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A bstract.-Following abriefoutlineoftheCLIC project,thistalk sum m a-

rizessom eoftheprincipalm otivationsforan e
+
e
�
colliderwith E C M = 3 TeV.

It is shown by severalexam ples that CLIC would represent a signi�cant step
beyond the LHC and ILC in itscapabilitiesforprecision m easurem entsathigh
energies. It would m ake possible a com plete study ofa light Higgs boson,in-
cluding rare decay m odes,and would provide a unique toolto study a heavy
Higgsboson. CLIC could also com plete the studiesofsupersym m etric spectra,
ifsparticlesarerelatively light,and discoverany heaviersparticles.Itwould also
enabledeeperprobesofextra dim ensions,new gauge bosonsand excited quarks
or leptons. CLIC has unique value to add to experim entalparticle physics,
whateverthe LHC discovers.

1 -T he C LIC P roject

TheconceptuallayoutofCLIC isshown in theleftpanelofFig.1[1].Thebasicideais

to use a relatively high-intensity,low-energy beam to drivea relatively low-intensity,

high-energy beam . The fundam entalprinciple resem blesthatofa conventionalAC

transform er.The low-energy drivebeam servesasan RF sourcethatacceleratesthe

high-energy m ain beam with a (hopefully)high accelerating gradient.Theleftpanel

ofFig.1 displaysthe base-line con�guration fora 3-TeV e+ e� collider,the prim ary

objectiveofthe CLIC R& D program m e.

Table 1 showsthe nom inalparam etersforCLIC operating atitsnom inaldesign

energy of3 TeV [3]. Italso showsan alternative setofparam etersforoperation at

500 G eV.Note a few key param eters:the nom inallum inosity ateach energy iswell

above 1034 cm � 2s� 1,the m ain linac frequency (cf,the 50/60 Hz ofa conventional

AC circuit)isnow 12 G Hz(m oresim ilarto thefrequency proposed previously forthe

http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.1366v1


2 BALK AN PHYSICS LETTERS

Figure1:Left:TheconceptuallayoutofCLIC at3TeV [1].Right:thelatestprogress

in achieving high accelerating gradientsin unloaded 12 G HzCLIC structureT18 [2].

NLC and the JLC),the accelerating gradientsassum ed are 80 (100)M V/m forthe

500-G eV (3-TeV)options,and the totalsite lengthsare13.0 (48.3)km [1].

TheCLIC technologyislessm aturethan thatoftheILC,and requiresm oreR& D.

In particular,the target accelerating gradient is considerably higher than the ILC,

and requiresvery aggressiveperform ancefrom theaccelerating structures.Theright

panelofFig.1 showsthatthenom inalCLIC acceleratinggradienthasbeen exceeded

in an unloaded structure with a very low breakdown probability,below 3:10� 7 per

m etre,after RF conditioning for 1200 hours. The T18 structure that achieved this

perform ancewasdesigned atCERN,builtatK EK ,and RF tested atSLAC.Thusit

wasthe fruitofa truly internationale�ort.

Thebeam gym nasticsneeded toprovidethe12G Hzdrive-beam powersource,the

RF powergeneration and twobeam acceleration in CLIC standard m odulesarebeing

dem onstrated in CLIC TestFacility 3,which is being built by a large international

team [4].CLIC R& D isbeing carried outby a world-widecollaboration consisting of

24m em bersrepresenting27institutesinvolving17funding agenciesfrom 15countries

includingTurkey.Itisorganizedin asim ilarm annertoan experim entalcollaboration,

with each ofthe institutesrepresented in a Collaboration Board.

The m andate to the CLIC team is to dem onstrate the feasibility ofthe CLIC

conceptby theend of2010 in a ConceptualDesign Report.Ifthise�ortissuccessful,

and ifthe new physics revealed by the LHC warrants,the next phase ofR& D on

engineering and costissuescould becom pleted by theend of2015.Thiswould serve

asthe basisfora TechnicalDesign Reportand a requestforprojectapproval.

The prospects for approvalofthe CLIC project would clearly depend not only

on its technicalfeasibility and cost, but prim arily on its physics capabilities and

com plem entarity to other acceleratorssuch as the ILC.These have the subjects of

various studies since 1987,from which the following sections ofthis talk have been

drawn. The m ain source is a com prehensive study ofCLIC physics published in
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Table1:LatestsetsofCLIC param etersfor
p
s= 0:5TeV and thenom inal3 TeV [3].

2004 [5],with signi�cantTurkish participation,from which a few selected topicsare

now discussed.

2 -Light H iggs P hysics

W e do notyet know whether the Higgs boson exists,stillless whether itresem bles

theparticlepredicted in thefram ework oftheStandard M odel-and oneshould never

sellthebearskin beforecatching thebear!Thatsaid,thecom bined Higgsprobability

distribution obtained by com biningthedirectsearchesatLEP [6]and theTevatron [7]

with theindirectinform ationprovided byhigh-precisionelectroweakm easurem ents[8]

seem sto favoura relatively lightHiggsboson,asshown in Fig.2. The electroweak

data would,by them selves,yield an alm ostparabolic�2 function,butthisisalready

beingeroded atinterm ediatevaluesofm h � 170G eV by thenegativeresultsofdirect

searchesatthe Tevatron -and the CDF and D0 searchesare continuing. Currently,

thefavoured rangeofHiggsm assesism h < 140G eV,butm asseslargerthan 200G eV

arestillnotexcluded.Speci�cally,the G �ttergroup �nds

m h = 116:4
+ 18:3

� 1:3
G eV; (1)

and quotestheranges(114,145)G eV atthe68% con�denceleveland (113,168)and

(180,225)G eV atthe 95% con�dencelevel[9].

W ith justa fraction of1/fb ofintegrated lum inosity,asseen in the leftpanelof

Fig.3[10],theATLAS and CM S experim entswould beableto aStandard M odel-like



4 BALK AN PHYSICS LETTERS

 [GeV]HM

80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280

2 χ
∆

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

L
E

P
 e

x
c
lu

s
io

n
 a

t 
9
5
%

 C
L

σ1

σ2

σ3

Theory uncertainty

Fit including theory errors

Fit excluding theory errors

 [GeV]HM

80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280

2 χ
∆

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

G fitter SM

O
c
t 0

8

Figure 2: The �2 likelihood function for the Standard M odelas a function ofthe

Higgsm ass,asobtained [9]by com bining theindirectinform ation from theprecision

electroweak data - which would yield a sm ooth, near-parabolic function, and the

negative resultsfrom the directsearchesatLEP -which cuto� low m asses,and the

Tevatron -which erodethe likelihood between 140 and 200 G eV.

Higgs boson weighing between 140 and 600 G eV.Therefore,either the Tevatron or

the LHC m ay soon be able to exclude an interm ediate-m assHiggs and tellus that

itm usteitherbe very light,close to the LEP lowerlim it,orelse very heavy. W hat

could CLIC contributein eitherofthese scenarios?

Ifthereisa lightHiggsboson,theILC willbeableto study m any ofitsproperties

in som e detail. The crosssection forproducing itatCLIC willbe even m uch larger

than attheILC,asseen in theleftpanelofFig.4.Theincreasecom pared with lower

centre-of-m assenergiesism orepronounced forhigherm h,butissubstantialalready

form h � 120 G eV.Thisincreasewillopen up thepossibility ofm easuring rareHiggs

decayswhich areunobservableattheLHC and di�cultto m easureata lower-energy

e+ e� collider,and two exam plesaredisplayed in Fig.5.In theleftpanelweseethat

CLIC could m easurethe h�+ �� coupling with an accuracy of4% ifm h = 120 G eV,

and in the right panelwe see that CLIC could m easure the h�bb coupling with an

accuracy of2% ifm h = 180 G eV [5].

The double-Higgs production cross section at CLIC would also be m uch larger

than atlowerenergies,asseen in therightpanelofFig.4 [5].Asa result,iftheHiggs

m ass is in the low-m ass region,the triple-Higgs coupling could be m easured quite

accurately atCLIC:to 11% ifm h = 180 G eV,orto 9% ifm h = 120 G eV,asseen in

the leftpanelofFig.6.Becauseofthe highercrosssectionsathighercentre-of-m ass

energies,the m easurem ent at CLIC could be signi�cantly m ore accurate than at a
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Figure 3: The am ounts ofintegrated LHC lum inosity at E C M = 14 TeV required

(left) either to exclude a Standard M odelHiggs boson at the 95% con�dence level

(blue line) or discover it at the 5-� level(red line),and (right) either to exclude a

gluino(bluedashed line)ordiscoverit(bluesolid line).Thecorrespondingthresholds

for� pairproduction in e+ e� areshown in red [10].

lower-energy e+ e� collider.

3 -A ccom panying N ew P hysics?

Ifm h isaslightas120 G eV,thepresentelectroweak vacuum isrendered unstableby

radiative correctionsinduced by the top quark,unless new physicsintervenes. O ne

possibility for this is som e form ofcontact interaction,and the high CLIC centre-

of-m ass energy gives it an edge over a lower-energy collider in searching for such a

sym ptom ofnew physics.Studiesshow thatCLIC would be sensitiveto new contact

interactionsin e+ e� ! �+ �� with scalesup to 300 TeV [5].

O ne ofthe m ostcom pelling exam plesofpossible new physicsissupersym m etry,

which would help stabilizetheelectroweak vacuum [11].Supersym m etry isdiscussed

laterin itsown right.HereInotethatoneofitspredictionsistheexistenceofheavier

neutralHiggsbosons,a pseudoscalarA and a scalarH ,which would bequitedi�cult

to detectatthe LHC,depending on theirm asses.In general,an e+ e� collidercould

extend the search up to close to the kinem atic lim it. Thissensitivity isexem pli�ed

forCLIC in therightpanelofFig.6,whereweseethata pseudoscalarA boson would

be detectable atCLIC ifits m asswere up to 1100 G eV orm ore,depending on the

value oftan�,the ratio ofHiggsVEVsin the m inim alsupersym m etric extension of

the Standard M odel(M SSM )[5].
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Figure 4: Inclusive single Higgs production cross section (left) and double Higgs

production (right)asfunctionsofthe Higgsm ass,each forthree valuesofthe e+ e�

centre-of-m assenergy [5].

4 -T heorists getting C old Feet?

W ith theim m inentdiscovery (ordem ise)oftheHiggsboson,m any theoristsseem to

be getting cold feet: can it really be true? Now m ay be the last chance to stake a

claim to an alternativetheory,and m any theoristsareseizing it.

M aybetheHiggsboson doesexist,and iseven light,asin littleHiggsm odels[12]?

In thesem odels,theHiggsisa pseudo-Nam bu-G oldstoneboson thatisa bound state

ofnew strong-interaction dynam ics that appears at � 10 TeV.O ne-lop quadratic

divergencesin theHiggsm ass-squared arecancelled by an extra‘top-likequark,gauge

bosonsand extra scalarsrelated to theHiggsboson,allwith m asses� 1 TeV.These

would be prim efodderfordiscovery atCLIC.

Alternatively,perhaps our interpretation ofthe high-precision electroweak data

is incorrect[13]? As is well-known,there are som e apparentdiscrepancies between

di�erent subsets ofthe electroweak data. For exam ple,m easurem ents ofhadronic

�nalstates in Z decays tend to prefer a higher value ofm h than do m easurem ents

ofleptonic �nalstates. Also,the low-energy m easurem entofsin2 �W by the NuTeV

collaboration seem s to di�er from other m easurem ents [13]. M ost observers would

considerthese discrepanciesto be sym ptom aticofunderestim ated system aticerrors,

or som e other experim entalproblem s. But perhapsthey are due to som e unknown

new physics? In thatcase,theStandard M odelwould bean incom pleteparadigm for

analyzing thehigh-precision electroweak data,theapparentpreferencefora low-m ass

Higgsboson m ightbe wrong. In thatcase,a there m ightbe a heavierHiggsboson,

ripe forobservation atCLIC.
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Figure 5:Reconstructed signalsforH ! �+ �� (left)and H ! b�b(right)forM H =

120 G eV and 180 G eV,respectively,at
p
s = 3 TeV [5].

Another corridortowardsa heavierHiggs boson m ightbe opened up by the in-

clusion in the electroweak �tofhigher-dim ensionaloperatorscom posed ofStandard

M odel�elds. As shown in Fig.7,ifone such operator is present with a coe�cient

scaled by a high scale �� 3� 10 TeV (possibly generated by the exchange ofsom e

m assive state),a Higgs weighing up to 1 TeV m ight be com patible with the high-

precision electroweak data [14].

O ne exam ple of a theory with m assive states that invalidate the electroweak

‘bound’is provided by a m odelwith a fourth generation [15]. In this m odel,the

Standard M odelelectroweak �t could accom m odate (even prefer) a heavier Higgs

weighing � 300 G eV [16],for which the cross section at CLIC would be encourag-

ingly large,asseen in Fig.4.

Finally,let us m ention Higgsless m odels [17]. These are beset by strong W W

scattering,which tends to feed back into an unacceptable �t to the high-precision

electroweak data. This problem can be som ewhat m itigated in variants with extra

dim ensions,butisstilla seriousissueforsuch m odels.

5 -W hat ifthe H iggs is H eavy -or N on-Existent?

Ifthe Higgs boson does indeed weigh 1 TeV or so,its observation willbe di�cult

atthe LHC,though notim possible,thanksto the W W fusion m echanism forHiggs

production.However,such a heavy Higgsboson would notbe visible directly atthe

ILC.There would be no problem producing and m easuring it at CLIC,as seen in

Fig.8,which showstherecoilm assdistribution fora heavy Higgsboson produced in

the reaction e+ e� ! e+ e� H ,in a sim ulation fora nom inalM H = 900 G eV [5].
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Figure 6: Left: The cross section ofthe process e+ e� ! H ��,the sensitivity of

the crosssection to the triple Higgscoupling,and the expected precision with which

the triple Higgscoupling could be m easured,for m h = 120 G eV (circles),140 G eV

(squares),180 G eV (triangles),and 240 G eV (inverted triangles),assum ing 5/ab of

integrated lum inosity. Right: The H A discovery reach with 3/ab ofCLIC data at
p
s= 3 TeV asa function oftan� obtained by sum m ing theb�b�bband t�t�ttchannels[5].

IfthereisnoHiggsboson atall,theLHC m ight�nd a hintofstrongW W scatter-

ing,butthisnew physicswould notbevisibledirectly atalower-energye+ e� collider.

O n the otherhand,eitherthe LHC orthe ILC m ightbe able to discoverassociated

physics related,e.g.,to extra dim ensions. However,CLIC would be uniquely well

placed to study strong W W scattering directly,with high statistics and precision.

CLIC would also be best placed to see/understand other aspects ofscenarios with

associated high-scale physics,such extra dim ensions or com posite m odels ofHiggs,

quarksand leptons.

6 -Supersym m etry

There are m any reasons to like supersym m etry, including its intrinsic beauty, its

utility in controlling radiativecorrectionsto the Higgsm assand thereby solving the

naturalnessaspectofthe hierarchy problem [18],thehelp ito�ersfortheuni�cation

ofthe gauge couplingsG UTs,the factthatitpredictsa lightHiggsboson weighing

< 150 G eV [19], as apparently favoured by the precision electroweak data [8,9],

and the fact that it predicts naturally the existence and a suitable density for the

astrophysicalcold darkm atter[21].M oreover,supersym m etryisan (alm ost)essential

ingredientin string theory.

These are allgood argum entsbut,to paraphrase Feynm an,ifwe had one really

convincing argum ent,we would notneed to giveseveral!
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Figure7:Fitsto theelectroweak data thatincludeoneoranotherhigher-dim ensional

operatorscaled by a high scale�� 3� 10 TeV m ay allow a heavierHiggsboson [14].

The left panelofFig.9 com piles the constraints on the sim plest version ofthe

m inim alsupersym m etric extension ofthe Standard M odel,in which the scalarand

spin-1/2 sparticle m asses are each constrained to be allequalto m 0 and m 1=2,re-

spectively,at the grand uni�cation scale (the CM SSM ),assum ing that the lightest

supersym m etricparticle(LSP)isthelightestneutralino (a m ixtureofpartnersofthe

photon Z and Higgs boson)[22]. The bottom -rightpartofthe (m 1=2;m 0) plane is

excluded in thiscase,becausetheretheLSP isthecharged stau.Regionsatlow m 1=2

are excluded by LEP searches for charginos and the Higgs boson,and by b ! s


decay.Thereisalso a diagonal(pink)band thatisfavoured ifoneusesthepublished

low-energy e+ e� data to calculate g� � 2 [23,24]. However,this is a controversial

constraint,so wewilltreatitasoptional.Finally,notethe thin diagonal(turquoise)

strip within which therelicLSP density m atchesthatinferred from astrophysicsand

cosm ology by W M AP and other experim ents. Com bining allthese constraints,we

see thatthere isa lim ited region ofthe W M AP strip thatiscom patible with allthe

constraints,butthatthisextendstorelativelylargevaluesofm 1=2 and hencesparticle

m asses,ifthe potentialg� � 2 constraintisdiscounted.

The gluino m ass increases proportionalto m 1=2 along this W M AP strip, and

the lightest neutralino is also sim ply proportional. Therefore,a given reach in the

gluino m asstranslatesdirectly into an LSP m ass,and hencea threshold forsparticle

production in e+ e� collisions,as seen in the right panelofFig.3 [10]. W ith just

100/pb ofdata at14 TeV,theLHC should beableto discoverthegluino ifitweighs

lessthan 1.1TeV,orexcludea gluinoweighing lessthan 1.5 TeV ifitseesnothing.In

the form ercase,the threshold forsparticle pairproduction in e+ e� collisionswould

be below 0.5 TeV,and hence accessible to the ILC.However,in the lattercase,the
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Figure 8:The invariantm assrecoiling againstan e+ e� pairatCLIC operating ata

nom inal
p
s= 3 TeV in the caseofa heavy Higgsboson [5].

sparticle threshold would necessarily lie above 0.6 TeV.M ore generally,at least in

sim ple supersym m etric m odels,the LHC willtelle+ e� colliders what energy they

need to observesupersym m etry.

The extension ofthe W M AP strip to high m assscalesin the leftpanelofFig.9

showsthatsparticlesm ightbe quite heavy.Asseen in the rightpanelofFig.9,the

LHC would beableto discoversupersym m etry in m ost(butnotall)oftheparam eter

space ofthe CM SSM .An e+ e� centre-of-m assenergy of1 TeV would coveronly a

partoftheW M AP-com patibleparam eterspace,whereas3 TeV should beenough to

cover(alm ost)allofit,atleastin the CM SSM [25].

7 -H ow Soon m ight Supersym m etry be D etected?

So farwehavebeen treating alltheconstraintson supersym m etricm odelsasifthey

were�-functions.W hathappensifonem akesa frequentistlikelihood analysis,taking

the g� � 2 indication atitsfacevalue?

Fig.10 displaysthe68% and 95% con�dencelevelregionsin the(m 0;m 1=2)plane

forthe CM SSM (sim ilarresultsare found ifone relaxesscalar-m assuniversality for

the Higgs m ultiplets) [26]. W e see that m uch ofthe 68% region would be covered

already with 50/pb ofintegrated lum inosity with the LHC at 10 TeV,and allofit

with 100/pb at 14 TeV.W e also see that supersym m etry would be discovered by

the LHC with 1/fb over alm ost allthe 95% region,and this am ount ofintegrated

lum inosity would also su�ce to exclude supersym m etry throughoutthe 95% region.

The best-�tpointin the CM SSM hastan� � 10 and quite low m 1=2,sim ilarto

benchm ark point B [29]or SPS1a [30]. As such,it has a relatively light spectrum ,
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thetext[22].Right:Scatterplotofthem assesofthelightestvisiblesparticle(LVSP)

and next-to-lightestvisible sparticle (NLVSP)in the CM SSM :the red open squares

represent the fullm odelsam ple,the blue triangles the points providing a suitable

density ofcold dark m atter,the green crossesthe pointsaccessible to the LHC,and

the yellow circlesthose am enableto directdark m atterdetection [25].

thato�ersgood opportunitiesto the ILC.The best-�tspectrum isshown in the left

panelofFig.11,where we see thatan e+ e� colliderwith 0.5 TeV could produce all

thesleptons,thelightercharginoand thesecond-lightestneutralino.O newould need

� 1TeV toproducetheheavierneutralandchargedHiggsbosons,and topair-produce

the heaviercharginosand neutralinos. A centre-of-m assenergy above 1 TeV would

be needed to produce squarks.Thus,even in thisencouraging exam ple,there would

be work forboth the ILC and CLIC.Thisisjustone illustration that,even in low-

m ass supersym m etric scenarioswhere the ILC can produce som e sparticles,studies

ofstrongly-interacting sparticles would require the higher centre-of-m ass energy of

CLIC.

An im portant word of warning: the result of this likelihood analysis depends

sensitively on the treatm ent ofg� � 2. Ifone rescales the error in the com parison

between theory and experim ent,asseen in the rightpanelofFig.11,the preferred

region ofthe (m 0;m 1=2) plane expandsand contractsconsiderably [26]. (The sam e

is true for rescaling the error in b ! s
.) M oreover,ifone uses � decay data to

calculate g� � 2 in the Standard M odel,the discrepancy with experim entessentially

disappears,and very largesparticlem assesbeyond the reach ofthe ILC areallowed,

even favoured.

Exam plesofpossible CLIC sparticle m easurem entsare shown in Fig.12. In the

leftpanel,weseethatCLIC would be ableto m easurewellthedilepton spectrum in
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shown are som e 5-� discovery contoursatATLAS [27]and CM S [28]with 1 fb� 1 at

14 TeV,and the contourforthe 5� discovery ofthe Higgsboson in sparticle decays

with 2 fb� 1 at14 TeV in CM S.These were estim ated assum ing tan� = 10 (sim ilar

to ourbest-�tvalue)and A 0 = 0.

�0
2
! �‘+ ‘� decay,locating the endpointwith an accuracy of2% . Studiesindicate

thatthisdilepton signaturecould bem easured allalong theW M AP strip fortan� =

10,considerably beyond the LHC reach. The right panelshows how CLIC could

m easurethesm uon decay spectrum ,yielding an accuracy of2.5% forthesm uon m ass

and 2% forthe LSP m assin thisparticularexam ple[5].

These few exam ples indicate that,ifthe LHC discovers supersym m etry,CLIC

could com plete the spectrum ,and would be able to m ake m any noveland detailed

m easurem ents. By com paring accurate m easurem ents of the squark and slepton

m asses,for exam ple,CLIC m ay be able to cast light on the m echanism ofsuper-

sym m etry breaking.Such m easurem entsm ay thereby open an interesting window on

string physics[5].

The above exam plesassum ed a neutralino LSP,butan alternative isa gravitino

LSP.In this case,ifthe scale at which supersym m etry breaking originatesis large,

the next-to-lightestsparticle (NLSP)would be m etastable,since itwould decay via

gravitational-strength interactions.TheNLSP need notbeneutralin such ascenario,

and a m etastablecharged NLSP would havem any interesting signatures.

The leftpanelofFig.13 displaysthe (m 1=2;m 0)plane forone exam ple ofa sce-

nario with a gravitino LSP,with a m assm 3=2 = 0:2m 0 [31].TheNLSP decayscould
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Figure11:Left:Thespectrum atthebest-�tCM SSM pointshown in Fig.10.Right:

Thevariation ofthepreferred region in theCM SSM (m 0;m 1=2)planeastheerrorin

the theory-experim entcom parison forg� � 2 isrescaled [26].

in principle m essup the agreem entbetween Big-Bang Nucleosynthesis(BBN)calcu-

lations ofthe light-elem entabundances and astrophysicalobservations. Respecting

these constraints,and incorporating the im portante�ectsofstau bound states[32],

oneisforced into thelight(yellow)shaded region oftheleftpanelofFig.13.In fact,

the BBN calculations do not agree perfectly with the m easured 6Li/7Liratio,and

the darker(pink)shaded region in Fig.13 isthatwhere stau NLSP decaysactually

im prove the BBN calculations[31].

In order to study the CLIC capabilities for sparticle m easurem ents in gravitino

LSP scenarioswith a stau NLSP,wehaveconsidered fourbenchm ark scenarios,three

with relatively lightstausdetectable atthe LHC [33],and one (�)chosen inside this

Lithium ‘sweet spot’[34]. The totalcross sections for e+ e� ! �~�1~�1 production in

these fourbenchm ark scenariosareshown in the rightpanelofFig.13.

Alsoshown therearethecrosssectionsforproducingslow-m ovingstauswith �
 <

0:4,which decreaserapidly asE C M increases[34].Theinterestin theseeventsisthat

such slow stauswould stop in a typicalexperim entalcalorim eter. They would then

decay laterinto a gravitino and a tau,and the decay lifetim e and tau energy would

provide valuable inform ation aboutthe m assofthe gravitino and the m echanism of

supersym m etry breaking.

In fact,since allheaviersparticlesdecay into gravitinosvia staus in such a sce-

nario, the totalcross section for stau production is m uch larger than the sim ple

pair-production crosssection shown in the rightpanelofFig.13,asalso isthe cross

section forstoppable stau production. Thisisshown in Fig.14,where we see that,

e.g.,the totalcrosssection forstoppable stau production atE C M = 3 TeV isabout

30 tim eslargerthan thatfrom e+ e� ! �~�1~�1 alone.
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Figure 12: Left: The spectrum ofm uon m om enta in a sim ulation of~� ! �� decay

atCLIC at
p
s= 3 TeV.Right:Likelihood contoursin the (m ~�;m �)plane [5].

W econcludethatCLIC would begood fordetecting and m easuring supersym m e-

try alsoin gravitinoLSP scenarios,which m ighteven requirerelatively heavy spectra.

8 -O ther possible C LIC P hysics

Thesecond-favouriteoption fornew physicsbeyond theStandard M odelm aybeextra

dim ensions.They could rewrite(atleast)thehierarchyproblem ,m ightprovideadark

m attercandidate,and could help in the uni�cation ofthe fundam entalinteractions.

M oreover,extra dim ensionsarealso essentialin string theory.

They m ight show up via K aluza-K lein excitations ofStandard M odelparticles,

which would appear as direct-channelresonances in e+ e� annihilation. The high

energy o�ered by CLIC m ighteven providetheopportunity to observem orethan one

excitation,asseen in Fig.15.Ithasbeen shown thatCLIC could m easurethe m ass

ofa Z 0boson with an accuracy of0.01% ,and itswidth with an accuracy of0.4% [5].

In som eextra-dim ensionalscenarios,gravity leaksoutfrom fourdim ensions,and

m ay becom estrongatsom eenergy � 1TeV accessibletotheLHC.In thiscase,CLIC

m ight be able to produce m icroscopic black holes. These would decay very quickly

into energetic quarks,leptons,photonsand neutrinos.Such black-holeeventswould

be easy to distinguish from Standard M odelbackgrounds[5].

9 -C onclusions

CLIC willprovide unique,high-precision physicsatthe energy frontier. In the TeV

energy range,itprovidebeam strahlungand backgroundssim ilarto thoseprovided by
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Figure 13: Left: The (m 1=2;m 0) plane in a CM SSM scenario with gravitino LSP,

with theBBN constraintsshown by solid lines,theresulting BBN-com patibleregion

being shaded yellow (light)and the region with a preferable 6Li/7Liratio isshaded

pink (darker) [31]. Right: The cross sections for e+ e� ! �~�1~�1 production in four

benchm ark scenarios[33,34],showing also thecrosssectionsforproducing stoppable

staus with �
 < 0:4. Scenario � is from the pink ‘Lithium sweet spot’in the left

panel[34].

the ILC.Futherm ore,detailed experim entalsim ulationshave shown thatthe beam -

strahlungand otherbackgroundsatCLIC would notpresentinsurm ountableobstacles

to exploiting fully thehighercentre-of-m assenergiesm adeavailableby CLIC.Several

speci�cexam plesgiven aboveshow thatCLIC willbeableto m akeaccuratem easure-

m entsathigh energies.Thehigh energyo�ered byCLIC willadded valuetostudiesof

thephysicsofa lightHiggsboson,and provideuniqueaccessto a heavy Higgsboson.

CLIC would also have advantagesin studiesofsupersym m etry orextra dim ensions,

should they appearatthe LHC.Ifthe new physicsbeyond the Standard M odelhas

a relatively low threshold,CLIC willprovide unique insight into the heavier states

thatm ay help distinguish between m odels.O n the otherhand,ifthe new physicsis

heavy,CLIC m ay be the only place to study itwith precision.

The future course ofhigh-energy physics willbe determ ined by the LHC,and

we do notknow whatitwill�nd.However,allthe scenariosthathave been studied

would bestbeexplored byahigh-energye+ e� collider.Sincewedonotknow theLHC

threshold,theworld com m unity should haveavailablethewidestpossibletechnology

choice when LHC resultsappear. The ILC technology ism ore m ature than thatof

CLIC,butthelattero�ersm ore
exibility in energy.Untilthetim ecom esto choose,

the CLIC and ILC team s are working together,for exam ple in studies ofpositron

sources,dam ping rings,beam dynam ics,beam delivery,interaction regions,detectors

and costing. The aim ofthe CLIC team isto determ ine the feasibility ofthe CLIC

technologybytheend of2010,around thetim ewhen the�rstLHC physicsresultswill
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ẽLẽR
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Figure 14:Com pilation ofthe principale+ e� annihilation crosssectionsin scenario

�. Com parison with Fig.13 shows that the totalcross section for stoppable staus

with �
 < 0:4 isconsiderably largerthan thatfrom e+ e� ! �~�1~�1 alone[34].

becom e available,and the tim e com es forthe particle physics com m unity to decide

itsnextstep in colliderphysics.
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