 , H irokazu Y okoyam al?e ,
R ichard C .York!™%,M itsuhiro Yoshida®’, Takuo Yoshida®’, Tam akiY oshioka'®®,
Andrew Young?’?, Cheng HuiYu®’, Jachoon Yu?®®, X san M ing Yu®’, C hangzheng Yuan®’,
ChongX ing Yue?, Jun HuiYue®’, Josef Zacek3®, Igor Zagorodnov47 , Jaroshav Zalesak??,
Boris Zalkhanov''?, A leksander Filp Zameck ¥4 , Leszek Zaw l'ejski219 ,

C hristian Zeinitz?’® , M ichael Zeller’??, D irk Zerwas'®?, Peter Zerwas®’199,

M ehm et Zeyrek'®', JiYuan zhaf’,Bao Cheng Zhang'®, B Zhang®', Chuang Zhang®’,
He Zhang®’, Jiawen Zhang®’, Jing Zhang®’, Jing Ru zZhang®’, Jinlong Zhang®,
Liang Zhang®'?, X . zhang®’, Yuan Zhang®’, Zhige Zhang?’, Zhiging Zhang*3°,
7ipig Zhang?®?,Hawen zhao?’?,JiJ Zhao®’, Jing X &a Zhao®’,M ing Hua Zhao'*?,
Sheng Chu zhao®’, T ianchiZhao®?®, Tong X ian zhao??, Zhen Tang Zhao'??,
Zhengguo 7hao?08#83 ,DeM in Zhou®’ , Feng Zhou?%3 , Shun Zhou®’ , Shou Hua zhutf ,
Xiong W ei zhu®’, Valery Zhukov>?*, Frank Zinm em ann>°,M ichael Z iokow sk%°,

M ichael S. Zism an'?’ , Fabian Zom ert30 , Zhang G uo Zong87 ,0an an Z.orba’? ,

V ishnu Zutshi’?
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L ist of Institutions

I Abdus Salam Intemational C entre for T heoretical Physics, Strada C ostriera 11, 34014
Trieste, Ttaly
2 Academy, RPR, National Institute of P hysics and N uclar Engineering H oria H ulubei’
(IFIN-HH ), Str. Atom istilor no. 407,PO .Box M G 6, R 76900 Bucharest —-M agurele,
Rom ania
3 AGH University of Science and Technology A kadem ia G omiczo-H utnicza in . Stanislawa
Staszica w K rakow e al. M ickiew icza 30 PL-30-059 C racow , Poland
4 A bertLudw igs U niversitat Freburg, Physikalisches Institut, H erm ann-H erder Str. 3,
D 79104 Freburg, G em any
> A ligarh M uslin U niversity, A ligarh, U ttar Pradesh 202002, India
® Am berg Engineering AG , Trockenloostr. 21, P 0 Box 27, 8105 R egensdorfW att,
Sw itzerland
7 A ngstrom quelke K arlsruhe (ANKA ), Forschungszentrum K arlsruhe,
Hem ann-von-H elm holtz-P latz 1, D 76344 Eggenstein-L.eopoldshafen, G em any
& A rgonne N ational Laboratory (ANL), 9700 S.Cass A venue, A rgonne, IL 60439, U SA
? Baylor U niversity, D epartm ent of P hysics, 101 Bagby A venue, W aco, TX 76706, U SA
10 Beijing U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, Beijing, C hina 100871
1 Belarusian State U niversity, N ational Scienti ¢ & EducationalCenter, Particle & HEP
Physics, M . Bogdanovich St., 153, 240040 M insk, Belarus
12 Benares H indu U niversity, B enares, Varanasi 221005, India
13 Bhabha A tom ic R esearch C entre, T rom bay, M um bai 400085, India
14 B irla nstitute of Technology and Science, EEE D ept., Pilani, Raasthan, India
15 Bogazici U niversity, Physics D epartm ent, 34342 Bebek / Istanbul, 80820 Istanbul, Turkey
16 Boston U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, 590 C om m onwealth A venue, Boston, M A
02215, U SA
17 B randenburg U niversity of Technology, Postfach 101344, D -03013 C ottbus, G em any
¥ BmouU niversity of Technology, A nton nska; 548/1, C7Z 601 90 Bmo, C zech R epublic
1% Brookhaven N ational Laboratory (BNL),P O Box 5000, Upton,NY 11973-5000, U SA
20 Brown U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, Box 1843, Providence, R I 02912, U SA
21 Budkar Institute for Nuclear Physics (BINP ), 630090 N ovosibirsk, R ussia
22 Ccaloutta U niversity, D gpartm ent of Physics, 92 A P C .Road, K okata 700009, India
23 Calibmia Institute of Technology, Physics, M athem atics and A stronomy (PM A ), 1200
East Califormia B vd, Pasadena, CA 91125, U SA
24 carleton U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, 1125 C olonel By D rive, O ttawa, O ntario,
Canada K 1S 5B6
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25 Ccamegie M ellon U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, W ean H all 7235, P ittsburgh, PA
15213, U SA
26 CCLRC D aresbury Laboratory, D aresbury, W arrington, Cheshire W A4 4AD , UK
27 CCLRC Rutherford Appleton Laboratory, Chilton, D dcot, O xton 0X 11 00X ,UK
28 CEA Saclay, DAPNIA ,F-91191 G ifsurY vette, France
29 CEA Saclhy, Service de Physique T heorique, CEA /D SM /SPhT ,F-91191 G ifsurY vette
Cedex, France
30 Center for H igh Energy Physics (CHEP ) / K yungpook N ational U niversity, 1370
Sankyuk-dong, Buk-gu, D aegu 702701, K orea
31 Center for H gh Energy Physics (TUHEP ), T singhua U niversity, Beijing, C hina 100084
32 C entre de Physique T heorique, CNR S —Lum iy, U niversitid A ix —M arseille II, C am pus
of Lum Iny, Case 907, 13288 M arseille Cedex 9, France
33 C entro de Investigaciones E nergeticas, M edioam bientales v Technologicas, C IEM AT,
Avenia Com plutense 22, E28040 M adrid, Spain
34 Centro N acionalde M icroelectronica (CNM ), Instituto de M icroelectronica de B arcelona
(MB),CampusUAB, 08193 Cerdanyokh delValles (Bellaterra), Barcelona, Spain
3 CERN,CH-1211 G eneve 23, Sw itzerland
36 Charles U niversity, Institute of Particle & Nuclear Physics, Faculty of M athem atics and
Physics, V Holesovickach 2, CZ-18000 Praque 8, C zech R epublic
37 Chonbuk N ational U niversity, Physics D epartm ent, C honji 561-756, K orea
38 C ockcroft Institite, D aresoury, W arrington W A4 4AD ,UK
39 College of W illiam and M ary, D epartm ent of Physics, W illiam sourg, VA , 23187, U SA
40 c olorado State U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, Fort Collins, CO 80523, U SA
4l C olum bia U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, New York,NY 10027-6902, U SA
42 C oncordia U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, 1455 D e M aisonneuve BIvd. W est,
M ontreal, Q uebec, Canada H3G 1M 8
43 C omell U niversity, Laboratory for E lam entary-Particle Physics (LEPP ), Tthaca, NY
14853, U SA
44 cukurova U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, Fen-Ed . Fakultesi 01330, Balcali, Turkey
45D .V .Efrem ov R esearch Institute, SINTEZ, 196641 St. Petersburg, R ussia
46 D artm outh C ollege, D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, 6127 W ider Laboratory,
Hanover, NH 03755, U SA
47 DESY -Ham burg site, D eutsches E lektronen-Synchrotoron in der
Heln holtz-G em einschaft, N otkestrasse 85, 22607 H am burg, G emm any
48 DESY Zeuthen site, D eutsches E lektronen-Synchrotoron in der H elm holtz-G em einschaft,
P latanenallee 6,D -15738 Zeuthen, G em any
49 Durham U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, O gen C enter or Fundam ental P hysics,
South Rd.,Durham DH1 3LE,UK
0 E ol PoXtechnique, Laboratoire LeprinceR inguet (LLR ), R oute de Sacly, F-91128
Palaiseau C edex, France
51 Ege University, D epartm ent of Physics, Faculty of Science, 35100 Izm ir, Turkey
52 Enrico Fem i Institute, U niversity of C hicago, 5640 S. E 1lis A venue, R I-183, C hicago, IL
60637, U SA
53 Ewha W om ans U niversity, 11-1 D achyun-D ong, Seodaan un-G u, Seoul, 120-750, K orea
>4 Ferm 1N ational A ccelerator Laboratory (FNAL), PO Box 500, Batavia, I 60510-0500,
USA
53 Fuiita G akuen Health University, D epartm ent of Physics, Toyoake, A ichi470-1192, Japan
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56 FukuiU niversity of Technology, 3-6-1 G akuen, Fukuishi, Fukui 910-8505, Japan
57 FukuiU niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, 3-9-1 Bunkyo, Fukuishi, Fukui910-8507, Japan
%8 G eorg-A ugust-U niversitat G ottingen, II. P hysikalisches Institut, Friedrich-H und-P latz 1,
37077 G ottingen, G erm any
%9 G IobalDesign E ort
60 G om el State U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, U L. Sovietskaya 104, 246699 G om €l,
Belarus
6l G uangxiU niversity, C ollege of Physics science and Engineering Technology, N anning,
China 530004
62 HanoiU niversity of Technology, 1 DaiCo V it road, H anoi, V ietham
63 Hanson Professional Services, nc., 1525 S. Sixth St., Spring eld, I 62703, U SA
64 H arish-C handra R esearch Institute, C hhatnag R oad, Jhusi, A Ilahabad 211019, India
65 H elsiki Instiute of Physics (HIP ), P O . Box 64, FIN-00014 U niversity of H elsinki,
Finland
%6 Henan Nom alU niversity, C ollege of Physics and Inform ation Engineering, X nxiang,
China 453007
®7 H igh Energy A ccelerator R esearch O rganization, K EK , 1-1 O ho, T sukuba, Ibaraki
3050801, Japan
68 H froshin a U niversity, D epartm ent of P hysics, 1-3-1 K agam iyam a, H gashiH froshin a,
H iroshin a 7398526, Japan
69 Hum boldt U niversitat zu Berlin, Fachbereich Physk, Institut fur
E Jem entarteilchenphysik, N ew tonstr. 15, D -12489 Berlin, G em any
70 Hungarian A cadem y of Sciences, K FK IR esearch Institute for Particle and Nuclear
Physics, PO .Box 49, H-1525 Budapest, H ungary
" IbarakiU niversity, C ollege of Technology, D epartm ent of Physics, N akanarusawa 4-12-1,
H itachi, Toaraki 3168511, Japan
72 Tm perial C ollege, B lackett Laboratory, D epartm ent of Physics, P rince C onsort R oad,
London, SW 7 2BW ,UK
73 Indian A ssociation for the Cultivation of Science, D epartm ent of T heoretical Physics and
C entre for T heoretical Sciences, K okata 700032, India
7% Indian Institute of Science, C entre for H igh Energy P hysics, Bangalore 560012,
K amataka, India
75 Indian Institute of Technology, Bom bay, Powai, M um bai 400076, India
76 Tdian Institute of Technology, G uwahati, G uwahati, A ssam 781039, India
77 ndian Institute of Technology, K anpur, D epartm ent of Physics, IIT Post O ce, K anpur
208016, India
’® Indiana U niversity —Purdue U niversity, Indianapolis, D epartm ent of Physics, 402 N .
Blackford St., LD 154, Indianapolis, IN 46202, U SA
7 diana U niversity, D gpartm ent of Physics, Swain HallW est 117, 727 E . 3rd St.,
B loom ington, IN 474057105, U SA
80 Mstiticio Catalna de R ecerca 1Estudis, CREA, Passeig LIuis C om panys, 23, Barcelona
08010, Spain
81 Institut de Physique N ucleaire, F-91406 O rsay, France
82 Tnstitut fur T heorde E ektrom agnetischer Felder (TEM F'), Technische Universitat
D am stadt, Schlo gartenstr. 8,D 64289 D am stadt, G em any
83 Institut N ational de Physique N uclkaire et de Physique des Particules, 3, Rue M ichel-
Ange, 75794 Paris Cedex 16, France
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84 Institut P uridisciplinaire H ubert C urden, 23 Rue du Loess —BP 28, 67037 Strasboury
Cedex 2, France
85 Institute for C heam ical R esearch, K yoto U niversity, G okasho, U i, K yoto 611-0011, Japan
86 Mstitute for Cogn ic R ay R esearch, University of Tokyo, 5-1-5 KashiwanoHa,Kashiwa,
Chia 2778582, Japan
87 Institute of H gh Energy Physics - HHEP, Chinese A cadem y of Sciences, P O . Box 918,
Beijing, China 100049
88 Mmstitute of M athan atical Sciences, Taram ani, C .I.T . Cam pus, C hennai 600113, India
89 Institute of Physics and E lectronics, V fetham ese A cadem y of Science and T echnology
(VAST ), 10 DaoTan,Ba-D inh, Hanoil0000, V jetham
%0 Tnstitute of Physics, ASCR , A cadem y of Science of the C zech R epublic, D #7ision of
E Jam entary Particle Physics, Na Slovance 2, C S-18221 Prague 8, C zech R epublic
o1 Mnstitute of Physics, Pom orska 149/153, PL-90-236 Lodz, Poland
92 Tnstitute of T heoretical and E xperin etal Physics, B . C herem ushkinskawa, 25,
RU-117259, M oscow , R ussia
93 Institute of T heoretical P hysics, C hinese A cadem y of Sciences, P O Box 2735, Beijng,
China 100080
%4 Tnstituto de Fisica C orpuscular (IFIC ), Centro M ixto CSIC-UVEG ,Edi cio nvestigacion
Patema, A partado 22085, 46071 Valencia, Spain
%5 stituto de Fisica de C antabria, (IFCA ,CSIC-UC ), Facultad de C dencias, Avda. Los
C astros s/n, 39005 Santander, Spain
% Tstituto N azionale diF isica Nucleare (INFN ), Laboratorio LA SA ,V ia Fratelli C ervi
201, 20090 Segrate, Ttaly
97 Mstituto Nazionale diF isica Nucleare (INFN ), Sezione diFerrara, via Paradiso 12,
44100 Ferrara, Italy
98 Mstituto Nazionale diF isica Nucleare (INFN ), Sezione diF irenze,Via G . Sansone 1,
50019 Sesto Fiorentino (F irenze), Italy
%9 Instituto N azionale diF isica Nucleare (INFN ), Sezione diLecce, via A mesano, I-/73100
Lecce, Italy
100 Tnstitnto N azionale diFisica Nuclkare (INFN ), Sezione diN apoli, C om plesso U niversita
diM onte Sant/A ngelovia, 180126 Napls, Italy
101 T stitnto N azionale diF isica Nucleare (INFN ), Sezione diPavia, Via Bassi6, I-27100
Pavia, Italy
102 Thstituto N azionale diF isica Nucleare (INFN ), Sezione diPisa, Edi cio C —Polo
Fibonacci Largo B . Pontecorvo, 3, 156127 Pisa, Italy
103 Tnstituto N azionale diF isica Nuclkare (INFN ), Sezione diTorino, c/o Universita’ di
Torino facolta’ diFisica, via P G uria 1, 10125 Torino, Ttaly
104 T stimito N azionale diF isica Nucleare (INFN ), Sezione di Trieste, Padriciano 99, 134012
Trieste (Padriciano), Italy
105 TnterU niversity A ccelerator C entre, Aruna A safA liM arg, Post Box 10502, New Dehi
110067, India
108 Tntemational C enter for E Jem entary Particle Physics, U niversity of Tokyo, Hongo 7-3-1,
Bunkyo D istrict, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan
107 Towa State University, D epartm ent of Physics, H gh Energy Physics G roup, Am es, IA
50011, USA
108 Jagiellonian U niversity, Institute of Physics, U L. R eym onta 4, PL-30-059 C racow , Poland
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109 Jam ia M illia Islam ia, Centre for T heoretical Physics, Jam ia Nagar, New Dehi110025,
India
110 7am fa M illia Islam ia, D epartm ent of Physics, Jam ia Nagar, New Dehi 110025, India
1 Japan A erospace E xploration A gency, Sagam jhara C am pus, 3-1-1 Yoshinodai,
Sagam jhara, K anagawa 220-8510 , Japan
12 Japan A tom ic Energy A gency, 449 M uram atsu, Tokaim ura, N aka-gun, Ibaraki
319-1184, Japan
113 Johannes G utenberg Universitat M ainz, Institut fur Physik, 55099 M ainz, G em any
114 gohns H opkins U niversity, A pplied Physics Laboratory, 11100 Johns HopkinsRD .,
Laurel,M D 207236099, U SA
5 Joint Institute for Nuclear R esearch (JINR ), JoliotC urie 6, 141980, D ubna, M oscow
R egion, Russia
116 K ansas State U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, 116 C ardwellHall, M anhattan, K S
66506, U SA
N7 KCS Corp., 2-7-25 M uram atsukita, T okai, Toaraki 319-1108, Japan
118 K harkov Institute of Physics and Technology, N ational Science C enter, 1,
A kadem icheskaya St., K harkov, 61108, U kraine
19 K inkiU niversity, D epartm ent of P hysics, 3-4-1 K ow akae, H igashi0 saka, O saka
5778502, Japan
120 K obe U niversity, Faculty of Science, 1-1 R okkodaicho, Nada-ku, K obe, H yogo 6578501,
Japan
121 K ogakuin U niversity, D epartm ent of P hysics, Shinjiku C am pus, 1-24-2 N ishiShinjiku,
Shinjuku-*ku, Tokyo 163-8677, Japan
122 ¥ onkuk U niversity, 93-1 M ojn-dong, K wanglin-gu, Seoul 143-701, K orea
123 K orea A dvanced Institute of Science & Technology, D epartm ent of Physics, 373-1
K usong-dong, Yusong-gu, Taejpn 305-701, K orea
124 ¥ orea nstitute for A dvanced Study (K IA S), Schoolof Physics, 20743
C heongryangridong, D ongdaem un-gu, Seoul 130012, K orea
125 K orea U niversity, D epartm ent of P hysics, Seoul 136-701, K orea
126 K yoto U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, K itash rakaw a-O iwakecho, Sakyoku, K yoto
606-8502, Japan
2T, PTA.,UMR 5207 CNRS-UM 2, Universite M ontpellier II, C ase C ourrier 070, BAt.
13, place Eugene Bataillon, 34095 M ontpellier Cedex 5, France
128 1, aboratoire d A nnecy—leV jeux de Physique des Particules (LAPP ), Chen in du
Bellevue, BP 110, F-74941 A nnecy—leV ieux C edex, France
129 1, aboratoire d A nnecy—leV jfeux de Physique T heorique (LAPTH ), Chen in de Bellevue,
BP 110,F-74941 Annecy-leV feux C edex, France
130 1, aboratoire de 1A coelerateur Lineaire (LAL ), Universite Paris-Sud 11, Batin ent 200,
91898 O rsay, France
131 1 aboratoire de Physique C orpusculaire de C Jerm ontFerrand (LPC ), Universite B laise
Pascal, IN 2P 3./C N R S., 24 avenue des Landais, 63177 A ubiere C edex, France
132 1, aboratoire de Physique Subatom ique et de C osn ologie (LPSC ), Universite Joseph
Fourier (G renoble 1), 53, ave. desM arthyrs, F38026 G renoble C edex, France
133 1, aboratoire de Physique T heorique, U niversite de Paris-Sud X I, Batin ent 210, F-91405
O rsay Cedex, France
134 1, aboratoriN azionalidiFrascati, via E . Femm i, 40, C P. 13, 100044 Frascati, Ttaly
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135 1, aboratory of H gh Energy Physics and C oan ology, D epartm ent of Physics, H anoi
N ational U niversity, 334 Nguyen Trai, Hanoi, V ietham
136 Lancaster U niversity, Physics D epartm ent, Lancaster LA1 4YB, UK
137 L aw rence Berkeley N ational Laboratory (LBNL), 1 Cyclotron Rd, Berkeley, CA 94720,
USA
138 L aw rence L iverm ore N ational Laboratory (LLNL), Livemm ore, CA 94551, U SA
139 1 dbedev Physical Institute, Leninsky P rospect 53, RU-117924 M oscow , R ussia
140 1, ja0ning N orm alU niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, D alian, China 116029
141 1,0m onosov M oscow State U niversity, Skobeltsyn Istitute of N uclear Physics (M SU
SINP), 1(2), Leninskie gory, G SP-1,M oscow 119991, Russia
142 1,0s A Jam os N ational Laboratory (LANL),P O Box 1663, LosA lam os, NM 87545, U SA
143 Louisiana Technical U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, Ruston, LA 71272, U SA
144 1,udw M axin iliansU niversitat M unchen, D epartm ent fiir Physik, Schellingstr. 4,
D 80799 M unich, G em any
145 1, unds U niversitet, Fysiska Institutionen, A vdelhingen for Experin entell H ogenergifysik,
Box 118, 221 00 Lund, Sweden
146 M assachusetts Institute of Technology, Laboratory for Nuclear Science & C enter for
T heoretical Physics, 77 M assachusetts Ave., NW 16, Cam bridge,M A 02139, U SA
7'M ax-P lanck-Institut fur Physk (W emerH eisenberg-Institut), Fohringer R ing 6, 80805
M unchen, G emm any
148 M oG 11l U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, E mest R utherford P hysics B Hg., 3600
University Ave., M ontreal, Q uebec, H3A 2T 8 Canada
149 M eifi G akuin U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, 2-37 Shirokanedai 1-chom e, M inato-ku,
Tokyo 244-8539, Japan
150 M ichigan State U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, East Lansing, M I
48824, U SA
151 M ddle East Technical University, D epartm ent of Physics, TR -06531 A nkara, Turkey
152 M indanao Polytechnic State C ollege, Lapasan, C agayan de O ro C ity 9000, Phillipines
153 M SU -Iligan Institute of Technology, D epartm ent of Physics, A ndres B onifacio A venue,
9200 Iligan C ity, Phillipines
154 N agasaki Institute of A pplied Science, 536 A bam achi, N agasak+Shi, N agasaki 851-0193,
Japan
155 N agoya U niversity, Fundam ental Particle P hysics Laboratory, D ivision of Particle and
A strophysical Sciences, Furocho, C hikusaku, Nagoya, A ichi 464-8602, Japan
156 N anchang U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, N anchang, C hina 330031
157 N aning U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, N anjing, C hina 210093
158 N ankai U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, T sanijin, China 300071
159 N ational C entral U niversity, H igh Energy G roup, D epartm ent of Physics, C hung-li,
Taiwan 32001
160 \ ational Institute for Nuclkar & H igh Energy Physics, PO Box 41882, 1009 DB
Am sterdam , N etherlands
161 \ ational nstitite of R adiological Sciences, 4-9-1 Anagawa, Inaga, C hiba 263-8555,
Japan
162 N ational Synchrotron R adiation Laboratory, University of Science and Technology of
china, Hefei, Anhui, China 230029
163 N ational Synchrotron R esearch Center, 101 Hsih-Ann Rd., H sinchu Science Part,
H sinchu, Tawan 30076
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164 N ational Taiwan U niversity, P hysics D epartm ent, Taipei, Taiwan 106
165 N iels Bohr Institute (NB1I), University of C openhagen, B legdam svej17, DK 2100
C openhagen, D enm ark
166 N igata U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, Ikarashi, N iigata 950-218, Japan
167 N ikken SekkailLtd., 2-18-3 Iidabashi, C hiyodaK u, Tokyo 102-8117, Japan
168 N jppon D ental U niversity, 1-9-20 Fum i, C hiyodaK u, Tokyo 102-8159, Japan
169 N orth A sia U niversity, Akita 010-8515, Japan
170 N orth Eastemn H ill U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, Shillong 793022, India
71 N orthemn Illinois U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, D €K alb, linois 601152825, U SA
172 N orthw estern U niversity, D epartm ent of P hysics and A stronom y, 2145 Sheridan R oad .,
Evanston, I 60208, U SA
173 N ovosibirsk State University (NG U ), D epartm ent of Physics, P frogov st. 2, 630090
N ovosibirsk, R ussia
174 0 bninsk State Technical University for N uclear Engineering (IATE ), O bninsk, R ussia
175 0 chanom izu U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, Faculty of Science, 1-1 O tsuka 2,
Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 112-8610, Japan
178 0 saka U niversity, Laboratory of Nuclear Studies, 1-1 M achikaneyam a, Toyonaka, O saka
560-0043, Japan
177 0 sterreichische A kadem ie der W issenschaften, Institut fiir H ochenergiephysik,
N kolsdorfergasse 18, A -1050 V ienna, A ustria
178 pan-pb U niversity, C handigarh 160014, India
179 pavel SukhoiG om el State Technical U niversity, IU TP A liated Centre & Laboratory
for Physical Studies, O ctober A venue, 48, 246746, G om el, Belarus
180 p avel SukhoiG om el State Technical U niversity, Physics D epartm ent, O ctober A ve. 48,
246746 G om el, Belarus
181 physicalR esearch Laboratory, N avrangpura, A hm edabad 380 009, G uprat, India
182 pohang A ccelerator Laboratory (PAL), San-31 Hyoj-dong, Nam -gu, Pohang,
G yeongbuk 790-784, K orea
183 polish A cadem y of Sciences (PA S), Institute of Physics, A 1. Lotnikow 32/46, PL-02-668
W arsaw , Poland
184 prin era Engineers Ltd., 100 S W acker D rive, Suite 700, C hicago, IL. 60606, U SA
185 p rinceton U niversity, D gpartm ent of Physics, PO . Box 708, Princeton, NJ 085420708,
USA
186 purdue U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, W est Lafayette, IN 47907, U SA
187 pusan N ational U niversity, D epartm ent of P hysics, Busan 609-735, K orea
8 R . W .Dow ning Inc., 6590 W .Box Canyon Dr., Tucson,AZ 85745, U SA
189 R a0 Ram anna C enter for A dvanced Technology, Indore 452013, India
190 R hednisch-W estfalische Technische H ochschule (RW TH ), Physikalisches Institut,
Physikzentrum , Som m erfeldstrasse 14, D 52056 A achen, G em any
Pl RIKEN, 2-1 H rosawa, W ako, Saitam a 351-0198, Japan
192 R oyal H olloway, U niversity of London (RHUL), D epartm ent of Physics, Egham , Surrey
TW 20 OEX ,UK
193 saga University, D epartm ent of Physics, 1 H onp-m achi, Saga—hi, Saga 840-8502, Japan
194 5aha Institute of Nuclear Physics, 1/AF Bidhan Nagar, K okata 700064, India
195 salalah College of Technology (SCO T ), Engieering D epartm ent, Post Box No. 608,
PostalCode 211, Salalah, Sultanate of Om an
196 saube C 0., Hanabatake, T sukuba, Ibaraki 3003261, Japan

IL.CReference D esign Report

TExvil



197 SeculN ational U niversity, San 56-1, Shinrim -dong, K wanak-gu, Seoul 151-742, K orea
198 shandong U niversity, 27 Shanda Nanli, Jinan, C hina 250100
199 shanghai Institute of A pplied Physics, C hinese A cadem v of Sciences, 2019 Jiaruo Rd.,
Jiading, Shanghai, C hina 201800
200 shinshu U niversity, 3-1-1, A sahi, M atsum oto, N agano 390-8621, Japan
201 sobolev Institute of M athem atics, Siberian B ranch of the R ussian A cadem y of Sciences,
4 A cad. K optyug A venue, 630090 N ovosibirsk, R ussia
202 Sokendai, T he G raduate U niversity for A dvanced Studies, Shonan V illage, H ayam a,
K anagawa 240-0193, Japan
203 stanford Linear A coelerator C enter (SLAC ), 2575 Sand HillRoad,M enlo Park, CA
94025, U SA
204 state University of New York at B ingham ton, D epartm ent of Physics, PO Box 6016,
B ingham ton, NY 13902, USA
205 state University of New York at Bu alo, D epartm ent of Physics & A stronom y, 239
Franczak Hall, Bu alo,NY 14260, USA
208 state University of New York at Stony Brook, D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y,
Stony Brook,NY 117943800, U SA
207 Sum itom o H eavy Industries, Ltd., Natsushin a<<ho, Yokosuka, K anagawa 2378555,
Japan
208 sungkyunkwan University (SKK U ), N atural Science Cam pus 300, P hysics R esearch
D ivision, C hunchun-dong, Jangan-gu, Suwon, K yunggido 440-746, K orea
209 sw iss Light Source (SLS), Paul Scherrer Institut (PSI), PSIW est, CH-5232 V illigen
P ST, Sw itzerland
210 syracuse U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, 201 Physics Buiding, Syracuse, NY
132441130, U SA
211 Tata stitute of Fundam ental R esearch, School of N atural Sciences, Hom iBhabha Rd.,
M um bai 400005, India
212 Technical Institute of Physics and C hem istry, C hinese A cadem y of Sciences, 2 N orth 1st
St., Zhongguancun, B eijng, C hina 100080
213 Technical U niversity of Lodz, D epartm ent of M icroelectronics and C om puter Science, al.
Politechniki 11, 90-924 Lodz, Poland
214 Technische Universitat D resden, Institut fur K em-und Teilchenphysik, D 01069
D reden, G em any
215 Technische Universitat D resden, Institut fur T heoretische Physik D -01062 D resden,
G em any
216 Telaviv U niversity, School of Physics and A stronom y, Ram at Aviv, TelAviv 69978,
Israel
217 Texas A&M U niversity, Physics D epartm ent, C ollege Station, 77843-4242 TX ,USA
218 Texas Tech University, D epartm ent of Physics, C am pus Box 41051, Lubbock, T X
79409-1051, U SA
219 The Henryk N dewodniczanski Institute of Nuclear Physics (NINP ), H igh Energy Physics
Lab,ul. Radzikow skiego 152, PL 31342 C racow , Poland
220 Thom as Je erson N ational A ceelerator Facility (TIJNAF ), 12000 Je erson Avenue,
Newport News, VA 23606, USA
221 Tohoku G akuin University, Faculty of Technology, 1-13-1 Chuo, Tagap, M iyagi
9858537, Japan

Ixviii ILC-Reference D esign Report



222 Tohoku U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, A oba D istrict, Sendai, M iyagi 980-8578,
Japan
223 Tokyo M anagem ent C ollege, C om puter Science Lab, Ichikawa, C hiba 272-0001, Japan
224 Tokyo University of A griculture Technology, D epartm ent of A pplied Physics,
N aka-m achi, K oganei, Tokyo 183-8488, Japan
225 Toyam a U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, 3190 G ofiikku, Toyam a—shi 930-8588, Japan
226 TRIUMF , 4004 W esbrook M all, Vancouver, BC V6T 2A 3, Canada
221 Tufts U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, R obinson Hall, M edford, M A
02155, U SA
228 U niversidad A utonom a deM adrd (UAM ), Facultad de C iencias C X I, D epartam ento de
Fisica Teorica, C antoblanco, M adrid 28049, Spain
229 U niversitat A utonom a de B arcelona, Institut de F isica d'A Ites Energies (IFAE ),
Cam pusUAB ,Edi ciCn, E-08193 Bellaterra, Barcelona, Spain
230 U niversity College of London (UCL), H h Energy Physics G roup, Physics and
A stronom y D epartm ent, G ower Street, London W C1E 6BT ,UK
231 U niversity College, N ational U niversity of Ireland (D ublin), D epartm ent of
E xperin ental Physics, Science Buidings, Bel eld, D ublin 4, Ireland
232y niversity de Barcelona, Facultat de F sica, Av. D lagonal, 647, Barcelona 08028, Spain
233y niversity of A bertay D undee, D epartm ent of Physics, Bell St,Dundee, DD 1 1HG ,UK
234 University of Auckland, D epartm ent of Physics, P rivate Bag, Auckland 1, New Zealand
235 U niversity of Bergen, Institute of Physics, A llegaten 55, N -5007 Bergen, N orw ay
236 U niversity of B irm ingham , School of Physics and A stronom y, Particle Physics G roup,
Edgbaston, B im ingham B15 2T T ,UK
237 University of Bristol, H.H . W ills Physics Lab, TyndallA ve., BristolBS8 1T L, UK
238 University of British Colum bia, D epartm ent of P hysics and A stronom y, 6224
AgriculturalRd., Vancouver, BC V6T 1721, Canada
239 U niversity of C alifornia Berkeley, D epartm ent of Physics, 366 Le C onte Hall, # 7300,
Berkeley, CA 94720,U SA
240 ¢y niversity of C aliformia D avis, D epartm ent of Physics, O ne Shields A venue, D avis, CA
95616-8677, U SA
241 U niversity of C alifornia Irvine, D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, H igh Energy
G roup, 4129 Frederick R eines Hall, Irvine, CA 926974575 U SA
242 U niversity of C alifornia R iverside, D epartm ent of Physics, R iverside, CA 92521, U SA
243y niversity of C aliformia Santa Barbara, D epartm ent of Physics, Broida Hall, M ail C ode
9530, Santa Barbara, CA 931069530, U SA
244 University of C alifornia Santa C ruz, D epartm ent of A stronom y and A strophysics, 1156
H igh Street, Santa Cruz,CA 05060,U SA
245 U niversity of C alifornia Santa C ruz, Institute for Particle Physics, 1156 H igh Street,
Santa Cruz, CA 95064, U SA
246 Uy niversity of C am bridge, C avendish Laboratory, J J T hom son A venue, C am bridge CB 3
OHE,UK
247 U niversity of C olorado at Bouler, D epartm ent of Physics, 390 UCB , U niversity of
C olorado, Boulder, CO 80309-0390, U SA
248 U niversity of D elhi, D epartm ent of Physics and A strophysics, D ehi 110007, India
249 University of Dehi, SG T B.Khalsa College, D ehi 110007, India
230y niversity of D undee, D gpartm ent of Physics, N ethergate, Dundee, DD 1 4HN , Scotland,
UK

I.CReference D esign Report

TExix



TExx

251 U niversity of Edinburgh, School of Physics, Jam es C lerk M axwell Buiding, T he K ing’s
Buidings,M ay eld Road, Edinburgh EH 9 3JZ,UK
252y niversity of E ssex, D epartm ent of Physics, W ivenhoe Park, C olchester CO 4 3SQ ,UK
253 U niversity of F lorida, D epartm ent of Physics, G ahesville, FL 32611, U SA
254 University of G lasgow , D epartm ent of Physics & A stronom y, U niversity A venue,
G lasgow G 12 80 Q , Scotland, UK
255 University of Ham burg, Physics D epartm ent, Institut fiir E xperin entalphysik , Luruper
Chaussee 149, 22761 H am burg, G em any
256 University of Hawaii, D epartm ent of P hysics and A stronom y, HEP, 2505 C orrea Rd.,
W AT 232,Honoluli, HTI968222219, U SA
257 U niversity of Heidelbery, K irchho Institute of Physics, A bert Uberle Strasse 3-5,
DE-69120 Heldeberg, G em any
2%8 U niversity of H elsinki, D epartm ent of Physical Sciences, PO .Box 64 (Vaino A uern
katu 11), FIN-00014, H elsinki, F inland
299 U niversity of H yogo, School of Science, K outo 3-2-1, K am igori, A ko, H yogo 678-1297,
Japan
260 y niversity of Illinois at U rbana-C ham paign, D epartm ent of Phys., H bh Energy Physics,
441 Loom is Lab. of Physics1110 W .G reen St., Urbana, IL. 61801-3080, U SA
261 U niversity of Iowa, D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, 203 Van A llen Hall, Towa
Ciy, IA 522421479, USA
262 U niversity of K ansas, D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, M alott Hall, 1251 W escoe
HallD rive, Room 1082, Lawrence, K S 66045-7582, U SA
263 U niversity of L iverpool, D epartm ent of P hysics, O liver Lodge Lab, O xford St., L iverpool
L69 7ZE,UK
264 U niversity of Louisville, D epartm ent of Physics, Louisville, K'Y 40292, U SA
265 U niversity of M anchester, School of Physics and A stronom y, Schuster Lab, M anchester
M 13 9PL,UK
266 U niversity of M aryland, D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, Physics Buiding (B Hg.
082),College Park,M D 20742, U SA
267 g niversity of M elbboume, School of Physics, V ictoria 3010, A ustralia
268 University of M ichigan, D epartm ent of Physics, 500 E . U niversity A ve., Ann A rbor,M I
48109-1120, USA
269 U niversity of M innesota, 148 Tate Laboratory O fPhysics, 116 Church St. SE .,
M inneapolis,M N 55455, U SA
270 U niversity of M ississippi, D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, 108 Lew is Hall, PO
Box 1848, O xford ,M ississippi 38677-1848, U SA
27 U niversity of M ontenegro, Faculty of Sciences and M ath., D epartm ent of Phys., P O .
Box 211, 81001 Podgorica, Serbia and M ontenegro
272 yniversity of New M exico, New M exico C enter for Particle Physics, D epartm ent of
Physics and A stronom y, 800 Yale Boulevard N E ., A buquerque, NM 87131, U SA
273 U niversity of N otre D am e, D epartm ent of Physics, 225 N jeuw land Science H all, N otre
Dame, IN 46556, USA
27% University of O klahom a, D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, Norm an, OK 73071,
USA
275 U niversity of O regon, D epartm ent of Physics, 1371 E . 13th A ve., Eugene, OR 97403,
USA

IL.CReference D esign Report



278 U niversity of O xford, Particlke Physics D epartm ent, D enys W ikinson BHg., K eble Road,
Oxford OX1 3RH England, UK
277 U niversity of Patras, D epartm ent of Physics, G R 26100 Patras, G reece
278 U niversity of Pavia, D epartm ent of N uclear and T heoretical Physics, via Bassi 6,
127100 Pavia, Italy
279 U niversity of Pennsylvania, D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, 209 South 33rd
Street, Philadelphia, PA 19104-6396, U SA
280 U niversity of Puerto R ico at M ayaguez, D epartm ent of Physics, P O . Box 9016,
M ayaguez, 006819016 Puerto R ico
281 U niversity of R egina, D epartm ent of Physics, R egina, Saskatchewan, S4S 0A 2 C anada
282 U niversity of R ochester, D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, Bausch & Lomb Hall,
PO .Box 270171, 600 W ilson Boulevard, R ochester, NY 14627-0171 U SA
283 U niversity of Science and Technology of China, D epartm ent of M odem Physics (DM P ),
Jin ZhaiRoad 96, H efei, China 230026
284 U niversity of Silesia, Institute of Physics, U L. U niwersytecka 4, PL-40007 K atow ice,
Poland
285 U niversity of Southam pton, School of Physics and A stronom y, H gh e, Southam pton
S017 1BJ,England, UK
286 U niversity of Strathclde, Physics D epartm ent, John A nderson Buiding, 107
R ottenrow , G lasgow , G 4 ONG , Scotland, UK
287 U niversity of Sydney, Fakiner H igh Energy Physics G roup, School of Physics, A 28,
Sydney, NSW 2006, Australia
288 Uy niversity of Texas, C enter for A ccelerator Science and Technology, A rlington, T X
76019, U SA
289y niversity of Tokushin a, Institute of T heoretical Physics, Tokushin a-shi 7708502,
Japan
290 U niversity of Tokyo, D epartm ent of Physics, 7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo D istrict, Tokyo
113-0033, Japan
291 U niversity of Toronto, D epartm ent of Physics, 60 St. G eorge St., Toronto M 58 1A 7,
O ntario, C anada
292 U niversity of T sukuba, Institute of Physics, 1-1-1 Tennodai, T sukuba, Ioaraki 305-8571,
Japan
293 University of V ictorda, D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, PO Box 3055 Stn C sc,
V ictordia, BC V8W 3P6,Canada
294 U niversity of W arsaw , Institute of Physics, UL Hoza 69, PL-00 681 W arsaw , Poland
295 U niversity of W arsaw , Institute of T heoretical Physics, U L Hoza 69, PL-00 681 W arsaw ,
Poland
298 U niversity of W ashington, D epartm ent of Physics, PO Box 351560, Seattle, W A
98195-1560, U SA
297 U niversity of W isconsin, Physics D epartm ent, M adison, W I 53706-1390, U SA
298 University of W uppertal, G au stra e 20,D 42119 W uppertal, G erm any
299 U niversite C laude Bemard Lyon-I, Instiut de Physique Nuckaire de Lyon (IPNL), 4,
rue Enrico Fem i, F69622 V illeurbanne C edex, France
300 yniversite de G eneve, Section de Physique, 24, quaik . Ansem et, 1211 G eneve 4,
Sw itzerland
301 U niversite Louis Pasteur (Strasbourg I), UFR de Sciences Physiques, 3-5 Rue de
1U niversite, F 67084 Strasbourg C edex, France

I.CReference D esign Report

TExxi



TExxii

302 U niversite P jerre et M arde C urie (Paris VIV II) (6-7) (UPM C ), Laboratoire de Physique
Nucleaire et de Hautes Energies (LPNHE ), 4 place Jussieu, Tour 33, R ez de chausse, 75252
Paris Cedex 05, France
303 U niversitat Bonn, Physikalisches Institut, Nu allee 12, 53115 Bonn, G em any
304 U niversitat K arlsruhe, Institut fur Physik, Postfach 6980, K aiserstrasse 12, D -76128
K arlsruhe, G em any
305 U niversitat R ostock , Fachbereich Physk, U niversitatsplatz 3, D 18051 R ostock,

G em any
308 U niversitat Siegen, Fachbereich fur Physk, Emmy Noether C am pus, W alter¥ lex-Str.3,
D 57068 Siegen, G em any
307 U niversita de Bergam o, D jpartin ento diF isica, via Salvecchio, 19, I24100 B ergam o,
Ttaly
308 Universita degli StudidiR om a La Sapienza, D jpartin ento diF isica, Istituto N azionale
diFisica Nucleare, Piazzale A do M oro 2, I-00185 Rom e, Ttaly
309 U niversita degli Studidi Trieste, D jpartin ento diFisica, via A . Valerio 2, 134127
Trieste, Traly
310 U niversita degli Studidi\Rom a Tre", D ipartin ento diF isica \Edoardo Am aldi",
Istituto N azionale diFisica Nucleare, Via della Vasca Navale 84, 00146 Rom a, Ttaly
311 U niversita dell'subria n Com o, D Jpartim ento diScienze CC FF MM ., via Vallegio 11,
122100 Com o, Italy
312 U niversita diP isa, D epartin ento diFisica Enrico Fermm i/, Largo B runo Pontecorvo 3,
56127 Pisa, Ttaly
313 Universita diSalento, D dpartin ento diF isica, via A mesano, C P. 193, 73100 Lecce,
Ttaly
314 Universita diUdine, D jpartin ento diF isica, via delle Scienze, 208, 133100 Udine, Ttaly
315 variable Energy Cyclotron Centre, 1/AF , Bidhan Nagar, K okata 700064, India
316 Y INCA Institute of N uclkear Sciences, Laboratory of Physics, PO Box 522, YU -11001
Belgrade, Serbia and M ontenegro
ST vinh U niversity, 182 Le Duan, V inh C ity, Nghe An Province, V ietham
318 v frginia Polytechnic Institute and State U niversity, Physics D epartm ent, B lacksbury,
VA 2406,USA
319 v isva-B harati U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, Santiniketan 731235, India
320 W aseda University, A dvanced R esearch Institute for Science and Engineering, Shinjiku,
Tokyo 1698555, Japan
2y ayne State University, D epartm ent of Physics, D etroit, M I 48202, U SA
322 W eizm ann Institute of Science, D gpartm ent of Particle Physics, P O . Box 26, R ehovot
76100, Israel
323 yakU niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, New Haven,CT 06520, U SA
324 Y onsei U niversity, D epartm ent of Physics, 134 Sinchon-dong, Sudaem oon-gu, Seoul
120-749, K orea
325 7Zhejang U niversity, C ollege of Science, D epartm ent of Physics, H angzhou, C hina 310027

* deceased

IL.CReference D esign Report



A cknow ledgem ents

W e would lke to acknow ledge the support and guidance of the Intemational C om m ittee on
Future A ccelerators (ICFA ), chaired by A . W agner of DESY , and the Intemational Linear
Collider Steering Comm ittee (ILC SC ), chaired by S.K urokawa of K EK , who established the
ILC GIobalDesign E ort,aswellas theW orld W ide Study of the Physics and D etectors.

W e are grateful to the ILC M achine Advisory Comm ittee M AC ), chaired by F . W illeke
of DESY and the Intemational ILC CostReview Comm ittee, chaired by L .Evans of CERN ,
for their advice on the ILC R eference D esign. W e also thank the consultants w ho particpated
in the C onventional Facilities R eview at Callech and in the RDR CostReview at SLAC .

W e would Iike to thank the directors of the institutions who have hosted ILC m eetings:
KEK ,ANL/FNAL/SLAC/U. Colbrado (Snowm ass), INFN /Frascati, IIT /Bangalore, TR I-
UM F /U .British Columbia, U .Valncia, HEP /Beijing and DESY .

W e are grateful for the support of the Funding A gencies for Large Colliders (FALC),
chaired by R .Petronzio of INFN , and we thank all of the international, regional and national
funding agencies w hose generous support hasm ade the ILC R eference D esign possible.

Each of the GDE regional team s in the Am ericas, A sia and Europe are grateful for
the support of their local scienti ¢ societies, industrial forum s, advisory comm ittees and
review ers.

ILC-Reference Design Report  TExxiil



Ixxiy ILC-Reference D esign Report



CONTENTS

1 Introduction El
11 Questionsabout the UNIVarse . . v v v v v v v i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e El
12 Thenew lndscape ofparticlephysics . . . . . . . v v 0 v i v v i it o e E
13 RUNNING SCENATIOS & @ v v v e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e E
14 Physicsand thedeteCtors . . . v v v v i v i i i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e IH

2 H iggs physics
21 TheHiggssectorofthe SM and beyond . . ... ... ... ... IE
211 TheHiggsboson n theSM . . . . . @ ¢ i i i i i i i v v vt vt v u Iﬁ

212 TheHiggsparticlesin theM SSM . . . . . . ¢ v v v v v v v v v v v v v Iﬂ

213 Higgsbosonsin non{m inimalSUSY models . . . ... ... ... ... IE

214 Higgsbosonsin altemativemodels . . . . . . . . oo e e e Iﬂ

215 Theexpectationsatthe LHC . . . . . . . . 0 v i v i v vt v v v IE

22 TheHiggsboson in the StandardModel . . . . . . . o . v v v v v v v v v v .. Iﬂ
221 Higgsdecaysand prodUucCtion . . . ¢ v v v v v v v b v v e e e e e e e e Iﬂ

222 Higgsdetection atthe ILC . . . . . . i o v i v i i it e e e e e e IE
223 Detem nation of the SM Higgsproperties . . . . . . .« v o v v v v IEI

23 TheHiggsbosonsn SUSY theories . . . . . v v v v v v v v v v i e v e e e et IE
231 Decays and production oftheM SSM Higgsbosons . . . . . .. . ... IE

232 Measurementsin theM SSM Higgssector . . . . v v v v v v v v v v v E
233 TheHiggs sectorbeyond theM SSM . . . . .t v v v v v v v v v v v o E

24 TheHiggs sector in altermative sCceNarios . . v v v v v v v v v v v e e e e e e .. E

3 Couplings of gauge bosons
31 Couplingsofgauge bosonsto fermions . . . . . . . . . . 0 oo 0o e @

32 Couplingsam ong gqauge DOSONS « + v v v v v v v v v v v e e e e e e e e e e e e IB
321 Measuramentsofthetriplecouplings . . . . « & v ¢ v v v v v v v v o IE

322 Measuramentsof thequarticcouplings . . .« « v v v v v v v v v v o w IE

33 The strong Interaction coupling . . . . .« ¢ ¢ v v v ittt e e e e e e e e e e @

4 Top quark physics 49
41 Thetopquarkmassand width . . . . . . . o . i i v i v i v v i v v v v v e a @
42 Topquark nteractions . . . . . . v v i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e B
421 Thecocoupling totheHiggsboson . . . . . .. .. v v v v v Iﬂ

422 Couplings to electtoweak gauge bosons . . . . . . . . . oo o o e B

423 Couplingsto gluons . . . . v v v i v i i i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e @

ILC-Reference Design Report  IExxv



CONTENTS

43 New deCay MOdES & v v v v v v v v e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e E
5 Supersym m etry @
51 TEOQUCHION « « v v v e e e e e e e e e [5]
511 M otivations for supersymm etry . . . ¢ v v v vt vt e e e e e e e e e e EJ
512 Summary ofSUSY models. . . . . v v v i v i vt it e e e e e e @
513 Probing SUSY and theroleoftheILC . . . . . . . . v v v v v v v v o @
52 Precision SUSY measuranentsatthe ILC . . . . . . . . v v v v v v v v EI
521 Thechargino/neutralino sector . . . . . . o o v i i i it e e e e e a
522 Theslpton sector . . . o . v i i i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e E
523 The SJUark SE50MOT - « « v v v e e e e e e e e ed
524 M easuram ents In other scenarios/extensions . . . . . . . ... L. a
53 Detem ning the SUSY Lagrangian . . . . .« v v v v v v v v v v v v v e v e o E
531 A summary ofmeasuram ents and testsatthe ILC . . . . . . .. ... E
532 Detem ination of the low energy SUSY parameters . . . . . . . . . .. E
533 Reconstructing the fundam ental SUSY parameters . . . . . . . . . .. ﬂ
534 Analysesin otherGUT sCeNariosS « « v v v v v v v v v v v e v v e v e vt Iﬂ
6 A lternative scenarios [ﬂ
6.1 Generalmotivation and sCENATIOS & v v v v v v v v v e e e e e e e e e e e e e e ﬂ
62 Extradimensionalmodels . . . . . . i i i i i i it it e e e e e e e e e e ﬂ
621 Lameextra dInensions . . . . v v v v v v vt it e e e e e e e e e e e E
622 Warped extra dIN eNSIONS &« v v v v v v v v et e e e e e e e e e e e e E
623 UniversalextradImensions . . . . ... ... vi e, E
63 Strong Interaction models . . . . . . i L e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e EI
631 LittleHIggsmodelS. . . o v v v v v v v v i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e El
632 Strong electroweak symmetry breaking . . . . . . . ..o 0oL E
633 Higgsless scenarios in extradimensions . . . . . . . ..o 0o o e E
64 New particlesand Interactions .. . . . . . . ¢ o 0 i i it et e e e e e e e . Q
641 New gqaugebosons . . . . . v v i i i i it e e e e e e e e e e e e e e Q
642 Exoticfermions . . . . . o v i i i i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e
643 DM ONS « o oo oot e e e e 54
644 COMPOSIENESS '+ v v v v v v e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e @
7 Connections to cosm ology |&_l|
71 Darkmatter . . . o o i i i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e @
711 DM and new PhySICS . & v v v v v i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e @
712 SUSY dark Mather . . oo oo vttt e e e e e o3
713 DM Inextradinensionalscenarios . . . . . . . v v v v v v v v v oo @
72 Thebaryon asymMm ety  « v v v v v v v v v v e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e lﬁ
721 Flectroweak baryogenesis it the M SSM .« v v o v oo e e [10]
722 Leptogenesis and right{handed neutrinos . ... ... ... ... ... lﬁ
B ibliography

List of gures

List of tables

IFxxvi ILC-Reference D esign Report



CHAPTER 1

Introduction

11 QUESTIONS ABOUT THE UN IVERSE

W hat is the universe? How did it begin?

W hat are m atter and energy? W hat are space and tm e?

T hroughout hum an history, scienti ¢ theories and experin ents of increasing pow er and so—
phistication have addressed these basic questions about the universe. T he resulting know ledge
has revolutionized our view of the world around us, transformm ing our society and advancing
our civilization.

Everyday phenom ena are governed by universal law s and principles w hose natural realn
is at scales of tin e and distance far rem oved from our direct experience. Particle physics
is a prin ary avenue of inquiry into these m ost basic workings of the universe. E xperin ents
using particle accelerators convert m atter into energy and back to m atter again, exploiting
the Insights sum m arized by the equation E = m . O ther experin ents explit naturally oc—
curring particles, such as neutrinos from the Sun or cosn ic rays striking E arth’s atm osphere.
M any experin ents use exquisitely sensitive detectors to search for rare phenom ena or exotic
particles. Physicists com bine astrophysical observations w ith results from laboratory experi-
m ents, pushing tow ards a great intellectual synthesis of the law s of the large w ith law s of the
an all.

T he trium ph of 20th century particle physics w as the developm ent of the Standard M odel
and thecon m ation ofm any of its agpects. E xperin entsdeterm ined the particle constituents
of ordinary m atter, and identi ed four forces that hold m atter together and transform it from
one form to another. Particle interactions were found to obey precise law s of relativity and
quantum theory. R em arkable features of quantum physics were observed, lncluding the real
e ects of \virtual" particles on the visble world.

Buiding on this success, particle physicists are now able to address questions that are
even m ore fundam ental, and explore som e of the despest m ysteries in science. T he scope of
these questions is illustrated by this sum m ary from the report Q uantum U niverse [

1. Are there undiscoverad principles of nature?
2. How can we solve the m ystery of dark energy?
3. Are there extra dim ensions of space?

4. Do all the forces becom e one?
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=2

5. W hy are there so m any particles?

6. W hat isdark m atter? How can we m ake it in the khoratory?
7. W hat are neutrinos telling us?

8. How did the universe begin?

9. W hat happenad to the antdm atter?

A worldw de program of particle physics investigations, using m ultiple approaches, is
already underway to explore this com pelling scienti ¢ landscape. A s em phasized In m any
scienti ¢ studies (2,3,4,8,[d,7,[8,[9,[10], the Intemational L inear C ollider is expected to
play a central role In what is lkely to be an era of revolutionary advances. A s already
docum ented in [11]], discoveries from the ILC could have breakthrough in pact on m any of
these fundam ental questions.

M any of the scienti ¢ opportunities for the ILC involve the H iggs particle and related
new phenom ena at Terascale energies. T he Standard M odel boldly hypothesizes a new form
of Terascale energy, called the H iggs eld, that pem eates the entire universe. E lam entary
particles acquirem assby interacting w ith this eld. TheH iggs eld also breaksa fundam ental
electrow eak force Into two forces, the electrom agnetic and weak forces, which are observed
by experin ents in very di erent form s.

So far, there is no direct experin ental evidence for a Higgs eld or the H iggs particle
that should accom pany it. Furthemm ore, quantum e ects of the type already observed in
experin ents should destabilize the H iggs boson of the Standard M odel, preventing its op—
eration at Terascale energies. T he proposed antidotes for this quantum instability m ostly
Involve dram atic phenom ena at the Terascale: new forces, a new principle of nature called
supersym m etry, or even extra din ensions of space.

T hus for particle physicists the H ggs boson is at the center of a m uch broader program of
discovery, taking o from a long list of questions. Is there really a H iggs boson? If not, what
are the m echanisn s that give m ass to particles and break the electroweak force? If there is
a Higgs boson, does it di er from the hypothetical H iggs of the Standard M odel? Is there
m ore than one H Iggs particle? W hat are the new phenom ena that stabilize the H iggs boson
at the Terascale? W hat properties of H iggs boson inform us about these new phenom ena?

A nother m a pr opportunity for the ILC is to shed Iight on the dark side of the universe.
A strophysical data show s that dark m atter dom inates over visble m atter, and that aln ost
all of this dark m atter cannot be com posed of known particles. This data, com bined w ith
the concordance m odel of Big Bang coam ology, suggests that dark m atter is com prised of
new particles that interact weakly with ordinary m atter and have Terascale m asses. It is
truely rem arkable that astrophysics and coan ology, com pletely independently of the particle
physics considerations review ed above, point to new phenom ena at the Terascale.

If Terascale dark m atter exists, experin ents at the ILC should be able to produce such
particles in the laboratory and study their properties. A nother list of questions w ill then
beckon. D o these new particles really have the correct properties to be the dark m atter? Do
they account for all of the dark m atter, or only part of it? W hat do their properties tell
us about the evolution of the universe? How is dark m atter connected to new principles or
forces of nature?

A third cluster of scienti ¢ opportunities for the ILC focus on Einstein’s vision of an
ultin ate uni ed theory. Particle physics data already suggests that three of the findam ental
forces originated from a single \grand" uni ed force in the rst instant of the Big Bang.
E xperin ents at the ILC could test this idea and look for evidence of a related uni ed origin
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ofm atter nvolving supersym m etry. A theoretical fram ew ork called string theory goesbeyond
grand uni cation to include gravity, extra spatial din ensions, and new fundam ental entities
called superstrings. T heoreticalm odels to explain the properties of neutrinos, and account for
the m ysterious dom inance of m atter over antin atter, also posit uni cation at high energies.
W hile the realn of uni cation is alm ost certainly beyond the direct reach of experin ents,
di erentuni cation m odelspredictdi erent pattermns ofnew phenom ena at T erascale energies.
ILC experin ents could distinguish am ong these pattems, e ectively providing a telescopic
view of ultin ate uni cation. C om bined w ith future data from astrophysics, this view should
also give Insights about our coam ic origins.

12 THE NEW LANDSCAPE OF PARTICLE PHYSICS

During the next few years, experin ents at CERN s Large Hadron Collider will have the

rst direct look at Terascale physics. Like the discovery of an uncharted continent, this
exploration of the Terascale w ill transform forever the geography of our universe. Equally
com pelling w illbe the Interplay of LHC discoveries w ith other experin ents and observations,
Including those that can probe the fundam entalnature of dark m atter, neutrinos and sources
of m atter{antin atter asymm etry. Som e aspects of the new phenom ena may t wellwith
existing speculative theoretical fram eworks, suggesting a radical rew riting of the laws of
nature. O ther aspects m ay be initially am biguous or m ystifying, w ith data raising m ore
questions than it answers. Particle physics should be entering a new era of intellectual
ferm ent and revolutionary advance, unparalleled in the past halfcentury.

N o one know s what w ill be found at the LHC , but the discovery potential of the LHC
experin ents is well studied [12,[13]. If there is a H iggs boson, it is aln ost certain to be
found by the ATLA S and CM S experim ents. Ttsm ass should bem easured w ith an accuracy
between 01 and 1% , and at least one of its decay m odes should be observed. If the H iggs
particle decays Into m ore than one type of particle, the LHC experin ents should m easure
the ratio of the H iggs couplings to those di erent particles, w ith an accuracy between about
7 and 30% . If there is m ore than one type of H iggs boson, ATLAS and CM S w ill have a
reasonably good chance of seeing both the lighter and heavier H iggs bosons. In favorable
cases, these experin ents w ill have som e ability to discrim inate the spin and CP properties of
the H iggs particle.

Thus for LHC there are three possible outcom es w ith respect to the H iggs particle. T he

rst is that a H iggsboson hasbeen found,and at rst look its properties seem consistent w ith
the Standard M odel. T hen the com pelling issue w illbe w hether a m ore com plete and precise
experin ental analysis reveals nonstandard properties. This will be especially com pelling
if other new phenom ena, possbly related to the H iggs sector, have also been discovered.
T he second possible outcom e is that a H iggs boson is found w ith gross features at variance
w ith the Standard M odel. This variation could be som ething as sin ple as a H iggs m ass
of 200 G&V or more, which would con ict with existing precision data w ithout other new
phenom ena to com pensate for it. T he variation could also com e from a large deviation in
the predicted pattem of H iggs decay or the discovery of m ultiple H iggs particles. T he third
possible outcom e is that no H iggs boson is discovered. In this case particle physicists w ill
need either a radical rethink of the origin of m ass, or new experim ental tools to uncover a
\hidden" or \invisible" H iggs boson.
For allof these possible outcom es, the ILC w illbe essential to m ove forw ard on our under—
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standing of the H iggs m echanian and of its relation to other new fundam ental phenom ena.
Thisclain is docum ented in m any detailed studies which are reviewed in this report.

LHC experin ents have in pressive capabilities to discover new heavy particles, especially
particles which are strongly produced in proton-proton collisions, or particles seen as reso-
nances in the production of pairs of ferm ions or gauge bosons. AT LA S and CM S could detect
anew 7 %gauge boson asheavy as 5 TeV [14], and the squarks and ghiinos of supersym m etry
even ifthey are asheavy as 2.5 TeV [12]. New particles associated w ith the existence of extra
spatial din ensions could be seen, if their m asses are less than a few Tev [12,[13].

T he discovery of a Z  particle would indicate a new filndam ental force of nature. LHC
m easurem entsm ay discrin nate som ew hat betw een possible origins of the new force, but this
potential is lin ited to 7 © particles Iighter than 2.5 TeV i them ost optin istic scenarios, and
1 TeV in others [14]. Through precision m easurem ents of how the z° interacts w ith other
particles, the ILC could determ ine the properties of this new force, its origins, its relation to
the other forces In a uni ed fram ework, and its role In the earliest m om ents of the B ig Bang.

If supersym m etry is regponsible for the existence of the Terascale and a light H iggs boson,
then signals of superpartmer particles should be seen at LHC . Since supersymm etry is an
organizing principle of nature (lke relativity), it can be realized In an in nite variety of
ways. Thus a supersymm etry signal w ill raise two urgent issues. The st is whether the
new heavy particles seen at LHC are actually superpartners, w ith the spins and couplings to
other particles predicted by supersym m etry. Som e results bearing on thism ay be available
from LHC, but only ILC can provide an unequivocal answer. The second issue involves
a set of fundam ental questions: How does supersym m etry m anifest itself in nature? W hat
m echanisn m akes it appearasa \broken" sym m etry? Is supersym m etry related to uni cation
at a higher energy scale? How is supersym m etry related to the H ggsm echanism ? W hat role
did supersymm etry play In our cosm ic origins? D e nitive answers to these questions w ill
require precise m easurem ents of the entire roster of superpartmer particles as well as the
H iggs particles. To achieve this, physicists w ill need to extract the best possible results from
the LHC and the ILC in a combined analysis [15], supplem ented by signals or constraints
from future B physics experin ents and other precision m easurem ents.

Supersymm etry is a good exam ple to illustrate the possbility of an exciting interplay
between di erent experin ents and observations. M issing energy signatures at the LHC m ay
Indicate a weakly interacting m assive particle consistent w ith the lightest neutralino of su-
persym m etry. At the sam e tin e, next generation direct or indirect dark m atter searchesm ay
see a signal for weakly interacting exotic particles In our galactic halo. A re these particles
neutralinos? If s0, are neutralinos responsible for all of the dark m atter, or only part of it?
D oes them odel for supersym m etry preferred by collider data predict the observed abundance
of dark m atter, or do coan ologists need to change their assum ptions about the early history
of the universe? For all of these questions, detailed studies show the central in portance of
ILC m easurem ents.

O ther new physicsm odelswhich m ight be ocbserved at the next generation colliders could
Involve extra gpatial din ensions or new strong forces. T hese are exciting possibilities that
can also lead to confusion, calling for ILC to reveal their true nature. In som e scenarios the
new phenom ena are e ectively hidden from the LHC detectors, but are revealed as an all
deviations in couplings m easured at the ILC . In favorable cases the LHC experim ents could
uncover strong evidence for the existence of extra din ensions. In this event the ILC willbe
essential to explore the size, shape, origins and im pact of this expanded universe.
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Running scenarios

1.3 RUNNING SCENARIOS

T he basic param eters needed for the planned physics program are detailed in Ref. [16] and
con m ed by the m achine design. The m axin al center of m ass energy is designed to be
s = 500G &V, with a possible upgrade to 1TV , where physics runs m ust be possible for
every energy above = s = 200G &V and som e lim inosity for calibration runs is needed at
s = 91Ge&V. For mass measuram ents threshold scans are required so that it must be
possble to change the beam energy fast In an all steps.

The total um nosity is required to be around 500 fo = within the rst four years and
about 1000 b ! during the st phase of operation. For the electron beam , polarization
w ith a degree of larger than  80% ism andatory. For the positron beam , a polarization of
more than 50% isusefull[7]which should be relatively easy to achieve w ith the undulator
positron source in the present ILC design. To reduce system atic uncertainties, the polariza—
tion direction has to be sw itchable on the train by train basis. Beam energy and polarization
have to be stable and m easurable at a levelof about 0.1% .

Contrary to a hadron m achine, an €' e collider produces at a given tim e events at one

xed center of m ass energy P 's and, if polarization should be exploited in the analyses, xed
polarization. A physics study has to assum e a certain value for the Integrated lum inosity
and polarization m ix which may be In con ict with other studies. To check whether this
featuire does not prevent the ILC from doing them any precision m easurem ents clain ed in the
Individual analyses, in a toy study a scenario w ith m any new particles has been perform ed
[18]. This study assum es supersymm etry w ith all sleptons, the lightest chargino and the
Ightest two neutralinos in the ILC energy range. In addition, the top quark and a light
Higgsboson are visble. A rstrun isdoneat s= 500G &V to geta rstm easurem ent of the
particle m asses to optin ize the threshold scans. T he rest of the tin e is spentw ith these scans
for precision m easurem ents. T hose analyses that do not require a given beam energy apart
from being above production thresholds are done during the scans. T his applies especially
to the precision H iggs m easurem ents. It has been shown that in such a scenario, a precision
close to the one clain ed in the isolated studies can be reached for all relevant observables.

A representative set of physics scenarios has been studied and in all cases it has been
found that a = s= 500G &/ collider adds enough to our physics know ledge to jastify the
profct. However, in all cases, an upgrade to ~ s 1Te&V increases signi cantly the valie of
the ILC . In the follow ing chapters, also the case for an upgrade to ~ s= 1T&V after the st
phase of ILC running w illbe presented.

In addition to the standard €' e running atp s> 200G &V , the ILC o ers som e options
that can be realized w ith reasonable m odi cations if required by physics.

In the GigaZ mode, the ILC can run with high lum inosity and both beam s polarized
on the 7 {boson resonance, producing 10° hadronic Z decays in less than a year or at the
W {boson pair production threshold to m easure the W boson m ass w ith high precision [19].
T his requires only m inorm odi cations to the m achine.

W ith relatively few m odi cations, both am s can accelerate electrons resulting inan e e
collder [20]. Thism ode can especially be useful to m easure the selectron m ass if it exists in
the ILC energy range.

If the electrons are collided w ith a very intense laser beam about Imm in front of the
Interaction point, a high energy photon beam can be produced w ith a sin ilarbeam quality as
the undisturbed electron beam . C onverting only one or both beam s this results n an e or

collider(P1],[22]]. T hism ode requires a Jarger crossing angle than e e  and the installation

1
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of a Jarge laser system [23]. T he feasibility of such a Jaser systam has not yet been proven.
In the follow ing, it w illbe assum ed that all options are technically possible and they will
be in plam ented when they are required by the ILC and LHC data.
To exploit fully the physics program of ILC w ill take a long tin e of possibly around 20
to 30 years. Possible options w ill certainly be realized only tow ards the end of the program .

14 PHYSICS AND THE DETECTORS

D etectors at the ILC face a very di erent set of challenges com pared to the current state-
of-theart em ployed for LEP /SLD and hadron collders [24]. W hile TL.C detectors w ill en py
Jow er rates, less background and lower radiation doses than those at the LHC , the ILC will
be pursuing physics that places challenging dem ands on precision m easurem ents and parti-
cle tracking and identi cation. T he reasons for this can be illustrated by several in portant
physics processes, nam ely m easuring the properties of a H iggs boson , identifying strong elec—
trow eak sym m etry breaking, dentifying supersym m etric (SU SY ) particles and their proper—
ties, and precision electrow eak studies. T hese are just a few exam ples taken from benchm ark
studies for ILC detectors [29].

T he H iggs boson (s) of the Standard M odel (SM ), m inin al supersym m etric extension of
the SM (M SSM ), or extended m odels w i1l require precision m easurem ents of their m ass and
couplings in order to dentify the theory [26l]. The golden m easurem ent channel of H iggs
production ise*e ! ZH ! "/ X ,with the Higgsm assm easured by its recoil from the Z
boson. Them assm ust bem easured to a precision su cient to cleanly separate the resonance
from backgrounds { a precision of approxin ately 50 M &/ is usually su cient. This will
require a resolution (1=p) better than 7 10°> Gev ! fora low m assH iggs boson, and that
requires track ing perform ance an order of m agnitude better than that achieved by LEP /SLD
detectors. T he need for this perform ance is illustrated in Figure[l.]l, which show s the i pact
of tracker resolution on the signi cance of signal com pared to expected backgrounds. T he
H iggs m ass m easurem ent also requires precise know ledge of the center of m ass energy, and
this requires precision m easurem ent of the lum inosity {weighted energy spectrum in order to
m easure the beam strahlung energy loss (m ore inform ation on this sub jfct can be found in
the top quark chapter).

Because of the in portant role played by heavy t;b;c quarks and the tau lepton in the
SM and essentially all new physics m odels, the ILC detectors w ill require excellent vertex
detection in a challenging high rate environm ent of low energy €' e pairs. An even stronger
requirem ent on the vertex detector is in posed by the desire to m easure vertex charge w ith
good e ciency. T his is usefill for reducing large com binatoric gt backgrounds and to distin—
guish b from b for m easurem ent of forward {backw ard asym m etries, w hich are very sensitive
to new physics, or for establishing CP violation. To m ake the requisite in provem ents over
the LEP /SLD detectors, the in pact param eters w ill have to be m easured to (5 10/p)

m momentum p In G&/ ), and this will require putting nely-segm ented (20 20 m?)
silicon arrays within 1.5 an of the beam Ine. Figure[lJ (left) shows the purity/e ciency
obtained with a 5{layer vertex detector w ith inner radius 1.5am , Jadder thickness 0.1% X g
and resolution 355 m ; this study uses a \fast" version of the sin ulation program .

Excellent resolution on gt energy, which is essential for the unam biguous identi cation
of m any decay channels, enhances the in pact of precision m easurem ents, and lowers the
integrated um inosity needed for m any m easurem ents. Figure[l.2 (right) dem onstrates the
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FIGURE 1.. Histogram ofm ass recoiling firom din uons atpE = 500 Gev fora Higgs boson mass of
120 G &/ , or two values of the tracking resolution; from Ref. [27].
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FGURE 12. Left: purity v.s. e cincy for taggihg of b and ¢ $ts n a stn ulated VT X detector described
n the text; the points hbeld \c (bbkgr)" ndicate the case where only b{quark backgrounds are present
1 the c{study; from Ref. 28]. Right: purity factord (for \dilution") for the process e e ! W W=
e" e 77 asa function of invarintm ass cut for two values of the energy resolution; from Ref. [29].

lum inosity dependence on Ft energy resolution. D istinguishing W W from Z Z production
at ILC energies is challenging, but essential for m atching branching fractions to a m odel,
such as dentifying strong electroweak symm etry breaking or supersym m etric param eters.
The low ILC backgrounds pemn it association of tracks and calorim eter clisters, m aking
possible unprecedented Ftenergy m easurem ent. H owever, to achieve W W =7 Z separation the
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detectorsm ust m easure gt energy about a factor of two better than the best achieved so far.
The gt energy resolution m ust be roughly 5 G &/ , corresponding to an energy resolution of
30%/ (B +#t) for the 100{150 G &/ Jtscomm on at higher center ofm ass energies. D epending
on the quark content, gts of these energies deposit roughly 65% of the visible energy in the
form of charged particles, 25% in the form of photons, and 10% as neutral hadrons. In the
relatively clean environm ent of ILC , the required energy resolition translates into a factor
2 in provem ent in hadron calorin eter perform ance over those currently operating. To m est
such a goal, them ethod of "particle ow " association of tracks and calorim eter clustersm ust
be valdated . F igure[l 3 show s the "particle ow" fora Pt in an IL.C detector.
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FGURE 13. Sinubtion of a 100 G&/ $#t ushg the M OKKA sinulhtion of the TESLA TDR detector;
colors show tracks-cluster associtions ushg PandoraPFA ; from Ref. [30]].

If low energy supersymm etry is indeed realized, one of the m ore in portant tasks for the
I.C will be to dentify SUSY particle spectra and decay chains, and to establish if SUSY
particles could be som e or all of the dark m atter. Since the Iightest SUSY particle will
not be observable, the detectors m ust be extrem ely hem etic, particularly at extrem e polar
angles. To achieve these goals the e ect of beam crossing angle, beam strahlung and m achine
backgrounds m ust be well understood , and developm ent of instrum entation is necessary to
m easure the um inosity spectrum and beam polarization.
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CHAPTER 2
H ggs physics

T he search and the study of H ggs bosons is one of the m ain m issions of present and future
high{energy colliders. The observation of these particles is of m a pr im portance for the
present understanding of the interactions of the fiindam ental particles and the generation
of their m asses. In the Standard M odel (SM ), the existence of one isodoublet scalar eld
is required, the neutral com ponent of which acquires a non{zero vacuum expectation value
leading to the spontaneous breaking of the electrow eak sym m etry and the generation of the
gauge boson and ferm ion m asses. In this picture, one degree of freedom am ong the four
degrees of freedom of the original isodoublet eld is left over, corresponding to a physical
scalar particle, the Higgs boson [31l]. The discovery of this new type of m atter particle
is considered as being of profound in portance. In fact, despite of its num erous successes
In explining the present data, the SM is not com plete before this particle is experim entally
observed and its findam entalproperties studied in detail. Furthem ore, even ifwe understand
that the Higgs eld is the source of particle m asses, the origin of electroweak symm etry
breaking itself needs to be explained and its dynam ics to be clari ed. Very little is known
about this sym m etry breaking and im portant questions include: does the dynam ics involre
new strong Interactions and/or sizable CP violation, and, ifelem entary H iggs particles indeed
exist In nature,how m any eldsare there and in which gauge representations do they appear.
T heoretical realizations span a w ide range of scenarios extend ing from weak to strong breaking
m echanism s. Exam ples, on one side, are m odels nvolving light fundam ental H iggs elds,
such as the SM and its supersym m etric extensions w hich include two{H iggs doublets in the
m Inin al version and additional singlet elds or higher representations in extended versions;
on the other side, there are new strong interaction and extra{din ensionalm odels w ithout a
fundam entalH iggs eld. Furthem ore, the electrow eak sym m etry breaking m echanism m ight
be related to other fundam ental questions of particle physics and cosm ology. For instance,
the H iggs sector could ply an in portant role in the anniiltion of the new particles that
are responsible of the coan ological dark m atter and m ight shed light on how the baryon {
antibaryon asymm etry proceeded in the early universe. Tt m ight also explain how and why
the three generations of quarks and leptons are di erent.

Only detailed investigation of the properties of the H iggs particles w ill answer these
questions. The ILC isa unigue toolin this context and it could play an extrem ely in portant
role: high {precision m easurem ents would allow to determ ine w ith a high level of con dence
the pro le of the H iggs bosons and their fundam ental properties and would provide a unigue
opportunity to establish experin entally the m echanism that generates the particle m asses.
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21 THE HIGGS SECTOR OF THE SM AND BEYOND

2.1.1 The Hggs boson n the SM

T he Standard M odelm akes use of one isodoublet com plex scalar el and, after spontaneous
electrow eak symm etry breaking (EW SB), three would {be G oldstone bosons am ong the four
degrees of freedom are absorbed to buid up the longitudinal com ponents of the W ;%
gauge bosons and generate theirm asses; the ferm ion m asses are generated through a Yukawa
Interaction w ith the sam e scalar eld. T he ram aining degree of freedom corresponds to the
unigue H iggs particle of them odelw ith the JF¢ = 0" * assignm ent of spin, parity and charge
conjugation quantum num bers [31,[32],[33]. Since the H iggs couplings to ferm ions and gauge
bosons are related to the m asses of these particles and the only free param eter of the m odel
is the m ass of the H iggs boson itself; there are, however, both experin ental and theoretical
constraints on this fundam ental param eter, as w ill be sum m arized below .

The only available direct inform ation on the Higgsm ass is the lower Iim it M 5 > 1144
GeV at 95% con dence levelestablished at LEP 2 [34]. T he collaborations have also reported
aanall, < 2 ,excess of events beyond the expected SM backgrounds consistent w ith a SM {
like H iggs boson with amass M y 115 G eV [B4]]. Thism ass range can be tested soon at
the Tevatron if high enough lum nosity is collected. Furthem ore, the high accuracy of the
electrow eak data m easured at LEP, SLC and Tevatron [35]provides an indirect sensitivity to
M g : the H iggs boson contributes logarithm ically, / logM g =M i ), to the radiative correc—
tions to the W =Z boson propagators. A recent analysis, which uses the updated value of the
top quark m ass yields the valueM 4 = 76" 22 G &V, corresponding to a 95% con dence level
upper lim it of M y < 144 G &V [36]]. The left{hand side of F ig.[2.]] show s the global t to the
electroweak data; the Higgs t has a probability of 15.1% . If the H iggs boson tums out to
be signi cantly heavier than 150 G &V , there should be an additional new ingredient that is
relevant at the EW SB scale which should be observed at the next round of experin ents.

Limit = 144 GeV
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FGURE 2.1. Left: Gbbal tto the ekctroweak precision data w ithin the SM ; the exclided region fom
direct H ggs searches is also shown [36]. Right: theoretical upper and wer bounds on M y fiom the
assum ption that the SM isvald up to the cut{o scak [37].
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From the theoretical side, interesting constraints can be derived from assum ptions on
the energy range w ithin which the SM is valid before perturbation theory breaks down and
new phenom ena would em erge. For instance, if the H iggs m ass were larger than 1Tev,
the W and Z bosons would interact very strongly w ith each other to ensure unitarity in
their scattering at high energies. Im posing the unitarity requirem ent in the high{energy
scattering of gauge bosons leads to the bound M 5 < 700 G &V [38]]. If the H iggs boson w ere
too heavy, unitarity would be violated in these processes at energies above ~ s> 12 TeV and
new phenom ena should appear to restore it.

A nother I portant theoretical constraint com es from the fact that the quartic H iggs self{
coupling, which at the scaleM y is xed by M y itself, grow s Jogarithm ically w ith the energy
scale. IfM 4 isam all, theenergy cut{o atwhich the coupling grow s beyond any bound and
new phenom ena should occur, is large; if M y is lJarge, the cut{o is sm all. T he condition
My < sets an upper lim it on the H iggs m ass in the SM , the triviality bound. A naive
one{loop analysis assum ing the validity of perturbation theory as well as Jattice sin ulations
lead to an estim ate of M 3 < 630 G &V for this lin it [39]. Furthem ore, loops involving top
quarks tend to drive the coupling to negative values for w hich the vacuum isno longer stable.

R equiring the SM to be extended to, for instance, the GUT scale gyt 10° Gev and
Including the e ect of top quark loops on the running coupling, the H iggs boson m ass should
liein therange 130 GeV < My < 180 GeV [37]; see the right{hand side of F ig.[2.1l.

In fact in any m odel beyond the SM in which the theory is required to be weakly inter—
acting up to the GUT or Planck scales the H iggs boson should be lighter than M 5 < 200
G &V . Such a H iggs particle can be produced at the ILC already for center ofm ass energies of

s 300 G &V . However, to cover the entire H iggs m ass range in the SM ,My < 700 G&V,
cm . enemgies close to s= 1 TeV would be required.

2.1.2 The H ggs particles in the M SSM

It is well known that there are at least two severe problam s in the SM , In particular when
trying to extend itsvalidity to theGUT scale gyt - The rstoneisthe so{called naturalness
problem : the H iggs boson tends to acquire a m ass of the order of these large scales [the
radiative corrections to M y are quadratically divergent]; the second problem is that the
running of the three gauge couplings of the SM is such that they do not m eet at a single
point and thus do not unify at the GUT scale. Low energy supersym m etry solves these two
problem s at once: supersym m etric particle loops cancel exactly the quadratic divergences
and contribute to the running of the gauge couplings to allow their uni cation at gyt .
The m inin al supersym m etric extension of the SM (M SSM ), which w ill be discussed in
chapter[d, requires the existence of tw o isodoublt H iggs elds to cancelanom alies and to give
m ass separately to up and down{type ferm ions. Two CP {even neutral H iggs bosons h;H ,
a pseudoscalar A boson and a pair of charged scalar particles, H , are introduced by this
extension of the H iggs sector [37,[40]. Besides the four m asses, two additional param eters
de nethepropertiesof these particles: am ixingangle in theneutralCP {even sector and the
ratio of the two vacuum expectation valuestan ,which liesin therangel < tan < mi=my.
Supersym m etry leads to several relations am ong these param eters and only two of them ,
taken In general to be M 5 and tan , are in fact independent. These relations In pose a
strong hierarchical structure on them ass specttum ,M , < M3 ;M < My andMy <My ,
w hich how ever is broken by radiative corrections as the top quark m ass is large; see R ef. [41]]
for a recent review . T he leading part of this correction grow s as the fourth power of m + and
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Jogarithm ically with the SUSY scale or comm on squark mass M g ; the m ixing (or trilinear
coupling) in the stop sector A+ playsan in portant role. For instance, the upper bound on the
m ass of the lightest H iggs boson h is shifted from the tree levelvaluieM 5 to My 130{140
G eV in them axim alm xing scenario where X ¢ = At =tan M withM g = 0 (1 TeV)
[41]]; see the keft{handed side of Fig.[2.2. Them asses of the heavy neutraland charged H iggs
particles are expected to range from M 3 to the SUSY breaking scale M g .
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FGURE 22. Themasses (kft) and the couplings to gauge boso%s_(ﬁight) of the M SSM H Iygs bosons as
a function of M 5, fortan = 3;30wihMg = 2TeV andX= 6M g.

T he pseudoscalar H iggs boson A has no tree level couplings to gauge bosons, and its
couplings to down (up) type ferm ions are (inversely) proportional to tan . This is also the
case for the couplings of the charged H iggs boson to ferm ions, w hich are adm ixtures of scalar
and pseudoscalar currents and depend only on tan . For the CP {even H iggs bosons h and
H , the couplings to down (up) type ferm ions are enhanced (suppressed) com pared to the SM
H iggs couplings for tan > 1. They share the SM H iggs couplings to vector bosons as they
are suppressed by sin and cos( ) factors, respectively for h and H ; see the right{hand
side of F ig.[22 w here the couplings to theW ;2 bosons are displayed.

If the pseudoscalar m ass is large, the h boson m ass reaches its upper lim it [which, de-
pending on thevalueoftan and stop m ixing, is In the range 100{140 G &V Jand its couplings
to fermm jons and gauge bosons are SM {lke; the heavier CP {even H and charged H Dbosons
becom e degenerate w ith the pseudoscalar A boson and have couplings to farm ions and gauge
bosons of the sam e intensity. In this decoupling lim it, which can be already reached for
pseudoscalarm assesM 5 > 300 G €V, it isvery di cult to distinguish the H iggs sectors of the
SM and M SSM if only the Iighter h particle has been observed.

Finally, we note that there are experin ental constraints on the M SSM H iggs m asses,
which m ainly com e from the negative LEP 2 searches [42]]. In the decoupling lim it w here the
h boson is SM {lke, the Im it M, > 114 G &V from the H iggs{strahlung process holds; this
constraint rulesout tan  values am aller than tan 3. Com bining allprocesses, one obtains
the absolutemass limnitsMy, Mz > My andM g > My [421.

IL.CReference D esign Report



The H Iggs sector of the SM and beyond

2.1.3 Hggsbosons nm non{m min alSUSY m odels

The H iggs sector in SU SY m odels can bem ore com plicated than previously discussed if som e
basic assum ptions of the M SSM , such as the absence of new sources of CP violation, the
presence of only two H iggs doublet elds, or R {parity conservation, are relaxed; see chapter
[ for a discussion. A few exam ples are listed below .

In the presence of CP {violation in the SUSY sector, which is required if baryogenesis is
to be explained at the electroweak scale, the new phases w ill enter the M SSM  H iggs sector
which is CP {conserving at tree{level] through the large radiative corrections. T he m asses
and the couplings of the neutraland charged H iggs particles w illbe altered and, In particular,
the three neutralH iggs bosons w illnot have de nite CP quantum num bersand w illm ix w ith
each other to produce the physical states H 1 ;H ,;H 3. T he properties of the various H iggs
particles can be signi cantly a ected; for review s, see eg. R efs. [43,[44]]. N ote, how ever, that
there is a sum ru%_@ which forces the three H ; bosons to share the coupling of the SM H iggs
to gauge bosons, igﬁ vy = gﬁ o ! but only the CP {even com ponent is pro gcted out.

A s exam ples of new features com pared to the usualM SSM ,we sin ply m ention the possi-
bility of a relatively light H 1 state w ith very weak couplings to the gauge bosons w hich could
have escaped detection at LEP2 [45] and the possibility of resonant H =A m ixing when the
two H iggs particles are degenerate in m ass [46]; an exam ple of the H iggs m ass spectum is
shown in Fig.[23 (left) as a function of the phase of the coupling A ;. T hese features have to
be proven to be a result of CP {violation by, for instance, studying CP {odd observables.
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FGURE 23. The spectum of neutral H gs particlkes i a CP {vibhting M SSM scenarb (for tan =
5M; = 150GeV and M g = 05 TeV) [44] (kft) typical Higgs mass spectum i the NM SSM as a
function of M 5 [47] (center) and the upper bound on the lighter H igs m ass 1 a general SUSY m odel
[48).

T he next{to{m inin al SUSY extension, the NM SSM ,consistsofsim ply Introducing a com —
plex isoscalar eld which naturally generates a weak scale H iggs{higgsino param eter  (thus
solving the problam ); them odel ism ore natural than the M SSM and has less ne{tuning
[47,[49,50]. The NM SSM H iggs sector is thus extended to include an additional C P {even
and a CP {odd H iggs particle and an exam ple of a H iggs m ass spectrum is shown in Fig.[23
(center). T he upper bound on them ass of the lighter CP {even particle slightly exceeds that
of theM SSM h boson and the negative searches at LEP 2 lead to looser constraints.

In a large area of the param eter space, the H iggs sector of the NM SSM reduces to the
one of theM SSM but there is a possibility, which is not com pletely excluded, that one of the
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neutral H iggs particles, in general the lightest pseudoscalar A 1, is very light w ith a m ass of
a few ten’so0ofG eV . The light CP {even H iggs boson, which is SM {lke in general, could then
decay into pairsof A, bosons,H, ! A{A, ! 4b;4 ,with a large branching fraction.

Higgsbosons in GUT theories. A large variety of theories, string theories, grand uni ed
theories, left{right symm etric m odels, etc., suggest an additional gauge sym m etry which
m ay be broken only at the TeV scale; see chapter[d. This leads to an extended particle
gpectrum and, in particular, to additionalH iggs eldsbeyond them inin al set of the M SSM .
Egpecially common are new U (1)’ symm etries broken by the vev of a singlet eld (as in
the NM SSM ) which leads to the presence of a Z Y boson and one additional CP {even H iggs
particle com pared to theM SSM ; this is the case, for instance, in the exceptionalM SSM [51]]
based on the string ingpired E4 symm etry. The secluded SU (2) U (1) U (19m odel 521,
n tum, includes four additional singlets that are charged under U (1)’, leading to 6 CP {even
and 4 CP {odd neutral H iggs states. O ther exotic H iggs sectors in SUSY m odels 53] are,
for instance, H iggs representations that transform as SU (2) triplets or bi{doublets under the
SU (2);, and SU (2)r groups in left{right sym m etric m odels, that are m otivated by the seesaw
approach to explain the amn allneutrino m asses and which lead eg. to a doubly charged H iggs
boson H . These extensions, which also predict extra m atter elds, would lead to a very
Interesting phenom enology and new collider signatures in the H iggs sector.

In a general SUSY m odel, w ith an arbitrary num ber of singlet and doublet scalar elds
[aswell as a m atter content which allow s for the uni cation of the gauge couplings], a linear
com bination of Higgs elds has to generate the W =2 m asses and thus, from the triviality
argum ent discussed earlier, a H iggs particle should have am assbelow 200 G €V and signi cant
couplings to gauge bosons [48]. The upper bound on the m ass of the lightest H iggs boson in
thism ost general SUSY m odel is displayed in Fig.[23 (right) as a function of tan

R {parity violating m odels.M odels in which R {parity is spontaneously broken [and where
one needs to either enlarge the SM symm etry or the spectrum to include additional gauge
singlets], allow fran explanation of the light neutrino data [54]. SinceR, entails the breaking
of the total lepton num ber L, one of the CP {odd scalars, the M ajpron J, ram ains m assless
being the G odstone boson associated tob . In these m odels, the neutral H iggs particles have
also reduced couplings to the gauge bosons. M ore in portantly, the CP {even H iggs particles
can decay Into pairs of nvisible M ajrons, H; ! JJ, while the CP {odd particle can decay
intoa CP{even Higgsand aM ajpron,A; ! H;J,and threeM ajprons,A ! JJJ [B4].

214 Higgsbosons n altemative m odels

T here are alsom any non supersym m etric extensions ofthe SM which m ight lead to a di erent
H Iggs phenom enology. In som e cases, the H iggs sector would consist of one scalar doublet
leading to a H iggs boson which would m in ic the SM H iggs, but the new particles that are
present in the m odels m ight alter som e of its properties. In other cases, the H iggs sector is
extended to contain additional scalar elds leading to the presence of new H iggs particles.
A nother possibility is a scenario w ith a com posite and strongly interacting H iggs, or where
no H iggs particle is present at all, leading to strong interactions of the W =2 bosons. M any
of these m odels, such as eg. extra{din ensional, little H iggs and H iggsless m odels, w i1l be
discussed in chapter]d. H erew ill sin ply give a non exhaustive list of various possible scenarios.

Scenardos w ith H iggsm ixing. In warped extra{din ensionalm odels 59] the uctuations
of the size of the extra din ension about its stabilized value m anifest them selves as a single
scalar eld, the radion. In the Randall Sundrum m odelw ith a bulk scalar eld, it is expected
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that the radion is the lightest state beyond the SM eldsw ith a m ass probably in the range
between O (10 GeV ) and = O (TeV) [56,[57]. The couplings of the radion are order of
1= and are very sin ilar to the couplings of the SM H iggs boson, except for one In portant
di erence: due to the trace anom aly, the radion directly couples to m assless gauge bosons at
one loop. M oreover, in the low energy four{din ensionale ective theory, the radion can m ix
w ith the H Iggs boson. Thism ixing can lead to in portant shifts in the H Iggs couplings w hich
becom e apparent in the H iggs decay w dths and production cross sections. In large extra
din ension m odels [58], m ixing of the H iggs boson w ith graviscalars also occurs [59], leading
to an invisble decay wdth. M ixing e ects also occur if the SM ism inin ally extended in a
renom alizable way to contain a singlet scalar eld S that does not couple to the other SM
particles; itsm ain e ect would be to alter the scalar potential and to m ix w ith the SM H iggs
eld [60]and, in such a case, the H iggs could m ainly decay into two invisible S particles.

Scenarios w ith an extended H iggs/gauge/m atter sector. N on {supersym m etric extensions
of the H iggs sector w ith additional singlet, doublet and higher representation elds have
also been advocated [53]. Exam ples are them inin al SM extension w ith a singlet discussed
above, two{H iggs doublet m odels w hich potentially include C P {violation, triplet H iggs elds
in m odels for light neutrino m ass generation, etc... T hese extensions lead to a rich spectrum
of H iggs particles which could be produced at the ILC . In other extensions of the SM , new
gauge bosons and new m atter particles are predicted and they can a ect the properties of
the SM {lke H iggs boson. For instance the new ferm ions present in little H iggs and extra{
din ensionalm odels m ight contribute to the loop induced H iggs couplings, while new heavy
gauge bosons could alter the H iggs couplings to W and Z bosons for instance.

Scenarios w ith a com posite H iggs boson . In little H iggs m odels [61]], the dynam ical scale
isaround = 10 TeV ,unlke the traditional Technicolor m odel [[62,[63]. A Tight H iggs boson
can be generated as a pseudo G oldstone boson and its m ass of order 100 G &V is protected
against large radiative corrections individually in the boson and the ferm ion sectors. The
m odels predict a rich spectrum of new particles not only at the scale but also at lower
scales. A xion{type pseudoscalar bosonsm ay be associated w ith the spontaneous breaking of
U (1) factors in the extra global sym m etrdes [64]. T hese particles have properties analogous to
H iggs bosons and can be produced In €" e  collisions; deviations In the production and decay
rates of the SM {like H iggs boson can also be induced by these particles. N ote that, recently,
a m odel{ independent description of a strongly interacting light H iggs has been given [65].

H iggless m odels and strong W =Z interactions. T he problem of unitarity violation at high
energies In the SM can also be solved, apart from introducing a relatively light H iggs boson,
by assum Ing the W =Z bosons to becom e strongly interacting at TeV energies, thus dam ping
the rise of the elastic W =72 scattering am plitudes. N aturally, the strong forces between the
m assive gauge bosonsm ay be traced back to new fundam ental interactions characterized by
a scale of order 1 TeV [62]. Also in theories w ith extra space dim ensions, the electrow eak
sym m etries can be broken w ithout introducing additional findam ental scalar elds, leading
also to H iggsless theordes [66]]. Such scenarios can be studied in m assive gauge boson scattering
experin ents, where the W =2 bosons are radiated, as quasi{real particles, o electrons and
positrons in TeV linear colliders [7]. T his aspect w illbe discussed in chapter[d.

2.1.5 The expectations at the LHC

T he search for the H iggs boson (s) is the one of the prin ary tasks of the CM S and ATLAS
experin ents at the LHC . For the SM H iggs boson, detailed studies have been perform ed
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[12,13]1w ith the conclusion thata 5 discovery is possible w ith an integrated lum inosity of
30 fo ! fortheentireH iggsm ass range. Severalproduction and decay channels can be used for
this purpose; see Fig.[24 (left). T he spin{zero nature of the H iggs boson can be determ ined
and a prelin nary probe of its CP nature can be perform ed. Furthem ore, inform ation on
the H iggs couplings to gauge bosons and ferm ions can be obtained w ith a higher lum nosity;
the estin ated precision for coupling ratios are typically O (10)$ wih L = 100 fo * [67].
Because of the sm all production rates and large backgrounds, the determ ination of the H iggs
self{ coupling is too di cult and w il require a signi cantly higher um inosity.
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FGURE 2 4. The required um hosiy that isneeded to achieve a 5 discovery signalat LHC usihg various
detection channels as a fiunction ofM g [13] (kft) and the num ber of H jgs particles that can be detected
i theM SSM [tan ;M , ]param eter space [12] (right).

In the M SSM , all the H iggs bosons can be produced for m asses below 1 TeV and large
enough tan values ifa large ntegrated lum inosity, 300 fo !, is collected ; F ig.[2.4 (right).
T here is, however, a signi cant region of the param eter space where only the light SM {lke
h boson willbe found. In such a case them ass of the h boson m ay be the only characteristic
Inform ation of the M SSM H iggs sector at the LHC . N evertheless, there are som e situations
In which M SSM H iggs searches at the LHC could be slightly m ore com plicated. This is for
Instance the case when H iggs decays into SUSY particles such as chargihos and (invisible)
neutralinos are kinem atically accessible and signi cant. Furthem ore, in the so{called intense
coupling regin e w here the three neutralH iggs particles are very close In m ass and have strong
couplings to b{quarks, not all three states can be resolved experin entally [68]].

The search of the H iggs particles can be m ore com plicated In som e extensions of the
M SSM . For instance, if CP {violation occurs, the lighter neutral H; boson can escape ob-
servation In a sm all region of the param eter space with Iow M p and tan values, while
the heavier H ;A and H Dbosons can be accessed In an aller areas than In the usualM SSM
[43]). In the NM SSM w ith a relatively light pseudoscalar A1 particle, the dom inant decay of
the lighter CP {even H; boson coud beH, ! A A, ! 4b, a signature which is extrem ely
di cult to detect at the LHC [[49]. A possbility that should not be overlooked is that in
several extensions of the H iggs sector, such asnon{m inim alSU SY , extra{din ensionalm odels
and the extension with a singlet scalar eld, the H iggs boson m ight decay invisbly m aking
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its detection at the LHC very challenging if possible at all. In addition, in som e other SM
extensions, the rates for the dom nant gg ! H production can be strongly suppressed.

22 THE HIGGS BOSON IN THE STANDARD M ODEL

2.2.1 Higgsdecays and production

In the SM , the pro le of the H iggs particle is uniquely determ ined once itsmassM y is xed
[32,33]. The decay width, the branching ratios and the production cross sections are given
by the strength of the Yukawa couplings to ferm ions and gauge bosons, the scale of which is
set by the m asses of these particles. T he trilinear and quartic H iggs self couplings are also
uniguely xed in temm s of the H iggs boson m ass.

In the \low Higgs mass" range, M g < 140 G&V, the H iggs boson decays into a large
variety of channels. Them ain decay m ode is by far the decay into I pairs w ith a branching
ratio of O (80% ) followed by the decays nto ccand  * pairsw ith fractions ofO (5% ). A lso
of signi cance, the top{loop m ediated H iggs decay into gluons which for M y around 120
G eV occursat the levelof 5% . Thetop and W {loop m ediated and Z decay m odes are
very rare the branching fractions being of O (10 °). H ow ever, these decays are, together w ith
H ! gg,theoretically interesting being sensitive to new heavy states such as SU SY particles.

1 1000 = T T T T 3

100
0.1 I
10 |
0.01 | 1F
01k
0.001 | I
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0.0001 | ' 0.001 L1 ' ' —

100 150 300 500 700 1000 100 150 300 500 700 1000
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FIGURE 2.5. The decay branching ratios (kft) and the totaldecay w dth (right) of the SM H Iygs boson
as a fnction of tsmassM g ; fiom Refs. [69,[70].

In the \high Higgs mass" range, M g > 140 Ge&V, the H iggs bosons decay m ostly into
Ww ' and 27! ) pairs, with one of the gauge bosons being virtual if below the W W
thresholdd. Above the Z Z threshold, the H iggs boson decays aln ost exclusively into these
channels w ith a branching ratio of% forH ! WW and % forH ! ZZ decays. T he opening
of the tt channel forM 5 > 350 G €V does not alter this pattem signi cantly asBR (H ! tt)
does not exceed the level of 10{15% when kinem atically accessble.

In the low m ass range, the H Iggs boson is very narrow gz < 10 M €V, but the width
becom es rapidly wider for m asses larger than 140 G eV , reaching g 1GeV atthe 272
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threshold. For argem asses,M g > 500 G &V , the H iggs becom es obese since its total w idth
is com parable to itsm ass, and it is hard to consider it as a resonance.

In €' e collisions, the m ain production m echanism s for the SM H iggs particles are,
Fig.[28a, the H ggs{strahlung [38,[71]]and the W W flsion [72] processes

e'e ! ZH ! ffH and e'e ! . H (i)

The nalstate H is generated in both the fusion and H iggs{strahlung processes. Besides
the 7 7 fiuision m echanism [[2]e'e ! e"'e H whith issimiarto W W fusion but with an
order of m agnitde sm aller cross section, sub{leading H iggs production channels, F ig.[2.8b,
are associated production with top quarks e e ! tH [7/3]and double H iggs production
[74,[79] in the H ggs{strahlunge' e ! ZHH and fusion e"' e ! H H processes. D egpite
the am aller production rates, the Jatter m echanisn s are very useful when it com es to the
study of the H iggs findam ental properties. T he production rates for all these processes are
shown in Fig.[2J at energies ~ s= 500 GeV and = s= 1 TeV as a function of M g . O ther

sub{leading processes such as associated production with a photon e"e ! H and loop
induced pair production €" e ! H H have even an aller rates and w ill not be discussed here.
e+
(@) ) ) g e (€)
e e .
e e v
e ()

(b) e
t Z
e’ < e Z e W R:
~~H ~ /"H ----*'
<~ “ H
e t e N e W .
e

FIGURE 2.6. D &agram s for the dom hant (a) and subkading (b) H gs production m echanism s at I.C .

T he cross section for H iggs{strahlung scales as 1=s and therefore dom nates at low en-
ergies, while the one of the W W _fusion m echanian rises lke log(s=M 1? ) and becom es m ore
In portant at high energies. At P s 500 G &V, the two processes have approxin ately the
sam e cross sections, O (50 fb) for the interesting H iggs m ass range 115 Gev < Mz < 200
G eV favored by high {precision data. For the expected ILC integrated lum inosity L 500
fo !, approxin ately 30000 and 40000 events can be collected in, respectively, thee'e ! H 2

and e" e ! H channels forMy 120 G eV . This sam ple ism ore than enough to observe
the H iggs particle at the ILC and to study its properties In great detail.
Tuming to the sub{leading processes, the Z Z fusion m echanism €"e ! He'e issiniar

toW W fusion but has a cross section that is one order of m agnitude sn aller as a result of
the am aller neutral couplings com pared to the charged current couplings. H ow ever, the full
nal state can be reconstructed in this case. Note thatat = s> 1 TeV, the cross section for
this process is larger than that of H iggs{strahlung forM 5y < 300 G &V .
T he associated production w ith top quarks has a very am all cross section at P s = 500
G &V due to phase space suppression but,at  s= 800 G &V, it can reach the level of a few
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FGURE 2.7. Productjonpcross sections of the SM Higgs boson at the I.C as a function of M y for
s= 500GeV (kft)and  s= 1 TeV (right); firom Ref. [33].

fem tobams. The ttH nal state is generated aln ost exclusively through H iggs{strahlung
o top quarks and the process allow s thus the determ ination of the in portant gy « Yukawa
coupling In an aln ost unam biguous way. T he electroweak and Q CD corrections are know n
and arem oderate [76], except near the production threshold w here Jarge coulom bic corrections
occur and double the production rate [77]. For My < 140 G&V, the main signal tH !
W "W Hddbis spectacular and b{quark tagging asw ellas the reconstruction of the H ggsm ass
peak are essential to suppress the large backgrounds. For larger H iggs masses, M g > 140
G eV , the process leadsm ainly to H t£ ! 4W b nalstates which give rise to ten Fts ifallW
bosons are allowed to decay hadronically to increase the statistics.

T he cross section for double H iggs production in the strahlung process,e*e ! HH Z ,is
at the level of % hio) atp s= 500G eV Pra light H iggsboson,M g 120 G eV ,and is sm aller
at higher energies [79]. It is rather sensitive to the trilinear H iggs{self coupling ypugu : for

5=500G eV and M 4 = 120 G &V for instance, it varies by about 20% fora 50% variation of

unn - Theelectroweak corrections to the process have been shown to bem oderate [78]. T he
characteristic signalforM y < 140 G &V consists of four b{quarks to be tagged and a Z boson
which needs to be reconstructed in both leptonic and hadronic nal states to increase the
statistics. For higher H iggs m asses, the dom inant signature is Z + 4W Jleading to m ulti{ £t
(up to 10) and/or multi{lepton nal states. T he rate for double H iggs production In W W
fusion,e"e ! o HH,isextramely sna]latp5= 500 G &V but reaches the Jevelof% o)
at1l TevV ; in fact, at high energies, only the lJatter process can be used.

Finally, future linear colliders can be turmed to colliders, In which the photon beam s
are generated by Com pton back {scattering of laser light with cm . energies and integrated
lum nosities only slightly lower than that of the origihale’ e collder. Tuning the m axin um
of the spectrum to the value of My , the H iggs boson can be form ed as s{channel reso—
nances, ! H ,decaying m ostly into b pairsand/orW W ;ZZ nalstates. Thisallows
precise m easuraem ent of the H iggs couplings to photons, w hich arem ediated by loops possibly
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involving new particles [22]as well as the CP nature of the H iggs particle [46],[79].

2.2.2 Higgsdetection at the ILC

In H iggs{strahlung, the recoiling Z boson is m ono{energetic and the Higgs m ass can be
derived from the Z energy since the nitiale beam energies are sharp when beam strahlung
isignored (thee ectsofbeam strahlingm ust be thus suppressed as strongly aspossible). T he
7 boson can be tagged through its clean ‘" “ decays (‘= e; ) but also through decays into
quarks w hich have a much larger statistics. T herefore, it w ill be easy to separate the signal
from the backgrounds, Fig.[2.8 (left). In the low mass range, M y < 140 G &V, the process
leads to Hogg and b’ nalstates, w ith the b quarks being e clently tagged by m icro{vertex
detectors. ForM g > 140 G&V where thedecay H ! W W dom inates, the H iggs boson can
be reconstructed by looking at the “‘+ 4{Ft or 6{Ft nalstates, and using the kinem atical
constraints on the ferm ion invariant m asses which peak at My and M y , the backgrounds
are e ciently suppressed. A Iso the ‘‘gg’ and gogag’ channels are easily accessible.

> gt — wu X
& 400 3
= \s=300GeV Oasf 230 GeV
B 350 500 f&' s 350 GeV
5
300
kS
G 250
4
200
150
100
50 0wwww\wwH\wwww\wwww\wwww\wwww\wwww
118.5 119 119.5 120 120.5 121 1215 122
o MH GeV
80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Missing mass(GeV)
FGURE 2.8. Left: distrbution of the * recoilmassihe’ e ! X ;thebackground from Z pair

production and the SM H gs signals w ith various m asses are shown [§]. Right: di erenthl cross section
forete ! HZ ! H * fortwo di erentcm . energieswith My = 120 Gev [80].

It has been shown in detailed sin ulations [7,[81]] that only a few fo ' data are needed to
obtain a 5 signalfora Higgsboson with amassMy < 150 G&V ata 500 G &V collider, even
if it decays invisibbly (as it could happen eg. in the M SSM ). In fact, for such sn allm asses,
it is better to m ove to lower energies where the H ggs{strahlung cross section is larger and
the reconstruction of the Z boson is better [80]; for M g 120 G &V , the optim um energy is

s= 230 GeV as shown in Fig.[28 (right). M oving to higher energies, H iggs bosons w ith
masses up to M g 400 G &V can be discovered In the H iggs{strahlung process at an energy
0f 500 G eV and w ith a Jum fnosity of 500 fo *. For even larger m asses, one needs to ncrease
the cm . energy of the collider and, as a rule of thum b, H iggs m asses up to 80% P s can
be probed. Thism eans that a 1 TeV collider can probe the entire H iggs m ass range that is
theoretically allowed In the SM ,M y < 700 G&V.
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TheW W fiusion m echanism o ers a com plem entary production channel. For Iow M g
where thedecay H ! Ibisdom inant, avor tagging plays an in portant role to suppress the
2{#t plus m issing energy background. Thee'e ! H () nal state can be sepa-
rated [7] from the corresponding one in the H iggs{strahlung process,e'e ! HZ ! b ,
by exploiting their di erent characteristics in the nvariant m ass which are m easurable
through them issing m ass distribution ; F ig.[2.9. T he polarization of the electron and positron
beam s, which allow s tuning of theW W fusion contribution, can be very usefulto control the
system atic uncertainties. For larger H iggs m asses, when thedecaysH ! W W ¢ 52z Jand
even tt are dom inant, the backgrounds can be suppressed using kinem atical constraints from
the reconstruction of the H iggsm ass peak and exploiting the signal characteristics.

- F T T T T T T N T T T B 500 T - - - T T T T T T T T T T
'~ 400 | @ +  Simulated Data | - [
5 + ——  WW Fusion L= [ b) {
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i + -.E_--#%{rﬁ_{}.*-- ] 200 |
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FIGURE 29. Them issihg m ass distrboution 1 the I nalstate atp§= 350G eV (a) and 500 GeV (b)
orMy =120GeV m W W fusin, H Jgs-stahluing, the interference, as wellas for the background [7].

2.2.3 Detem mmation of the SM H ggs properties

O nce the H iggs boson is found it w ill be of great im portance to explore all its fundam ental
properties. T his can be done in great detail In the clean environm ent ofe” e linear collders:
the H iggs boson m ass, its spin and parity quantum num bers and its couplings to ferm ions,
m assive and m assless gauge bosons aswellas its trilinear self{ couplings can bem easured w ith
very high accuracies. T hem easurem entswould allow to probe in all its facets the electrow eak
symm etry breaking m echanisn in the SM and probe sm allm anifestations of new physics.

The H ggsm ass

M any of the properties of the SM H iggsboson can be determ ined in a m odel ndependentw ay
by exploiting the recoil m ass technique in the H iggs{strahlung process,e"e ! H7Z. The
m easurem entoftherecoil** * massine’e ! ZH ! H ‘/allowsa very good determ ination
of the H iggs m ass [82]]. Atp§= 350 GeV and with L = 500 fo !, a precision of M 4 70
M &V can be reached forM y 120 G &V . T he precision can be increased to M 4 40 M eV
by using the hadronic decays of the Z boson in addition [83]]. Note that here, running at
energies” s My + 100 G eV ism ore adequate as the production cross section is Jargest and
the resolution on the 2 ! ““ decays is better [80]. ForM y = 150{180 G &V when the H iggs
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boson decays m ostly into gauge bosons, accuracies of the sam e order can also b% reached.
T he reconstructed H iggs m ass peaks are shown in Fig.[223 at a cm . energy of s = 350
Ge&V in thechannelsH Z ! Boggand HZ ! W W qg.

@ i ¢ Daa 1o ¢ Daa
| — Fitresult | m,, =150 Gev —  Fit result +
| i M Signa
1000 200 + 9 ++ # *
i m , =120 GeV 7
3 " g
o -
9 m
g 5
@ i
120 140 160 180 200
Mass from 5C fit [GeV] my [GeV]

FIGURE 2.10. The Higs mass peaks recorllostructed In di erent channels wih consttaihed ts for two
valies of M y , a i tosity of 500fb ' and~ s= 350GeV:HZ ! doggatMy = 120 GeV (keft) and
HZ ! WW ggatMy = 150GeV (right); from Ref. [7]].

The H ggs spih and pariy

T he determ ination of the J¥ = 0" quantum number of the SM H iggs boson can also be
perform ed In the H ggs{strahlung process. T he m easurem ent of the rise of the cross section
near threshod, (¢'e ! HZ)/ lzz,ru]es outJ¥ = 0 ;1 ;2 and higher spin 3 ;
which rise w ith higher powers of the velocity 17?; the possibilities 17 ;2" can be ruled out
by studying angular correlations [84]. A threshold scan w ith a lum inosity of 20 fo ! at three
cm . energies is su cient to distinguish the various behaviors; Fiy. [2.11 (left). The angular
distrdbution of the Z=H bosons in H iggs{strahlung is also sensitive to the gpin{zero of the
H iggs particle: at high {energies, the 72 is ongitudinally polarized and the distrbbution follow s
the sif  law which unam biguously characterizes the production of a J* = 0" partick.
A ssum ing thatthe H iggsparticle isam ixed CP {even and CP {odd statew ith param eterizing
the m ixture, the angular distribution can be checked experin entally; Fig.[2.11 (right). The
Higgs J¥¢ quantum num bers can also be checked by looking at correlations in the production
e"e ! HZ ! 4f orinthedecayH ! WW ;2% ! 4f processes [89].

The CP nature of the H iggs boson would be best tested In the couplings to ferm ions,
w here the scalar and pseudoscalar com ponents m ight have com parable size. Such tests can
be perform ed in the decay channel H ! * for My < 140 GeV by studying the spin
correlations between the nal decay products of the two Jeptons [B8]. T he acoplanarity
angle between the decay planes of the two m esons produced from  * and , which can
be reconstructed In the H iggs rest fram e using the  lifetin e inform ation, is a very sensitive
probe, allow Ing a discrin nation between a CP {even and CP {odd state at the 95% CL;
additional inform ation from the in pactparam eter isalso useful. TheCP quantum num bers
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FGURE 211. Thee'e ! ZH cross section energy dependence near threshod forM y = 120 GeV for

soin 0" ;1 and 2" bosons [86] (keft); the determ ination of the CP m xture  w ith the bands show ing the
1 enmorsat’ s= 350 GeV and 500 b * [87] (right).

of the H ggsboson can be determ ined unam biguously in associated production w ith top quark
pairs either by looking at regions of phase space which single out the di erent m ass e ects
generated by scalar and pseudoscalar H iggs production or sin ply from the very di erent
threshold behavior of the cross section as wellas the polarization of the naltop quarks [89].

T he H ggs couplings to gauge bosons

T he fundam ental prediction that the H iggs couplings to W =Z bosons are proportional to the
m asses of these particles can be easily veri ed experim entally since these couplings can be
directly determ ined by m easuring the production cross sections in the H iggs{strahlung and
fusion processes. (e ! HZ ! H ‘" ) can bem easured by analyzing the recoilm ass
against the Z boson and provides a determ ination of the couplings gy 57 Independently of
the H iggs decay m odes. A dding the two Jepton channels, one obtains an accuracy of less than
3% at s 350GeV with L = 500 b ' [82]. The couplng gy yw rMy <2My can be
determ ined, once the branching ratio of a visible channel is available, from them easurem ent
of (¢'e ! H ) which, as m entioned previously, can be e ciently separated from the
e"e ! HZ ! H channeland from the backgrounds; a precision of less than 3% can also
be achieved forM g = 120 G &V, but at a slightly higher energy ~ s 500 G &V , where the
production rate is larger [00]. T he precision on the H iggs couplings is half of these errors,
since the cross sections scale as gﬁ vy and, thus,am easuram entoftheH V'V couplings can be
perform ed at the statistical levelof 1 to 2% and would allow probing the quantum corrections.

T he H ggs decay branching ratios

T he m easuram ent of the branching ratios of the H iggs boson [§,[911,[92,[93,[94,[95,[96] is of
utm ost In portance. For Higgs masses below M g < 140 G &V, a large variety of branching
ratios can be m easured at the ILC , since the o;cc and gg nal states have signi cant rates
and can be very e clently disentangled by m eans of m icro{vertex detectors. T he b b;cc and

* fractions allow to m easure the relative couplings of the H iggs boson to these ferm ions
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and to check the prediction of the H iggs m echanisn that they are indeed proportional to

ferm ion m asses. In particular, BR (H ! * ) m2=3m§ allow s such a test in a rather

clean way. The gluonic branching ratio is indirectly sensitive to the ttH Yukawa coupling

and would probe the existence of new strongly interacting particles that couple to the H iggs

boson and which are too heavy to be produced directly. T he branching ratio of the loop

Induced and Z H iggs decays are sensitive to new heavy particles and their m easurem ent
is thus very in portant. T he branching ratio of the H iggs decays into W bosons starts to be

signicant forM g > 120 G&V and allow s m easurem ent of the HW W coupling In a m odel
Independent way. In themass range 120 GeV < My < 180 Ge&V,theH ! Z7Z fraction

is too sm all to be precisely m easured, but for higher m asses it is accessible and allow s an

additional determ ination of the H Z Z coupling.

TABLE 2.1

Expected precision of the H gs branching ratio m easurem entsat I.C forM y = 120 GeV and a um hosity
of 500 fb !. Ranges of results from various studies are shown w ith cm . energies of 300 Gev [8], 350 GeV
[93,[94,[99] and 350/500 Gev [94].

D ecay m ode R elative precision (% ) R eferences
o 10{24 81931 24197]
cc 8.1{123 8131 P41097]
* 46{71 81 93] [94]]
99 48{10 81 @3] 941197

W W 36{53 8193 94 B3]
23{35 241 Bel]

24

T here are several studies on the sensitivity of the H iggs branching ratios for a light SM

H iggs boson at ILC . A lthough each analysis is based on slightly di erent assum ptions on
detector perform ance, center-ofm ass energy, and analysis m ethod, overall consistent results
are obtained. The accuracies of the branching ratio m easuram ents for a SM H iggs boson
with amass of 120 G &V are listed in Tab.[2.1, while forM g =120, 140 and 160 G €V from
the simulation study of Ref. 03], they are shown in Fig.[212. For My > 180 Ge&V, the
available decay m odes are lin ited as the H iggs boson predom inantly decays into two gauge
bosons. In such cases, the m easuram ent of at least one H iggs{ferm ion coupling is in portant
for establishing the ferm ion m ass generation m echanism . The H ! b branching ratio can
be detem ined with a 12% ,17% and 28% accuracy ﬁ)rFS regpectively, M 3 = 180;200 and 220
G &V, assum g an ntegrated um fosity of 1 ab ' at  s= 800 Gev [98].

N ote that invisble H iggs decays can also be probed w ith a very good accuracy, thanks
to them issing m ass technigue. O ne can also look directly for the characteristic signature of
m issing energy and m om entum . R ecent studies show that in the range 120 GeVv < My <
160 GeV ,an accuracy of 10% can beobtained on a 5% invisble decay and a 5 signalcan
be seen for a branching fraction as Iow as 2% [921.
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FIGURE 2.12. The branching mtio for the SM Higs boson with the expected sensitivity at ILC. A
T fosity of 500 fo * ata cm . energy of 350 GeV are assum ed; from Ref. [03].

The H ggs totaldecay w dth

The total decay width of the Higgs boson is large enough, for My > 2My G&V, to be
accessible directly from the reconstruction of the H iggs boson lineshape. For this purpose, it
is better to run the ILC at relatively Iow energies. It has been shown in Ref. [80] that, for
My = 175 G€eV,ameasuram ent of the width g 05 G eV to a precision of 10% requires
100 fb ' dataat s= 290GeV,whikat” s= 500G eV ,onenesds 5 tin esm ore um osity.

For smaller H iggs masses, y can be detemm ined indirectly by exploiting the relation
between the total and partial decay w dths for som e given nal states. For instance, in the
decayH ! WW ,thewidthisgvenby 5y = H ! WW )=BRH ! WW )and onecan
com bine the direct m easurement of BR(H ! W W ) and use the Inform ation on the HW W
couplng from (¢"e ! H ) to determ Ine thepartialwidth (H ! W W ). A ltematively,
on can exploit the m easurem ent of the H 2 Z coupling from (¢"e ! H Z) for which the
m ass reach is higher than in W W fusion, and assum e SU (2) invariance to relate the two
couplings, gy w w =Ju zz = 1=co0s y . The accuracy on the total decay w idth m easurem ent
ollow s then from thatofBR(H ! WW ¢ Yandgyy w . N therange120GeV < My < 160
G &V ,an accuracy ranging from 4% to 13% can beachieved on y ifgyw y ism easured in the
fusion process; Tab.[2.2. This accuracy greatly in proves for higher M 3 values by assum ing
SU (2) universality and if in addition onem easuresBR (H ! W W ) at higher energies.

TABLE 22 R o
Rehtive precision i the detem hation of the SM Higgsdecay width wih L = 500 b ' at™ s= 350
GeV [1]; the st Ine ghow s the In provem ent which can be obtaihed when using I addition m easurem ents
at™ s 1Tevwih L=1lab ' Q9]

Channel My = 120G eV My = 140 Gev My = 160Gev
iy w from (e ! H ) 6.1% 4 5% 134 %
Guww from (e ! HZ) 56% 3.7% 36%

| BRM® W at 5= 1Tev \ 34% 3.6% 20%

N ote that the sam e technigue would allow extraction of the totalH iggs decay w idth using
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the decays of the H iggs boson together w ith the cross section from ! H ! bas
m easured at a photon collider. T his is particularly true since the m easurem ent of BR (H !

) at” s 1 TeV is rather precise, allow ing the total w idth to be determm ined w ith an
accuracy of % with thism ethod forMy = 120{140 G&V .

The H ggs Yukawa coupling to top quarks

The H iggs Yukawa coupling to top quarks, which is the largest coupling In the electrow eak
SM , is directly accessible in the process where the Higgs is radiated o the top quarks,
e"e | tH . Because of the lin ited phase space, this m easurem ent can only be perform ed
at high energies P s> 500GeV.ForM y < 140 G &V, the Yukawa coupling can bem easured
In the channel W W Hddb with the W bosons decaying both leptonically and hadronically;
b{tagging is essential in thism ass range [100,[101],[102]]. For higher H iggsm asses, M 5 > 140
G &V, the com plicated channels with o+ 4W have to be considered, w ith again, at least
wo W bosons decaying hadronically, leading to 2 leptons plus 6 Fts and one lepton plus 8
Fts, respectively [101]]. T he next{to{leading QCD correctionsto (¢"e ! tH ) have been
recently calculated and, at  s= 500 G &V, it has been shown that the total cross section is
enhanced by a factor of two by threshold dynam ics [77].

e H— bb semileptonic § [ L = 1000 fb!
N—
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2 [
F]
=
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30}
% H—>WW 2 like sign leptons F
20
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A 4 channels combined
[0)

120 140 160 180 200
m,, (GeV/c?)

FIGURE 2.13. Expected accuracis for the m easurem ent of the H tt coupling as a function of M y I
e'e | tH for s= 800GeV and 1 ab ' 1 varbus decay channels [101]].

T he expected accuracies on the H tt Yukawa coupling are shown in F ig.[2.13 as a function
oftheH ggsm ass, for  s= 800G &V and a um nosity of 1 ab *. A ssum inga 5% system atical
uncertainty on the nom alization of the background, accuracies on the H tt Yukawa coupling
of the order of 5% can be achieved for H ggsm asses in the low m ass range, M 5 < 140 G&V,
when the H ! b decays are dom inant; in this case a 500 G&V ILC can reach an_accuracy
at the 10% level [102]. A 10% m easurem ent of the Yukawa coupling is possble at ™ s= 800
G eV up to Higgs m asses of the order of 200 G&V ,when the H ! W W channel takes over.
N ote that the m easurem ent of this coupling is rather di cult at the LHC ; see chapter [4.
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For large masses, My > 350 Ge&V, the H tt coupling can be derived by m easuring the
ratio BR(H ! tt) with the H iggs boson produced in the H iggs{strahlung and W W fiision
processes [103]]. A detailed simulation [1]show s that once the ttand e" e ttbackgrounds are
rem oved, an accuracy of 5% (12% ) forM g = 400 (500) G &V can be achieved on gy , again
atacm . energy of s= 800 GeV and with L 1 ab ! data [104].

T he trilinear H ggs couplng

T he m easurem ent of the trilnear H iggs self{coupling, which is the st non{trivial probe of
the H Iggs potential and, probably, the m ost decisive test of the EW SB m echanism , ispossible
in the double H iggs{strahlung process. For H iggs m asses in the range M 5y < 140 G &V , one
has to rely on the Ho decays and the cross section In theete | HHZ ! Wdb+ “** orgg
channels is rather am all, while the four and six ferm ion background are com paratively very
large. T he excellent b{tagging e ciencies and the energy ow which can be achieved at ILC
m akes it possible to overcom e the form idable challenge of suppressing the backgrounds, w hile
retaining a signi cant portion of the signal. A ccuracies of about 20% can be obtained on the
measurement of (¢"e ! HHZ) in themass range below 140 G &V ; see Fig.[2.14. Neural
network analyses allow to In prove the accuracy from 17% to 13% atM y = 120 GeV and to
obtain a 6 signi cance for the signal [109]; see also R ef. [106],[107].

total cross section 03 -t
fb L L S T . -
[fol ele-->ZHH SM Double Higgs-strahlung: ¢*¢ — ZHH
e e-->HH vv W-fusion
Combined o [fb]
solid : m, = 120 GeV
0.2} dashed : m,, = 180 GeV
0.1t
- 0 I T TR I TR T S R SR T S I SR T
0 s L L L L L L L
=00 1000 1500 100 120 140 160 180
CM energy [GeV] My [GeV]

FGURE 2.14. T%e separate and com bined production cross sections forthe ZH H and HH processes
as a function of _ s [108] (Jleft) and the accuracy in the determ hation of (¢"e ! HH Z ) for several
Higgsmassesat s= 500GeV withL = 1ab ' [109] (right).

Since the sensitivity of the processe’ e ! H H Z to the trilinear H iggs coupling isdiluted
by the additional contributions originating from diagram s where the H iggs boson is em itted
from the Z boson lines, only an accuracy of HHE 22% can be obtained forMy = 120
Gev atpE 500 GeV with a lum nosity of L 1 abl. The accuracy becom es worse
for higher H iggs m asses, when thedecaysH ! W W must beused. In this case, one can
proceed to higher energy and take advantage of the fusion process efe | HH [108]
which has a larger cross section, In particular w ith longitudinally polarized e beam s. The
sensitivity of the triple coupling constant is dom inated by H iggs{strahlung at low energy and
W W fusion or~ s> 700 Ge&V .A recent sinulation at™ s= 1 TeV which com bines both the
e"e ! HHZ ande"e ! HH processeswith HH ! 4b nalstates,assum inga 80% g
polarization and a lum inosity of 1 ab !, shows that an accuracy of HHEH= HHH 12%
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forMy = 120 GeV could bebe achieved if yyy isSM {lke [109]. T he relative phase of the
coupling and its sign, m ay be also m easured from the interference term s [108,[109].

N ote that this coupling is not accessible at the LHC unless the integrated lum inosity is
signi cantly increased. The quartic H iggs self{coupling is not accessible at both the LHC
and ILC as a result of the very am all cross sections for tripe H iggs production .

The two{photon H ggs coupling

Atthe option of the ILC ,when the energy is tuned to My , the H iggs boson can be form ed
as an s{channel resonance, ! Higgs. Thisallow s a very precise m easurem ent of the loop
Induced two{photon H iggs coupling. For a low m ass H iggs boson, when the decays H ! kb
are dom inant, the m ain background ! I can be suppressed by choosing proper helicities
for the initiale and laser photonsw hich m axin izes the signal cross section, and elim inating
the gluon radiation by taking into account only two{ jt events. C lear signals can be obtained
[I10]which allow them easurem entof (H ! ) BRH ! b)with a statistical accuracy
of 2% forMy = 120 GeV atan energyps_ee= 210 GeV and a um fnosity L. = 410 b !;
Fig.[2.19 (left). Because of the snaller H ! kb branching ratio, the accuracy drops to 7%

forMy = 160 Ge&V. For heavier H iggs particles decaying into W W =2 Z nal states, the

two{photon width can be m easured w ith a precision ' 3% {10% forMy = 200{350
Gev [19]; Fig.[213 (right). T he relative phase of the coupling can also bem easured and, for
My = 200 G&V,one obtains an accuracy of 35 m rad [T79].

e'e beamswith Vs, =210.5 GeV

> 5 :
] [ I ;
Qa0 | [ Higgssignal \; | 305 GeV 2HDM /
N M, =120 Gev L --- 362Gev /
Bawo | S j
) NL O Background: Lo 418 Gev .,':/
guso F EE b 01 - 500 GeV I
1500 | B cc(g) "
£
3 1250 Total L, = 410fb™
1000
Aolo=1.8% 0.05 -
750
500
250 5
0 | L | L | L | L
0 = - 200 250 300 350 400
W oor (GeV) M, [GeV]
FIGURE 2.15. T he reconstructed Ivariantm ass distriution of the ! H ! Ibsignaland the kbo(g) and
cc(g) backgrounds [79] (Jeft) and the expected statistical errors in the detemm hation of the H coupling
n ' H ! WW=2Z (rght) wih the yellbw (thick light) band show ihg the prediction h a general

two{H gs doublkt m odel [79]].

In pact of H ggs coupling m easurem ents

Ifwe com bine the H iggs{strahlung and W W fusion processes for single H iggs production, the
decay branching ratio m easurem ents, associated H iggs production w ith top quark pairs and
double H iggs production In the strahlung and W W fusion processes, the various couplings
associated w ith the H iggs particle can be determ Ined rather accurately. W e can then com pare
the m agnitudes of these couplings w ith the the SM and check the fundam ental prediction
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that they are indeed proportional to the particle m asses. R elations between various H iggs
couplings and particle m asses are shown in Fig.[2.1d for the case of a 120 G&V SM H iggs
boson w ith accuracies corresponding to L = 500 fo Tat” s=300GeV forthec; ;o;W and Z
coup]jngs,p s= 500Ge&V forthe yuy self{coupling and P S 700G ev Brthe tl Yukawa
coupling. A summ ary of the various precision m easurem ents at ILC is given in Tablk[23

An In portant feature of ILC experim ents is that absolute values of these coupling con-—
stants can be determ ined in a m odel{independent way. This is crucial In establishing the
m ass generation m echanisn for elem entary particles and very useful to explore physics be-
yond the SM . For instance, radion-H iggs m ixing in warped extra dim ensionalm odels could
reduce them agnitude of the H iggs couplings to ferm ions and gauge bosons in a universalw ay
[56,[57] and such e ects can be probed only if absolute coupling m easurem ents are possible.
A nother exam ple is related to the electrow eak baryogenesis scenario to explain the baryon
num ber of the universe: to be successfiil, the SM H iggs sector has to be extended to realize
a strong rst-order phase transition and the change of the H iggs potential can lead to ob-
servable e ects In the triple H iggs coupling [111],[112]. Finally, the Joop induced gluonic and
photonic decay channels are sensitive to scales far beyond the H ggsm ass and can probe new
particles that are too heavy to be produced directly [113].

Coupling Mass Relation
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FIGURE 2.16. The relhtion between the H gs couplings and the partick m asses as determ hed from the
high {precision IL.C m easurem ents [4]; on the y axis, the coupling ; of the particle i with massm ; is
de ned 1 a such away that the rhtionm; = v ; with v/ 246 GeV holds in the SM .

23 THE HIGGS BOSONS IN SUSY THEORIES

2.3.1 Decays and production of the M SSM H iggs bosons

T he decay pattermn of the H iggs bosons of the M SSM  [40] is m ore com plicated than in the
SM and depends strongly on the value of tan  and the H iggs m asses; see F ig.[217 where
the branching ratios are shown fortan = 3 and 30. T he Iightest h boson w illdecay m ainly
nto ferm ion pairs since its m ass is an aller than 140 G &V, except In the decoupling lm it
In which it decays lke the SM {H iggs boson and thus the W W decays can be dom inant.
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TABLE 2.3

P recision of the H ygs couplingsdeterm hation forvarius particlesat the IL.C from aglbal rforMy = 120
GeV wih 500 fb ! data. Forc; ;b;W ;7 couplhgs, s= 500 GeV isassumed whik ™ s= 500 (800) GV
istaken forthe HH H (tH ) couplings and 1 ab ! data isassumed (the measurement of 445 can be
in proved by a factorof two at~ s= 1 TeV ). The accuracy for the determ ination of the H ggsboson m ass,
totaldecay w th and CP {m ixture at~ s= 350 GeV with 500 fo ! data, are also shown. From Ref. [7].

coupling HHH JHw w 9u 77 9u tt 9H o JH cc 9u
accuracy 022 0012 0:012 0:030 0:022 0:03[7 0:033
observable M g H CP {m ixture
accuracy 0:00033 0:061 0:038

30

T he ferm ionic channels are In general also the dom inant decay m odes of the heavier scalar
H and pseudoscalar A bosons, except for the H boson when it is SM {lke. For values of
tan much larger than unity, the m ain decay m odes of the three neutral H ggs bosons are
decays into o and pairs with the branching ratios being of order 90% and 10% ,
respectively. For large m asses, the top decay channelsH ;A ! ttopen up, yvet for large tan
thesem odes rem ain suppressed. If them asses are high enough, the heavy H boson can decay
Into gauge bosons or light h boson pairs and the pseudoscalar A particle into hZ nalstates.
H ow ever, these decays are strongly suppressed fortan > 3{5 as is is suggested by the LEP 2
constraints. T he charged H iggs particles decay into ferm ions pairs: m ainly th and nal
statesforH m asses, respectively, above and below the th threshold. Ifallowed kinem atically
and for sm allvaluesof tan ,theH bosonsdecay also into hWw nalstates fortan < 5.
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FIGURE 2.17. The decay branching ratios of the M SSM H iggs bosons as functions of their m asses for
tan = 3 and 30 h them axinalm ixing scenaro with M g = 2 TeV.
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Adding up the various decay m odes, the widths of all ve H iggs bosons rem ain very
narrow . T he totalw idth of one of the CP {even H iggs particles w ill be close to the SM H iggs
boson w idth, while the totalw dths of the other H iggs particles w ill be proportional to tan
and w ill be of the order of 10 G &V even for large m asses and large tan  values.

O ther possible decay channels for the M SSM bosons, In particular the heavy H ;A and
H states, are decays Into supersym m etric particles. In addition to light sferm ions, decays
Into charginos and neutralinos could eventually be In portant if not dom inant. D ecays of the
Iightest h boson Into the lightest neutralinos (LSP ) can be also In portant in som e parts of
the SUSY param eter space; see R ef. [40]] for a recent review . T hese decays can render the
search for H iggs particle rather di cult, in particular at hadron colliders.

At the ILC , besides the usual H iggs{strahlung and fiision processes for h and H produc-
tion, the neutral H iggs particles can also be produced paitw ise: e e | A + h=H [114]. The
cross sections for the H ggs{strahlung and the pair production as well as the cross sections
for the production of h and H are m utually com plem entary, com ing either w ith a coe cient
sin? ( ) or oo ( ); Fig[2.18. The cross section for hZz production is large for large
valies of M ;,, being of O (100 o) at = s = 500 G €&V ; by contrast, the cross section for H Z
is large for Iight h [In plying an allM z ]. In m a pr parts of the param eter space, the signals
consist of a 2 boson and b or * pairs, which is easy to separate from the backgrounds
w ith b{tagging. For the associated production, the situation is opposite: the cross section for
Ah is large for light h whereas AH production is preferred in the com plem entary region. T he
signals consists m ostly of four bquarks in the nalstate, requiring e cient b{quark tagging;
m ass constraints help to elin nate the QCD Pts and Z Z2 backgrounds. The CP {even H iggs
particles can also be searched for n the W W and Z 72 fusion m echanian s.

500

100

10

100 200 250

FIGURE 2.18. Production cpross sections of theM SSM H ggsbosons n €' e  collisions as functions of the
masses ortan = 30 and  s= 500 GeV; from Ref. [40].

In e" e collisions, charged H ggs bosons can be produced pairwise, e"e ! H'H ,
through ;7 exchange. T he cross section dependsonly on the charged H iggsm ass; it is large
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alnost up to M %pg. H bosons can also be produced In top decays; In the range

1< tan < m=my,,thet! H " bbranching ratio and the tt production cross sections are
large enough to allow for their detection in thism ode as w illbe discussed in chapter[4.

T he discussion of SUSY H iggs production at the ILC can be brie v summ arized in the
follow Ing three points.

{ The H iggs boson h can be detected in the entire range of the M SSM param eter space,
either through the H iggs{strahlung [and W W fusion ] process or associated production w ith
the pseudoscalar A boson. In fact, this conclision holds true even at a cm . energy of
250 GeV and with a um nosity of a few fo '. Even if the decay m odes of the h boson
are very com plicated, m issing m ass techniques allow for their detection. For instance, the
branching ratios for the invisble h boson decays into the LSP neutralinos can be m easured
at the percent level as exem pli ed in Fig.[2Z19 for a 350 GeV ILC . The accuracy can be
substantially in proved by running at lower cm . energies [80]. T he sam e very detailed tests
and precision m easurem ents discussed previously for the SM H iggs boson can be perform ed
for the M SSM h boson, in particular in the decoupling lim it.

[a'g L L L L EL L LA B DL B B

2 . ind. method

é M,, = 120 GeV

0t . M, =140GeV
M, =160GeV |

............................

~aTTtaa

BR(H - inv.)

FGURE 2.19. The expected accuracy on the hvisblk decay rate as a function of the branching atio at

s = 350 GeV wih 500 fb ! data (full Ines). The other lnes indicate the didual contrbutions from
the m easuram ent of the nvisblk rate (dashed lnes) and the total H gs{sttahlung cross section (dotted
Ines); the Jarge dots are the result of the indirect m ethod [7]; from Ref. [92].

{ A1lSUSY H iggsbosonscan bediscovered atan €" e collder iftheH ;A and H m asses
are less than the beam energy; for higherm asses, one sin ply has to increase the cm . energy,
s> 2M » . The various cross section contours for heavy M SSM H iggs production processes
are shown in Fig.[220 in the M » ;tan ]planefor s= 500 GeV and 1 TeV [119]. Ascan
be seen, several channels m ight be observable depending on the value of tan . Note that
the additional associated neutral H iggs production processes w ith tt and b allow for the
m easurem ent of the Yukawa couplings. In particular, e’ e ! b+ h=H=A for high tan
values allow for the determ ination of this In portant param eter for low M , values.

{ If the energy isnot high enough to open the H A pair production threshold, the photon
collder option m ay becom e the discovery m achine for the heavy H iggs bosons [116, [117].
Since the A ;H bosons are produced as s{channel resonances, the m ass reach at a photon
collder is extended com pared to the €" e m ode and m asses up to 80% of the origihalcm .
energy can be probed. It has been shown in Ref. [117]that the wholem edium tan region
up to about 500 G &V , where only one light H iggs boson can be found at the LHC , can be
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FGURE 220. Cross section contours of varibus heavy M SSM H Ijgs production processes In the plkne
M, ;tan Jfor s= 500 GeV and 1 Tev [II5].

covered by the photon collider option w ith three years of operation with an e e cm .energy
of 630 G &V ; see Fg.[2.21]. T he photon collider m ode is also in portant to determ ine the CP
properties of the heavy H iggs bosons, either by studying angular correlation of H iggs decay
products or by using initial beam polarization. T he discrin ination between the scalar and
pseudoscalar particles can be perform ed and CP violation can be unam biguously probed.
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FGURE 2.21. E ective cross sections for the production of the heavier CP {even (kft) and the CP {odd
(right) H ggs bosons 1 collisions, ( ! H=A ! b) Prsevermltan values;from Ref. [L17].

2.3.2 M easurem ents In the M SSM H iggs sector

A num ber of very Im portant m easurem ents can be perform ed at the ILC in theM SSM H iggs
sector. IftheheavierH ;A and H  states are kinem atically accessible, one can m easure their
m asses and cross sections tin es decay branching ratios w ith a relatively good accuracy. In
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the pair production processe” e ! H A, a precision of the order of 022% can be achieved on
the H and A m asses, while a m easurem ent of the cross sections can be m ade at the level of
a few percent in the Bddb and ten percent in the b * channels; see F g.[2.22 (left).

For the charged H iggs boson, statistical uncertainties of less than 1 G&V on its mass
and less than 15% on its production cross section tim es branching ratio can be achieved
in the channele"e ! H'H | thth for M4 300 GeVv with high enough energy
and um inosity; F ig.[2222] (right). T hese m easurem ents allow the determ ination of the m ost
in portant branching ratios, o and * for the H =A and tb and for the H particles,
as well as the total decay w dths which can be tumed Into a determ ination of the value of
tan , with an accuracy of 10% or less. T he spin{zero nature of the particles can be easily
checked by looking at the angular distributions which should go as sin® . Several other
m easurem ents, such as the spin {parity of the H iggs particles in H=A | * decays and, In
favorable regions of the param eter space, som e trilinear H iggs couplings, can bem ade.
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FGURE 2.22. The reconstructed TwvarBnt mass from a kinematc tih'ee ! HA ! b * for
Ma = 140 GeV and My = 150 GeV atp§= 500 GeV with 500 fio ! data [118] (kft) and the di{ £t
TvarBntm assdistrbution forete | H*H ! thtbforM 4y = 300 GeV after applying the ntem edite
W ;tand the equalmass nalstate constaits for 500 fb * data at~ s= 800 GeV [1] (right).

Thepro le of the lighter H iggs boson can be entirely determ ined. T his is particularly the
case close to the decoupling regin e where the h boson behaves like the SM H iggs particle
but with a m ass below M 140 G eV . This is, iIn fact, the m ost favorable m ass range for
precision m easurem ents as the H iggs boson has m any decay channels that are accessible in
thiscase. Thishasbeen shown in the previous section when we review ed the precision studies
fora SM H iggs boson at the ILC .

A detailed analysis of the deviations of the couplings of the h boson with am assM , = 120
G eV, from the predictions in the SM has been perform ed in R ef. [7]using a com plete scan of
theM SSM M , ;tan ]param eter space, ncluding radiative corrections. In F ig.[2.23, shown
are the 1 and 95% con dence level contours for the tted values of various pairs of ratios
of couplings, assum Ing the experim ental accuracies at the ILC discussed in the previous
section. From a 2 test which com pares the deviations, 95% of allM SSM solutions can be
distinguished from the SM case forM , < 600 G &V and this num ber reduces to only 68% for
M < 750G eV .In som e cases, one is sensitive toM SSM e ectseven form assesM , 1TeV,
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ie. beyond the LHC mass reach. If the deviations com pared to the SM are large, these
precision m easurem ents would also allow for an indirect determm ination ofM , ; for instance,
In themassrangeM 5 = 300{600 G &V an accuracy of 70{100 G €V ispossble on the A m ass.

s — s — s
& MSSM prediction: m,, =120 GeV ) & m,, =120 GeV n
= c = =
2 | 200Gevem,<a0Gev  —> il EN - i B |-
ous " 2 I MSSM prediction < m,, =120 Gev
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FIGURE 223. D etem nation of the couplings of a SM {1lke H Iygs boson at the IL.C and the hterpretation
withh the M SSM . T he contours are the couplings of a 120 GeV H Iygs boson asm easured w ith 5001 *
data at pE = 350 GeV except for gy 1+ which uses 800 GeV (here the expectation at the LHC is also
shown); from Ref. [7].

T his type of indirect determ nation cannot bem ade in a convincing way at the LHC as
the experin ental errors in the variousm easuram ents are worse than at the I.C ; see Fig.[2.23
where the ghy w and gh contours are digplayed. W hile at the ILC ,M SSM e ects can be
probed form assesclose toM 5 = 1 TeV , there is practically no sensitivity at the LHC .H ow —
ever, the precision m easurem ents at the ILC can gain enom ously from other m easurem ents
that can be perform ed only at the LHC . Indeed, the various H iggs couplings are not only
sensitive to the tree{level nputsM 5 and tan but also, on param eters that enter through
radiative corrections such as the stop and sbottom m asses which could be accessible only at
the LHC . If, In addition, the A boson is seen at the LHC Wwhich m eans that tan  is large,
tan > 15]and itsm ass ism easured at the levelof 10% , the only other in portant param eter
entering the H iggs sector at one{loop is the trilinear coupling A+ [and to a lesser extent, Ay,
and Jwhich willbe only loosely constrained at the LH C . N evertheless, using this know ledge
and the fact that the top m ass can bem easured w ith a precision of 100 M &V at the ILC , one
can vastly in prove the tests of the M SSM H iggs sector that can be perform ed at the LHC or
at the ILC alone; see Ref. [19] for a discussion on the LHC {ILC com plem entarity.

2.3.3 The H iggs sector beyond the M SSM

In the M SSM w ith CP {violation, the three neutral H iggs bosons H 1 ;H ,;H 3 are m xtures
of CP {eigen and CP {odd states. Because of the sum rule for the H iggs couplings to gauge
bosons, igﬁ v o= gﬁ o ! the production cross sections in the H iggs{strahlung and W W fui-
sion processes should be large for at least one of the particles and there is a com plem entarity
between H ; single and H jH  pair production. In fact, sin ilar to the usualM SSM , the nor—
m alized couplings are such that oy 1\/ij= Pu,u,v] 1 I thedecoupling lim iEMy > 200
GeV and at least H; is accessble for ° s> 300 G&V,sinceM y, < 130 Ge&V . If two or the
three H iggs particles are very close in m ass, the excellent energy and m om entum resolition
on the recoiling Z boson in the H iggs{strahlung process would allow to resolve the coupled
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Higgs system s, eg. from an analysis of the lineshape. The presence of CP {violation can
be unam biguously checked by studying the spin{spin correlations In H iggs decays into tau
lepton pairs or controlling the beam polarization of the colliding photon beam s at the
option of the ILC ; see R ef.. [43]] for nstance.

In the NM SSM ,where a com plex isoscalar eld is introduced, leading to an additional
pair of scalar and pseudoscalar H iggs particles, the axion{type or singlino character of the
pseudoscalar A1 boson m akes it preferentially light and decaying into b quarks or  leptons
[50]]. Therefore, In som e areas of the NM SSM param eter space, the lightest scalar H iggs
bosonsm ay dom inantly decay into a pair of light pseudoscalar A1 bosons generating four b
quarksor Ileptonsin the nalstate. In fact, it isalso possible that H, isvery lightw ith sm all
V'V couplings,whileH , isnot too heavy and plays the role of the SM {like H iggs particle; the
decaysH, ! H1H 1 can also be substantial and w ill give the sam e signature as above. T his
is exem pli ed In Fig.[2.24 where shown are scatter plots for the m ass of the SM {lke H iggs
boson (hy ) and the pseudoscalar{like (h; ) boson, the ratio ofhy coupling to Z bosons Ry )
com pared to the SM H iggs coupling, and the branching ratio of the heavy to light H iggs
decay (hy ! hphpy) [49]. A s seen previously, H iggs{strahlung allow s for the detection of the
CP {even H iggs particles independently of their decay m odes, provided that their couplings
to the Z boson are substantial, as it occurs for one CP {even H iggs boson as exem pli ed in
them ddle plot of Fig.[2.24. In fact, thanks to the usualsum rule which relates the CP {even
H iggs couplings to the those of the SM H iggs, a \no{lose theorem " for discovering at least
one H iggs state has been established for ILC while the situation is presently less clear for the
LHC and allH iggs particles could escape detection [49,[50].

hg~h;h; decays: mass pairings hy~h;h; decays: VV Coupling of h hy~h;h; Branching Ratio
gy Yy p g g0y Yy pling H 00y g
L NN L AN AR A AR B I B L BN I BN AR
. o LOF 7T i Lok ]
,:; 0.5 — ’EO.B— ]
§ 40F . £ e
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L 41
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é’ & o4f ]
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FIGURE 2.24. Scatter pbts for the m ass of the hy and h; boson (kft), the nom alized couplings to the
hy boson (m ddE) and the branching rmtio of its decays to lighter h; bosons (right) as function of the
H ggsm ass; they have been obtained ih an NM SSM scan forregionswith hy ! hyh; decays; from [49].

In a general SUSY m odel, w ith an arbitrary num ber of isosinglet and isodoublet scalar
elds (as well as a m atter content which allows for the uni cation of the gauge coupling
constants), a linear com bination of H iggs elds has to generate the W =2 boson m asses and
thus, from the triviality argum ent discussed earlier, a H iggs particle should have am assbelow
200 G eV and signi cant couplings to gauge bosons [48]. T his particle should be therefore
kinem atically accessible at the ILC with a cm . energy =~ s> 350 G &V . It can be detected
in the H iggs{strahlung process independently of its (visible or invisible) decay m odes. If its
m ass happens to be in the high range, M 200 G &V , at least its couplings to W ;Z bosons
and b{quarks (eventually t{quarks at high energies and lum inosities), as well as the total
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decay w dths and the spin{parity quantum num bers can be determ ined.

W e should stress again that even In scenarios w ith invisible H iggs decays, as would be
the case for Instance of spontaneously broken R {parity scenarios in which the H iggs particles
could decay dom inantly into escapingM aprons,H ; ! JJ,at least one CP {even H iggs boson
is Iight and has sizable couplings to the gauge bosons and should be observed by studying
the recoilm ass spectrum against the 2 boson in the H iggs{strahlung process.

From the previous discussions, one can thus conclide that the ILC is the ddealm achine
for the SUSY H iggs sector, w hatever scenario nature has chosen.

24 THE HIGGS SECTOR IN ALTERNATIVE SCENARIOS

A s discussed in the introductory section, several non {supersym m etric scenarios beyond the
SM predict new features which m ight signi cantly a ect the H iggs sector. To illustrate the
large In pact that such m odels can have, we w ill take as an exam ple the e ects of a radion in
warped extra din ensionalm odels. O ther possibilities w ill be discussed in chapter[d.

In R andall{Sundrum m odels 53], a scalar radion eld is introduced to stabilize the dis-
tance between the SM and the gravity brane. Carrying the sam e quantum num bers, the
H iggs and radion eldscan m ix and the properties of the H iggs boson w illbe altered [56],[57].
In particular, H iggs{radion m ixing can lead to im portant shifts in the H iggs couplings w hich
becom e apparent in the various decay w idths. T hese shifts depend on the radion and H iggs
m asses, the m ixing param eter which is expected to be of order unity and the ratio of the
H Iggs vacuum expectation value v to the e ective new scale 1Tev.

T he ratio of H iggs partial decay w idths in these m odels to their SM values is illustrated
in the left{hand side of Fig.[2Z28 forM 5 = 125 G eV and various valies of the radion m ass
M and theratio v= [[56]. A scan be seen, while the shifts in the f£f=VV and w dths are
rather sin ilar, the shift in theH ! gg partialdecay w dth isdi erent; the w idth can becom e
close to zero for som e values of them ixing. The In pact of m xing In £f and VV nalstates
is in general an aller and the branching ratiosw illnot be signi cantly a ected as these decays
are dom Inant. This in plies that it w ill be In perative to perform a precise m easurem ent of
the H iggs totaldecay w dth in order to probe the m ixing w ith radions. At the ILC , the shift
in the photon couplings can be probed in ! H production while in the € e option, the
H ! ggwidth can be precisely m easured. Since the totaldecay w idth can be also m easured,
the absolute values of the H iggs couplings can be unam biguously determ ined.

T he suppression of the H gg loop induced coupling can occur in other extensions of the SM
aswell. BesidestheM SSM w ith Iight top squarksand large trilinear A + couplings, the SU (2)r
partmer of the right{handed top quark in warped extra dim ensionalm odelsw ith an extended
left{right sym m etric structure will also contrbute to the H gg vertex and could interfere
destructively w ith the top quark contridbution, leading to a much sm aller coupling [113]. In
the strongly interacting light H iggs scenario proposed recently [65], the H iggs couplings to
glions, as well as the couplings to ferm ions and gauge bosons, are also suppressed. Note
that the suppression of the H gg coupling would lead to a decrease of the cross section for the
dom inant H iggs production m echanisn in proton collisions, gg ! H , and would m ake the
H Iggs search m ore com plicated at the LHC .

A nother in portant consequence of radion m ixing is the decays of the H iggs boson into a
pair of radions. Indeed, if the radion isrelatively light, thedecaysH ! m ightbe kinem at-
ically accessble and, for som e m ixing values, the branching fractions m ight be substantial.
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FGURE 2.25. Left: the mtib R of H ggs partialw dths to their SM values, as a function of the m ixing
parameter wihMy = 125GeV,M = 300GeV andv= = 02 [56]. Right: the branching fiactions for
the decays H ! asa finction of M fordi erent vallesand My = 120 GeV, = 5Tev [57].

This is exem pli ed in the right{hand side of Fig.[229 where BR (H ! ) isdisplayed as a
function of them ixing param eter forMy = 120GeV and = 5TeV [57]. Ascan be seen,
the rate can be very large, in particular for the largest j jvalueswhen M is close to %M H -
The detection of the H ! decay m ode could provide the m ost striking evidence for the
presence of non{zero m ixing. In the considered m ass range,M < 60 G &V, the radion will
m ainly decay into o and gg nalstates, while the branching ratio is very sm all. O bserv-
Ing these nalstatesw illbe ratherdi cult at the LHC while in H iggs{strahlung at the IL.C,

the nalstate ZH ! 2 ' Z + 4 Jts should be easily detectable. Finally, the reverse
decay process ! HH isalso possible for radion m asses larger than M > 230 G&V . The
branching fractions, when this decay occurs, can be rather large. For M g 120 G &V, the
processe’e ! Z ! ZHH ! Z + 4bwould dram atically increase the ZH H production

rate at the ILC and would lead to spectacular events; see chapter[dl.

Note that in m odels w ith large extra dim ensions [58], the interaction of the Higgs eld
and theR icciscalar curvature of the induced four{din ensionalm etric also generates a m ixing
term w ith the closest K aluza{K lein graviscalar elds [59]. Thism ixing results in an e ective
Higgs decay width, (H ! graviscalar), which is invisble as the graviscalars are weakly
Interacting and m ainly reside in the extra dim ension while the H iggs is on the TeV brane.
T hese invisible H ggs decays can be largely dom inating. In addition, there is the possibility of
H iggs decays into a pair of graviscalars, but the rates are sm aller than the ones from m ixing.
T hese decays w ill com plicate the H iggs search at the LHC , while they can be easily detected
n H iggs{strahlung at the ILC and the branching fractions precisely m easured.

O therm odels also predict large rates for nvisble decays of the H iggsboson . An exam ple,
besides decays into the lightest neutralinos and M a prons [54]in non m inin alSU SY m odels,
isagain given by extra din ensionalm odels in which the H iggs bosons decay into the lightest
K aluza{K lein particles which are supposed to form the dark m atter in the universe [119].
Finally, In them inin alextension of the H iggs sector w ith a singlet eld S, nvisbleH ! SS
decays occur and could be the dom fnant channels [60].

T hus, one can conclude that also in altemative scenarios to supersym m etry, the ILC w ill
be a valuable tool to unravel the electrow eak sym m etry breaking m echanisn .
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CHAPTER 3

C ouplngs of gauge bosons

The Standard M odel has been thoroughly tested In the last two decades w ith the high-
precision m easurem ents of LEP, SLC and the Tevatron which have mm Iy established that it
describes correctly the electroweak and strong interactions of quarks and leptons. H owever,
m any in portant aspects of them odel, besides the electrow eak sym m etry breaking m echanism
for particle m ass generation, need m ore experin ental investigation. T his can be done at the
ILC in the production of ferm ion antiferm ion pairs as well as electrow eak gauge bosons, n
particular single and pair production of W bosons, which provide the largest cross sections
leading to event sam ples of a few m illion each with the ILC expected lum inosity.

An In portant task is to m easure the interactions am ongst gauge bosons much m ore
precisely than it was possible at LEP and the Tevatron and w ill be possible at the LHC , for
Instance, detem ine the trilinear selfcouplings of the W and Z bosons at the perm ille level.
A nom alous values of these couplings are m ost precisely m easured in the clean environm ent of
an e" e colliderand at thehighest possiblecm .energy ~ s. The ILC thusallow s to constrain
new physics at scales far above the direct reach of the collider through quantum corrections
and, altematively, to probe an all e ects from operators in an e ective Lagrangian that are
suppressed by powers of s= ¢ where is the scale at which the new physics sets n. The
m easurem ent of the quartic gauge boson selfcouplings is of utm ost in portance, especially if
no H iggs particles have been observed at the LHC and ILC . In this scenario, the interactions
betw een m assive gauge bosons becom e strong at energies close to 1 TV and thee ective scale
for the new interactions needed to restore quantum -m echanical unitarity can be extracted
from a precise m easurem ent of anom alous values of these selfcouplings.

A nother In portant task, once the top quark and the H iggs boson m asses are accurately
known, is to m easure the value of the e ective weak m ixing angle sin? é and the W bo-
son massM iy and to test m ore precisely their quantum corrections and the consistency of
the m odel in an unam biguous way. T hese param eters can be determ ined w ith an accuracy
that is far better than the one presently available by running the high-lum inosity IL.C near
the Z boson resonance and near the W W threshold and this test can be perform ed at an
unprecedented level of precision. T hen, and only then, virtuale ects of new physics beyond
the SM can be probed in an unam biguous way. Furthem ore, observables in ferm ion pairs
produced in €' e collisions at high energy are sensitive to new physics far beyond the center
ofm ass energy. A sone exam ple, an ILC running at 500G €V is sensitive to e ects of a heavy
7 "boson, that is predicted in m any SM extensions, beyond the reach of the LHC and it can,
if such a particle has been observed at the LHC , m easure its couplings and thus distinguish
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between the various m odels w here this new Z °boson occurs.

Finally, the ILC o ers the possibility of testing Q CD at high energy scales in the experi-
m entally clean and theoretically tractable € e  environm ent. In particular, it allow a m ore
precise determ ination of the strong coupling 4, which is presently known w ith an error of
several percent [35], and the m easurem ent of its evolution w ith the energy scale. Since the
weak and electrom agnetic couplings are known w ith a m uch higher accuracy, this m easure-
m ent is very in portant as the present erroron ¢ represents the dom inant uncertainty on the
prediction of the scale for grand uni cation of the strong, weak and electrom agnetic forces.

31 COUPLINGS OF GAUGE BOSONS TO FERM ION S

In the SM , ferm ion pair production, e*e | ff for £ 6 e, proceeds at treelevel via the
exchange of photons and Z bosons in the s<<hannel. T hese processes can thus be used to
m easure the couplings of ferm ions to gauge bosons. A 1l cross sections are given by the product
of the initial state €" e V and the nalstate ££V couplings. A ssum ing universality, lJepton
pair production thus m easures the leptonic couplings while quark production m easures the
product of the leptonic and the quark couplings.

Since weak interactions violate parity, the vector- (gy # ) and the axialkvector- (ga 5 ) cou—
plings can vary independently in general. H owever they can be disentangled experim entally
w ithout m a pr problem s. T he total cross section is proportional to the squared sum of the
couplings (gf,lf + g]i;f) while several asym m etries lke the leftxight asym m etry Z—\iR w ith

polarized beam s or the forw ard-backward asym m etry A?B m easure their ratio gy =0 + .

T he ferm ion couplings to the Z boson have already been m easured w ith great success at
LEP and SLD on the Z boson resonance [120/]]. T he com parison of their precisem easurem ents
w ith accurate calculations led to the prediction of the top quark m ass before it was actually
discovered [121]]and to the current prediction that the H iggs boson should be light [120/].

At s 500GeV ,€e ! ff samples ofa few m illion events are expected so that the
couplings can be m easured at the perm ille level accuracy. The m ain interest in ferm ion
pair production lies in lin its on physics beyond the SM . A part from photons and Z bosons,
all other particles that couple to electrons and the nal state ferm ions can be exchanged
and thus contribute to the cross section. In a m ore m odel independent approach, the virtual
e ects ofnew physics can be param eterized In temm s of contact interactions using the e ective
helicity-conserving Lagrangian, w ith the interaction strength set to g?=4 = 1,

X
Le = H——> & € £y fy: (i)
ij=L R =

Here, one assum es that the m asses of the exchanged particles are so heavy, that details of
the propagator are not felt and only the Lorenz structure of the couplings rem ains visible.
In a detailed experim ental analysis it has been shown that ferm ion pair production at
the ILC provides a large sensitivity to the contact interaction scales 35 [122]. The lin its
on the scales that one can extract from the precision m easuram ents are shown in Fig.[31l
for quark (left) and muon (right) pair production at~ s = 500G &/ usihg lab ' of data,
e polrization and various assum ptions for the system atical errors; for muon nal states,
the signi cant in provem ent using e* polarization is also displayed. A s can be seen, scales
of the order of = 20 to 100T&V can be reached at this energy, signi cantly higher than
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those obtainable at the LHC ; this is shown in thee' e ! gg case as the LHC cannot probe
ete ¥ couplings. Atp s= 1Te&V , the lim its are expected to be approxin ately 50% larger.

A m odeldependent application of the precision m easurem ents of ferm jon pair production,
besides probing for instance ferm ion com positeness and/or anom alous couplings, leptoquarks,
etc., is the search for heavy neutralz ° vector bosons. T he ferm fon cross sections and asym —
m etries are altered by the virtualexchange of the Z “ boson and are thus sensitive to itsm ass
and couplings. In general, the ILC precision m easurem ents at = s = 500G &V are m ore or
equally sensitive to the Z “m ass as the LHC direct m ass reach and m ore sensitivity is gained
ata 1Tev . Ifa Z%boson with amassM 40 < 3  4TeV has been cbserved at the LHC , the
ILC allow s to determm ine them odelorigin. A m ore detailed discussion of Z ® e ects and other
applications of ILC precision m easurem ents is given in chapter[d.

1ab?, P=0.8, P,=0.6, ee— hadrons 1ab?, P=038, e L'y
AP/P=0.5% AP/P=1.0%
om0 ‘ - APIP=0.5%
ee— UUE Asys=0.1% == Asys=05% N P +20.0: Deys=0.2% 7 Asys=05% [l
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FIGURE 3.. Sensitivities at the 95% CL of a 500G &V IL.C to contact hteraction scalks fordi erent
helicttiesih e" e ! hadrons (eft) andete | * (right) incliding beam polrization [122].

A nother possibility to m easure the ferm ion couplings to the Z boson is to retum to the Z -
resonance n the G igaZ option ofthe ILC [19]. W ith a um inosity artound L = 5 Han ?s !,
a billion Z decays can be collected within a few m onths of running. The m ost sensitive
Observable tom easure the Z ferm ion couplings is the leftright polarization asymm etry A g =
Pi i+ ; y,where [ g denotes the cross section for left/right handed polarized electron beam s
and P thebeam polarization. T his asym m etry is sensitive to the ratio of the vector to axial-
vector coupling of the electron to the Z boson,A1r = 20y £9a ;e=(<_:j$;e + gﬁ ;e),whjch n tum
m easures the e ective weak m ixing angle In 2 decays,gye=da g = 1 4Qc sin? é .

Ife polarization is available, the cross section for a given beam polarization is given by

= u [1 Pe+ Pe + ALR (Pe+ Pe )]: (ji)

If the sign of the electron and positron polarization can be Ipped independently, four m ea—
surem ents w ith four unknow ns are possible, so that A1 g can be m easured w ithout the nead
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for absolute polarin etry. Polarin eters are, how ever, still needed to m easure a possible po-
larization di erence between the left- and the right-handed state and to track any time

dependences of the polarization which enters in the polarization product of equation ().
A;r can be measured with a statistical accuracy of about A (g = 3 10°. The largest
system atic uncertainty by far com es from the know ledge of the beam energy. T he slope close
to the Z peak jsdALR:dp5= 2 10%=GeV and is due to the 7 interference. Not to
be dom inated by this e ect the center of m ass energy neaeds to be known to 1M &V relative

to the Z m ass which has to be calbrated by frequent scans. If the beam strahlung is the
sam e In the peak running and in the scans for energy calbration, its e ect cancels out and

beam strahlung does not contribute to the system atic uncertainty.

2 1

Conservatively,a nalerrorof A ;g = 10 *willbeassum ed correspondingto sin = =
13 10¢°. Thisisan in provem ent ofm ore than one order ofm agnitude com pared to the value
obtained at LEP/SLD . To achieve this precision, one also needs to know the ne structure
constant at the scaleM 5, M 22 ), with a much better precision than presently. M easuring
the cross section (¢"e ! hadrons) to 1% roughly up to the J= resonance would reduce
the uncertainty of the sin? é prediction to the level of the experin ental error [123]. W ith

m odest upgrades this is possble using present m achines.

If absolute values of the couplings are to be m easured, one needs to obtain the Z boson
leptonicwidth .. Thepeak crosssection (e ! “7/ )for  s= M, isproportional to
2= 2 . Thus,tomeasure ., apart from the cross section, the totalw dth of the Z boson
needs to be determ ined from a scan. M any systam atic uncertainties enter the determ ination
of . and the relative know ledge of the beam energy a ects the determ ination of i+ while
the know ledge of the total lum inosity and the selection e ciency directly enter the cross
section m easurem ent. T he m ost severe system atics are expected to com e from the beam
energy spread and from beam strahling. Because the second derivative of a BreitW igner
distrdbution at the peak is very large, the e ective peak cross section is strongly reduced by
these e ects, which may well lin it the . m easurem ent. A probably optin istic estin ate [19]
show s a possible in provem ent of a factor two relative to the LEP m easurem ent.
T he bquark, the isospin partner of the top quark, plays a special role in m any m odels.
Tts forward-backward asymm etry as m easured at LEP is one of the few observables that
deviates from the SM prediction by m ore than two standard deviations [120], a deviation
that can be explained, eg. In extra-dim ensional m odels [124]. At G gaZ, the asymm etry
param eter A p, = %%2*’ can bem easured one order of m agnitude better than at LEP /SLD

9 ot 9n

and w ithout a deggndAerfce on the Z ee couplings, revealing if the current deviation is realor
sim ply a statistical uctuation. A Iso them easuram ent of the fraction ofbb events in hadronic
Z decays, Ry, which is proportional to géb + gf\ 5 Can be in proved by a factor ve.

In addition to the ferm on-Z couplings, the W boson m ass can be m easured at the ILC
w ith a threshold scan to a precision around 6M &/ [125]. Because of a sin ilar structure of
the radiative corrections, this observable is usually interpreted together with the coupling
m easurem ents. W ithin a w de range ofm odels, the m easurem ent of M  can replace the one
of . which is not accurately determ ined as m entioned above. However, this m easurem ent
takes one year of runningat~ s 160G &V , where not m any physics issues can be addressed .

A sa possible application of the precision m easurem ents discussed above, F ig.[3.2 displays
the projcted sin? é and M iy m easuram ents under di erent assum ptions com pared to the
prediction of the SM and its supersym m etric extension, the M SSM [41l]. W ithin the SM , a
stringent test of the m odel is possible whilke for the M SSM the sensitivity is good enough
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the SM and the M SSM  [41]].

to constrain som e of its param eters. It can also be seen that the precise top quark m ass
m easurem ent at the ILC is needed for an optim al sensitivity of the com parison.

32 COUPLINGS AMONG GAUGE BOSONS

3.2.1 M easurem ents of the triple couplings

T he couplings am ong the electroweak gauge bosons are directly given by the structure of
the gauge group. T his structure can thus directly be determ ined by a m easuram ent of the
gauge boson interactions. W Joson pair production is an egpecially interesting process in
this respect. W ithout gauge interactions, W *W  pairs are produced In €' e collisions
via neutrino tchannel exchange. This m echanisn violates unitarity and is regulated by
the photon and Z boson s-channel exchange processes w hich involve the triple gauge boson
couplings. Since the exact values of the selfcouplings, as predicted by the SU (2);, U (1y

gauge structure, are needed for unitarity restoration, an all changes lead to large variations
of the cross section. For this reason, thee'e | W "W  process ismuch m ore sensitive to
the triple gauge boson couplings than one would naively expect from cross section estin ates.

T he triple gauge boson couplings are conventionally param eterized as [126/]:

Lywv = Giwv GV W W' W W' +1iyW W'V +i—W W'V
W
t QW W@V +RV )+ gl Woew' ew w' v
iy W WV +iMV2w Wwrvoo; (i)

w
using the antisym m etric com binationsV. =@ V @V and theirdualsV =% V .The

overall coe cientsare gy yw = eand gy w 7 = ecot . Electrom agnetic gauge invariance
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TABLE 3.1

Resultsofthe shgkparmam eter ts (1 ) to thedi erent triple gauge couplings at the IL.C ﬁ)g s= 500G &V

withL = 500 b ' and  s= 800GeV wih L = 1000 o ';P. = 80% and P.. = 60% hasbeen used.

coupling error 10 *
F5=500Gey | 5= 800Gev

g? 155 126
33 19

59 33

7 32 19

2 6:7 30
gt 165 144
g; 459 183
~z 390 143
2 75 30

requiresthatg; = 1 and gy = O atzerom om entum transfer. In the SM ,onehasg‘l’ = vy =1,
all other couplings are equal to zero. Am ong the di erent couplingsg;; and areC-and
P-conserving,gs isC and P -violating but CP-conservingwhile gy ; ~; "~ violate CP symm etry.

Experin entally, the di erent types of couplings can be disentangled by analysing the
production angle distribbution of the W boson and the W polarization structure which can
be obtained from the decay angle distribbutions. Anom alousW W and W W Z couplings give
sin iflar signals In the nalstate distrdbutions. H ow ever they can be disentangled easily at the
ILC using beam polarization. Because of the strong dom inance of the left-handed electron
state, high polarization valies are needed for this analysis. This can also be achieved by
increasing the e ective polarization using polarized positron beam s.

An analysis using a fast sin ulation hasbeen perform ed at the two energies P s= 500G eV
and 800G &V [127]and the results for single param eter ts are shown in Tabl [3]l. For the
m ultiparam eter ts, the correlations arem odestat ™ s= 800G &/ so that the errors increase
by atm ost 20% ,whileat™ s= 500G &V they arem uch larger and the errors increase by about
a factor two In the multiparam eter t of the C P conserving param eters. For the C or P
violating param eters, the correlations are sm all at both energies [127]. In scenarios in which
there is no H iggs boson and new strong interactions at high energies occur, the anom alous
triple gauge couplings transhte into a m ass scale for the new physics around 10T&V , ie. far
beyond the energy where unitarity breaks down in this case [7].

A dditional inform ation on the triple gauge couplings can be obtained from the e and

options of the ILC . In this case, only the W W couplings can be m easured w ithout

am biguities from theW W Z couplings. It is often clain ed that these options are particularly
sensitive because of the Jarge cross sections and because the leading contributions depend on
the triple gauge couplings. However, ine ! W and ! WYW ,no gauge cancellations
occur so that the sensitivity is reduced. D etailed studies have shown that for the coupling

,the e"e mode is by far superior, while for the coupling com petitive results can be
obtained [128,[129]. Figure[3.3 com pares the and  m easurem ents at di erent m achines.
Particularly for the coupling which, because of its lower m ass din ension is interesting to
study, them easuram ent at the ILC isan order of m agnitude better than theoneat the LHC .
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FIGURE 3.3. Com parison of and atdi erentmachies, For LHC and ILC three years of munning

1 1

are assum ed (LHC : 300 fb ,JchE: 500G &V : 500 o ,JchE: 800G &V : 1000 b '). Favaikbk

the results from m ultijaram eter tshave been used.

3.2.2 M easurem ents of the quartic couplngs

In addition to the triple electroweak gauge boson couplings, the ILC is also sensitive to
the quartic couplings. Two processes are In portant in this context: triple gauge boson
production, e"e ! VVV,and vector boson scattering, e'e ! “1VV0with ‘1, = e;
and V;V%= W ;Z . In vector boson scattering, the underlying process is the quasielastic
scattering V1V, ! V3V,. T he subprocesses w ith initial Z bosons are, how ever, suppressed as
a result of the am allZ ee couplings. NeverthelessW 2 ! W Z and 272 ! Z7Z areofsomeuse
In the case where no custodial SU (2) nvariance is assum d .

In the SM in which a Iight H iggs boson is absent, unitarity requires that the interaction
am ong gauge bosons becom es strong at high energies. In this case, the physics of EW SB
below the symm etry breaking scale is described by the m ost general e ective Lagrangian
for the G oldstone bosons required by the spontaneous SU (2);, U (1) ! U (1), breaking.
T his Lagrangian describes the physics of longitudinal gauge bosons and its param eters can
be probed in their interactions. The m ost general C and P conserving e ective Lagrangian
contains 10 din ension-four Interactions L1;.q0 [130]. As the SM accounts for the snall
deviation of the = MV? =(cos? w M 22 ) param eter from unity, a custodial SU (2). sym m etry
appears to be conserved and, In a rst step, one can restrict the analyses to the ve SU (2)¢
Invariant and linearly breaking operators. T hree of them contribute to the triple gauge boson
couplings, w hile the rem aining two contribute only to the quartic couplings,

Ly= 4s2trVV &wVV ; Lg= strVV twVV : ()

whereV s pli esto jggw iy jgogB (B isthehypercharge gauge boson ) in the unitarity
gauge. The coe cients ; are related to scales of new physics , by naive dim ensional
analysis, ;= (v= )?. In the absence of resonances that are lighter than 4 v, one expects
a strongly interacting sym m etry breaking sector at a scale | 4 v 3TeV which m eans
the coe cients  ; are of order 1=16 2 unless they are suppressed by som e sym m etry.

T hus, the quartic electrow eak gauge couplings can be param eterized in an alm ost m odel-

Independent way (only the custodial SU (2) sym m etry can be assum ed for sin plicity) by the
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FGURE 34. Expected sensitivity for 4; s at the IL.C wjihpE: 1TeV and 1 ab ' fiom thee' e !
VVV channels [131]]. Left: the W W Z channel for unpolrized (A ), only € polkrized (B) and both e
polrized (C) beam s. Right: combhed tushgW W Z and ZZ Z fore polrized beam s. Lines represent
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operators L4 and Ly and their coe clents 4, and 5 can be determ ined or constrained by
studying, for instance, quasielastic gauge boson scattering at high energies. In fact, the
sensitivity of the quartic couplings to the two param eters rises strongly w ith energy and
usefill results can be obtained only w ith the upgrade of the ILC to the energy of 1 T&V .

W ithin the generic e ective- eld theory context discussed above, all processes that con—
tain quasielastic weak boson scattering, efe ! vV V | “‘“VV,and triple weak boson
production, e"e ! VVV , have been recently reanalyzed [131]]. T he study uses com plete
six-ferm ion m atrix elem ents in unw eighted event sam ples, fast sin ulation of the ILC detector
and a multidin ensional param eter t of the set of anom alous couplings. It also includes
a study of triple weak boson production which is sensitive to the sam e set of anom alous
couplings. In the case where the sim plifying assum ption of custodial sym m etry is used, the
results are illustrated in Figs.Bd forthee'e ! W W Z ;2% % channelsand F .35 for the
com bination of both channelsassum inga 1TeV ILC with 1 ab ! ofdata. A s can be seen, an
accuracy of the order of 1=(16 2) can be obtained on the coe cients s and 5.

W ith the assum ption of conserved SU (2). symm etry, the LHC obtains sin ilar lin its as
those shown above. However, since the ILC can, contrary to the LHC , tag the initial and

nal state gauge bosons, the segparation of couplings is possible without the need of this
assum ption. An exam ple of constraints in this case, ncluding the fourdin ension operators
L and L5 which break the custodial sym m etry, is shown in F ig.[3.89b where the sam e energy
and lum inosity as above is assum ed. D espite of the increase of the param eter space, the
constraints are only a factor of two to three worse than in the conserved SU (2) case.

N ote that the 1in its on the param eters ; can be Interpreted in term s of heavy resonances;
the constraints on the m asses of these resonances depend strongly on the assum ptions and
vary between 1 and 4TeV [131]]. T his aspect w ill be discussed in chapter[d.

33 THE STRONG INTERACTION COUPLING

P recision m easurem ents In strong interaction processes w ill be part of the physics program of
the ILC .Am ong them any aspects of perturbative Q CD which can be studied at the collider,
them easurem ent of the strong coupling 4 w ill represent one of them ost in portant outcon e.

T he strong coupling ¢ can be determ ined from event shape observables in e" e ! ggg
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FGURE 35. Linitsof 4, 5 assumig SU (2). conservation (a) and 4 — 5 wihout this assum ption
(b) from a com bined analysis of threevectorboson production and of vectorboson scattering assum g
1000 b ' at’ s= 1TeV . Thedashed lne represent 90% c.l. and the sold line 68% .

that are sensitive to the three—pt nature of the particle ow ; exam ples of such observables
are the thrust, t m asses and gt rates. In this m ethod, one usually form s a di erential
distribution, applies corrections for detector and hadronization e ectsand tsa perturbative
QCD prediction to the data, allow ing ¢ to vary. M easurem ents from LEP and SLC have
shown that statistical errors below 0.001 can be obtained with sam ples of a few tens of
thousands hadronic events. W ith the current ILC design lum inosities, hundreds of thousands
ofe"e ! gg events can be produced each year and a statistical error on (M 5 ) below
0.0005 can be achieved [132),[7]. The systam atic error, how ever, is at present a factor ten
larger than this value and it is not clear, how much it can be in proved by higher order
calculations.

The G gaZ option also provides the possibility for a very accurate determ ination of the
value of (M 3 ) via the m easurem ent of the inclusive ratio of the Z boson decay w idths
Rhad = had= ‘- The current LEP data sampl of 16 07 bosons provides an accuracy

sM 7 )= 00025 from theratio Ry.q 39]. AtG gaZ, the statistical error can be low ered to
the level 0£ 0:0004 but system atic errors arising from the hadronic and leptonic event selection
w ill probably lim it the precision to s(M z )= 0:0008 [133]. Thiswould be a very precise
and reliable m easurem ent from a single and clean observable which is subjct to very an all
theoretical uncertainties. E specially Ry4g is una ected by any non-perturbative corrections.

T he translation of them easurem entsof (M 3 ) discussed above to other energies, 5(Q )
with Q & M 3 , requires the assum ption that the running of the coupling is determ ined by the
QCD function. Since the logarithm icdecrease of ¢ w ith energy isan essentialcom ponent of
QCD ,re ecting theunderlying non-A belian dynam ics of the theory, it is in portantalso to test
this energy dependence explicitly. Such a test would be particularly interesting if new colored
particles w ere discovered, since deviations from Q CD running would be expected at energies
above the threshold for pair production of the new particles. Furthem ore, extrapolation of

s to very high energies of the order of M y = 10'°G &V can be com bined w ith corresponding
extrapolations of the weak and electrom agnetic couplings in order to constrain the coupling
uni cation or the GUT scale. Hence, it would be desirable to measure 4 In the same
detector, w ith the sam e technique and by applying the sam e treatm ent to the data, at a
series of di erent energies Q , so as to m axim ize the leveram for constraining the running.
T hisisshown in F ig.[3.8where sin ulated m easurem entsof ¢(Q )atQ = 91;500 and 800G &V
are displayed, together w ith existing m easurem ents in therange 20 Q 200G &V [132,[71.

It is therefore clear that ILC data adds signi cantly to the leveram in the energy evo-
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ution of ¢ and allow s a substantially In proved extrapolation to the GUT scale. This is
exem pli ed in Fig.[3J] where the evolution of the three gauge couplings is displayed. The
m easurem ents at G gaZ will support uni cation ata scaleM ¢ / 2 10° Gev,with a pre-
cision at the percent level. H ow ever, the couplings are not expected to m eet exactly because
of the high threshold e ects at the scale M y . T he quantitative evaluation of the discrepancy
w il provide in portant constraints on the particle content at the GUT scale.
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FGURE 3.7. Extapoktions of the gauge couplings asm easured at I.C to the uni cation scalke[134)].

M any other aspects of Q CD can be addressed at the ILC . In particular, the and e
options o er a broad new area ofQ CD studies in twophoton interactions at high energy and
lum inosity. Exam ples are (see also chapter[d for Q CD studies in the processe’ e | tt) [7]
the total cross section, the photon structure function and the annihilation of virtual photons
as a test of BFK L dynam ics.
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CHAPTER 4
Top quark physics

T he top quark is the heaviest particle In the Standard M odel and, thus, the m ost strongly
coupled to the electroweak symm etry breaking sector; it is therefore expected to play a
fundam ental role in the dynam ics behind the sym m etry breaking m echanisn . It m ight also
hold clues In solving the longstanding avor problem and provide clear indications on new
physics beyond the Standard M odel. For instance, if the H iggsm echanisn should be veri ed,
the m easurem ent of the top quark Yukawa coupling would help to discrin inate between
SM and non{standard H iggs scenarios. If the new physics beyond the SM is su ciently
decoupled, shifts in the production and decay properties of a SM {lke top quark m ay be the
only evidence for it. W ith the precision ILC m easurem ents, one could have sensitivity to new
physics at m ass scales far above the electroweak symm etry breaking scale. For exam ple, it
has been shown [124,[135] that in warped extra{dim ensionalm odels, as the top quark has a
wavefunction that is near the TeV brane, its production cross section at the ILC can reveal
Kaluza{K lein excitations of gauge bosons w ith m asses up to 10{100 T&V .

P recise and m odel{ independent m easurem ents at the ILC of the top couplings to weak
gauge bosons w ill be sensitive to interesting sources of non{SM physics as m any m odels
predict anom alous top quark couplings. In Technicolor and other m odels w ith a strongly {
coupled H iggs sector, non {standard CP {conserving couplingsm ay be induced at the 5{10%
level [136]]. In supersymm etric and m ulti{H iggs m odels, CP {violating couplings m ay be
induced at the onedoop level, w ith predictions in the range 10 3{10 2 [137]. Little H iggs or
top{seesaw m odels predict de nite shifts in the top quark couplings to the W and Z bosons.

H igh {precision m easurem ents of the properties and interactions of the top quark are
therefore m andatory. The ILC will have broad capabilities to outline the top quark pro le
w ith high precision and in a m odel{ independent way. In particular, the tt threshold holds
the prom ise of very precise m easuram ents of the top quark m ass and totaldecay w idth. Both
at threshold and in the continuum , the neutral and charged current interactions of the top
quark can be very precisely determm ined . Tts vector and axial{vector couplings to the Z boson
In the production vertex and to the W boson in the decay vertex, aswell as itsm agnetic and
electric dipole m om ents, could be m easured at the one percent level. The high lum inosity
expected at the ILC w illallow to determ ine the In portant top quark Yukawa coupling to the
H iggs boson w ith a precision greatly exceeding that foreseen at the LHC .

Finally, if the threshold of new physics is nearby, new decay channels of the top quark,
such asdecays Into a charged H iggs boson in supersym m etric orm ulti{H iggs doublet m odels,
m ay be observed and studied In detail in the clean environm ent of the ILC .
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41 THE TOP QUARK MASS AND W DTH

The top quark m ass is a fundam ental param eter of the SM and also a crucial ingredient
of the electrow eak precision m easurem ent program , hence the in portance to m easure it as
accurately as possible [138]. In m any extensions to the SM in which the H iggs boson m ass can
be calculated, the theoretical prediction for M If depends sensitively on m +. For instance, in
them Inin alsupersym m etric extension ofthe SM , the radiative correctionsgrow asm ﬁ [41]. In
this case, the expected LHC precision of 1 G &V onm + transhtes into a sin ilar uncertainty for
the predicted value of the lighter H iggs boson m assM 1, [41]]. T he anticipated accuracy at the
ILC ism ore than an order ofm agnitude better, obtaining a param etric error sm all enough to
allow for a very incisive com parison of theory and m easurem ent. A sm aller uncertainty on m ¢
also in proves the sensitivity to new physics causing anom alousW and Z couplings [139,[137/].

Because of its arge w idth, + 15 G eV, the top quark w ill decay before it hadronizes,
thus non-perturbative e ects are expected to be highly suppressed. A s a result, the energy
dependence of the cross section o fore’ e | ttcan be com puted reliably, w ith an expected
Increase In rate by a factor of ten as the centerofm ass (CM ) energy is varied by 5 G &V
around the threshold energy. The location of the rise of the cross section can be used to
extract the value ofm +, while the shape and nom alization yield inform ation about the total
width ¢, the strong coupling ¢ and eventually, the ttH Yukawa coupling guy 140]]. In
R ef. [14]]], three threshold observables: ., the peak of the top m om entum distribution, and
the forw ard {backw ard charge asym m etry, were sin ultaneously tted to obtain m easurem ent
uncertainties on m¢, ¢, s o0f19Mev, 32 MeV, and 00012, respectively. However this
study did not include a com plete evaluation of in portant system atic uncertainties, such as
eg. the determm ination of the lum inosity spectrum or theoretical uncertainties on di erential
observables. Figure[4]l (left) dem onstrates the sensitivity of the top m ass m easurem ent
to these observables. It is expected that the top m ass can be m easured w ith a statistical
uncertainty of 40 M &V in a m odest scan of 10 fo ', a an all fraction of a year at typical
design lum inosities. A longer scan of about 100 b ! can determ e the top w dth to 2% .

T he threshold cross section has been calculated including som e of the next=tonext=to-
leading logarithm ic (NNLL) QCD corrections, as shown in Fig.[4d (right) [142,[143]. The
fullNNLL contribution is not yet available, but the Jarge size of the corrections relative to the
NLL termn s [144]] suggests that the theoretical uncertainty on the cross section w ill ultin ately
be approxin ately 4= « % ,but the e ect on them ass determ ination is sm all.

T he high-precision m easurem ents of the ILC at the tt threshold w illdeterm ine a \thresh-
od" (or resonance) m ass param eter w ith an accuracy signi cantly below 100 M &V . This
threshold m ass can then be transhted into another shortdistance m ass that is usefulas a
theory input, such as theM S m ass. This transhtion w lgive rise to an additional theoretical
uncertainty. T he current estin ate for the com bined experin entaland theoretical uncertainty
in the determ ination of the top-quark m ass is about 100 M &V [145].

A threshold scan w ill require precise know ledge of the average cm . energy and the shape
of the lum inosity spectrum dL /dE [146]]. Schem es for precision m easuram ent of hE o, i include
the use of beam spectrom eters or using physics processes such as Z boson pair production
or radiative retums to the Z . The lum inosity spectrum is determ ined by the beam spread,
beam strahlung and initial state radiation (ISR ).A 1l three e ects will lead to a an earing of
the tt threshold cross section, resulting in a signi can%reductjon of the e ective lum inosity
and hence the observed cross section, °°S(" s)= L 1 %) (% s)dx.

0
The in uence of the three e ects is dem onstrated in Fig. [4J. The beam spread will
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FIGURE 4.1. Left: sensitivity of the observabls to the top mass h a cm energy scan around the tt
threshod w ith the di erent sym bols denoting 200 M &V steps in top m ass[L41l]. R ght: dependence of the
e"e ! ttcross section on the cm energy in varbus approxin ations for Q CD corrections [143].

typically be 0:1% and w ill cause com parably little sm earing (though additional beam di-
agnostics m ay be required to m easure and m onitor the beam spread), but beam strahlung
and ISR are very in portant. The lum inosity spectrum w ill lead to a system atic shift in the
extracted top m ass which must be well understood ; otherw ise it could becom e the dom i~
nant system atic ervor. T he proposed m ethod is to analyze the acollinearity of (large angle)
Bhabha scattering events, which is sensitive to a m om entum m ism atch between the beam s
but insensitive to the absolute energy scale [147]. For this, the envisioned high resolution of
the forw ard tracker w illbe very in portant to achieve an uncertainty on the order of 50 M €V .

Including all these contributions, a linear collider operating at the tt threshold w ill be
able to measurem + with an accuracy of 100 200 M €V . This can be com pared w ith the
current accuracy of 2 GeV at the TeVatron and possibly 1Gev at LHC[IZ].
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FIGURE 4 2. Left: Sm earing of the theoretical tt cross section (default’) by beam e ectsand jndi)jalstate
radiation. R ghtpanel: Sin ulation ofbeam spread, beam strahluing and ISR asdistdbutionsofx = E=p Sy
(where P 'Sy is the nom halcm . energy of the m achine). From Ref. [148].
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42 TOP QUARK INTERACTIONS

4.2.1 The couplng to the H ggs boson

N ear threshold, the tt pair interacts, in addition to theQ CD potential, via a Yukawa potential
associated with H iggs boson exchange. For a low H iggs boson m ass, the tt cross section
is a priori sensitive to the top-H iggs Yukawa coupling, gy [141l]. Even m ore sensitive is
the measurement of the e"e | tH cross section in the continuum , which is essentially
proportional to g2, as discussed in chapter[d.

At the ILC with energies Jarger than 500 G &V , the process e e | tH with the H iggs
decaying to W *W  or kb has the relatively clean signature of 6 gts in nal state, w ith
4 b{ Fts and m ulti{ Bt Invariant m ass constraints, but w ith backgrounds about three orders
of m agnitude larger. T he dom inant backgrounds are radiative top production and/or decay
(tt+ ts) and irreduchble 2 (Z ! o) [149]. For Higgs bosons w ith 120{200 G &V m asses,
studies w ith events processed through a realistic detector sin ulation and involving rather
sophisticated event selection procedures, have been perform ed [102,[101]]. T hey dem onstrate
that one can m easure gy to 6{10% precision at Ss= 800GeV wih 1 ab ! data [I01].
However, even a 500 G &V ILC can signi cantly In prove our know ledge of the the ttH Yukawa
coupling and accuracies up to 10% can be achieved in the Iow H iggsm ass range [102].

A recent reexam nation of the LHC m easurem ent of the coupling suggests it will be
challenging to reach this level of precision. However, when com bined with ILC results at

s = 500 GeV, LHC does better. ILC precision measurement of BR(H ! W *W ) and
BR (h ! Ib) replaces theory assum ptions in the LHC m easurem ents and leads to a better
com bined uncertainty of 10-15% or better for a large range of M 3 vales [15,[67, [102].
T herefore, for a num ber of years, the com bination of results at the LHC and ILC (500 G &V )
would yield the m ost precise determ ination of the top quark Yukawa coupling.

4.2.2 Couplings to electroweak gauge bosons

Since the charged electroweak current is nvolved In the top decay, tt production In €' e
collisions is sensitive to both the neutral and charged gauge boson couplings of the top
quark, and in the neutral case, directly sensitive to both the tt and tZ vertices. Because
the top quark width, ¢,ismuch larger than ¢cp , the decay process is not in uenced by
fragm entation e ects and decay products w ill provide useful inform ation.

Them ost general tt( ;7 ) couplings can be w ritten as [150],[151]]
n i 50, (P P) o i 5"

ie FOFE + —— F, 7 + F,) ; (1)

t 2) 2m .

where the only form factors di erent from zero in the SM are

2 7 1 8 7 1 .
v = 37 W T i s e - 3w iFRT g, W
(e=m ) k isthe electric dipolem om ent form factor of the top quark and (e=m ) g‘{ the
weak electricdipolem om ent; (e=m ) g];z are the electric and weak m agneticdipolem om ents.
In the SM , the electric and dipole m om ent term s violate CP and receive contributions only
at the three{loop level and beyond. The CP {conserving form factors are zero at tree{level
but receive non{zero O ( ) QCD corrections.
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TTA}?eLlE 4§ta1jsl:baluncertajnt'es for the real parts of the ( ; Z )t form factors obtained from an analysis
oftheprocesse’ e ! tt! ‘ + ®tsfor s= 500 GeV.0nl one coupling at a tin e is varied.
C oupling LO SM Value P ) HLdt (b 1 1 sensitivity

Fla 0 0:8 100 0.011

Fle 06 08 100 0.013

Fly 2=3 08 200 0.047

FlZv 0:2 0:8 200 0.012

Foa 0 +08 100 0.014

F2ZA 0 +08 100 0.052

Fou 0 08 200 0.038

F2Zv 0 08 200 0.009

In Tablld] isshown thel sensitivity 1in its for the realparts of the te( ;Z ) form factors

obtained from an analysis of the processe’ e | tt! “ + ftsat™ s= 500 GevV [@]. Top
quarks are selected and reconstructed, and b quarks are tagged using a detector m odel w ith
com bined e ciency of 20% , and purity of 88% . To extract lin its on F W’Z and FlA;Z , the
angular distribution of the reconstructed top quark can be used. At the the ILC lim its on
FZA;Z m ay be obtained from CP {violkting angular asym m etries of the decay leptons, w ithout
assum ing the W  couplings to be vanishing [152]. Longitudinale beam polarization can
be used to enhance the sensitivity, as well as to obtain independent lim itson F,, and FZZA ,
w hen both are sin ultaneously keptnonzero. C om binations ofdecay lepton energy and angular
asymm etries can be m ade sensitive to anom alous couplings either in the production or the
decay by a suitable choice of cuts on the lepton energy [153].
FlV’Z and FZV’Z are derived from the left{right polarization asymm etry Az and FzA;Z
from the angular distribbution of the reconstructed top quark and the decay angles of the t
and t. The lim its shown in Table[4]] could be strengthened w ith positron beam polarization,
m ostly from the increased ttcross section: with P = 035, (tf) isabouta factor 145 larger,
in proving the precision in the m easurem ent of A g by nearly a factor of 3 [I7]. Increasing
thecm . energy to~ s= 800 G &V in proves the lim its by a factor 1 3{1.5 [154].

Them ost general i couplings can be param eterized in the form [151]]

= %th £ Py + f1 Pg ;—(pt R) P+ f5 Py i (iff)
W

wherePg ;= 2(1 ;). nthelimitm, ! 0,f] and £} vanish and,in the SM ,£ff' = 1 and
all other form factors are zero at tree{level. The W vertex can be param eterized sin ilarly.

The £5 couplhng, correspondjng toaV+A W interaction, can bem easured In ttdecays
w ith a precision of about 0.01 for~ s= 500 GeV and 500 fo ! if electron and positron beam
polarization are available [151]. T his quantity can also be m easured at the LHC, but the
expected lin it is a factor three to eight weaker [159].

The ILC can m easure the W Interaction to signi cant precision by studying tt produc—
tion below threshold [156]]. At cm . energies below 2m  but still above m , the total rate for
e"e ! W'W Ibisdom nated by contributions from the virtual ttdiagram s in a kinem atic
con guration where one top is on-shell and the other is o —shell. O ther contributions include
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single top quark production and, to a sm aller extent, non—resonant interfering backgrounds.
T he rate becom es very sensitive to the tdd  interaction, essentially because the narrow w idth
approxin ation is no longer valid when the top m om entum is o —shell.

For sim plicity, the analysis focuses on the case of all couplings but £ equal to zero and
de nes the e ective V {A coupling as guy = thbflL . Only the sam iHeptonic sixJody nal
state where one W boson decays to a pair of gts and the other into an readily tagged lepton
(e, or ),isconsidered. Combining the below threshold cross section m easurem ent w ith
the . extracted from the threshold scan pemm its extraction of guyy and + independently.
Under the assum ption that the w dth ism easured to an accuracy of 100 M €V , gyyy can be
m easured to the 3% level, which would represent better than a factor of two in provem ent
com pared to the LHC .

Figure [£3 show s the expected bounds on the SM {lke top axial ttZ and left{handed
W  Interactions and the discrin inating pow er the bounds can place on new physicsm odels.
Included In the plot are the 1 constraints on the independently varied axial 7 coupling
from the LHC and ILC [9], and the direct constraints on the lefi-handed tdi  coupling from
the LHC [155]]. Predicted deviations from a few representative m odels are also superin posed :
a Little H ggsm odelw ith T -parity, a m odelof top— avor, and am odelw ith a sequential fourth
generation whose quarksm ix substantially w ith the third fam ily. T he little H iggsm odelw ith
T {parity has a heavy top quark parther T with a mass assum ed to bem 1 = 500 G&V (the
num bers on the plot indicate the strength of the hT t interaction); the top{ avor m odel has
amixing angle sh = 0:9 (numbers indicate the m ass of the heavy 7). Top{seesaw m odels
generate the sam em ixing e ect as the little H iggs m odels and, thus, trace out the sam e line
In the plane of deviations in the ttZ and W as the seesaw m odel param eters are varied.

0.2} LHC
5 0.1
= 4th Gen. ILC
< 0 ———
Q 5
5-01 :
© 02 TopFlavor
1.5 T—Parity

02 -01 0 01 02
09, /9. (W tb)

FIGURE 4.3. Expected bounds on axilttZ and keft{handed 48 couplings from direct LHC (olive) and
I.C (red) m easurem ents; superin posed are predicted deviations from representative m odels [156].

Finally, the ILC has excellent reach for the m easurem ent of the tensor coupling tZg;
see for instance Ref. [I57]. At the ILC, both the anom alous production €"e ! tg and
decay e'e ! t;t ! Vg mechanian s can be explored, pemm itting sensitivity to avor
changing neutral current Interactions. W ith 45% positron and 80% electron polarization at

s= 500Gev,100 o ! ofdata would resulteg. in a sensitivity toBR (£!  g)of2 10°.
T he search sensitivity m ight be signi cantly increased if the ILC runs in the m ode [[58]1.
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4.2.3 Couplngs to glions

The ILC can be com petitive w ith and com plem entary to the LHC in them easurem ent of the
strong top quark coupling to gluons and would allow m ore re ned tests of perturbative Q CD
[7]. Hard glion radiation in tt events [159]would allow several tests of the strong dynam ics
of the top quark: test of the avour{independence of strong interactions, 1im its on anom alous
chrom o-electric and/or chrom o-fn agnetic dipole m om ents [160] and the determ ination of the
running top quark m ass. In tum, soft glion radiation in tt events is expected to be strongly
requlated by the large top mass and width and would provide additional constraints on
the totaldecay width . [161l]. Color reconnection and BoseE instein correlations are also
in portant to study precisely [162]as they m ay a ect the precision w ith which the top quark
m ass can be reconstructed kinem atically via their m ultijt decays.

Furthem ore, polarized electron and positron beam s can be exploited to test sym m etries
using m ulti{ Bt nalstates. For polarized e' e annihilation to three hadronic gts, one can
de ne the triple product S¢ &k k),which correlates the e beam polarization vector Se
w ith the nom al to the three{ £t plane de ned by k; and k,, them om enta of the two quark
gts. If the Fts are ordered by m om entum ( avour), the triple{product is CP {even (odd)
and T {odd [163]. In the SM , the contributions to the T {odd form are expected to be very
an alland lin its have been set for the bEg system . At the ILC , these observables w ill provide
an additional possibility to search for anom alous e ects in the thg system .

43 NEW DECAY MODES

Besides the standard channelt! W ,new decays of the top quark can occur in som e exten—
sions of the SM . T he prom inent exam ple is the top quark decay into a charged H iggs boson,
t! HH*,in supersym m etric extensions of the SM or In m ulti{H iggs doublet extensions. T his
channel has been m entioned in chapter[d in the context of the M SSM and in this case, the
coupling ofthe H bosons to top and bottom quarks is a m xture of scalar and pseudoscalar
currents and depend only on the ratio of the vev’s of the two H iggs doublet edstan ,

Ju mptan (1+ s5)+ micot (1 5) ()

T he coupling is therefore very strong for am all or large tan values for which the m ¢
com ponent is not suppressed or the m, com ponent is strongly enhanced. The branching
ratio BR(t! H* )= (t! HH *)=[ (t! B )+ (t! M 7 )]isdigplayed in the keft{hand
side of Fig.[44 as a function of M ;+ for two values tan = 3 and 30. A s can been seen, it
is rather substantial being still at the per{m ille level for H ¥ m asses as large as 150 G €V .

Since the cross section for top quark pair production isoftheorderof (efe ! tt) 05
pb at a P s= 500 GeV ILC, the cross section tin es the branching ratio for the production
of one charged H iggs boson is rather large ifM 3  is not too close to m  for the decay not
to be suppressed by the an all phase space. T his is shown in the right{hand side of F ig.[4.4
where on can see that, forM 5 < 150 G €V, the rates are of the sam e order of m agnitude as
the ones from direct pair production,e"e ! H'H ,which isdigplayed for com parison.

In theM 5 range under consideration, them ain two{body decays of the charged H iggs
boson will be into and cs pairs w ith the form er being largely dom inating for the chosen
tan values; see Fig.[2.17. This results in a surplis of nal states over e;  nal states,
an apparent breaking of lepton universality. For low values of tan , the three{body decay
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modesH ! hWw ;AW ! KW willlead tomultiband W nalstates. T hese signals will
be rather easy to be disentangled from the backgrounds in the clean ILC environm ent.

0.1 ! ! ! !

Ee
e

! ! ! ! ] 300 ! ! !
BR(t — H"b)] o(ete” — H* + X)) [fb]
1 100 | Vs =500 GeV -

~~~~~~
~~~~~
~~
S~
S~
~

0.01

t,t — H*

1 tanf =3 — s
tan 3 =30 ==ux-- !
0.001 I I I I I I NG 0.3 I I I H
80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 130 160 200 250
MH:t MH:t [GeV]

FGURE 4 4. Left: the branching rato forthedecay t | H "basa function of M 5+ fortan = 3 and

30 n the M SSM .RIght: the cross sections tin es branching ratio for the production of one charged H Iygs
boson from top decays, e’ e ttandt! H *b,atthe I.C with™ s= 500GeV;thediecte’e ! H'H
cross section is shown for com parison. From Ref. [40].

This signalwillbe rst observed at the LHC as it is one of the m ain discovery channels
for charged H iggs bosons. However, the ILC will provide a very In portant inform ation: the
precisem easurem entofthet ! H " bbranching ratio would allow to determ ine the param eter
tan which isknown to be rather di cult to access otherw ise; see chapter [3.

In supersym m etric m odels, another possible and interesting decay m ode of the top quark
would be into its scalar partner ¥ and the lightest neutralino 2 which is supposed to form
the dark m atter in the universe, t ! g In the m Inin al supersym m etric extension w ith
universalm asses for the superpartners of the gauge bosons at the high GUT scale, the phase
space for this decay is squeezed by the constraints on the ¥ and 8 masses from LEP and
the Tevatron. In non m inin al extensions, the decay m ight be kinem atically allowed and, In
this case, branching ratios of the order of a few percent would be possible. Since the m ain
decay m odes of the top squark In this m ass range are the loop induced & ! ¢ % and the
four{body &4 ! bff % channels, the signal w ill consist on the m issing energy due to the
escaping neutralinos. W hile it is overw helm ed by huge Q CD backgrounds at the LHC , this
signature should be easy to detect at the ILC .

Finally, avor changing neutral current (FCNC ) decays of the to quark m ay be also ob—
served . If new quark species exist and do not belong to the standard doublet/singlet assign—

m ents of isospin m ultiplets, they willm ix w ith the top %uark, breaking the G IM m echanism
and allow Ing for FCNC top{cham couplings of order m m =M f to be Induced. In this
case, besides breaking the universality of the V A chiralW tb current, FCNC top quark
decayssuch ast! ¢ ort! cZ mayoccuratthe levelofa few pem ille and can be detected

at the ILC [164]. However, the Jarge num ber of top quarks produced at the LHC allow s to
search for these rare FCNC decays down to branchings ratio less than 10 *.
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CHAPTER 5
Supersym m etry

51 INTRODUCTION

5.1.1 M otivations for supersym m etry

D egpite its enomm ous success in describing aim ost all known experin ental data available
today, the Standard M odel (SM ) is w idely believed to be an e ective theory vald only at
the presently accessible energies. Besides the fact that it does not say anything about the
fourth fiindam ental force of nature, the gravitational force, and does not explain the pattem
of ferm ion m asses, it has at least three severe problem s which call for new physics. G iven
the high {precision data and the particle content of the SM , the energy evolution of the gauge
coupling constants is such that they fail to m eet at a comm on point, the grand uni cation
(GUT ) scak. M oreover, the SM doesnot include any candidate fora particle that isabsolutely
stable, fairly m assive, electrically neutraland having only weak interactions, which accounts
for the cod dark m atter (DM ) that m akes up 25% of the present energy of the universe.
Finally, in the SM , the radiative corrections to the H iggs boson m ass squared are quadratically
divergentand M g ,which isexpected to lie iIn the range of the electrow eak sym m etry breaking
scale, O (100) G &V, prefers to be close to the cut{o scale beyond which the theory ceases to
be vald, the very high GUT or P lanck scales.

Supersym m etry (SUSY ) [169], which predicts the existence of a partmer to every known
particle that di ers in spin by % , Isw idely considered as the m ost attractive extension of the
SM . Firstly, SUSY has m any theoretical virtues [166]]: it is the rst non{trivial extension
of the Poincare group In quantum eld theory which, when m ade local, necessarily includes
E insteins’s theory of gravity, and it appears naturally in superstring theories. T hese features
m ay help to reach the ultin ate goal of particle physics: the uni cation of all forces includ-
Ing gravity. However, the m ost com pelling argum ents for SUSY are phenom enological ones:
when it is realized at low energies, it can solve at once all the above three problem s of the
SM . Indeed, them ain reason for introducing low energy supersym m etric theories in particle
physics is their ability to solve naturally the ne{tuning problem [167]: SUSY preventsM y
from acquiring very large radiative corrections as the quadratic divergent loop contributions
of the SM particles are exactly canceled by the corresponding loop contributions of their su—
persym m etric partners. In fact, SUSY allow s one to understand the origin of the electrow eak
sym m etry breaking itself in term s of rad fative corrections triggered by SUSY breaking [168]],
which m ust occur as the new Iy predicted superparticles have not been observed up to now
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and m ust be thus heavy. In addition, the new SUSY particle spectrum contributes to the
evolution of the three gauge couplings and allow s their uni cation ata scaleM gyt / 2 16
Gev [169]. Finally, a discrete sym m etry called R {parity [170]] can be naturally present w ith
them ajpr consequence that the lightest supersym m etric particle (LSP ) isabsolutely stable; in
m any cases, this particle has the right properties and the required cosm ological relic density
to account for the cod DM [1711,[172].

512 Summary of SUSY m odels

T hem ost econom ical low {energy globally supersym m etric extension of the SM is them inin al
supersym m etric Standard M odel (M SSM ) [173]. In thism odel, one assum esthem inin al(SM )
gauge group, them inin al particle content [ie., three generations of ferm ions and their spin {
zero partners as well as two H iggs doublet super elds to break the electroweak symm etry in
a consistent m anner], and R {parity conservation, which m akes the LSP absolitely stable. In
order to explicitly break SUSY , a collection of soft tem s is added to the Lagrangian: m ass
term s for the gauginos, the SUSY spjn{% partmers of the gauge bosons, m ass tem s for the
sferm Jons, the spin {0 partmers of the SM ferm ions, m ass and bilinear tem s for the two H iggs
elds and trilinear couplings between sferm ion and H iggs elds.

In the m ost general case, the soft SUSY {breaking temm s w ill introduce a huge num ber
of unknow n param eters, O (100). However, in the absence of com plex phases and intergen—
erational sferm jon m xing and if the universality of the two rst generations of sferm ions
is assum ed, to cope In a sin ple way with the severe experim ental constraints, this num -
ber reduces to O (20). Furthem ore, if the soft SUSY {breaking param eters obey a set of
boundary conditions at a high energy scale, all potential phenom enological problem s of the
generalM SSM can be solved w ith the bonus that, only a handfiilof new free param eters are
present. T he underlying assum ption is that SU SY {breaking occurs in a hidden sector which
com m unicates w ith the visible sector only \ avor{blind" interactions, leading to universal
soft breaking temm s. T his is assum ed to be the case In the celebrated m inin al supergravity
(m SUGRA )m odel [174]or constrained M SSM (M SSM ) which is often used as a benchm ark
scenario in phenom enological analyses.

Besides the GUT scale which is derived from the uni cation of the three gauge coupling
constants, the dM SSM has only four free param eters plus a sign:

Mmo;miqp; Ag; tan ; sign( ),

wherem og;m ;_, and Ay are, respectively, the comm on soft tem s of all scalar (sferm ion and
H iggs) m asses, gaugino (bino, wino and gliino) m asses and trilinear scalar interactions, all
de ned atthe GUT scale. tan  is the ratio of the vacuum expectation values (vev'’s) of the
two H iggsdoubletsat theweak scaleand  isthe supersym m etric H iggs(ino) m ass param eter.
Asin theM SSM in general, all soft SUSY {breaking param eters at the weak scale are then
obtained via known R enomn alization G roup Equations (RG Es). Them asses of the physical
states, the spjn{% charginos |, and neutralinos 2;2;3;4 which are m ixtures of the SUSY

partmers of the gauge and H iggs bosons, the two scalar partners £, of the SM fermm ions and
the veM SSM Higgsbosonsh;H ;A and H are then obtained by diagonalyzing the relevant
m assm atrices. In this scenario, the LSP is in general the lightest neutralino g .

T here are also other constrained M SSM scenarios w ith only a few basic Input param eters,
two of them being the anom aly (AM SB) [175]and gauge (GM SB) [176]m ediated m odels in
which SUSY {breaking also occurs in a hidden sector but is tranan itted to the visible one by
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anom alies orby the SM gauge interactions; in the Jater case, a very light gravitino isthe L SPE' .
O n the other hand, one can slightly depart from the restrictive m inin ality of the M SSM and
interesting exam ples are the CP viclating M SSM [43]]where som e SUSY param eters can be
com plex, the NM SSM  [49] in which the spectrum is extended to inclide a singlet super ed
and R {parity viclating m odels [178]in which the LSP is not stable.

The Terascale is a mystery that will be revealed by the LHC and the ILC and both
m achinesw illhave an in portant role to play in deciphering it. In particular the high precision
of the ILC w illbe necessary to understand the new physics, no m atter which scenario nature
has chosen. In this chapter, we will m ainly focus on the unconstrained and constrained
M SSM s de ned above as they are very well de ned and have been studied in great detail.
T hese m odels provide us w ith an excellent testground for the opportunities o ered by the
high {energy colliders, the ILC in particular, in reaching out to new physics dom ains.

5.1.3 Probnhng SUSY and the rol of the ILC

To prove and to probe supersym m etry, one not only needs to produce the new particles but
also, and this is equally In portant, to verify its m ost fundam ental predictions in a m odel
Independent way. A detailed investigation of the properties of the SUSY and H iggs particle
goectrum is thus required and, in particular, one needs to:

m easure the m asses and m ixings of the new Iy produced particles, their decay w idths
and branching ratios, their production cross sections, etc...;

verify that there are indeed the superpartners of the SM particles and, thus, determ ine
their spin and parity, gauge quantum num bers and their couplings;

reconstruct the low {energy soft{SUSY breaking param eters w ith the an allest num ber
of assum ptions, that is, In asm odel independent way as possible;

ultin ately, unravel the findam ental SU SY breaking m echanism and shed light on the
physics at the very high energy (GUT , Planck?) scale.

Furthem ore, the very precise know ledge of the properties of the lightest SUSY particle
and its interactions w ith the standard and other SUSY particles is m andatory to predict
the coam ological relic density of the DM , as well as its rates In direct and indirect detection
astroparticle experin ents. A chieving this goal would be the decisive test that a particular
physics scenario is the solution ofthe DM puzzle and would lay an additionalbridge between
collider physics and the physics of the early universe.

In most areas of the M SSM param eter gpace, in particular in d1 SSM type scenarios
(except in the focus point scenario to be discussed later in chapter[]), the colored sguarks
and gluinos tum out to be much heavier than the non{colored sparticles, the sleptons as
well as the charginos and neutralinos; see F ig.[52.]]. If the m asses of the form er sparticles dot
not signi cantly exceed the TeV scale, as required from naturalness argum ents, they can be
copiously produced at the LHC either in pairs or in association [12,[13]. T hey w illthen decay
in potentially long chains which end In the LSP neutralino that signals its presence only via
m issing energy. T hese decay chains w ill involve the other neutralinos and the charginos, and
possibly the sleptons, so that one can have access to these weakly interacting particles as
well. Typically, one faces a situation in which several SU SY particles are present In the sam e
event, leading to rather com plicated nal state topologies which are sub ct to very large

In fact, in m SUGRA {lke m odels, one can also have the gravitino being the LSP in large areas of the
param eter space [177]; this issue w ill be discussed in the cosm ology chapter.

IL.CReference Design Report  IEH9



SUPERSYMM ETRY

60

backgrounds from the SM and, m ore In portantly, from SUSY itself. At the LHC , sparticle
m ass di erences can be determ ined by m easuring the endpoints or edges of invariant m ass
spectra (w ith som e assum ptions on particle identi cation w ithin the chains) and this results
In a strong correlation between the extracted m asses; in particular, the LSP m ass can be
constrained only weakly [15]. T herefore, only in speci ¢ constrained scenarios w ith a handfiil
of Input param eters, that som e elem ents of SUSY can be reconstructed in the com plicated
environm ent of the LHC .
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FGURE 5.1. The spectum of SUSY and H iygs partickes in the benchm ark SPS1a’ aM SSM pont [179]
(keft) and the production cross sections forvaribus SM and SUSY processes ne” e collisbnsas a function
of the cm . energy 1n this scenarib (right).

On the other hand, the non{colored SUSY particles (and certainly the lightest H iggs
boson) would be accessible at the ILC with a cm . energy of s= 500 G &V , to be eventually
upgraded to 1 TeV . T his is, for instance the case n a dM SSM  typical scenario called SPS1a’
[179] as shown in Fig.[5Jl. The cross sections for chargino, neutralino and skpton pair
production, w hen the states are kinem atically accessible, are at the level of 10{100 fbo, which
is only a faw orders of m agnitude below the dom fnant SM background processes; F ig.[5.1.
G ven the expected high{lum inosity and the very clean environm ent of the m achine, large
sam ples of events w ill be availble for physics analyses [1,[180]. At the ILC, it will be thus
easy to directly observe and clearly dentify the new states which appeared only through
cascade decays at the LHC . M ost In portantly, thanks to the unigue features of the ILC,
tunable energy which allow s threshold scans, the availability of beam polarization to select
given physics channels and additional collider options such as e e which allow for new
processes, very thorough tests of SUSY can be perform ed: m asses and cross sections can be
m easured precisely and couplings, m ixing angles and quantum num bers can be determ ined
unam biguously. Furthem ore, the ILC w ill provide crucial inform ation which can be used as
additional input for the LHC analyses, as would be eg. the case with the LSP mass. The
coherent analyses of data obtained at the LHC and the ILC would allow for a better and
m odel independent reconstruction of the low energy SUSY param eters, connect weak {scale
SUSY with the m ore fundam ental underlying physics at the GUT scale, and provide the
necessary input to predict the LSP relic density and the connection w ith coam ology.
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To highlight the unique abilities of the ILC to address these issues, we w ill often use for
illistration the A SSM benchm ark SPS1a’ ponnt w ith basic inputs [179]:
mi;,=250GevV, my=70GevV,Apg= 300GeV,tan =10and > O,
which, using one of the RGE codes (SPHENO) of Ref. [181l], leads to the SUSY spectrum of
Tab.[5]l. T his testcase point is close to the point SPSla [182]withm o = Ag = 100G &V and
thesamem ;_,;tan and values, which has been used for detailed LHC [183,[184]aswell
as ILC analyses, but is not com patdble anym ore w ith all collider or coan ological constraints.

TABLE 5.1
Som e superpartick and thefrm asses (h GeV ) for the d SSM SPS1a’ and SPSla reference points.

pmass| 9 1 || er=e1 | ex=ey | ec=e e & e =l =1

sPsi1al || 97:7 | 183:9 | 183:7 || 125:3 | 1899 | 172:5 | 1079 | 1949 | 1705 || 3665 | 5063
SPSla || 96:1 | 1768 | 176:4 || 143:0 | 202:1 | 1860 | 133:22 | 206:1 | 185:1 || 379:1 | 4919

52 PRECISON SUSY M EASUREM ENTS AT THE ILC

5.2.1 The chargino/neutralino sector

The two charginos ,, and the fur neutralinos 8;2;3;4 are obtained by diagonalyzing the
m ass m atrices of the charged and neutral gauginos and higgsinos. For charginos, the m atrix
depends on the w no and higgsino m ass param etersM , and and on tan ; for neutralinos,
thebinom ass param eterM ;1 enters in addition. T hese param eters detem ine to a Jarge extent
the production and decay properties of the g; ; states that we willcall \inos" for short.
i through s{channel =72 boson and t{

I
1
channel sneutrino exchanges; the latter contribution can be suppressed w ith polarized e, =e£
beam s. N eutralino pair production, e’ e ! S g , proceeds through s{channelZ boson and
t{ and u{channele,, g exchanges. T he Ino states decay into Iighter charginos and neutralinos
and (possibly virtual) gauge or H iggs bosons as wellas sferm ion {ferm ion pairs; for the Iighter
inos, one would then have the topobgies ; ! ££f% $and J! £ff {.These nalstatescan
be easily detected as the production cross sections are sizable and the backgrounds involring
a Jarge am ount of m issing energy are sm all.
The chargino m asses can be determ ined in the continuum from the di{ft energy dis-

trbutions ;n the processe’e ! 7 | ! ‘ of ¢ ¢, which leads to a m ass resolution

moo=mo at the pem ille level. T his can serve to optim ize a scan around threshold which,
becauseof the steep  / rise of the excitation curve w ith the velocity, would lead to am ass
resolution m =0 (50)M &V form 170 Gev ;Fig[E2. Thedi{ ftm ass spectrum In
decays allow s allso to determm ine the clhargjno{neutra]jno m ass di erence with a high preci-
sion, (m oMo )= 0 (50) M &V , from which one can infer them ass of the escaping lightest
neutralino. If the chargino happens to be alm ost degenerate w ith the LSP neutralino, as is
typically the case in AM SB m odels, one can use ISR photons in the process e’ e ! I 1
to measure both the | and 2 m asses from the spectra of, respectively, the photon

+

recoilm asswhich peaksat 2m and the energy of the soft pions from | ! 8 + of Which
1
peaksat m m o ;Fig.[E2J. An uncertainty of a few percent is obtained in both cases.

1

Charginos are produced in pairs, e" e !
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FGURE 5.2. The cross section ﬁ)reReL o7t % Y near threshod, with the enor bars
obtaied with a Iim hosity of 10 b ' perpoint - ] (kft). The hitikal state rmdiated photon recoilm ass
forthe processefe, ! 7, ! 7 E (cght) [I86).

Sin flarly to the chargino case, the di{lepton m ass and energy spectra In the process

ee ! 9001 4 00 Slow to determ ine the m ass di erence of the two neutralinos
at the pem ille level. In the case w here the neutralino 8 decays dom nantly via a real or
virtual stau lepton, g [ g ,which m ight occur at high tan values that lead

to light tau sleptons, the resolution on the 8 m ass deteriorates to the level of a few percent.
The reason is that the energy of the ’s cannot be reconstructed because of the m issing
neutrinos and, in fact, this isalso the case for charginos in thedecays | ! ~ ! 9.
A better m ass resolution, O (100) M €V, can be obtained w ith a threshold scan in scenarios
w here sleptons are light, even in topologies involving ’s. For very heavy selectrons the error
is larger since only the s{channel Z exchange contribution is present, leading to relatively
an aller cross sections and a Jless steep excitation curve, / ° because of the M ajrana
nature of the neutralinos. An exception is when the neutralinos that are produced in m ixed
pairs have opposite CP parities, In which case the cross section increases steeply in S{w aves.

N ote that for the veri cation of the spjn{% character of the neutralinos and charginos,
neither the onset of the excitation curves near threshold nor the angular distribbutions In
the production processes provide unique signals of the spin [187]. However, decay angular
distribbutions of polarized neutralinos/charginos that are pair produced w ith polarized beam s
provide an unam biguous determ nation of the spin {% character of the particles albeit at the
expense of m ore nvolved experim ental analyses [187]].

Thee'e ! I 3 production cross sections are binom ials in the chargino m ixing angles
cos2 1, g and the latter can be detemm ined In a m odel independent way using polarized
beam s. This is exem pli ed In the contours shown in Fig.[53 for two cm . energies and
assum ing P, = 08 and P, = 05. Z—\tp5= 500 G €V , tw o regions of the plane are selected,
but one of them can be rem oved by m oving to lower cm . energies. For SPSla, lncluding
the uncertainties in the m ass m easurem ents, one ocbtains the 95% CL lim ited range for the
m xing angles cos2 ;, = [062;0:72]and cos2 g = [0:87;091]. In the CP conserving M SSM ,
the inform ation obtained from chargino production and decay processeswould be su cient to
determ ne the basic param eters entering the { Y system with a very good accuracy. A 1so,
we recall that the t{channel ~ exchange can be suppressed using polarized beam s and m ._
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can bem easured from the cross section. If too heavy, one can have an indirect sensitivity on
multi{TeV sneutrinos and m easure their m asses [188,[189] unless the e | ~ coupling is am all
las for a higgsino ; ]. Thus, even if they are well beyond the kinem atical reach of the ILC,
sleptons can be probed up to m asses 0of 0 (10 TeV ) thanks to the achisvable high precision.

cos2 R

cos2

FGURE 5.3. Contours forthee' e ! I , production cross section for polarized e beam s in the
phne [cos2 1, ;cos2 g Jat s= 400 and 500 Gev [184].

T he neutralino m ixing angles can also be determ ined in pair and m ixed production, lead—
ng to additional determ inations of the basic SUSY param eters. By only using the processes
ere ! Y 9%and 9§ 9; theconstraintsonM ,; and tan can be in proved and the param —
eter M 1 can be detem Ined from the production vertex. T his is particularly true in m odels
with CP viclation, in which the parameters and M 1, have com plex phases that can be
determ Ined unam biguously In a fully m odel independent way by com bined inform ation from

and ? production. In fact, CP violation can be checked directly by m easuring CP {odd
observables in neutralino production [43],[190/].

W e note that in the SPSla or SPS1a’ scenarios, and in many SUSY cases, the heavier
neutralinos and chargino are not accessible in pair production unless the ILC cm . energy
is upgraded to 1 T€V . However, m ixed pair production €' e ! 8 2;4 for instance, m ght
be accessible at energies only at or slightly above = s = 500 G &V, but the production rates
are sm alland the backgrounds too large. A study at”™ s= 750 GeV with 1 ab ' lum inosity
show sthat the Z=W boson energy spectra In the decays of these heavier ino states allow their
reconstruction w ith m ass resolutions ofa few G €V . Note also that from the determ ination of
the SUSY param eters in lighter 8;2; ; production and decays, one can predict the m asses
of the heavier no states w ith a few percent accuracy.

5.2.2 The skpton sector

The sferm ion system is described, in addition to tan and , by three param eters for each
sferm ion species: the left{ and right{handed soft{SU SY breaking scalarm assesM £ and M £
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and the trilinear couplings A ¢ . Sferm ion m ixing tums the current eigenstates f;, and fx into
them ass eigenstates f1 and £5, but only in the case of the third generation that thism ixing,
/ m ¢, is In portant [for the rst two sferm ion generations, sihcem ¢ ! 0, universality can
be assum ed in generalasw illbe done here]. In the case of ~ s, it is signi cant at large tan
leading to a ~ that ismuch lighter than the other sleptons.
T he production of the second and third generation sleptons in € e  collisions ism ediated
by s{channel =7 exchanges In P{waves w ith a characteristic rise of the excitation curve,
/ 2. Theproduction of selectrons and electronic sneutrinos proceeds, in addition , through

t{channel exchanges of neutralinos or charginos. The channelse' e ! &, € are generated

in S{waves w ith a steep threshold excitation curve, / .. Selectrons can also be produced
in e e collisions through neutralino exchange, w ith steep excitation curves for e, &, and
e & nalstates. Thus,di erent states and their quantum num bers can be disentangled by
a proper choice of the beam energy and the polarization. Since in m any SU SY scenarios the
sleptons are relatively light, their decays are rather sin ple and involve in general only the
light chargino and neutralinos plus leptons. In SP Sla for instance, the decays of all sleptons
directly into the LSP, *! “ J, are the dom inant ones.

Slepton m asses can be m easured in threshold scans or In the continuum . At threshod,

7' 7 and " %, are excited In a P{wave characterized by a slow rise of the cross section.
T he experim ental accuracy requires higher order corrections and nite sferm ion w idth e ects
to be ncluded. An exam ple of a simulation for the SPSla point is shown in Fig.[54 for
~g . Using polarized e e beamsand L = 50 fbo !, a highly correlated 2{param eter t gives

m e = 02GeV and e = 025 G eV ; the resolution deterforates by a factor of 2 for
~;; ~z production. Fore; &, ! &; & ,thegain in resolution isa factor 4 with only a tenth
of lum Inosity, com pared to € e beam s.

8||||||||||||||||||| 1200 T T
1 | Vs =400GeV L =200fb~! -
800 -
400 -
) S N I I B
286 288 290 292 294 0
V9Gev] 0 10 80 120
lepton energy F, [GeV]
FGURE 54. Skpton mass measurements 1 SPSla: Cross sections at threshod for el e, | e e,
|

ihcliding back%round with 1 fo ! per point [191]] (kft). Lepton enemyy spectra i e, ef |~ ~

9+ Dat” s=400GeV and L= 200 o ' [185] (right).

Above the threshold, slepton m asses can be obtained from the endpoint energies of
leptons com ing from slkepton decays. In the case of two{body decays, * ! S and
; r the lepton energy spectrum is at with the m inimum and m axinum energies
providing an accurate determ nation of the m asses of the prin ary slepton and the secondary

neutralino/chargino. A simulation of the energy spectra of ~; ~z Production, mcluding

4

~
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beam strahlung, initial state radiation, selection criteria and detector resolution, is shown in
Fi.[54 for the point SPSla [185]. W ith a m oderate um nosity of 200 fo * atp5 = 400
GeV,oneobtainsm ., = 143 0:10GeV andm o= 96 0:10GeV.Ifm o isknown from
chargino/neutralino production, one can in prove the slepton m ass determ ination by a factor
of two from reconstructed kinem atically allowed slepton m Inin a. Sim ilar results are obtained
in the case of selectron production n e'e ! e, e .

T he sneutrino analysis is m ore involved in scenarios w ith light states which decay dom —

nantly into invisible channels, ~. ! y 8. The ~ mass resolution could be optim ized by
ooking at the channele® e | ~~ ! ¢ ge ; - Thisisexem pli ed In Fiy.[5.H for scenario
SPSla, where the branching ratio for the ~ ! ;€ decay is about 10% . The sneutrino
m ass can be detem Ined to the level m . = 12 G&V ,which is com parable to the accuracy

obtained from a threshold scan.

1400
1200
1000
800[
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Sncutrinos
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FGURE 5.5. Lepton energy spectrum for the sneutrno production and decay processes e’ e |~ ~ !
0 |

cJe 1 oe + & [192].

The sin® law for the angular distribution i the production of skptons (for selectrons

close to threshold) is a unigue signal of the fiindam ental spin{zero character; the P {wave
onset of the excitation curve is a necessary but not su cient condition in this case [[187]].
T hus, the slepton spin determ ination is conceptually very sim ple at the ILC .

A sm entioned previously, large m ixing e ects are in general expected in the stau sector,
m aking as iIn SPSla, ~ the lightest slepton. The stau m asses can be determ ined using the
sam e m ethods as described above and, for SPSla, one ocbtains m . = 03 Ge&V. Since in
scenarios w ith tan > 10, charginos and neutralinos in the decay chain willdom inantly lead
to additional tau leptons In the nalstate, it is di cult to disentangle the heavier ~ , from
the background of the Iighter ~ and them ., m easurem ent is stillan open problem . Another
very di cult region iswhen ~1 is alm ost degenerate in m ass w ith the g LSP, a possibility
that is In portant as it corresponds to the co{annihilation region in which the LSP has the
required coan ological relic density tom ake the DM . In thiscase, the nalstate Ileptonsare
very soft and the two{photon processese’ e ! eeand ée | coee;ldee w ith the quarks
decaying sem ideptonically, besdese" e ! W W ! , represent very large backgrounds.
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It has been nevertheless shown in detailed sin ulations that the signal can be detected and
accuracies close to 1 G eV can be achieved on the ~ mass for scenarios wherem ,  m o >
a few G &V ; the uncertainty drops by a factor of 2 if the cm . energy is optin ized.

In the case of ~s, the m xing angle . can be extracted from two m easurem ents of the
cross section (€e ! ~~) with di erent beam polarizations [193],[194]. In the SPSla
scenario, one obtains a precision at the percent level, cos2 . = 0:84 0:04[18Y]. The value
of . and the degree of polarization in ~ decays depend on the fundam ental param eters

;A and tan , which can therefore be constrained by these m easurem ents. In fact, the
dom inant decay m ode ~ ! 8 can also be exploited to determ ine tan  if it ishigh enough,
by using the polarization of  leptons which has been shown to be probed at the percent
level [193,[194]. polarization would allow , for instance, to discrin inate between di erent
GUT scenarios [195]. Furthem ore, since the trilinear A coupling is enhanced by tan In
the couplings of the heavier scalar and pseudoscalar H iggs bosons to ~ states, this param eter
can bem easured in the Higgs decays H ;A ! ~~ [196]. Finally, the in portant param eter
tan can also bem easured in fiusion to H iggs bosons at the option of the ILCIR7].

Note that in SUSY m odels which incorporate heavy right{handed neutrinos, spectacular

avor violating slepton decays such as ~; ! 2 m ay be observed at the ILC [198]], in addition
to Jepton {num ber changing processes lke e’ e ! [1991.

5.2.3 The squark sector

For the third generation squarks, € and B, the m xing is expected to be in portant and, as a
result of the large top and bottom quark Yukawa couplings, it is possible that the Iightest
top or bottom squarks are m uch lighter than the other squarks and kinem atically accessble
at the ILC . This is for instance the case in SPSla wherem . = 379:1 G&V and m B = 4919

GeV In which case t§, and to a lesser extent I, can be produced atp5= 1 Tev .In fact, to
achieve electrow eak baryogenesis in the M SSM  (see chapter[d, the right{handed top sjquark
m ust be Iighter than the top quark in order that a strong rst order transition is realized,
w hile the other stop eigenstate is very heavy. The ) state m ay escape detection at the LHC
because of the huge backgrounds, while it can easily be observed at the ILC ; Fig.[54 [200].
T hus, there is a possibility that the stop sector can be studied only at the ILC .

T he phenom enology of the € and B states is analogous to that of the ~ system . The
m asses and m xing angles can be extracted from production cross sections m easured w ith
polarized beam s. For stop pair production w ith di erent beam polarizations, (e e;: ! otY)
and (g e;{ ! &t ) have been studied orty ! b, and g ! ¢ 2 decay m odes including
full statistics SM background. W e m ention here a sin ulation using SIM DET in a dedicated
\light—stop" scenario w ith m 6 = 210 G&V and m 0 = 1212 Gev [200] for which the decay

4 ! b, isnotopen and the SUSY background is thus am all. The cham tagging, helps to
enhance the signal from thedecay t4 ! c 8 . The results, shown in the left panelof Fig.[5.4
provide high accuracies on the § mass m 0:7GeV and m xing angle cos . 001.
Sin ilarly to the ~ case, the m easurem ent of top quark polarization in squark decays can
provide inform ation on tan . For this purpose thedecay & ! t ; is farm ore useful than
!t g since In the latter the top polarization is only weakly sensitive to high tan values.
A feasbility study of thereaction €' e, ! BBy ! t ; +t ] hasbeen perform ed in R ef. [194]
wherea tto the angular distribbution w ith respect to the angle between I and a nalquark
In the top rest fram e, allow s for a nice m easurem ent of the polarization. O ne can then derive
thevalue of tan as illustrated in Fig.[5d where one obtainstan = 17:5 435 in the studied
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FGURE 56. Left: Contoursof (g, ! tt)and (g e ! tt) asa function ofm, and cos
r- s= 500GeV and L = 2 500 b [200]. Right: tan as a function of top polrization as cbtaned
from a sinulktibon 1 Ref. [194].

scenario w ith an nputvalieoftan = 20. After xing tan ,m easuram ents of the stop m ass
and m ixing angle allow s to determ ine the trilinear coupling A+ at the 10% level.

Fially, rstand second generation squarks,w hich w illbe produced copiously and studied
at LHC ,m ight be accessible at ILC only at energies™ s> 1 TeV .Com pared to the LHC , g
pairproduction at the ILC ifkinem atically possiblewould allow forbetterm assm easurem ents
and a check of their charge, spin and chirality num bers.

5.2.4 M easurem ents In other scenarios/extensions

So far, we have only discussed the prom inent features of the M SSM w ith gravity m ediated
SU SY {breaking. Interesting and im portant studies can also be perform ed at the ILC in
variants of the M SSM in which som e underlying basic assum ptions are relaxed or in SUSY
m odels w ith di erent breaking pattems. In the follow ing, we w ill brie y sum m arize som e of
the studies which can bem ade at the ILC .

In G auge m ediated SUSY breaking m odels [176]], the L'SP is the lightest gravitino G’ w hich
has a very am allm ass, leading to NLSP decay lengths ranging from m icro{m eters to tens of
m eters. This NLSP is in general either the lightest neutralino which decays into a gravitino
and a photon, g ! G , and produces digplaced photons not pointing to the interaction
vertex, or the ~ with decays ~ ! G . The phenom enology of the other SUSY particks,
and even that of the NLSP if its lifetim e is Jarge and decays outside the detector, is the sam e
as In gravity m ediated m odels but w ith di erent spectra. D etailed sim ulations [7] show that
a signal w ith digplaced photons can be observed for NLSP m asses close to the production
kinem atical Iim it and that various technigues [such as tracking, pointing calorim etry and
photon counting] allow to m easure the decay length over a large range and determm ine the
SUSY scale. From the rest of the SUSY spectrum , a precise determ ination of the GM SB
param eters is possible. The scenario with ~ NLSP has also been studied [201]] and it has
been shown that in m any cases that the long ~ lifetin e allow s a precise determ nation ofm., .

In Anom aly m ediated SUSY breaking m odels [179], them ost characteristic feature is that

the LSP neutralino is w Ino lke and is nearly m ass degenerate w ith the Iightest chargino | .
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A sm entioned previously, chargino e e ! I ; production w ill be then a di cult process

and one should rely on new search strategies [186,[188], depending on the ; lifetin e and
decay m odes w hich are related to the an allm ass di erencem : mo. Signatures like ISR
photons, heavy ionizing particle, term inating tracks decaying to pions, etc.., can be used for
detection. Chargino w ith m asses very close to the beam energy can be observed. A nother
Interesting feature of AM SB m odels is the near m ass degeneracy of ", and "z which can be
tested precisely at the ILC .

TheM SSM w ith R {parity breaking [178] is an interesting scenario as it provies a nice
fram ew ork to describe [202]them ass and them ixing pattems of the SM light neutrinos. T he
LSP is not anym ore stable and does not provide a DM candidate and, since astrophysical
constraints do not apply, it can be a priori any SUSY particle. Nevertheless, the LSP is
generally again the 8 or the ~ and, depending on w hetherk , couplings are lepton or baryon
num ber violating, it w illdecay either into Jeptons or fts. For am allk , couplings, as required
by data In the leptonic and light quark sectors, the production and decay characteristics
of the SUSY particles are dentical to the usualM SSM , except for the LSP decays which
lead to visible particles and not m issing energy. T he signatures w ith m ulti{lepton or/and
multi{ gt nal states have been shown to be straightforwardly observable using the over—
constrained kinem atics of the nal states, and easily recognizable from the SM and usual
M SSM expectations [1]. For large &, couplings, interesting new signals, such as single
production of sneutrinose*e ! ~ ! “4 ; 9;4  mightoccur and extend signi cantly
the accessble m ass reach of the ILC . Signi cant B ; couplings can be present in the thid
generation sferm ion sector, in particular for t1, leading to an interesting phenom enology and

new signatures which can be also precisely probed at the ILC .

The next{tom inin a1l SSM , is a very interesting extension of the M SSM as it solves the
problem of the param eter, which is a SUSY param eter but w ith values of the order of
the SUSY {breaking scale. By adding a singlet super ed S in the superpotential, W

H.H,S % s® [49)]. The scalar com ponent of S develops a vev x = hSi which generates
an e ective {temm , = x. The fem jonic com ponent of the extra super eld, the singlino,
willm ix w ith the neutral gauginos and higgsinos, leading to a 5 5 neutralino m ass m atrix
which willdepend on M 1,M ,,tan , x and the trilnear couplings and . In som e regions
of the param eter space, the singlino g m ay be the LSP and can be searched for in associated
production w ith the usual neutralinos, €' e ! g S If the singlino dom inated LSP has
an all couplings to the other neutralinos, the usual SUSY production processes w ill lead
to signatures involving displaced vertices due to the decay of the NLSP neutralino into the
singlino w hich woul signalthe extended structure [203]. A nother possibility ofdiscrin inating
the M SSM from the NM SSM when the spectra look dentical but the neutralino{singlino
m xing is substari;rjal, would be to study the summ ed up production cross sections for the
four neutralinos, (e e ! g g), if they are allkinem atically accessible 204]].

The CP viclating M SSM  [43]] has been already m entioned previously. In the chargino
and neutralino sectors, the phasesof ;M ; and M , can be determ ined from the precisem ea—
surem ent of the ©; m asses and m ixing angles, even if only the light states are accessible
kinem atically ; the availability of beam polarization [17]is crucialhere. In the sferm ion sector,
the phases of the trilinear couplings A¢ and can be studied In the production and decays

of the third generation ;B and ~ states.

O ther scenarios, such as those ingpired by superstring m odels or ncorporating right{
handed sneutrinos or heavy right{handed neutrinos, have been also discussed.
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53 DETERM INING THE SUSY LAGRANGIAN

53.1 A summ ary ofm easurem ents and tests at the ILC

Let us rst summ arize the results of the SPSla sparticle m ass m easuram ents to highlight
the high precision that can be achieved at the ILC . These are displayed in Tab.[52 from
R ef. [189], w here quoted are the best values expected from either production in the continuum
or In threshold scans. In m ost cases, they are based on realistic M onte C arlo and detector
sin ulations w ith reasonable assum ptions on the ILC perform ance. Only for the heavy ©,

and t; states som e plausible estin ates arem ade. T ypical accuracies in the percent to the
pem ille range are expected.

Tt should be pointed out oncem ore that the ILC providesm uch m ore valuable inform ation
than sparticle m asses. A ccurate values on gparticle m ixing angles and couplings can also be
obtained and the spin{quantum num bers can be easily determm ined. O ther aspects, such as
the chirality of the sleptons, the M a prana nature of the neutralinos, the presence of CP {
violation, etc.., can be directly veri ed. A 1l these precision m easurem ents serve as a valuable
nput to explore SU SY scenarios in a m odel independent way. For som e of these studies, the
polarization of both electron and positron beam s is very in portant [17].

TABLE 52
Spartick m asses and their expected accuracis at the I.C i SPS1a’ [185,[179].
m [GeV ] m [GeV ] Comm ents
1 183.7 0.55 sin ulation threshod scan, 100 fb *
5 4154 3 estimate , ,,spectra , ! Z ;W g
0 97.7 0.05 com bination of allm ethods
9 1839 12 sin ulation threshod scan 9 9,100 b !
9 4005 3{5 spectra 3!z 9,, 9 5; % 2,750Gev, > lab !
9 4139 3{5 spectra 5! w o, 99,93 9,750Gev, > 1ab !
er 1253 0.05 e e threshod scan, 10 o E
e, 1899 0.18 e e threshod scan 20 b !
~e 1725 1.2 sin ulation energy spectrum , 500 G &V , 500 fb *
~R 1253 0.2 sin ulation energy spectrum , 400 G &V, 200 fb *
~1, 1899 05 estin ate threshold scan, 100 fo *
~ 1079 0.24 sin ulation energy spectra, 400 Gev, 200 fb *
~ 1949 14 estin ate threshod scan, 60 o *
t 366.5 19 estin ate b-ft spectrum ,m p 4 (t ), 1TeV , 1000 b *

A very in portant test to be perform ed at the ILC is the fundam ental SUSY identity
between the gauge couplings g and the corresponding gaugino Yukawa couplings § in the
electrow eak and strong sectors. T he cross sections of the rst generation sleptons are sensitive
to the SUSY Yukawa couplings §(ee O) and §(e~ ) and, from the m easuram ent of e , e,
and ~ production rates, one can test the SUSY identity in the electrow eak sector [191,[192]].
For e production ,beam polarization is crucial for disentangling the SU (2) and U (1) couplings:
taking into account uncertainties from the selectron m ass and the neutralino param eters, the
couplings ¢ and ¢°, can be extracted with a precision of 0.7% and 02% , respectively, at a
500 G eV collder with 500 b ' in the SPSla scenario [1927]. Sneutrino production is only
sensitive to the SU (2) coupling ¢, but here, the dom Inantly invisible ~ decay lim its the
expected precision to 5% [192]. The equality of the gauge and SUSY Yukawa couplings in
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the SU (3) sector can be checked only if the squarks and gluinos are also relatively light, in
which case the associated production of squarks and gluinos, e’ e ! ggg can be used [192)].

N ote that the dentity between the Yukawa and the electrow eak gauge couplings can also
be tested In chargino/neutralino pair production [204]; this is worth noting as this m ethod
works also In the case where the sleptons are too heavy to be directly accessible.

5.3.2 Detem mation of the low energy SUSY param eters

Oncem asses and m ixing angles of superparticles have been m easured, the Lagrangian SU SY
breaking param eters can be then determ Ined. W e brie y sum m arize below the procedure,
ignoring higher order e ects to sin plify the picture.

From chargiho{neutralino m easurem ents, one obtainsM 1,; and tan [204,[209]:

Mi=[m? M7 2 2M2F?%; M,=Myl [cos2 g + cos2 1 2
J3=My [+ [os2 g+ cos2  J2; tan = 1+ O=q 7
with =@ 2 m? =47, % (cos2 g cos2p)and =@ ? +m? =M 7 1.

2 1

2 1
It has been dan onstrated in detail [204]] that using the chargino/neutralino sector, the
four param eters can be determ ined from them easuram ent of the Inom asses and m ixing angle
even if only the light states are accessible kinem atically.

T he sferm ion m ass param eters and trilinear couplings are obtained through

2 _ 2 2 3 .2 2
me;R—MfL;R+MZCOSZ (IL,R Qe sin® y )+ m:
2tf _ 2 2 \_ .
Ag (tan ) 2 = (mfl mf2)—(2mf) sin 2.

Param eter determ nation from the H iggs sector ism ore involved as one needs to include
the large radiative corrections that are present. In any case, the expected precisem easurem ent
of the Iightest h boson mass at the ILC, M 4 50 M &V, allow s to severely constrain and
w ith som e assum ptions to determ ne som e param eters in the stop sector, such as the trilinear
coupling A+ and the heavier stop massm ., (which are di cult to measure at the LHC ), if
they cannot be accessed directly at ILC [138].

In view of the high accuracy that isachievable at the ILC an even m ore Involved approach
is required and the radiative corrections to the previous relations need to be Im plam ented.
This leads to a highly non{linear system of relhtions which has to be solved num erically;
several codes which do this b [206], [207] are availkble. In Tab.[E3, we display values
of SUSY param eters that can be derived for the generalM SSM in SPSla [206] using m ass
m easurem ents at the ILC given previously and the LHC [184]aftera global t. A sexpected,a
very high precision is achieved in the gaugino and slepton sectors, w hile the gluino and squark
(except for 4y ) sectors are the territory of LHC . H owever, the precision m easurem ents at the
ILC also allow for m ass predictions for heavier sparticles. Providing such m ass predictions
lead to an increase in statistical sensitivity for observing these heavier particles in the decay
chains at the LHC . Verifying subsequently the predicted particle m asses at the LHC leads to
a pow erfiil test of the underlying m odel. O n the other hand, tting this lnform ation back to
the ILC analyses enhances the accuracy of the param eter determ ination [184l].
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TABLE 53

Results for the M SSM param eter determ hation i SPSla [206]and SPS1a’ [179] using the m assm easure—
ments at the I.C and the LHC [184] after a glbbal t; the central valies are approxin ately reproduced.
Notthat the two analysesuse di erent sets ofm easurem ents, assum e slightly di erent accuracies and treat
di erently the theoretical errors; this explains the slight discrepancies n the outputs.

LHC I.C LHC+ ILC SPSla LHC+ ILC spsla

tan 91 03 02 10 03 10
7.3 23 1.0 344 3 11 396

M a xed 500 09 08 3991 08 372
A 91 2.7 33 5049 246 565:1
M 53 0.1 0.1 1022 0.1 1033
M, 7.3 0.7 0.2 1918 0.1 1932
M ;3 15 xed 500 11 589 4 78 571.7
M . xed 500 12 11 197.8 12 1793
M e, 51 0.2 0.2 198.7 0.18 181.0
M o, 50 0.05 0.05 138.2 0.2 115.7
M5 110 44 39 5013 49 4714
Mgy 13 xed 500 6.5 553.7 52 5258
M 4 20 xed 500 15 5293 173 505.7

5.3.3 Reconstructing the fundam ental SUSY param eters

A Tthough low energy SU SY is characterized by energy scales of O (1 TeV ), the roots for all the
phenom ena we w ill observe experim entally in this rangem ay go to energiesnearthe GUT or
P lanck scales. Fortunately, SUSY provides usw ith a stable bridge between these two vastly
di erent energy regions: RGEs by which param eters from low to high scales are evolved
based on nothing but experim entally m easured quantities. T his procedure, which has very
successfully been pursued for the three gauge couplings, can be expanded to the soft{SU SY
breaking param eters: gaugino and scalar m asses and trilinear couplings. T his bottom {up
approach m akes use of the low-energy m easuram ents to the m aximum extent possible and
allow s to reconstruct the fundam ental theory at the high scale In a transparent way.

In this approach, the com bination of m easurem ents perform ed at both the LHC and the
I.C will be crucial. As a m atter of fact, m ost of the strongly interacting particles are too
heavy and w ill not be accessible at the ILC , while they w ill be copiously produced and their
m assesm easured at the LHC . In tum, the precision of the LHC m easurem ents alone w illnot
be su cient for a com prehensive and high {precision picture of SUSY at the weak scale; In
fact, som e of the low energy SU SY {breaking param eters cannot be constrained at all. T hus,
only the LHC {ILC tandem can provide usw ith such a picture and allow s the reconstruction
of the fundam ental SUSY theory at the high scale.

T his discussion w ill be again illustrated using a d1 SSM scenario. Adding the m easure—
m ents of them asses of the heavy states [the colored o, ;ar ;81 and g and the heavy electrow eak

2;4 ; , states]which can be perform ed at the LHC at the percent level provided a very high
um inosity is collected, and the ILC m easurem ents discussed previously, one can detem ine
to a high precision the soft SU SY {breaking gaugino m ass param etersM 1,3 and the sferm ion
m ass param etersm . i O ne can then evolve these param eters using standard RGEs up to
the GUT scale, the value of which is derived from the m easurem ent of the gauge coupling
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constants at the G iga{Z option ofthe ILC . Tn SPS1a’ one obtains (ignoring threshold e ects)
Mgyr = (247 002) 1DGev,whih kadstoa common valie of ;. = 2417 006.
T his is shown in Fig.[5], where the thickness of the curves re ect the 1 errors.

M§[103Gev2]

r 400 -
0.01 | "D, O, U, E L
0.008 [ 300
i 200 F
0.006 |- 5
i 100
0.004 - -
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O I A 7\‘\‘\‘\‘\‘\‘\‘\‘ o O Y
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Q Gev] Q Gev]

FGURE 5.7. Evolution from low to high scales of gaugho and scalar m ass param eters in the dM SSM
point SPS1a°; the w Mdths of the bands indicate the 1 CL [208]].

Note that while the param eters are determ ined accurately in the gaugino and slepton
sectors, the ervors are larger for squarks. Nevertheless, one can see that the two sets unify
nicely, providing a strong con dence that we are indeed in a d¥ SSM {type scenario.

O ne can then derive the basic param eters of them odelat the scaleM gyt . A global tof
all the SUSY param eters obtained from m easuram ents at the LHC and the ILC as given In
Tab.[53, can be used to determ ine the G UT values of the com m on gaugino and scalarm asses
m o and m ;_,, the universal trilinear coupling Ay aswell as the value of tan . The result of
a tperfom ed in Ref. [206] for the SPSla scenario is shown in Tab.[5.4, w ith the sign of

xed to its true value, ie. > 0; for further analyses, see eg. Ref. [207]. At the LHC , these
fundam ental param eters can be determ ined at the percent level but the ILC in proves the
determ ination by an order of m agnitude; a very accurate picture is achieved when the LHC
and ILC data are com bined.

TABLE 54

Summ ary of the d1 SSM th SPSla with > 0 xed) and SPS14based on the param eter valies of
Tab.[53 at the LHC, I.C and their com bination. The sam e wamings on the di erences between the two
analyses as - the caption of Tabk[5E3 hod also in this context.

SPSla LHC I.C LEC+ ILC sPsi1a’ LHC+ TLC
mg 100 10003 49 10003  0:09 10004 008 70 02
mi_, 250 24995 18 25002 013 25001 0:11 250 02
tan 10 987 13 998 0:14 998 0:14 10 03
Ao 100 9929 3138 9826 443 9825 413 300 13
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534 Analyses n other GUT scenarios

The case of the dM SSM discussed previously dem onstrates that high-precision m easurem ents
allow us to reconstruct physical scenarios near the P lanck scale. This can be done in m any
other GUT scenarios and the exam ple of string e ective theories is brie y discussed below .
another exam ple, left{right sym m etric m odels which incorporate the seesaw m echanisn to
generate the sn all neutrino m asses w ill be discussed in chapter[].

H eterotic string theories give rise to a set of 4-din ensional dilaton S and moduli T su-
per elds after com pacti cation. The vacuum expectation values of S and T , generated by
non {perturbative e ects, determ ine the soft supersym m etry breaking param eters. T he prop-
erties of the theories are quite di erent fordilaton and m odulidom inated scenarios,quanti ed
by them xing angle .Thisangle characterizes theS and T° com ponents of the wave func-
tion of the G odstino, which is associated with the breaking of supersymm etry. T he m ass
scale is set by the second param eter of the theory, the gravitino m assm 5_, .

O
In lading order, the masses 209] are given by, M ;s / d¢m 3,851 3sin  and sz /

m §:2 1+ nj cos? for the gaugino and scalar sectors, respectively. A dilaton dom inated
scenario, sin ! 1, leads to universal boundary conditions of the soft{SUSY breaking pa-
ram eters while in m oduli dom inated scenarios, cos ! 1, the gaugino m asses are universal
butnot the scalarm asses. T he breaking is characterized by integerm odularweightsny which
quantify the couplings between m atter and m oduli elds. W ithin one generation, signi cant
di erences between left and right sferm ions and between sleptons and sjuarks can occur.

The results [208] for the analysis of a m ixed dilaton/m oduli superstring scenario w ith
dom inating dilaton com ponent, sin® = 029, and w ith di erent couplings of the m oduli eld
to the (L R) sleptons, the (L R) sgquarks and to the H iggs elds corresponding to the O {I
representation n,;, = 3,m,,= 1l,m,=ng,= 1,m,,=0,np,=1andnyg, = 2,are
presented in Fig.[58. T he gravitino m ass is set to 180 G &V in this analysis. G iven this set
of superstring induced param eters, the evolution of the gaugino and scalar m ass param eters
can be exploited to determ ine them odular weights n. Fig.[5.8 dem onstrates how stringently
this theory can be tested by analyzing the integer character of the entire set of weights.

10* Gev?
4.0

Top down T T T T

| STRING EFFECTIVE THEORY: SCALAR MASSES approach 50 | i
2_ 2 2
J\[j = m3/2[1 + njcos 9]

40 - ]

L3 E3
30 + .

1 1 1
1013 1014 1015 1016

FIGURE 5.8. Left: the Inear rehtion between Integer m odular weights and scalar m ass param eters n
string e ective theories[208]. R ght: in pact of the heavy right{handed neutrino m ass on the evolition of
the scalarm ass param eters ;1 left{right sym m etric theories [210].
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T hus, high-precision m easuram ents at the ILC m ay provide access to crucial low and
high {scale param eters which allow to discrim inate between various theories beyond the SM .

A nother exam ple of m odel param eterization at the very high scale is provided by left{
right sym m etric extensions of the SM . T he com plex structiire observed in the neutrino sector
requires the extension of theM SSM by a super eld including the right{handed neutrino eld
and its scalar partmer. If the amn all neutrino m asses are generated by the seesaw m echanisn
21111, a sin ilar type of spectrum is induced in the scalar sneutrino sector, splitting into light
TeV scale and very heavy m asses. T he Interm ediate seesaw scalesw illa ect the evolution of
the soft m ass term s which break the supersym m etry at the high (GUT ) scale, particularly in
the third generation w ith large Yukawa couplings.

If sneutrinos are lighter than charginos and the second lightest neutralino, as encoded in
SPs1a’, they decay only to invisible ~g nalstates, but sneutrinom asses can bem easured in
chargino decays to sneutrinos and leptons. T hese decays develop sharp edges at the endpoints
of the Jepton energy spectrum for charginos produced in € e annihilation. Sneutrinos of all
three generations can be explored this way [210]. A s seen before, the errors for the rst and
second generation sneutrinos are expected at the level of 400 M €V , doubling for the m ore
Involved analysis of the third generation.

Thisw ill provide us w ith the opportunity to m easure, indirectly, the interm ediate seesaw
scale of the third generation 210]. T his can be ilustrated in an SO (10) m odel in which the
Y ukawa couplings in the neutrino sector are proportional to the up {type quark m assm atrix.
T he m asses of the right{handed M a jprana neutrinos are hierarchical, / m ip ,and them ass
of the heaviest neutrino isgiven by M g, mZ=m , which, orm 5 102 eV ,am ounts
to 6 18 Gev, ie., a value close to the GUT scale.

Since the r isunfrozen only beyond Q = M | the in pact of the left{right extension will
bevisble In the evolution of the scalarm ass param etersonly at very high scales. Thee ectof

r can bem anifest only in the third generation where the Yukawa coupling is Jarge enough;
the evolution in the st two generations can thus be used to calbrate the assum ption of
universality for the scalar m ass param eters at the uni cation scale. In Fig.[5.8 the evolution
of the scalar m ass param eters In the third generation and the H iggs m ass param eter are
digplayed. T he lines include the e ects of the right{handed neutrino which induce the kinks.
Only the picture incuding r , ~x is com patdble w ith the assum ption of uni cation.

The kinks in the evolution of M ]:23 shift the physicalm asses [squared ] of the ~, and ~ 1,

particles of the third generation by the am ount M g ]Jcom pared w ith the slepton m asses of
the rst two generations. T he m easuram ent of Mg, 1/ m Mg, logM SUT=M 133 ) can be
exploited to determ ine the neutrino seesaw scale of the third generation ,M g, = 3:7{69 104
G eV 2101, n the LR extended SPS1a scenario w ith an initial value of 6 104 Gev.
T hus, this analysis provides us w ith a unigue possibility of indirectly verifying the seesaw

m echanisn and estim ate of the high-scale g seesaw m ass param eter M g, . This would have
an In pact in explaining the baryon asym m etry of the universe if it is triggered by leptogenesis
as willbe discussed in chapter[].

3
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CHAPTER 6

A femative scenarios

6.1 GENERALMOTINATION AND SCENARIDOS

Besides supersym m etric m odels, there are m any proposals for physics scenarios beyond the
Standard M odel. T hese alternative scenarios nvolve new dynam ics on the electroweak sym -
m etry breaking and/or new concepts on space{tin e and their m ain m otivation is, in m ost
cases, to provide a solution to the naturalness problem . Since this problem is connected w ith
the stability of the electrow eak sym m etry breaking scale, and the new ingredients are closely
related to the physics of the H iggs sector, its solution necessarily involves new particles and/or
new interactions at the Terascale. Furthem ore, these m odels need to address the question
of the dark m atter which calls for a new stable particle with a m ass near the EW SB scale.
Am ong the plethora of scenarios which have been proposed, som e exam ples are as follow s:

M odels w ith Jarge extra dim ensions [58]: If there is an extra dim ensional space where
only gravitons can propagate, the weakness of the gravitational interaction can be explained.
In this case, the four{dim ensionalP Janck m ass isa ctitiousm ass scale, and the fundam ental
gravity m ass scale in the higher din ension can be close to the TeV scale. A characteristic
collider signalisK aluza{K lein (KK ) graviton em ission where topologies w ith m issing energy
are expected at the LHC and ILC . KK graviton exchange in ferm jon pair production w ill
play an in portant role to con m the gravitational nature of the new particles.

W arped extra-dim ension m odels [59]: In the setup proposed by Randall and Sundrum
(RS), wo three{dim ensional branes are placed at di erent ponnts in the fth din ensional
direction, and the space{tin e between two branes ispart ofa ve{din ensionalanti{de Sitter
gpace. In this case, them ass scale on the SM brane is exponentially suppressed com pared to
that on the P lanck brane. T he weakness of gravitation is explained by the suppression of the
graviton wave function at the SM brane. The KK m odes of the graviton, how ever, can couple
strongly to the SM particles, and these m ay be produced as spin {tw o resonances at the LHC
and ILC .Theire ectsm ay also appear indirectly in SM particle production processes. N ote
that ve{din ensionalR S m odels are dual to strongly coupled four{din ensionalm odels.

Universal extra din ension (UED ) models [212]: In these m odels, all SM particles are
assum ed to propagate in a at extra{din ensional space. W ith a suitable orbifold com pact-
i cation, one can construct a phenom enologically viable m odel. These m odels look like a
bosonic supersym m etric theory since the rst KK m odes play the role of superpartners in
SUSY m odels but w ith the wrong spins. O ne can introduce a KK parity which m akes the
lIightest rst KK particle absolutely stable and a potential dark m atter candidate.
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Strong interaction m odels: W ithin the SM and its supersym m etric extensions, the H iggs
eld is introduced as a fundam ental degree of freedom . D ynam ical electroweak symm etry
breaking is rooted in new strong interactions, not necessarily involving a H iggs boson [26]]. If
global sym m etries of these Interactions are broken spontaneously, a set of G oldstone bosons
w il be generated, such as pions after breaking chiral symm etries in QCD . By absorbing
these G odstones, longitudinaldegrees of freedom and m asses are generated for gauge bosons.
Several scenarios have been developed along this path quite early [62,[63]as an altemative to
the standard H iggs m echanism and m ore recently [61] In a variant responding to the success
of the Iight H iggs picture in accounting for the high {precision electroweak data.

Little H iggsm odels [61l]: These are m odels w ith a com posite H iggs boson but, unlke
traditional Technicolor m odels [63], the dynam ical scale is around 10 TeV and the physical
H iggs boson is considered to be a part of com posite eld. T he quadratic divergence of the
H iggsboson m ass renomm alization is canceled at the one{loop levelby extra gauge bosons and
top parthers w ith a carefully chosen global and gauge symm etry structure. An interesting
class of little H iggs m odels are those with T parity [213]] in which the new particles can be
much lighter than 1 TeV without con ict w ith the precision electroweak data. In particular,
the lightest T -odd particle, a heavy photon, can be even lighter than a few hundred G&V .

T here is a variety of possbilities in each of the above scenarios. In m odels w ith extra
din ensions, phenom enological in plications depend on which particles are allowed to prop-
agate In the extra din ensions. T he H iggsless m odel proposed in R ef. [66]] is one type of a

ve{din ensionalm odel. T here are also proposals w here the idea of extra space din ensions is
com bined w ith low energy supersymm etry. Som e m odels in warped extra din ensions can be
considered to be the dualdescription of strongly coupled conform al eld theories [214]] and
com posite H iggs scenarios have been proposed based on this duality [215].

T he above altemative m odels iIntroduce new particles and interactions at the TeV scale
and new signals are expected at the LHC experim ent. If som e signals are indeed observed,
the nature of the new physics could be detem ined by various precise m easurem ents at the
ILC . In this respect, Indirect searches for new physics e ects in SM and H iggs processes are
also In portant at the ILC . In the follow Ing, typical exam ples of ILC studies are presented.

6.2 EXTRA DM ENSIONALMODELS

6.2.1 Large extra din ensions

In the m odels w ith large extra din ensions, the e ective four{din ensional Planck mass M p
is related to the fuindam entalgravity mass scaleM p in the 4+  din ensional space{tin e by
M 5 =VM DZ+ whereV is the volum e of the extra{din ensional space. For exam ple, taking
Mp = 1 TeV, the size of the extra dinension is01l mm to 1l fm for = 2 to 6. The KK
m odes of the graviton have, therefore, an aln ost continuous spectrum .

At the ILC , the observation of a single photon w ith m issing energy due to the am ission of
aKK graviton In thereaction e" e | Gy Isa robust signalof them odel. T he sensitivity
to thescaleM p in this channelis shown in Tablel[6dl for polarized and unpolarized e beam s.
Beam polarization isvery e ective in this case as them ain background process,e” e ! ,
can be suppressed signi cantly. T he search 1in it for the scale M p is sin ilar to that obtained
In ghion and KK graviton em ission at the LHC . Note that there are severe coan ological
and astrophysical [216] bounds on the mass M  in this scenario; a recent analysis [217]
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of astrophysical data sets a lower lin it of several hundred TeV in the case of two extra
din ensions. T he lin it is weaker for a larger num ber of extra din ensions and the constraints
are not strong for 4.

TABLE 6.1
The sensimuty atthe 95% CL nthemassscakM p (Ih TeV) fordirect graviton production 1 the polrized
and unpobrized " e ! Gk x process forvarbus valies assum ing a 0.3% nom alization emor([].
3 4 5 6
Mp (P, =Pa = 0) 44 35 29 25
Mp (P. = 08) 58 44 35 29
M

p Pe = 08;Ps = 00) 6.9 51 4.0 33

O nce them issing energy signal is observed , the next step would be to con m  its gravita—
tional nature and determ ine the num ber of extra din ensions. The ILC will play an essential
role here. T he num ber of extra dim ensions can be determ ined from the energy dependence
of the production cross section. In the left{hand side of Fig.[6.]l, it is shown that itsm ea—
surem ent at two collider energies, ~ s = 500 Ge&V and 800 G &V , can discrim inate between
scenarios w ith di erent num bers of extra din ensions. A dditional inform ation on the num ber
of extra dim ensions can also be obtained from them issing m ass distrdbbution.
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FGURE 6.1. Left: determm hation of the num ber of extta-din ensions at the IL.C at two center of m ass
energis pE = 500 and 800 Gev [218]. Right: the di erentil azin uthal asymm etry distrbution for
ete ! 4 at500Gev IC wih 500 b ! data 1 the SM (histogram ) and 11 the LED m odelw ith a
cut{o of1.5 TeV (data points);e are assumed to be 80% and 60% polrized, respectively [219].

An altemative signal for the presence of extra din ensions is provided by KK {graviton
exchange in processes such ase'e ! ff.Themassreach In this channel is sin ilar to that
obtained In KK {graviton em ission. Sincem any new physicsm odels can generate deviations in
this reaction, it is In portant to discrin inate the extra{dim ensionalm odel from other scenar-
jos. s{channel KK {graviton exchange has the characteristic signature of spin{two particle
in the angular distrbutions of the ete ! ff;W W and HH production processes [220].
Furthem ore, if both electron and positron are transversely polarized, the azim uthal asym —
m etry distrbution provides a powerful tool to dentify the spin{two nature of the virtually
exchanged particle [17,[219]as shown in the right{hand side of F ig.[6.]l.
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6.2.2 W arped extra din ensions

In the original proposal of Randall and Sundrum [53], only the graviton was assum ed to

propagate in the extra{din ensional space and the SM eldswere con ned on the TeV brane.

In this m odel, the m ass scales of the din ensionfill param eters In the action are set by the
P lanck scale, but the physicalm ass scales on the TeV (or SM ) brane are reduced by the warp

factor ofe ¥ where kr, 11 to explain the hierarchy between the weak and P lanck scales.
A characteristic signal of this extension is the presence of the graviton KK m odes near the
TeV scale. In fact, them odel is speci ed by tw o param eters, for nstance, them assofthe rst

KK mode and k=M whereM is the four{dim ensional reduced P lanck m ass. KK graviton

resonances can be searched for through the D rell{Yan processat the LHC and them ass reach

can be 3{4 TeV , covering m ost of the interesting param eter space of the m odel [2211].

If such resonances are indeed observed at the LHC , one needs to establish their gravita—
tional nature. The gpin of the resonance can be determm ined from the angular distribution
of the nal kpton pairs at the LHC and ILC [221],[222]]. T he search reach through contact
Interactions at the ILC with a cm . energy of 500 G &V is sin ilar to the LHC direct search
reach and a 1 TeV ILC can signi cantly extend the discovery lin it [15].

A nother In portant property which has to be veri ed is the universal structure of the
graviton couplings to other particles. For this purpose, the branching ratios of the resonances
have to be determ ined precisely. An ultin ate con m ation of the m odelwould be provided
by the s{channel production of the KK graviton state at the ILC as shown in Fig.[6.J. From
line{shape analyses, the two Independent param eters, the rst KK m odem ass and the ratio
k=M , can be precisely determ ined along w ith the various decay branching ratios.
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FGURE 6.2. Graviton resonance production atthe I.C mefe | 7 I the RS m odelw ith the m ass

ofthe wstKK mode taken to be 500 GV ; the exchange of a KK tower is hclided and the ever w denhg
resonances correspond to ncreasing the valie of k=M 1 the range 0o£ 0.01{0.1. From Ref. 1.

In R Sm odels, onewould expect the presence of a radion w hich w illm ix w ith the H iggsbo-
son w hose properties could be signi cantly altered. T he H iggs couplings to various particles,
for instance, could be reduced at the levelofa few 10% . These e ects can be easily denti ed
w ith the precision ILC m easurem ents as discussed in chapter[d. The radion has substantial
couplings to the W =Z bosons and can be produced in the H iggs{strahlung e* e ! Z or
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W W fusione e ! e e Processes. If it is relatively heavy,M > 2M y , it could decay into
two H iggs bosons w ith large rates. T his is illustrated in the left{hand sde of F ig.[6. 3 w here
BR( ! HH)isdisplayed asa function of the H iggs{radion m ixing param eter . Besides the
dom Inating ! W W ;ZZ decay m odes, the channels ! H H can reach branching fractions
of O (30% ) leading to a signi cant excess of H iggs pairs com pared to the SM . O ther decay
channels of the radion, such as ! ttand gg,besidesW W and Z Z decays, can reach the
level of few ten percent when kinem atically accessible. T hese decays could also be probed at
the ILC and the branching fractions m easured very precisely.

O.B- L e I A B A 5 r
g m,=250 CeV < o4 SM
[ m,=300 GeV e r
06 my=350 GeV ~ --mmooooe- _ o2 L
2 m,=120 GeV ] o
% 04— ] [ i
= r ] o2 L Z-Z’ mixing
m B
*er ] oA Full effect
K -0.6 ;
0.0— C | | | | |
—4 4 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
Ecm GeV
FIGURE 63. Left: the ! HH branchihg mtis as fiinctions of the parameter forMy = 120 GeV

and = 5TeV forsevermlvaliesof M  [57]. Right: the energy dependence of the kft{right polrization
asymm etry for tt production at the I.C in the SM and in the RS scenario i the pure Z {Vkx x m Xhg case
and taking also Ito account the virtualKK exchange [124].

T he version of the R S m odelw ith bulk m atter o ers the possibility of generating the large
m ass hierarchies prevailing am ong SM ferm ions if they are placed di erently along the extra
dim ension [223]. An interesting aspect of this scenario is related to the KK excitations of
gauge bosons. Ifthe SM symm etry isenhanced to SU (2);, SU (2% U (1), the high {precision
data can be tted whik keeping the KK m asses down to values as low as 3 TeV . Since the
third generation ferm ions should be localized closer to the TeV {brane to get higher m asses,
their couplings to the KK gauge bosons are larger and generate m ore In portant e ects in
the tand b sectors. In particular, the stronger b couplings induce a large m ixing between the
Z and KK bosons which allow s to resolve the LEP anom aly on the asym m etry A?B [1201.
W ith the high precision in them easurem ent of the production rates and polarization/angular
asymm etries in thee" e | ttand b processes, KK excitations exchanged in the s{channel
can be probed even form asses up to 20 Tev [[24]. This is exem pli ed in Fig.[6.3 (right)

where the %evjatjons in the left{right asymm etry Z—\ER in ete | ttare displayed as a
function of = s for ferm ion localizations and couplings w hich resolve the A? 5 anom aly with

aKK massof 3 TeV .W ith the ILC accuracy, a m easuram ent of 105 of the KK m ass can be
achieved. Additional inform ation on the KK couplings can be obtained from a m ore precise
m easurem ent ofA];B ;Z-\ILDR and (Z ! bb) at the G igaZ option of the ILC .

N ote that in such m odels, therem ay be also new ferm ionsw ith not too largem asses. For
Instance, the SU (2)r partnher of g ,bg , typically reaches KK m asses as low as a few hundred
G &V and can be thus produced and studied in detailat the ILC . Thisnew quark m ighta ect
dram atically the production rates of the H iggs boson at the LHC as discussed earlier.
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6.2.3 Universalextra din ensions

U niversalextra din ensions (UED ) [212]]is them odelw hich resem bles them ost to the original
N ordstrom {K aliza{K lein scenario. A 11SM particles are assum ed to propagate in a atextra{

din ensional space which is com pacti ed to an orbifold. In the m inin al version, the extra
one{din ensional space is com pacti ed in the form of an S,=Z, orbifold, where a circle S,

is divided in half by 72, projction. Viewed as a four din ensional theory, the UED m odel
Introducesa K aluza{K lein tower foreach SM particle. Thecomm onm assofthenth KK states
isroughly given by n=R whereR isthe com pacti cation radius, but radiative corrections and
boundary tem s lift the initialm ass degeneracy of the nth KK states.

In UED m odels,m om entum conservation in the fth din ension is replaced by a conserved
parity, called KK {parity [224,[225]. The zero m odes, ie. the SM particles, are even under
this parity but the lightest m assive m odes are odd. This has the m aor consequence that
the lightest KK particle (LK P ),which in general corresponds to the KK hypercharge gauge
boson, is absolutely stable. It gives m issing transverse energy signals at colliders and is a
good dark m atter candidate asw illbediscussed in chapter[d. A nother in portant consequence
of this parity is that n = 1 KK particles are only produced in pairs. This suppresses their
virtual corrections to SM processes, allow Ing the UED scale 1=R to be as low as 300 G &V
w ithout con icting w ith high {precision electroweak data.

From the previous discussion, one concludes that the situation in UED m odels is quite
analogous to the m inin al supersym m etric SM extension with conserved R {parity, except
that here, the lightest particle is a spin{one particle, a heavy photon. Thus, if only the zst
m assive KK m odes are produced, UED m odels would look very m uch lke a subset of SUSY
m odels in term s of their collider signatures. Even if one detects a few of the second levelK K
m odes, it is not obvious that this w i1l discrim inate the signatures from an extended SU SY
m odel. The crucial discrin inators, of course, are the spins of the heavy partmer particles.
At the LHC, distinguishing these spins is a signi cant experin ental challenge. The ILC
will play an In portant role in this context as the spin di erence between superpartners and
KK excitations can be determ ined in detailed angular distribution studies and threshold
scans. This is exem pli ed in Fig.[6.4 where the threshold excitation curve and the angular

. . . + . . .
distrbution in the case of et e ! r1 gy orthe rstmuon KK excitation in UED m odels
is com pared to anuon pair production in theM SSM ,e" e ! ~; ~R [1871.
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FIGURE 6 4. The threshoH excitation for sm uons (a) and the angulrdistrbution (b) i the case of sm uons
intheM SSM and the 1stKK exciation ,, - UED i pai production at the IL.C ; from Ref. [187].
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6.3 STRONG INTERACTION M ODELS

6.3.1 Little H ggsm odels

To interpret the H iggs boson as a (pseudo-)G oldstone boson has been a very attractive idea
for a lIong tin e. The Interest in this picture has been renewed w ithin the little H iggs scenar-
ios [61]], that have recently been developed to generate the electroweak symm etry breaking
dynam ically by new strong interactions. Little H iggsm odels (LHM s) are based on a com plex
system of sym m etries and sym m etry breaking m echanian s. T hree points are central in real-
izing the dea: (i) theH ggs eld isa G odstone eld associated w ith the breaking of a global
symm etry G at an energy scale of order 4 £ 10 to 30 TeV , with £ characterizing
the scale of the sym m etry breaking param eter; (ii) in the sam e step, the gauge symm etry
Go G isbroken down to the SM gauge group, generating m asses for heavy vector bosons
and ferm ionswhich cancel the standard quadratic divergencies in the radiative corrections to
the light H iggsm ass; since them asses of these new particles are generated by the breaking of
the gauge sym m etry G o they are of the Interm ediate size M gf 1to 3TeV ; (ifi) theH iggs
bosonsacquiresam ass nally through radiative corrections at the standard electrow eak scale
oforderv = f=4 100 to 300 G &V .

T hus, three characteristic scales are encountered In these m odels: the strong interaction
scale ¢,thenew massscaleM and the electroweak breaking scale v, ordered in the hierarchi-
calchalm s M v. The Iight H Iggs boson m ass is protected at am all value by requiring
the collective breaking of two symm etries. In contrast to the boson {fem ion sym m etry that
cancels quadratic divergencies In supersym m etry, the cancellation in LHM s operates In the
bosonic and ferm jonic sectors individually, the cancellation ensured by the sym m etries am ong
the couplings of the SM elds and new eldsto theH iggs eld.

A generic feature of LHM s is the existence of extra gauge bosons, H iggs particles and
partmers of the top quark. Them asses of these new particles are constrained by electrow eak
precision m easurem ents. A lthough the precise values depend on the speci ¢ m odel under
consideration, these are usually beyond a few TeV , so that their direct production is kine—
m atically not accessible at the ILC . If one introduce T {parity, these m asses can be below
the TeV scale, but T {odd particles should be pair produced. Even if the new particles are
beyond the kinem atical reach of the ILC , indirect searches for e ects of LHM s is possible in
SM processes such ase'e ! ff;t5;Z2H and ' H.

An exam ple of indirect search of the new states at the ILC is shown in the left{hand
side of Fig.[6.8. The gure displays the lin it on the vev £ associated with SU (5) ! SO (5)
symm etry breaking in LHM sasderived from thee'e ! ff processesw ith a center ofm ass
energy s = 500 GeV and an integrated lum inosity of 500 b . Two new m ixing angles
s and &° specify the gauge symm etry breaking of [SU (2) U (1) ! su 2% U(ly . For
com parison, the LHC search reach for the heavy gauge boson Zy is also shown. A s can
be seen, the indirect searches at the ILC can extend the LHC search lin it substantially. A
sim ilar search can be performed In thee" e | ZH process but w ith less sensitivity.

In order to cancel the quadratic divergence in the Higgsm ass in LHM S, the top quark
sector has to be extended. The ordinary top quark is identi ed as one light com bination
of the extended top sector so that there could be sizable deviations in the top coupling to
W =Z bosons. In Fig.[6H (right), the correction to the ttZ coupling is shown in the case of
LHM swith T {parity. The displayed ILC search lin it indicates that m ost of the interesting
param eter region is covered by future high {precision top quark m easurem ents.
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FGURE 6.5. Left: the IL.C search reach In LHM s, as derived from the processe’ e ! ff, is com pared

to the LHC reach i heavy 7 ° boson searches; the decoupling lin it of the heavy photon is taken [226].

R ight: the corrections to the ttZ coupling In LHM s w ith conserved T {parity for two values of the heavy
top quark partner com pared to the (super)LHC and IL.C sensitivities [227].

Even ifT {parity isnot In posed, a pseudo{axion m ight be light enough to be accessible at
the ILC in thecasewhere LHM spossess a spontaneously broken approxin ate U (1) sym m etry
as in the sim plest m odel [228]]. In such a case the pseudo{axion could be produced in

association with the Higgs boson, e"e ! H and would decay via ! HZ. This is
exem pli ed in Fig.[6d (Jeft) where the cross section for thee' e ! H ! HH Z processis

shown asa function of s for scenarios w ith and w ithout the contribution ofa z ®boson [64].
The new contrbutions increase the ZH H rate by an order of m agnitude com pared to the
SM . A rehtively light boson could also be produced in association with top quark pairs,
e"e | tt and the signalin which the resonance dom inantly decays into I pairs could
be easily observed at the ILC as shown in Fig.[6.8 (right) for severalM values.

1.5+
L 10*
i S T /s = 800 GeV
i - e e’ — ttbb [L—1ab'
- #evt/2 GeV R
I 100 m, =50 GeV
0.5
i 10
400 600 800 1000 0 50 100
\/5 [GGV] Minv(bB) [GeV]

FGURE 6.6. Left: the cross section of doubk H Bygs production w ith and w ithout 2  exchange com pared
wih the SM prediction In the smplst LHM for M g 130 GeVv and M 300 Gev. Right: the
reconstructed bo nvarbntmass in the processe’ e | tt !t com pared to the SM background; the
peaks correspond to Z ;H production and to the resonance for severalM  values. From Ref. [64].
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6.3.2 Strong elctroweak sym m etry breaking

If no H iggs boson w ill be observed w ith m ass below 1 TeV , quantum {m echanical unitarity
dem ands stniglg Interactions between the electroweak gauge bosons, becom ing e ective at
energies (8 = 2Gr )1:2 " 12 TeV , to dam p the grow th of the am plitudes for (quasi{ )elastic
m assive gauge boson scattering processes [38].

A sdiscussed in chapter[d, the new interactions betw een the weak bosons can be expanded
in a serdes of e ective interaction term s w ith rising din ensions [130]]. Scattering am plitudes
are expanded correspondingly in a series characterized by the energy coe cients s= 2. De-
m anding CP and isospin invariance, for instance, only two new dim ension{four interaction
term s (out of the 10 temm s present in the general case) m ust be included In the expansion,
L4 and Ls, with coe cients 45 = vi= ? 45 W ith scale param eters bounded from above by
thevalue4 v 3 TeV.Theparam eters ; can bem easured in the quasi{elastic VV scatter-
ing processes e e ! “‘VV and triple gauge boson production e"e ! VVV, as the new
Interaction termm s a ect the total cross sections and the nalstate distributions.

A s can be seen from Figs.[3.4 and [3.3 of chapter([3, atp5 = 1TeV with 1 ab ! data,
the entire range of values can be covered, 4 v ' 3 TeV.These values can be
conveniently re{expressed In tem s of the m axin alm ass of the heavy resonances associated
w ith the new interactions the m easurem ent can be sensitive to, under the m ost favorable
conditions; Fig.[6 (left). In Tabk[6d, displayed are the com bined results obtained in the
full analysis of Ref. [131l] for the sensitivity on the scale for all possible spin/isospin
channels. In the left{hand side of the table, a conserved SU (2). is assum ed and in this case,
only the channelsw ith even I+J couple to weak boson pairs; in the right{hand side, shown are
the results w ithout this constraint. In each case, a single resonance w ith m axin al coupling
was assum ed to be present. A s one can see, scales from 15 to 6 TeV can be probed.

TABLE 6.2

Accessblk scaks n Tev forallpossible gpin/isogpin channels from a com plkte analysis of vector boson
scattering processes at 1 TeV the ILC, assum g a sihglk resonance w ith optin al properties [1311]. The
num bers in the keft{ (right{ )hand side are w ith (w ithout) assum ng the custodial sym m etry.

sph | 20 | =1 | =2 || =0 | =1 | =2 |

0 155 { 195 139 155 195
1 { 249 { 1.74 267 {
2 3.29 { 430 3.00 3.01 5.84
A Itematively, when resonances below the scale are present, the vector boson pair

production am plitude can be unitarised by a O m nes rescattering factor w ith one contribution
reproducing the low energy theorem 17 (S)= s=(8 E:w sp ) Tor G odstone boson scattering
at threshold far below any resonance and a second contribution from a resonance (s) =
3 =8 (tanh(s M)=M )+ 1). A study perform ed in Ref. [229]has shown thatW "W
production at the ILC w ith pE = 800GevV and L = 500/ * is com petitive w ith the LHC .
A s shown in the right{hand side of Fig.[6.], there isa 6 exclusion lim it for the LET and
one can excluide a {lke resonance of 2:55 (16) TeV at the 16 (33) level

A concrete exam ple ofm odelsw ith a strong EW SB sector is the BESS m odel [2311], which
inchides m ost Technicolor m odels [63]. It assum es a triplet of new vector resonances V 0 ,
sin ilar to the or techni{ ,which m ix with the W =2 bosons w ith a m ixing / g=d°, where
g® is the self{coupling of the V. © state. The ££fV © couplings are determ ined by a second
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FIGURE 6.7. Left: dependence of the m ass of a sihgkt vector resonance on 4, fordi erent values of
M =10 (=d),0:8 (blue), 0:3 (brown) [131]. R ght: sensitivity or a resonance form factor at a 800
Gev ILC with 500 o ! data assum g perfect cham tagging [229].
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FIGURE 6.8. Left: the 95% C L. contours for the BESS m odel param eters from the ILC atp s= 500 and
800 GeV com pared to present constraints. R ight: statisticalsigni cance fora P’ signal i various tagged
channels as a finction of mpo at~ s= 500 GeV wih 500 fb ' data. From Ref. [230].

param eter b. A variant of the m odel, the degenerate BESS, is when the axial and vector
resonances are alm ost degenerate in m ass. A sm any scenarios ofdynam ical EW SB , it predicts
the presence of pseudo N am bu G oldstone bosons (PNGBs).

T he vector resonances of the BESS model can be cbserved in efe | W W  in the
generalor n €' e ! f£f In the degenerate cases. C om bining all possible cbservables In these
two channels and using beam polarization, the sensitivity of the ILC on the param eters of
the generalm odel is larger than the one expected at the LHC . In the degenerate case, the
ILC sensitivity is shown in Fig.[6.8 (left) and if a resonance below 1TeV is observed at the
LHC , one can study it In detail and attem pt to gplit the two nearly degenerate resonances
and m easure their w dths [230]. In addition, the lightest PNGB P U can be produced at the
ILC eg. nthereaction e'e ! PY asshown in Fig.[68 (right); unlke at the LHC , Iow P ¢
m asses can be probed and rates for interesting decay m odes can bem easured 230].
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6.3.3 H ggslkss scenarios in extra din ensions

A Iso in theories w ith extra space dim ensions, the electrow eak sym m etry can be broken w ith—
out introducing a fundam ental scalar eld, leading to H ggsless theordes [66]. Since n  ve{

din ensional theories the wave functions are expanded by a fth com ponent, the electrow eak

symm etry can be broken by applying appropriately chosen boundary conditions to this eld
com ponent. This scalar com ponent of the orighal ve{dim ensional gauge eld is absorbed

to generate the m assive KK towers of the gauge elds in four dim ensions. T he additional
exchange of these towers In W W scattering dam ps the scattering am plitude of the SM and
allow s, in principle, to extend the theory to energies beyond the O (1) TeV unitarity bound of
H iggsless scenarios. H ow ever, it is presently unclear w hether realistic m odels of this type can
be constructed that give rise to am all enough elastic W W scattering am plitudes com patible
w ith perturbative unitarity [232)].

H iggsless m odels can be best tested at the ILC if the energy is pushed to itsm axin um .
U nlike for Technicolor m odels, one expects that the m asses of the new vector bosons, collec—
tively called V;, are below the TeV scale and thus kinem atically accessble. In this case, they
can be produced In the W =7 fusion processese’e ! V, e cande‘e ! V) . . forthe
charged and neutral states, respectively. T he cross sections for these processes, as well as the
one for the associated production processe*e ! V. W ,are shown asa function of the V;
m ass in the left{hand side of Fig.[6.9 for cm . energies of ~ s = 500 G &V and P 1rev
and com pared to theSM W W Z continuum background [233]. O ne can see that the rates
are rather large, exceeding the fam tobam level for Vi massesclose toM vy, = 800 GeV ata 1
TeV cm . energy, before experim ental cuts and e ciencies are applied. T hanks to the clean
environm ent, the dom inant hadronic decays of the W =Z bosons can be used and the invariant
m asses of the Vi resonances can be easily reconstructed. T his provides an extra handle for
suppressing the SM background as shown in the right{hand side of Fig.[6.9 where the W Z
nvariant m ass distrbbution for the signal of H iggsless m odels and the SM background are
com pared for the sam e two cm . energies and several values of the resonance m asses. T hus,
the ILC has a realpotential to test som e of the generic predictions of H iggsless m odels.

T T 2 T T T T
— — — — E=1000 GeV 10! | Eey= 500 GeV
103 E= 500 GeV sk Eeu=1000 GeV ]
~ N )
g I
— oL i
>>< 102 AN N — é 10
[ S N U -~ - - N 5 ]
N : 1
N - -
N N z 2
5 10! N N {1 5. :
NN \ < 10 = E .
N N \
o N \ 51 R
AN \ :
109 L > L. 2 1 1 1 |
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000
My (GeV) My+z (GeV)

FGURE 69. Left: the production cross sections for the new gauge bosons V; and the contihuum SM
background at the I.C . Right: the W Z ivariantm ass Is:ljst\:lbutbn for the sggnal n H ggskss m odels and
the SM background. T both cases, the cm . energy is° s= 500 GeV and 1 TeV.From Ref. 233].
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6.4 NEW PARTICLES AND INTERACTIONS

New gauge and/or m atter particles, not necessarily related to the electroweak symm etry
breaking m echanisn , are predicted In m any extensions of the Standard M odel. If any signals
for these new particles are seen, it w illbe crucial to distinguish am ong the variety ofpossible
new states. Total cross sections, angular distribbutions and the nal polarization can be
used to discrin nate am ong the di erent possibilities; longitudinally polarized beam s allow

for additionalm ethods to unravel the helicity structure of the new underlying interactions.
If new states are directly or Indirectly accessible, the ILC will be the deal Instrum ent to
determ ine their characteristics as w ill be brie y illustrated below .

6.4.1 New gauge bosons

G auge bosons In the Interm ediate TeV scale are m otivated by m any theoretical approaches
[234]]. For instance, the breaking of G U T s based on SO (10) or E¢ symm etries, m ay leave one
or several U (1) rem nants unbroken down to TeV energies, before the sym m etry reduces to
the SM symm etry. In the case of the Eg m odel, one has the possible breaking pattem:

Eg ! SO (10) U(@) ! SU(G) U(QL) U(@l) ! sM U@y
and the new Z % corresponding to the nalU (1)° ram nant, is a linear com bination of the gauge
bosons of the U (1)% gerbelated in the two{step symm etry breaking, z%= 2 cos + Z s
Thevalue = arctan( 5=3) woul correspond to a Z Y orighating from the direct breaking
of E¢ to a rank{5 group in superstrings inspired m odels. A nother interesting option is left{
right (LR ) m odels,based on thegroup SU (2)x ~ SU (2), U (1} 1 nwhich thenew 20, will
couple to a linear com bjnatioB gfthe right-handed and B {L currentsw ith a param eter iR
3g§ :gf 1. Thevalie 1y 2 correspondsto a LR sym m etricm odelw ith equalSU (2)z and
SU (2), couplings, gr = g, - A s has been discussed previously, new gauge bosons also appear
In little H iggsm odels and, In extra{din ensionalm odels, the K aluza{K lein excitations of the
electrow eak gauge bosons can have m asses in the range of a few TeV .

Such Interm ediate gauge bosons can be searched for at the LHC in the D rell{Y an process,
g ! z%! 4 with ‘= e; ,and masses up to about 5 TV can be reached in general
[12,[131. If 7z ° bosons are mund at the LHC, the rolke of the ILC willbe twold . First,
by analyzing the e ect of virtual Z ° s{channel exchange on the cross sections and angular
distrbutionsof ferm ion pairproduction, e’ e | ff,the sensitivity to new gaugeboson scales
can be extended signi cantly. Second, the couplings of the new Z ° boson to SM ferm ions
can be determ ined very precisely using forw ard {backward asym m etries and the polarization
dependence of the cross sections. T he variousm odels could be then clearly discrin inated and
the nature of the underlying gauge sym m etry or m odel could be denti &d.

By studying the interference between the ;Z and the Z° boson exchange contributions
in the processe" e | ff, the e ects of the new gauge boson can be probed for m asses in
themulti{TeV range 235]. Already ata s= 500 G&V ILC,them ass reach is com parable
to that of the LHC as exem pli ed in the left{hand side of F ig.[6.10 for severalm odels. T his
is particularly the case for ZER boson and the KK excitations where the m ass reach exceeds
5TeV and 10 TeV , respectively. T he sensitivity w illbe signi cantly increased when the ILC
willbe upgraded to ~ s= 1 TeV if the sam e integrated lum inosity is collected.

The Z%mass reach can also be further extended using the G igaZ option of the ILC .
Precision electrow eak m easurem ents at the Z pole provide a com plem entary inform ation as
they are sensitive to the m ixing between the 2z and the Z Y bosons which is expected to be
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FGURE 6.10. Left: the mass range covered by the LHC and the I.C (FLC) for a z° boson 1 varius
scenaros; for the ILC the heavy hatched region is covered by explithg the G gaZ option (sensitive to the
7 {Z °m &hg) and the high energy region (sensitive to the ;7 {2° hterference) [15,[236]. R ght: the I.C
resolving power (95% CL) forM ;o= 1;2 and 3 TeV for kft{ and right{handed kptonic couplings (ci and
cé ) based on the kptonic observabls po1r B g and AL, ; the smallest (largest) regions correspond to
Mgo=1TeV (3TeV) 237]. hboth gures s=500GeV andL=1ab ! are assumed.

proportionalto the Z=2 °m ass ratio. W ith precisely determ ined top and H iggs boson m asses
at the ILC , the Z “m ass reach can be signi cantly larger than the LHC direct Z ¥ search Iim it
for som e m odels, as also illustrated in the left{hand side of F ig.[6.10.

In a second step, the couplings of the Z ° boson need to be probed and the m odel origin
determ ned. An exam ple of chiral coupling detem ination in several extended m odels is
shown i the right{hand side of F i.[6.10. Here, Z ° bosons origihating from the Eg m odel
(), a eft{right symm etric m odel (LR ), the littlest H iggs m odel (LH ), the sin plest little
Higgsm odel (SLH ), and KK excitations originating from theories of extra din ensions (KK )
are considered. O nly leptonic observables have been taken into accounted and electron and
positron beam polarizations are assum ed to be 80% and 60% , regpectively. A s can be seen,
forM 5zo0= 2 TV, the various m odels can be clearly distinguished. T his is a very In portant
step to dentify the underlying theory if a new vector resonance is observed at the LHC .

Finally, new charged gauge bosons W © also appear in extensions of the SM such as left{
right sym m etric m odels. T hese particles can be produced at the LHC up to m asses of the
order of 5 TeV In som e cases. Com plem enting the LHC detection of these states, the ILC
coud allow to reconstruct the W © couplings. A detailed sinulation [238] shows that W °
bosons can be observed via their virtuale ects in the processe” e ! and,at s= 500
GevV with lab ! data,massesup toM y o 13 TeV in left{rightm odelsand up toMy o 5
TeV for a SM {like heavy W ?and the KK excitation of the W boson, can be probed if the
system atical errors are assum ed to be an aller than 0.1% . The sensitivity can be slightly
In proved by considering thee ! g+ X process In thee option of the ILC . In the case
where a heavy SM {like W “boson with amassof1.5 TeV isobserved, its couplings to quarks
and Jeptons could be m easured w ith an accuracy of a few percent in som e cases [238].

IL.CReference Design Report  IE37



AILTERNATNVE SCENARDS

188

06.4.2 Exotic ferm jons

M any theories beyond the SM such as GUT s or extra{din ensional require the existence
of new m atter particles w ith the possibility of new interactions not contained in the SM ;
for a review , see eg. Ref. 239]. Exam ples of new elem entary ferm ions include sequential
fourth generation ferm ions, vector{lke ferm ions w ith both left{ and right{handed com po-
nents In weak isodoublets, m irror ferm ions which have the opposite chiral properties as the
SM ferm ions and isosinglet ferm ions such as the SO (10) M a prana neutrino. E xotic ferm ions,
ie. farm ions that have the usual lepton/baryon but non-canonical SU (2)y, U (1) guantum
num bers, occur naturally in GUT m odels that contain a single representation into which a
com plete generation of SM quarks and leptons can be em bedded. For instance, in the Eg
group, each ferm ion generation lies In the 27 representation, which contains 12 new ferm ions
In addition to the 15 chiral ferm ions of the SM . It is conceivable that these new ferm ions
aocquire m asses not m uch larger than the EW SB scale, if these m asses are protected by som e
symm etry. In fact, this is necessary if the associated new gauge bosons are relatively light.

Except for sihglet neutrinos, the new ferm ions couple to the photon and/or to the weak
gauge bosonsW =7 w ith full strength ; these couplings allow for pair production,e"e ! FF,
w ith practically unam biguous cross sections and , m asses very close to the kinem atical 1im it,
mp %pé, can be probed; see Fig.[6. 11 (left). In general, the new ferm jons willm ix w ith
their SM light partners which have the sam e conserved quantum numbers. This m ixing,
which isexpected to beanall < 0:1 from LEP constraints, gives rise to new currentswhich
determ ine the decay pattem of the heavy fem ions, F | fz2=f%W .

The m xIng also allow s for the single production of the new ferm ions,e"e ! Ff. In
the case of quarks and second/third generation leptons, single production proceeds only
via s{channel Z exchange and the rates are m oderate. For the st generation neutral
and charged leptons, one has additional t{channel exchanges w hich signi cantly increase the
production cross sections; see Fig.[61]] (right). For not too snallm ixing, lepton m asses
close to the center of m ass energy can be produced. A fiill sin ulation [240] of the processes

efe ! N ! eW .ande"e ! E e ! e e Z,taking into account the dom inant
backgrounds and detector e ciencies, show s that forM y g = 350 G €V ,m ixing angles down
to 0:002 and 0:01 can be probed at a 500 G &V ILC with 500 fb! data I, respectively,

the neutral and charged lepton case.
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FIGURE 6.11. The production cross sections for new heavy kptons atp 's= 1 TeV :pairproduction (left)
and singk neutrino production for varbusm ixing angks (right). From Ref. [241]].
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6.4.3 D iferm ions

D iferm ions are new spin{zero or spin{one bosons that have unusual baryon and/or lepton
quantum num bers [239]. Exam ples are leptoquarks with B= 1=3 and L= 1, diquarks
with B= 2=3 and L= 0 and dilptons with B= 0 and L= 2. They occur in m odels of
ferm ion com positeness as well as In some GUT m odels such as E¢ where a colored weak
isosinglet new particle can be either a leptoquark or a diquark. In the case of leptoquarks,
starting from an e ective Lagrangian w ith general SU (3) SU (2) U (1) invariant couplings
and conserved B and L num bers, one obtains 5 scalar and 5 vector states w ith distinct SM
transform ation properties. In addition to the usual couplings to gauge bosons, diferm ions
have couplings to ferm ion pairs which determm ine their decays. In supersym m etric m odels
w ith R {parity violation, the scalar partners of sferm ions m ay be coupled to two fem ions
giving rise to production and decay m echanisn s that are analogous to those of diferm ions.

Leptoquarks can be produced in pairsate’ e colliders [242,243] through gauge boson s/{
channel exchange; signi cant tchannel quark exchange can also be present In som e channels
if the quark { Jepton { leptoquark coupling squared 2=’ are not too sm all. D epending on the
charge, the spin and isospin of the leptoquark, the cross sections can vary w idely as shown
in the left{hand side of Fig.[6.1J for s= 500 and 800 G &V . In a detailed sinulation, it has
been shown that scalar and vector leptoquark m asses very close to the beam energy can be
detected w ith the exception of the 73S, statewhich can be probed only form asses  40%™ s
because of the lower cross section [243]. O nce the leptoquarks have been cbserved, besides
the total cross sections, the study of the angular distribbution gives an additional handle on
the spin and the relative size of the couplings to gauge bosons and ferm ions.
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FIGURE 6.12. Left: total cross sections for various kptoquark pai production at the IL.C w ih P s= 500
and 800 GeV w ith vanishing Yukawa couplings and includihg the corrections due to beam stahlung and ISR
[243]. Rght: 95% CL indirect =338, Jeptoquark discovery regions (to the keft of the curves) at = = 500
GeV and 1 TeV with 50 and 100 b ' data [244)].

Single production of scalar and vector leptoquarks can also occur 242], In particular for
those states coupling to rst generation leptonswhich can be produced w ith large rates in e
Initiated subprocesses. T hough suppressed by the unknown Y ukaw a coupling to quark { lepton
pairs =e, these processes could allow to extend the kinem atical reach to m asses up to P ER
F irst generation leptoquarks can also be observed at the ILC in e option: the rates arem uch
larger than in the e e option but them ass reach is slightly low er due to the reduced energy.
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O ne can also Indirectly probe the existence of very heavy leptoquarks that are not kine—
m atically accessble at a given cm . energy In thee' e | gg process as t{channel leptoquark
exchange can contribute signi cantly to the cross section, provided the Yukawa coupling is
su clently large. From the total cross section and angular distrdbution m easurem ents at

s = 500 G &V, one can probe the E¢ lptoquark =35, orM g 4 TeV and =e 1 with
only 50 b ! data as shown i Fi.[612 (n’ght%) [244]]. The e ects of a 2 TeV state with
couplingsas low as =e  0:l,can be probed at s= 1 TeV and L = 100 b *.

D ileptons, lke doubly charged H iggs bosons, would lead to the gspectacular four lepton
signature if they are pair produced,e’e | L*¥*L ! 44 . Because of the large electric
charge Q .» = 2, the rates are signi cant in the e’ e m ode of the ILC and even m ore in the

modeas / Qf,.They can also be singly produced and, in particular, they could appear
as s{channel resonances in e e collisions for m ass close to the cm . energy. D iguarks can

1

be pair produced in €' e collisions for m asses an aller than Epé and lead to an excess of

four{ gt events which could be easily searched for in contrast to the LHC .

6.4.4 Com positeness

A s a possible physical scenario, strongly Interacting electrow eak bosons at energies of order
1 TeV could be Interpreted as a signal of com posite substructures of these particles at a scale
of 10 '7 am . M oreover, the proliferation of quarksand Jptons could be taken as evidence for
possble substructures in the ferm ionic sector. In this picture, m asses and m xing angles are a
consequence of the interactions betw een a sm allnum ber of elem entary constituents, in analogy
to the quark/gluon picture of hadrons. A lthough no satisfactory theoretical form alism has
been set up so far, one can describe this scenario in a purely phenom enological way.

C om positeness in the ferm ion sector can be tested at the ILC through the m easurem ent
ofthee"e ! ggand ‘" ‘ cross sections and asym m etries and the search for four{fem ion
contact interactions generated by the exchange of the ferm ion subconstituents. A s discussed
in chapter[3, com positeness scales up to 100 TeV can be probed at the ILC ; Fig [3.].

T he existence of excited ferm ions is a characteristic signalof substructure in the farm ionic
sector: if the know n ferm ions are com posite ob Fcts, they should be the ground state of a rich
spectrum of excited states which decay down to the form er states via a m agnetic dipole type
de{excitation. In this case, decays to a light partner ferm ion and a photon w ith branching
ratios of the order of 30% is possible. T hese decays constitute a characteristic signature of
excited ferm ions and discrim nate them from the exotic ferm ions discussed above.

T he pair production of excited ferm ions [245] ollow s the sam e pattem as for the exotic
ferm dons and, for excited leptons, the cross sections are sim ilar to those shown in Fig.[6.1]]
(left) generating event sam ples that allow for an easy discovery of these states for m asses
am aller than the beam energy. Single production of excited ferm ions at the ILC [245] is also
sim ilar to that of exotic ferm ions, w ith the notable exception of single production of excited
electrons which, in €' e collisions, is strongly enhanced by t{channel photon exchange. T his
state can also beproduced asan s{channelresonance in e collisions. T he single production of
excited electronic neutrinos in €" e collisions is also enhanced by t{channelW exchange and
leads to the interesting signature of an isolated m onochrom atic photon and m issing energy.
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CHAPTER 7

Connections to coan ology

D ark m atter has been established as a m a pr com ponent of the universe. W e know from
several Independent observations, including the cosn ic m icrow ave background, supemovas
and galaxy clusters, that DM is responsible for  20% of the energy density of the universe.
Yet, none of the SM particles can be regponsible for it and the observation of DM , together
w ith neutrino m asses, is likely the rst direct signal of new physics beyond the SM . Several
particles and ob fcts have been nom inated as candidates for DM . T hey span a w ide range of
m asses, from 10 ° &V, in the case of axions, to 10 ° solarm asses, for prin ordialblack holes.
Cosn ology tells us that a signi cant fraction of the universe m ass consists of DM , but does
not provide clues on its nature. Particle physics tells us that new physics m ust exist at, or
Just beyond, the electroweak scale and new symm etries m ay result in new , stable particles.
E stablishing the inter{relations between physics at the m icroscopic scale and phenom ena at
coam ological scale w ill represent a m a pr them e for physics In the next decades.

The ILC willbe abl to play a key role In elucidating these inter{relations. O ut of these
m any possibilities, there isa class ofm odelsw hich is especially attractive since its existence is
Independently m otivated and DM , at about the observed density, arises naturally. T hese are
extensions of the SM which Include an extra sym m etry protecting the lightest particle in the
new sector from decaying into ordinary SM states. T he lightest particle becom es stable and
can be chosen to be neutral. Such a particle is called a weakly interacting m assive particle
(W IM P ) and arises in theories beyond the SM , such as supersym m etry w ith conserved R |
parity but also In extra din ensionalm odels w ith KK {parity.

Current cosn ological data, m ostly through the W M AP satellite m easurem ents of the
CM B ,determ ine the DM density in the universe to be

pw h%? = 0:111  0:006;

which is already a determm ination to 6% accuracy. T he accuracy is expected to be in proved
to the percent level by firture m easuram ents by the P lanck satellite 246]]. T he next decades
prom ise to be a tin e w hen accelerator experin entsw il provide new breakthroughsand highly
accurate data to gain new insights, not only on fundam ental questions in particle physics,
but also in cosm ology, when studied alongside the observations from satellites and other
experin ents. T he questions on the nature and the origin ofDM o er a prin e exam ple of the
synergies of new experin ents at hadron and lepton colliders, at satellites and ground {based
DM experim ents. In this context, the ILC willplay a m a pr role as w ill be discussed here.

Explaining the baryon asymm etry of the universe is another outstanding problem n cos-
m ology. Both the W M AP experin ent and the theory of prim ordial nuclkosynthesis indicate
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that the baryon-to-entropy ratio of the present universe is 10 1%, This asymm etry has to
be created after the in ationary period which likely occurred in the evolution of the universe.
In order to generate the baryon asymm etry after in ation, the three Sakharov conditions
are required, nam ely, baryon num ber violation, C and CP violation and a deviation from
them al equilbrium [247]. Two m ain approaches for generating the baryon asymm etry in
our universe have been proposed: baryogenesis m ediated by leptogenesis and electrow eak
baryogenesis. Both options need the introduction of new physics beyond the SM and can
be form ulated In the context of supersym m etric m odels. T his is, therefore, another aspect
that is highlighting an interface between collider particle physics and cosm ology. A 1so in this
fundam ental issue, the ILC m ight play a key role.

7.1 DARK MATTER

7.1.1 DM and new physics

Since there isno W IM P candiddate w ithin the SM ,cold DM is a clear evidence for physics

beyond the SM and in chapters[d and [, we discussed SM extensions in which appropriate

DM candidates exist. T hese particles are in general electrically neutral, relatively m assive

and absolutely stable; In addition, they have rather weak interactions in such a way that their

coan ological relic density, which is inversely proportional to their annihilation cross section
ann WMP+ W IMP ! SM particles), falls in the range required by W M AP.

Supersymm etry: a standard way to suppress unwanted interactions leading to unreason-—
able proton decay rates in SUSY m odels is to in pose R parity. By virtue of this sym m etry,
the lightest supersym m etric particle (LSP) is absolutely stable and represents a good can—
didate for cod DM [171,[172]]. In particular, the lightest neutralino is considered to be the
prin e candidate, but other interesting possibilities are the axino and the gravitino. A detailed
description of SUSY dark m atter is given in the next two sections.

M odels of extra dim ensions: w hich introduce a KK tower for each SM particle. In univer—
sal extra{din ensional (UED ) m odels, a discrete quantity called KK {parity is conserved so
that the Iightest KK particle (LK P ), generally corresponding to the KK hypercharge gauge
boson, is stable and isa DM candidate 224],[225]. In warped R andall{Sundrum (R S) m od—
elsembedded In GUTs, a 235 symm etry ensures also that the Iightest KK state (LZP), the
excitation of a D irac right{handed neutrino, could be stable and a good DM candidate [119]
as a result of a baryon num ber symm etry. T hese two options w ill be brie y discussed here.

Little H iggs m odels: in a class of which, a discrete sym m etry called T {parity can be intro-
duced [213]which forbids direct interactions betw een new heavy gauge bosons and ordinary
ferm ions. T he lightest T {odd particle (LT P ) is a heavy partner of a U (1) gauge boson and
isa good DM candidate [248]; in this respect, these m odels are our{dim ensional ram niscent
of UED m odelsm entioned above. Note, however, that it has been recently pointed out that
T {parity m ight be broken by anom alies In som e cases [249]].

A s In these exam ples, a new continuous or discrete symm etry has to be introduced in
order that a new physicsm odel incorporates an electrically neutral particle that is absolutely
stable to be an appropriate DM candidate. Ifthem alproduction of these particles is assum ed
in the early universe, their m ass and their interactions, which enter in the annihilation cross
section, are constrained by the relic density. In m ost cases, the resulting m ass range tums
out to be roughly in the vicinity of the electroweak symm etry breaking scale. It is therefore
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generally expected that such DM particles can be detected at the LHC in the decay products
of the new colored particles that are also present in the new physicsm odeland which can be
copiously produced [250]. A characteristic signalof DM particle production is, thus, cascade
decaysw ith Jarge m issing transverse energy due to the escapingW IM P S, just as in the SUSY
case. In order to distinguish between di erent possibilities and identify unam biguously the
DM particle, one needs to determ ine itsm ass, spin and other quantum num bersaswellas the
m odel param eters that are relevant in the calculation of its themm al relic abundance and its
detection rates in astrophysical experim ents. In fact, there are fourm ain steps In the physics
program which allow s for a com plete understanding of the nature of the DM candidate:

discover the W MM P candidate in collider physics experin ents in m issing energy events
(and in direct detection experim ents) and m easure precisely theirm ass,
determm ine the physics of the new m odel that leads to thewW M P,

determ ine precisely the param eters of this m odel and predict the relic density as well
as the direct and indirect detection cross sections in astrophysical experin ents,

observe the DM particle In astroparticle physics experin ents and m easure products of
cross sections and densities to reconstruct the density distribbution of DM .

T his am bitious program of precision m easurem ents should reveal what the DM particle
isand how it isdistributed in the universe. If the determ nation of the properties of the DM
particle m atches cosm ological observations to high precision, then (and only then) we will
be able to clain to have determ ined what DM is. Such an achievem ent would be a great
success of the particle physics/cosm ology connection and would give us con dence In our
understanding of the universe.

T he high precision m easurem ents to be perform ed at the ILC will play a signi cant role
in this context. T his is dem onstrated for SUSY dark m atter in the follow Ing sections.

7.1.2 SUSY dark m atter

In theM SSM , the LSP neutralino isan dealcold DM candidate [1711,[172]]. In som e areas of
the SUSY param eter gpace, the 2 cosn ological relic density falls in the range required by
W MAP. In particular, in the constrained M SSM , there are generally four regions in which
this constraint (together w ith the constraints from collider physics) is satis ed [172]]:

1) Scenarioswherebothm g and m ;_, are rather am all, the \buk region" ,arem ost natural
from the point ofview ofEW SB butare severely squeezed by bounds from colliders searches.

2) The \focus point" region occurs at m g m,_,, and allow s 8 to have a signi cant
higgsino com ponent, enhancing its annihilation cross sections into nal states containing
gauge and/or H Iggs bosons; this solution generally requiresm ulti{TeV scalar m asses.

3) In the \co{annihilation" region, one hasnearm assdegeneracy between the LSP and the
Iightest staum 0 " m . ,leading to enhanced destruction of sparticles since the ~ annihilation
cross section ismuch larger than that of the LSP ; this requiresm 1, mg.

4) If tan is large, the s channel exchange of the CP {odd H iggs boson A can becom e
nearly resonant, the \A {funnel" region, again leading to an acceptable relic density.

Fig.[7] (left) sum m arizes the areas in the [m g;m 1—»]AM SSM param eter space forAy = 0
and > 0 in which all constraints from collider searches and high {precision m easurem ents
are in posed and the LSP abundancem atches theW M AP constraint [2511,1252; their precise
locationsvary w ith tan  and thusthem g;m ;_, axesare given w ithoutunits. Note thata fth
possible region iswhen 2m 0 My and thes channelh exchange isnearly resonant allow ing
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the neutralinos to annihilate e ciently [[253]; this \h pol" region, In which the inos are very
Iight and can be studied In detailat the ILC , is how ever squeezed by the LEP 2 lower lin it on

M 1, 34]. Another possibility in the unconstrained M SSM is the stop co{annihilation region

254), with a snall 5 { 2 m ass di erence, which is in portant for scenarios of electrow eak

baryogenesis in the M SSM [2597; it w ill be discussed later in this chapter.
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FGURE 7.1. Left: the DM {favored regions In the d1 SSM [m -, ;m o ] param eter space w ith all expert-
m entaland theoretical constraints in posed [2511,[252]. R ight: accuracy of W M AP and expected accuracy
of Planck com pared to the LHC and ILC accuracis in the determ hation of the LSP neutralino m ass and
the cosn obgialrelic density -n the dM SSM point SPS1a’ [256)].

A s seen previously, SUSY particles can be produced abundantly at the LHC and the ILC .
H ow ever, to determ ine the predicted W IM P relic density, one m ust experin entally constrain
all processes contributing to the LSP pair annihilation cross section. T his requires detailed
know ledge, not only of the LSP properties, but also of all other particles contributing to their
annihilation. Thisisnota sin ple task and allunknow n param eters entering the determ ination
of h? need to be experin entally m easured or shown to have m arginal e ects. The very
high precision that can be achieved at the ILC , eventually com bined w ith m easurem ent for
squarks, gluinos and the heavy H iggsbosonsat the LHC ,willallow to achieve thisgoal. The
results of a study in the dM SSM SPSla’ scenario are summ arized in Fig.[Z]] (right), where
the expected precision at ILC and LHC are com pared with the satellite determm ination of

h?. The gure shows that the ILC will provide a percent detem hation of  h? in the
case under study, m atching W M AP and even the very high accuracy expected from P lanck.

Other SUSY W IM P candidates such as the axino 257] or the gravitino [177] are also
possible. IfFDM is com posed of the lightest SUSY particle, the ILC , in som e cases when som e
Inform ation from the LHC isadded,willbe able to determ ine them ass and the properties of
the LSP and pin down its relic density.

7121 Neutralno DM scenarios at the ILC

To quantify the prospects for determ ining the neutralino DM relic density at the ILC and
the connection of the ILC with cosn ology (LCC ), four benchm ark dM SSM scenarios which
correspond to the four areas discussed above and in which the m odel is com patible w ith
W MAP data (for the st scenario, see the next footmote how ever), Fig.[7] (left) w ith their
basic input param eters given in Tab.[7.]], have been selected:
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LCC 1: this is sin ply the SPSla point w ith light sleptons w ith m asses just above the LSP
m asﬂ. The Inportant DM annihilation process is through t{channel = e;~;~ ex—
change, so that them assesm , nead to be very accurately m easured. T his is indeed the
case ata 500 G&V ILC as shown previously.

LCC 2: in which all sferm ions are too heavy to be observed either at the ILC orat the LHC
while all charginos and neutralinos can be produced at the LHC and then m easured
at the ILC . The m ain contribution to DM is when these states are exchanged in the
t{channel of LSP annihilation into gauge and H iggs bosons and thus, h? strongly
depends on the gaugino{higgsino m ixing which needs to be m easured accurately.

LC C 3: In this scenario the ~ and the g LSP arevery closeinmass,m ., m 0 = 108Gev,
so that co{annihilation dom nates annihilation of SUSY particles in the early universe.
Here, only these two particles (and 8 ) are light enough to be accessible at the 500 G &V
ILC , but their In portant m ass di erence can bem easured w ith an errorof 1 G &V .

LCC 4: here,LSP annihilation occursm ainly through the exchange of the A boson which has
amassM p = 419 G €V ; them easuram ents ofM » and the totalw dth , arecrucialand,
at the ILC , they can be perform ed only at = s= 1 TeV .M ost of the SUSY spectrum

(except for ~ and 8) is anyway heavy and can be produced only ata 1 TeV m achine.

TABLE 7.1
M SSM param eter sets for four illustrative scenarios of 8 DM (wih sign( )> 0 and Ay = 0 except for
ICClwhere Ay = 100 Ge&V). The accuracy 1 the determm hation of the LSP m ass and the relic density
at the I.C are also shown (and com pared to that obtaihed from LHC m easurem ents only).
Point m g mi, tan m o LC h? L.C ( LHC)
LCC1 100 250 10 961 0:05 0.192 0:24% (7.2% )
LCC2 3280 300 10 1079 10 0.109 7.6% (82% )
LCC3 213 360 40 1426 01 0.101 18% (167% )
LCC4 380 420 53 1691 14 0.114 19% (405% )

M any detailed studies of the determ ination ofthe DM density from colliderm easurem ents
in scenarios close to the LCC ones have been perform ed [183,[250,[258]. A particular focus
has been put recently on the LCC 3 ~ { 8 co{anniilation point [258]which is known to be
di cult and very dem anding for ILC detectors as an optin aldetection of energetic electrons
In the very forward region and a very e cient rejction of the background is required.
Here,wew illrely on a recent com prehensive analysis perform ed in R ef. [252]to sum m arize the
m ain results. In this study, the four LCC points have been described in term s of 24 e ective
M SSM param eters to be as m odel independent as possible, over which fuill scans [using a
M arkov Chain M onte C arlo algorithm ] are perform ed to determ ine the M SSM m odels that
are com patible w ith the experin entalm easurem ents. T he neutralino relic density calculated
using microMRGAS [259]] and the precision from the ILC m easurem ents are sum m arized for
these points in the right{handed colum n of Tab.[Zdl. The accuracies range from less than
1% In the LLC1/SPSla scenario to 20% In the di cult LCC 3 co{anniilation and LCC4

'A s discussed earlier, this point is ruled out as it gives a relic density that is outside the W M AP range,

h? = 0:9. However, since the corresponding phenom enology is rather close to that of the SPSla’point (see
for instance Tabs.[53 and [5.4]) which has the correct relic density, h?* = 0:115,wew il keep this problem atic
point for illustration. T he accuracy in the determ ination of the relic density is di erent in the two scenarios,
though, and in SPSla’one obtains h 2 at the percent levelonly.
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\A {pole" scenarios; a few percent accuracy is reached in the LCC 2 \focus{point" scenario.
The analysis also leads to the probability distributions of predictions for  h?, using the
various expected m easurem ents, which are shown in Fig.[Z2. The ILC m easurem ents at

s= 500G eV and 1 TeV for various sparticle m asses and m ixings, taking into account LHC
data, are com pared to those which can be obtained using LHC data alone (after a qualitative
denti cation of them odel), which in m ost cases needs ILC data. A s can be seen, the gain
In sensitivity by combining LHC and ILC data is spectacular.
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FGURE 7.2. Probability distroution of predictions for ~ h? from m easurem ents at the ILC wji'hpgz 05
and 1TeV,and LHC (after qualitative denti cation of the m odel); from Ref.[R52].

Once the DM relic density is precisely obtained, one can tum to the prediction (or the
veri cation, if they have already been m easured in astroparticle experin ents) of the cross
sections in direct and indirect detection of the DM . For both techniques, the detection rates
are convolutions of m icroscopic cross sections that can be \determ ined" in particle physics
experin ents w ith densities that can be m easured In astrophysical experin ents. In indirect
detection, one looks for, eg., high energy neutrinos or photons originating from the annihi-
lation of neutralinos in our galaxy and the rate is directly proportional to the annihilation
cross sections which enter in the determ ination of the DM relic density ; how ever, the distri-
bution of DM has several orders of m agnitude uncertainty. In direct detection, ie. in the
search of the elastic scattering of am bient neutralinos o a nucleus In a laboratory detector,
the astrophysical uncertainty is only a factor of two while the LSP {nucleon scattering cross
section has inherent uncertainties from strong interactions that are larger.

N evertheless, if them odeling of the DM distribbution and of the {nucleon interaction can
be i proved, a precise determ ination of the detection rates can be perform ed by reconstruct-
Ing them icroscopic cross sections using precision SU SY param eter m easurem ents at the ILC
and at the LHC for the squark sector. T his is clearly the case for the LSP annihilation cross
section which is sin ilar to that giving  h? but also for the LSP {nucleon cross section when
it is dom inated by H iggs exchange diagram s. In tum, the determm ination of the m icroscopic
LSP cross sections from ILC data could allow to signi cantly constrain In a generalway the
distrdbution of DM in the galaxy; see R ef. [252] for a discussion and a detailed study.

7122 Graviiho DM at the ILC

SUSY particles other than the lightest neutralinos can also form the DM in the Universe.
W hile LSP sneutrinos have been ruled out by direct W ™ P searches [172], the possibility of
the axino [257] or the gravitino [I77]DM is stillopen. In m any scenarios, one can arrange so
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thattheseW IM P shave the required relic density by choosing appropriate values of them asses
and the reheat tem perature after the phase of in ation, for instance. T hese particles have
extram ely weak couplings to ordinary m atter and cannot be observed directly in astrophysical
experin ents; In contrast, they can be studied at the ILC .H ere, we brie y discuss the scenario
of a gravitino LSP and its in plication for the ILC .

In m SUGRA {typem odels, the m ass of the gravitino and those of the SM superpartners
P are given bymG;P = op F whereM p ' 2:4 16 GeV isthe reduced Planck m ass,
F 10t cev )2 is the square of the SUSY breaking scale; o = Pl—§ while P is m odel{
dependent and isexpected to be O (1). T he gravitino can be therefore the LSP w ith am ass in
therangem . / 10{ 100 G eV . H ow ever, its couplings to m atter are very strongly suppressed
by a factor 1=M p and, thus, the gravitino is a super{W IM P that cannot be directly cbserved
In astrophysical experim ents.

In the early universe, gravitinos are generated via them al production through processes
Involving SM and SU SY particles in the themm albath and also in non {them aldecay processes
of superparticles which are out of equilibrium . T hese superparticles w ill rst decay into the
NLSP, which can be either a neutralino, a charged slepton (generally a ~) or a sneutrino,
that st freezes out and then decays Into the gravitino whose relic density is given by

G,hz = M =M yLsp nLsph?. Since the next{to LSP decaysgravitationally, NLSP ! G+ X ,
its lifetim e is in principle of order y1sp / M E%:M E3W s = 10%{10® sand thus very long. It is
therefore constrained by cosm ology, in particular by prin ordial nuclkosynthesis (BBN ) and
cosm ic m icrow ave background (CM B ) data, and can eventually be tested at colliders by the
m easurem ent of the NLSP m ass and lifetin e.

G ravitinos w ith m asses In the rangem . / 10{100 Ge&V are also good DM candidates.
H ow ever, strong constraints from BBN and in particular recent data from the abundance of
prin ordial light elem ents such asLithium , in pose that them assdi erence between the NLSP
and the gravitino should be relatively Jarge. In the case where the NLSP is the ~ slepton, the
constraints are shown in the left{hand side of Fig.[Z3 [260]. For stau leptons w ith m asses
below m . < 400 GeV, a gravitino mass of m . < 10 G&V is required; the ~ lifetin e is also
restricted to be in the 10%{10° s range. N ote, how ever, that these boundsm ight be som ew hat
relaxed with a better theoretical understanding of the bound state e ects of Liproduction
and/or by possible entropy production after ~ decoupling. Furthem ore, all problem s from
BBN constraints can be easily solved if one allow s for a tiny am ount of R {parity violation;
in this case there is no constraint on the ~ m ass and, for a successful them al leptogenesis,
oneneedsm . > 5GeV for the gravitino 26111.

At the ILC, a detailed study [2011] has been performed in an m SUGRA {like scenario
262];n whichms, = mog= 5m;, A= 20GeV,tan = 15and > 0, lading to
stau and gravitino masses ofm ., = 1576 GeV and m . = 20 GeV ; the stau lepton has a
Iifetihe . = 26 s, ie. approxin ately one m onth, and is stopped in the detectoﬂ.
Assuming a cm . energy s = 500 GeV and a lim inosity L = 100 fo ! and, thanks to
the relatively large cross section (€'e ! ~~ + X)) 300 fb, a very clean environm ent
and good detector (tracking, m om entum and energy resolution, etc.) perform ance, one can
achieve very precise m easurem ents. T he stau m ass can be determ ined from the m ean value
of the ~ mom entum with an accuracy of m ., / 200 M €V . T he lifetin e can be determ ined
from a t to the decay tin e distrdbution shown in the right{hand side of Fiy.[Z.3 and one

“Again, this scenario cannot be considered to be realistic in view of the BBN bounds discussed above.
H owever, m ost of the obtained results m ay be readily taken up for a m ore viable scenario.
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FIGURE 7.3. LeftCosn obgical constraints on the m asses of the gravitiho LSP and the stau NLSP from

severe and conservative BBN constraints; the thick sold (red) and thick dashed (blue) curves are for the
BBN bounds from hte hadronic and electrom agnetic energy hgction, respectively, and the regions nside
or to the right of the comesponding curves are exclided [260]]. The ~ lifetin e distrbution in the decay
~ ! GattheL.C wih  s= 500GeV and L = 100 b ' (right); iom Ref. [201].

obtains ., = (266 0:05) §0s. A ssum ing the usualgravitational coupling, one then cbtains
the gravitino m ass from the ~ mass and lifetin e w ith a very good accuracy, m . = 200
M eV . In fact, one can also m easure directly the gravitino m ass from the recoil of the tau
lepton in thedecay ~ ! G and an accuracy of 4 G&V can be achieved. This allow s the
unijque opportunity to have an independent access In a m icroscopic experin ent to the value
of the reduced Planck scale,Mp ' (24 0:5) 19Gev and, hence, to New ton’s constant,
Gy = 1=(8 M g ). Therefore, also in this scenario, precision m easurem ents at the ILC would

allow to derive very in portant inform ations on coan ological phenom ena.

Note that in scenarios in which a sn all am ount of R {parity viclation is introduced in
order to avoid BBN constraints, the ~ state w ill have two{body B, decays, yielding visble
tracks in the detector m acroscopic tin es later; however, in this case, one cannot determ ine
the P Janck m ass anym ore [261]].

713 DM nn extra dim ensional scenarios

An Interesting feature in the sin plest version of universal extra dim ension (UED ) m odels
discussed in chapter[d, is the presence of a discrete conserved quantity, the so called KK {
parity ( 1) wheren is the KK level. KK parity ensures the presence of a stable m assive
particle, the LK P,which can bea cod DM candidate [229]. Severalpossible LK P candidates
are the rst KK excitations of H iggs or gauge bosons, such as the particle corresponding
to the hypercharge gauge boson B, which is naturally obtained m m mimalUED (M UED)
m odels, and the KK excitation of a neutrino. In warped extra din ensionalm odels em bedded
InaGUT, the Z3 symm etry introduced to prevent rapid proton decay also guarantees the
stability of the lightest KK ferm ion, a right{handed neutrino [119]. This particle is called
the LZP and can be also a good cold DM candidate. In the follow Ing, we brie y discuss the
two optionsofa B; LKP and a r LZP,and their m plications at the ILC .
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In MUED models, the LKP naturally tums out to be the KK partner of the hypercharge
gauge boson and, if only annihilation processes are considered, its coam ological relic density
istypicalofa W M P candidate. In order to explain all of the DM , the B m ass should be
in the range M g, = 600{800 G &V , depending on the rest of the KK spectrum . Them ass is
clearly too large for this particle to be produced at the ILC . However, it has been realized
that one needs to nclude co{annihilation processesw ith the SU (2) singlet KK leptons,w hich
In MUED are the lightest am ong the rem aining n = 1 KK particks, as well as the iIn uence
of gravitons on the nalrelic density results.

T he left{hand of F ig.[74] show s the relic density of the LK P as a function of the inverse of
the size of the extra dinension R ', .n theM UED m odel [263]. T he linesm arked \a b c" are
for the results obtained when considering only their annihilation w ith various assum ptions
on the KK mass spectrum , while the dotted line is the result from the full calculation in
M UED , ncluding all co-annihilation processes and w ith the proper choice of m asses. The
green horizontaland the blue vertical bands are, respectively, for the W M A P preferred range
and theR ! regions disfavored by precision data. A s can be seen, LK P particles in them ass
range close to 500 G &V are com patible with DM . In the right{hand side of Fig.[7.4, shown
is the change in the cosm ologically preferred value for R ! as a result of varying away from
their nom nalM UED values the KK m asses of the di erent particles: three generations of
SU (2) singlet and doublet KK Ileptons and quarks as well as KK gluons and gauge bosons.
A'scan also be seen, visble KK states in the vichity of R ! = 500 G &V are also possble.
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FGURE 74. Left: rwelc density of the LKP as a function of R ' 11 the M UED m odelw ith and w ithout
co{annhibtion. R ght: the change i the coan obgically preferred value forR ! as a result of varyihg the
di erent KK masses away from their nom nalM UED valies. From Ref.[R63].

T hus, if the energy of the ILC is slightly raised or the KK m asses com patible with DM
are lowered by som e m echaniam , the new particles can be produced at the ILC . At least the
Ighter KK states are accessible as them assdi erence w ith the LK P can be sn allto allow for
co{annihilation. In m any cases, the signals w illm In ic those of SU SY particles, in particular
the presence of m issing transverse energy. The determ ination of the m ass and m ixing of
these particles, as well well as their spin and CP {quantum num bers [which are in portant in
this context as the LK P is a spin{one boson while the LSP neutralino in SUSY m odels is a
M aprana ferm ion ], willallow to discrin inate between the two scenarios [187,[264].
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7132 DM I warped extra din ensions

A s discussed in chapter[d, the m ost prom ising and realistic warped extra-dim ensional sce—
narios need the electroweak gauge group to be extended to SU (2), SU (2% Ul . In
this context, KK D irac neutrinos charged under the SU (2)z group are necessary parts of the
m odels. In plem enting baryon num ber conservation in these warped GUT m odels leads to a
KK right{handed neutrino g that is absolutely stable and thus, a potential candidate for
cod DM [119]. In fact, even in the absence of this additional symm etry, g can be stable at
coam ological scales if the couplings involved in its decay are strongly suppressed, which can
occur also if it has a Jarge annihilation cross section, providing the correct relic density.

In a RS scenario em bedded in the SO (10) GUT group, the r hasno direct couplings to
theZ boson buta snallZ g g coupling is induced by them ixing between the Z {Z "m ixing.
The 2 boson couples with fulll strength to the g LKP state but, as it m ust be heavier
than M kx 3 TeV , the resulting interactions are rather weak. T hese argum entsm ake that,
although of the D irac type, KK right{handed neutrinos w ith m asses in the range of 1 G &V
to 1 TeV can have the required relic abundance w ithout being in con ict w ith the bounds
from direct detection experin ents [265]. The DM density is shown in Fig.[Z3 as a function
of the LZP m ass for two values of the SO (10) coupling g9 and two di erent localizations
of the lft{handed neutrino ; (which also m ixes with g ); the m asses of the KK gauge
bosons are assumed to be M ¢k = 3;6 and 12 TeV whilk the SM Higgsmass is xed to be
My = 300G eV .0 nenotices the e ect of the Z , H iggs and Z ° resonances w hich allow for the
relic density to be com patible with the W M AP range. Since allKK ferm ions belonging to
the m ultiplet containing the right{handed top quark, except for its KK m ode, are expected
to be light com pared to the KK gauge bosons and close in m ass to the LZP, co{annihilation
w ith the KK leptons for instance can play a non{negligbl role [265].
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FIGURE 7.5. The relc density of the LZP 1 annthikhtion for three M x g values, g1p = 0:3 (dashed) and
1.2 (sold Inhes) and two valuesofc, = 09 (ower) and 0:1 (upper curves); from Ref. 26391.

If the LZP and the KK fem ions which are in the sam e m ultiplet have not too large
m asses, the ILC w ill be the ideal instrum ent to produce them and to study in great detail
their properties. A gain, threshold scans would allow for precise m assm easurem ents and the
study of the cross sections as well as various production and decay distributions would allow
for the determm ination of the couplings and spins of the particles. T hese m easurem ents could
be then used to predict the DM density and com pare it w ith the experin ental value.
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72 THE BARYON ASYMM ETRY

7.2.1 Electroweak baryogenesis m the M SSM

E lectrow eak baryogenesis is an interesting possibility where the baryon asymm etry of the
universe is generated at the electroweak phase transition. Since the relevant energy scale is
the weak scale, this scenario has potential In pacts on the Terascale physics. As a strong

rst{order phase transition is a necessary condition of successful electrow eak baryogenesis,
the H iggs sector should be extended from them inim alone H iggsdoublet SM in w hich, in view
of the current bound on the H iggs boson m ass, it is not the case. A strong rst{order phase
transition is possible in various extensions of the H iggs sector such as the SM supplam ented
w ith a scalar singlet eld, the two H iggs doublet m odel, the M SSM and the next=o-m Inin al
supersym m etric Standard M odel (NM SSM ).

T he electroweak baryogenesis scenario in the M SSM has been studied in detail in the
literatire; see R efs. [266]] for review s. In order to account for the observed am ount of baryon
asymm etry, a rather speci ¢ choice of SUSY param eters is required. First, one of the top
squarks, m ostly right{handed, has to be lighter than the top quark in order that a strong

rst{order phase transition is realized. The m ass of the other stop, on the other hand,
becom es larger than 1 TeV .A new source of CP violation necessary for the generation of the
baryon asym m etry is provided by the C P phases of the chargino and neutralinom assm atrices.
Since the new phases contribbute to the electron and neutron electric dipole m om ents, scalar
ferm ionsof the rstand second generations should be heaver than a few TeV ,while charginos
and neutralinos can be in the few 100 G &V range. Finally, the lightest H iggs boson m ass
is predicted to be close to the present experin ental bound, M g 114 G eV . If the lightest
neutralino is to account forthe DM 1n this scenario, them assdi erence betw een the Iight stop
and the LSP should not be large, and stop{neutralino co{anniilation [254] is the prin ary
m echanisn which generates an LSP relic abundance which m atches theW M AP value.

T hese features are in portant to test this scenario at the LHC and ILC [267,[255]. The
discovery of a light top squark and a SM {lke H iggs boson with a mass close to 120 G &V
would be a strong indication that electroweak baryogenesis is the m echanian for the gen—
eration of the baryon asymm etry. In order to con m this picture, one needs to determ ine
that ¥ ism ainly right-handed and check that the m asses and com positions of the charginos
and neutralinos are com patible w ith the required values and nally, com pute the DM the
relic abundance so as to com pare w ith cosm ological observations. If € g co{annihilation is
relevant, it is in portant to detem ine the stop{neutralino m ass di erence very precisely. A
detailed analysis of the stop, chargino and neutralino sectors at the ILC has been perform ed
for this scenario in R ef. [259]]. It is found that the experin ental accuracies in the m easure-
m ents of the stop and ino param eters, as discussed in chapter[d, allow to determ ine the
strength of the phase transition with a reasonable precision, exp W(T)=T:] < 10% , if the
theoretical error is ignored. T he second crucial ingredient for electrow eak baryogenesis, the
CP {violating source responsible for the baryon asym m etry, rem ains how ever unconstrained
as only an upper bound on the phase of the param eter, 3 j< 0:7, can be derived.

In addition, the collider m easurem ents can be used to predict rather precisely the DM
relic density. By determ Ining the stop and lightest neutralino m asses and the stop m ixing
param eters, the stop {neutralino co{annihilation cross section can be strongly constrained and
the DM relic density predicted with a precision of the sam e order as current astrophysical
results. T his is exem pli ed in Fig.[Z. which show s the accuracy in the determ ination of the
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DM abundance as a function of the stop m ass in the electrow eak baryogenesis scenario of
Ref. 259]. W hile an experim ental error m g = 12 GeV (grey dots) leads to a rehtively
loose constraint, a precision m 6 = 03 G&V (dark dots) m atches the original scenario used
as Input (the red star) and the 1 and 2 W M AP constraints (horizontal shaded bands).
R e nem ents in the determ ination of the stop m ass can thus in prove this result signi cantly.

0.08

FGURE 7.6. TheDM abundance h? as a finction of the stop m ass or the electroweak baryogenesis
scenarp, taking Into account experin ental erors for stop, no and H jgs m easuram ents at the IL.C; the
dots correspond to a scan over the 1 region allbwed by these errors; from Ref. 255].

In non{SU SY scenaris, a strong rst{order electrow eak phase transition needed to gen-—
erate the baryon asymm etry can also be m ade possible. For instance, this phase transition
can be induced if the SM e ective theory with one H iggs doublet is augm ented with a
din ension {six H iggs operator [111l], leading to a scalar H iggs potential of the form

V= (Y 2P+ LY 3PP

T his additional term can be generated by strong dynam ics at the TeV scale or by Inte-
grating out heavy particles such as an additional singlet scalar eld [268]or the heavier H iggs
particles of a general two{H iggs doublet m odel [112].

At zero{taem perature, the CP {even H iggs state can be expanded jB_tenn s of its u ill
vev, hi= vy ' 246 GeV and the physical Higgsboson ed = "= 2= (H + vy)= 2.
From the requiram ent that the phase transition is rst order and that them Inimum at zero{
tem perature is a globalm Inin um , one obtains, respectively, an upper and a lower bound
on the cut{o for a given Higgsm ass. For a low cut{o scale, < 1 TeV, the required
electrow eak phase transition can be achieved for HiggsmassesM y > 114 G&v [111]1.

A s a concrete exam ple of a possible origin of the din ension {six operator, one can have a
scalar singlet N coupled to the Higgs eld via an interaction of the orm 2 ¥ N 2. If the
singlet eld hasamassm y that is larger than the weak scale, it can be Integrated out and
gives rise to the additionalH iggs interactions, V /  “=m § 3% T he baryogenesis cond ition
of the non{erasure of the generated baryon asymm etry isR = hwT.i=T. > 1 where T, is the
critical tem perature at which the origin and the non-trivial m ininum at hw(T.)i becom e
degenerate. The dependence of this ratio on the parameter in the ¥ N ? interaction is
displayed in Fig.[1] for severalvalies of the H iggsm assM y . A scan be seen,R values larger
than unity can be obtained for H iggsm asses as large as M g 200 Gev.
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Since the H iggs potential is altered by the dim ension {six operator w ith a low {scale cuto ,
large shifts in the H iggsboson self{couplings from their SM valuesaregenerated. For instance,
the trilinear H iggs coupling becom es g n = 3M§ =vy+ 6v8= 2and theSM value gy is
recovered only for ! 1 . InFi.[1], thedeviation of the trilinear H iggs coupling norm alized
to its SM value, = gu 1, isdisplayed in the My ; ]plane and one sees that shifts of order
unity can be obtained. This is particularly true In the allowed regions (delin ited by the
dashed lines) for the cut{o scale and the H iggsm ass.
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FIGURE 7.7. Left: the mtb R hv (T, )i=T. asa function of the param eter PrseveralMy values [268].
Riht: contoursofconstant = gy 1 nhthe vs.M g plhne;the dashed lnesdelin it the region h which
electrow eak baryogenesis can take place IR

T hus, if the electrow eak phase transition plays an in portant role for the generation of the
baryon asymm etry of the universe, there is a possibility to test this m echanisn In collider
experin ents and, in particular, at the ILC . A rst hint m ay be obtained in H iggs physics
as the nature of the electroweak phase transition is closely related to the structure of the
H iggs potential and, as illustrated above, large deviations of the H iggs self{couplings from
their SM values are expected In this case. Another In portant Ingredient is the new source of
CP violation that triggers the separation of particles and antiparticles during the rst{order
phase transition. Since the new CP phases are carried by states that are present at the
phase transition tem perature, that is in the range the electroweak sym m etry breaking scale,
som e of these particles are very likely to be w ithin the kinem atical reach of the ILC . P recise
determ nation of particle m asses, couplings and CP phases at the ILC w ill be thus essential
to con m or disprove the electrow eak baryogenesis scenario.

7.2.2 Leptogenesis and right{handed neutrmnos

If Ieptogenesis [269] is the ordgin of the observed baryon asym m etry in the universe, the roots
of this phenom enon are located near the GUT or the Planck scale. CP {violating decays of
heavy right{handed M a prana neutrinos generate a lepton asym m etry w hich is transferred to
the quark/baryon sector by sphaleron processes. Heavy neutrino m ass scales as introduced
in the seesaw m echanism [211]] for generating light neutrino m asses and the size of the light
neutrino m asses needed for leptogenesis de ne a self{ consistent fram e which is com patible
w ith all experin ental cbservations 270)].
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A sdiscussed in chapter[d, in som e supersym m etric m odels, the size of the heavy seesaw
scales can be related to the valies of the charged and neutral slepton masses 210]. O f
particular interest is the com parison of scalar m asses in the tau and the electron sector. If
the scalar m ass param eters are universal at the GUT scale, as In m Inin al supergravity for
Instance, this reqularity can be unraveled In the st and second generation of the scalar
m asses at the electroweak scale. However, slepton m asses of the third generation will be
di erent from the rsttwo in theories incorporating the seesaw m echanian . T he running of
the slepton m asses from the GUT to the electroweak scale willbe a ected by loops involving
the heavy right{handed neutrino, w ith m asses in the range 10'°{10'® G eV , which have large
Yukawa couplings in the third generation. Sum rules form ass di erences of sneutrinos and
selectrons between the rst and third generation can be constructed that profct out this
contribution.

Being approxin ately linear in the seesaw scale, the scale can be estin ated from the
sneutrino and slepton m asses w ith a rather good accuracy. In this way a m ethod has been
found by which the large right{handed neutrino m ass can, at least Indirectly, be m easured
[210]. The excellent resolution of ILC can be exploited in this way to estin ate the m ass of
the heaviest right-handed neutrino w ithin a factor of two as illustrated in Fig.[78.

T hus, by m eans of extrapolations govemed by the renomm alization group, the high accu-
racy that can be achieved at the ILC in the slepton and sneutrino m ass m easurem ents, as
discussed in chapter[d, can be exploited to determ ine high-scale param eters that cannot be
accessed directly. ILC high{precision m easurem ents in the SUSY sector m ay shed light on
the heavy neutrino sector and on the baryon asymm etry in the universe when realized via
Jeptogenesis, even at scales close to the GUT scale, as it m ight provide a very valuable lnput
which is the scale of the heavy right{handed neutrinos.

12000 f ' ' ' ]

10000

RG evolution E

8000 - 1

6000 - 1

Av./GeV?

4000 [low energy measurements

2000 - 1

0 Lo ) ) ) -
1013 1014 10 15 10 16
M,,./GeV

FIGURE 7.8. I.C resolution In the estin ate of the m ass of the heaviest right{handed neutrino from the
RGE evolution of skpton m ass [210].
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