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A bstract. —-Follow ing a briefoutline ofthe CLIC profct, thistak summ a—
rizes som e of the principalm otivations for an e'e colliderwithEcy = 3TevV.
It is shown by several exam ples that CLIC would represent a signi cant step
beyond the LHC and ILC in its capabilities for precision m easurem ents at high
energies. It would m ake possible a com plte study of a light H iggs boson, in—
cluding rare decay m odes, and would provide a unique tool to study a heavy
Higgsboson. CLIC could also com plete the studies of supersym m etric spectra,
if sparticles are relatively light, and discover any heavier sparticles. Tt would also
enable deeper probes of extra dim ensions, new gauge bosons and excited quarks
or kptons. CLIC has unigque value to add to experim ental particle physics,
w hatever the LHC discovers.

1 -The CLIC Profct

T he conceptuallayout of CLIC isshown in the left panelofFig.1 [1]. Thebasic dea is
to use a relatively high-intensity, low -energy beam to drive a relatively low -intensity,
high-energy beam . The findam ental principle resem bles that of a conventional AC
transform er. T he low -energy drive beam serves as an RF source that accelerates the
high-energy m ain beam w ih a topefilly) high accelerating gradient. T he left panel
of Fig. 1 digplays the baseIine con guration fora 3-TeV e" e oollider, the prim ary
ob fctive ofthe CLIC R& D programm e.

Tabl 1 show s the nom inal param eters for CLIC operating at its nom inal design
energy of 3 TeV [B]. It also show s an altermative set of param eters for operation at
500 GeV .Note a few key param eters: the nom inal um inosity at each energy iswell
above 10°* am %s !, the main linac frequency (cf, the 50/60 Hz of a conventional
AC circui) isnow 12 GHz (m ore sin ilar to the frequency proposed previously for the
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Figurel: Left: The conceptuallayout of CLIC at 3 TeV [L]. R ight: the latest progress
In achieving high accelerating gradients in unloaded 12 GHz CLIC structure T 18 R].

NLC and the JLC), the accelerating gradients assum ed are 80 (100) M V/m for the
500G eV (3-TeV) options, and the total site lengths are 13.0 (483) km [L].

TheCLIC technology is lessm ature than that ofthe ILC , and requiresm oreR& D .
In particular, the target accelerating gradient is considerably higher than the IL.C,
and requires very aggressive perform ance from the accelerating structures. T he right
panelofF ig. 1 show s that the nom inalCLIC accelerating gradient hasbeen 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 T 18 structure that achieved this
perform ance was designed at CERN, built at KEK , and RF tested at SLAC .Thus i
was the fruit of a truly intemationale ort.

Thebeam gym nastics needed to provide the 12 G H z drivebeam pow er source, the
RF powergeneration and two beam acceleration in CLIC standard m odules are being
dem onstrated n CLIC Test Facility 3, which is being built by a large lntemational
team [M]. CLIC R&D isbeing carried out by a world-w ide collaboration consisting of
24 m em bers representing 27 institutes involving 17 funding agencies from 15 countries
Including Turkey. It isorganized in a sin ilarm annerto an experin entalcollaboration,
w ith each of the institutes represented in a C ollaboration B oard.

The m andate to the CLIC team is to dem onstrate the feasbility of the CLIC
conoept by the end 0£2010 in a C onceptualD esign R eport. Ifthise ort is successfill,
and if the new physics revealed by the LHC warrants, the next phase ofR&D on
engineering and cost issues could be com pleted by the end 0f2015. Thiswould serve
as the basis for a TechnicalD esign R eport and a request for pro gct approval.

T he prospects for approval of the CLIC profct would clearly depend not only
on its technical feasbility and cost, but prin arily on its physics capabilities and
com plem entarity to other accelerators such as the ILC . T hese have the sub fcts of
various studies since 1987, from which the follow ing sections of this tak have been
drawn. The main source is a com prehensive study of CLIC physics published in
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Center-ol-mass energy CLIC 500G CLIC 3 TeV
Beam parameters Conservative | Nominal Conservative ‘ Nominal
Accelerating structure G
Repetiionrate H2) e
Main linac RF frequency GHz 12
Bunch charge10? 6.8 J a.72
Bunch separation (ns) 0.5
Beam pulse duration (ns) 17 156
Beam powerbeam (MWatts) 4.9 14
Hor.Jvert. norm. emitt (105/109) 3140 2.4/25 2.4/20 0.66/20
Hor/Vert FF focusing (mm) 1004 8/0.1 4/01
Hor jvert. IP beam size (nm) 248157 202123 83/11 40/1
Hadronic events/crossing at IP 0.07 0.19 0.75 27
Coherent pairs at IP 10 100 5. 107 381
BDS length (km) 1.87

2.75
wapugosemmmsener | 7w e |

Tabl 1: Latest setsof CLIC parametersﬁrp§= 05 TeV and thenom hal3 TeV [B].

2004 [B], with signi cant Turkish participation, from which a few selected topics are
now discussed.

2 - Light H iggs P hysics

W e do not yet know whether the H iggs boson exists, still less whether it resem bles
the particle predicted in the fram ew ork of the Standard M odel-and one should never
sell the bearskin before catching the bear! T hat said, the com bined H iggs probability
distrdbution obtained by com bining the direct searchesat LEP [6] and the Tevatron [7]
w ith the Indirect inform ation provided by high-precision electrow eak m easurem ents [B]
seam s to favour a relatively light H iggs boson, as shown in Fig. 2. The electroweak
data would, by them selves, yield an aln ost parabolic 2 finction, but this is already
being eroded at intermm ediate valuesofmy 170 G eV by the negative results of direct
searches at the Tevatron —and the CDF and D 0 searches are continuing. C urrently,
the favoured range ofH iggsm assesism , < 140 G eV, butm asses Jargerthan 200 G eV

are still not excluded. Speci cally, the G tter group nds

my, = 1164" 92 Gev; @)

and quotes the ranges (114, 145) G&V at the 68% con dence keveland (113, 168) and
(180, 225) GeV at the 95% con dence lkevel [9].

W ith just a fraction of 1/fb of integrated lum inosity, as seen in the left panel of
Fig.3 [10],the ATLA S and CM S experin entswould be abl to a Standard M odeklke
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Figure 2: The 2 lkelhood finction for the Standard M odel as a fiinction of the
H iggsm ass, as obtained 9] by com bining the indirect lmfom ation from the precision
electroweak data — which would yield a sm ooth, nearparabolic function, and the
negative results from the direct searches at LEP —which cut o low m asses, and the
Tevatron —which erode the likelihood between 140 and 200 GV .

H iggs boson weighing between 140 and 600 G €V . T herefore, either the Tevatron or
the LHC m ay soon be abl to exclide an interm ediate-m ass H iggs and tell us that
it m ust either be very light, close to the LEP lower lim i, or else very heavy. W hat
ocould CLIC contrbute in either of these scenarios?

TIfthere isa light H iggsboson, the ILC w illbe able to study m any of its properties
In som e detail. The cross section for producing it at CLIC willbe even m uch larger
than at the ILC, as seen in the keft panelofF ig.4. T he ncrease com pared w ith lower
centre-ofm ass energies is m ore pronounced for higherm 1, , but is substantial already
formy 120 GeV .This increase w ill open up the possbility ofm easuring rare H iggs
decays which are unobservabl at the LHC and di cul to m easure at a low erenergy
e" e collider, and two exam ples are displayed in Fig. 5. In the left panelwe see that
CLIC coudmeasuretheh * coupling w ith an accuracy of 4% ifmy, = 120 GeV,
and In the right panel we see that CLIC could m easure the hldb coupling wih an
accuracy of2% ifmy = 180 Ge&V pBl.

T he doubleH iggs production cross section at CLIC would also be much larger
than at low er energies, as seen In the right panelofFig.4 [B]. Asa resul, ifthe H iggs
m ass is in the low-m ass region, the triple-H iggs coupling could be m easured quite
accurately at CLIC :to 11% ifmy, = 180GeV,orto 9% ifmy, = 120G eV, asseen in
the keft panel ofF ig. 6. Because of the higher cross sections at higher centre-ofm ass
energies, the m easuram ent at CLIC could be signi cantly m ore accurate than at a
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Figure 3: The am ounts of integrated LHC lum fnosity at Ecy = 14 TeV required
(left) either to exclude a Standard M odel H iggs boson at the 95% ocon dence level
(blue line) or discover it at the 5- IJvel (red line), and (right) either to exclude a
gluino (plue dashed line) ordiscover i (olue solid line). T he corresponding thresholds
for pairproduction in e e are shown in red [10].

lowerenergy €' e collider.

3 —A ccom panying N ew P hysics?

Ifm, isaslight as120 G &V, the present electrow eak vacuum is rendered unstabl by
radiative corrections induced by the top quark, unless new physics intervenes. O ne
possbility for this is som e form of contact interaction, and the high CLIC centre—
ofm ass energy gives it an edge over a lowerenergy collider in searching for such a
sym ptom ofnew physics. Studies show that CLIC would be sensitive to new contact
interactionsinete ! * w ith scales up to 300 TeV [B].

O ne of the m ost com pelling exam ples of possible new physics is supersym m etry,
w hich would help stabilize the electroweak vacuum [11]. Supersym m etry is discussed
later In sown right. H ere Inote that one of its predictions is the existence ofheavier
neutralH iggsbosons, a pseudoscalarA and a scalarH , which would be quite di cult
to detect at the LHC, depending on theirm asses. In general, an €' e collider could
extend the search up to close to the kinem atic lim it. This sensitivity is exem pli ed
forCLIC in the right panelofF ig. 6, where we see that a pseudoscalarA boson would
be detectable at CLIC if tsmasswere up to 1100 GeV orm ore, depending on the
value oftan , the ratio of Higgs VEV s In the m inim al supersym m etric extension of
the Standard M odel M SSM ) [].
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Figure 4: Inclusive single H iggs production cross section (left) and double H iggs
production (right) as finctions of the H iggs m ass, each for three values of the €' e
centre-ofm ass energy [b].

4 —Theorists getting C old Feet?

W ih the inm inent discovery (or dem ise) ofthe H iggsboson, m any theorists seem to
be getting cold feet: can it really be true? Now m ay be the last chance to stake a
clhin to an altemative theory, and m any theorists are seizing it.

M aybe the H iggsboson does exist, and is even light, as in little H iggsm odels [12]?
In these m odels, the H iggs is a pseudo-N am bu-G oldstone boson that is a bound state
of new strong-interaction dynam ics that appears at 10 TeV . O nedop quadratic
divergences in the H iggsm ass-squared are cancelled by an extra top-like quark, gauge
bosons and extra scalars related to the H iggsboson, allwith masses 1 TeV.These
would be prim e fodder for discovery at CLIC .

A ltematively, perhaps our interpretation of the high-precision electroweak data
is incorrect [L3]? A s is weltknown, there are som e apparent discrepancies betw een
di erent subsets of the electroweak data. For exam ple, m easurem ents of hadronic

nal states In Z decays tend to prefer a higher valuie of m , than do m easurem ents
of leptonic nal states. A Iso, the low -energy m easurem ent of sin? y by the NuTe&v
collaboration seem s to di er from other m easurem ents [13]. M ost observers would
consider these discrepancies to be sym ptom atic of underestin ated system atic errors,
or som e other experim ental problem s. But perhaps they are due to som e unknown
new physics? In that case, the Standard M odelwould be an Incom plete paradigm for
analyzing the high-precision electrow eak data, the apparent preference for a low -m ass
H iggs boson m ight be w rong. In that case, a there m ight be a heavier H iggs boson,
ripe for cbservation at CLIC .
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Figure 5: Reconstructed signals orH ! (left) and H ! kb (rght) orM gy =

120 GeV and 180 G eV, respectively, at = s= 3 TeV [l.

A nother corridor towards a heavier H iggs boson m ight be opened up by the in—
clusion in the electroweak t of higherdimn ensional operators com posed of Standard
M odel elds. As shown in Fig. 7, if one such operator is present wih a coe cient
scaled by a high scale 3 10 TeV (possbly generated by the exchange of som e
m assive state), a Higgs weighing up to 1 TeV m ight be com patlble w ith the high-
precision electroweak data [14].

One exampl of a theory with m assive states that nvalidate the electroweak
bound’ is provided by a model wih a fourth generation [L5]. In this m odel, the
Standard M odel electroweak t could accomm odate (even prefer) a heavier H iggs
weighing 300 Ge&V [16], for which the cross section at CLIC would be encourag—
Ingly large, as seen in Fig. 4.

Finally, ket us mention Higgsless m odels [L7]. 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 w ith extra
din ensions, but is still a serdous issue for such m odels.

5 —-W hat if the H iggs is H eavy —or N on-E xistent?

If the H iggs boson does indeed weigh 1 TeV or so, is observation will be di cult

at the LHC, though not in possible, thanks to the W W fusion m echanism for H iggs
production. However, such a heavy H iggs boson would not be visbl directly at the
ILC . There would be no problem producing and m easuring it at CLIC, as seen in
Fig. 8, which show s the recoilm ass distribution for a heavy H iggs boson produced in
the reaction e"e ! e'e H, n a sinulation Hra nom nalM 5y = 900 GeV [].
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Figure 6: Left: The cross section of the processe'e ! H , the sensitivity of

the cross section to the triple H iggs coupling, and the expected precision w ith which
the triple H iggs coupling could be m easured, formy, = 120 G&V (circkes), 140 G&V
(squares), 180 GeV (trangls), and 240 GeV (inverted triangles), assum ing 5/ab of
Integrated um inosity. Right: The H A discovery reach with 3/ab of CLIC data at
s= 3TeV asa function oftan obtained by sum m ing the dddo and tttt channels [5].

Ifthere isno H iggsboson at all, the LHC m ight nd a hint of strongW W scatter—
ing, but thisnew physicswould not be visble directly at a Jowerenergy e’ e collider.
O n the other hand, either the LHC or the ILC m ight be able to discover associated
physics related, eg., to extra din ensions. However, CLIC would be uniguely 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 of scenarios w ith
associated high-scale physics, such extra din ensions or com posite m odels of H iggs,
quarks and leptons.

6 —Supersym m etry

There are m any reasons to lke supersymm etry, including is intrinsic beauty, is
utility in controlling radiative corrections to the H iggsm ass and thereby solving the
naturalness aspect of the hierarchy problem [18], the help it o ers for the uni cation
of the gauge couplings GU T s, the fact that it predicts a light H iggs boson weighing
< 150 Gev [19], as apparently favoured by the precision electroweak data [B, 9],
and the fact that it predicts naturally the existence and a suitable density for the
astrophysicalcold dark m atter R1]. M oreover, supersym m etry isan (@Im ost) essential
Ingredient in string theory.

These are all good argum ents but, to paraphrase Feynm an, if we had one really
convincing argum ent, we would not need to give several!
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Figure 7: F its to the electrow eak data that include one or another higher-dim ensional
operator scaled by a high scale 3 10TeV may allow a heavier H iggsboson [14].

The left panel of Fig. 9 com piles the constraints on the sim plest version of the
m inin al supersym m etric extension of the Standard M odel, in which the scalar and
son-1/2 sparticle m asses are each constrained to be allequaltomy and m 1—,, re—
spectively, at the grand uni cation scale (the CM SSM ), assum Ing that the lightest
supersym m etric particle (LSP) is the lightest neutralino (a m ixture ofpartners ofthe
photon Z and H iggs boson) P2]. The bottom -right part of the M ;_,;m ) plane is
excluded in this case, because there the LSP is the charged stau. Regionsat low m ;_,
are exclided by LEP searches for charginos and the H iggs boson, and by b ! s
decay. There is also a diagonal (pink) band that is favoured if one uses the published
low-energy €' e data to calculate g 2 23, 24]. However, this is a controversial
constraint, so we w ill treat i as optional. F inally, note the thin diagonal (turquoise)
strip w thin which the relic LSP density m atches that inferred from astrophysics and
cogn ology by W M AP and other experim ents. Combining all these constraints, we
see that there is a 1m ited region ofthe W M AP strip that is com patdble w ith all the
constraints, but that this extends to relatively large valuesofm -, and hence sparticle
m asses, if the potentialg 2 constraint is discounted.

The gluino m ass Increases proportional to m -, along this W M AP strip, and
the lightest neutralino is also sin ply proportional. Therefore, a given reach In the
gluino m ass translates directly Into an LSP m ass, and hence a threshold for sparticle
production in et e collisions, as seen in the right panel of Fig. 3 [10]. W ith jast
100/pb ofdata at 14 TeV, the LHC should be abl to discover the gluino if it weighs
lssthan 1.1 TeV, orexclude a gluino weighing lessthan 1.5 TeV if it seesnothing. In
the fom er case, the threshold for sparticle pair production in €' e collisions would
be below 0.5 TeV, and hence accessible to the ILC . However, in the latter case, the
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Figure 8; The invariant m ass recoiling against an €' e pairat CLIC operating at a
nom inal” s= 3 TeV in the case ofa heavy H iggsboson [].

sparticle threshold would necessarily lie above 0.6 TeV . M ore generally, at least in
sin ple supersymm etric m odels, the LHC willtell et e colliders what energy they
need to observe supersym m etry.

T he extension ofthe W M AP strip to high m ass scales In the kft panelofFig. 9
show s that sparticles m ight be quite heavy. A s seen in the right panelofF ig. 9, the
LHC would be able to discover supersym m etry in m ost (out not all) ofthe param eter
space of the CM SSM .An €' e centreofm ass energy of 1 TeV would cover only a
part ofthe W M AP -com patible param eter space, whereas 3 TeV should be enough to
ocover (@lm ost) allof it, at least n the CM SSM  R5].

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

So farwe have been treating all the constraints on supersym m etric m odels as if they
were -fiinctions. W hat happens ifonem akes a frequentist lkelhood analysis, taking
the g 2 indication at is face value?

Fig.10 displays the 68% and 95% con dence level regions in the m ¢;m ;-,) plane
for the CM SSM (sim ilar resuls are found if one relaxes scalarm ass universality for
the Higgs multiplets) 26]. W e see that much of the 68% region would be covered
already w ith 50/pb of integrated lum inosity with the LHC at 10 TeV, and allof it
with 100/pb at 14 TeV .W e also see that supersym m etry would be discovered by
the LHC wih 1/ over alm ost all the 95% region, and this am ount of integrated
Jum inosity would also su ce to exclide supersym m etry throughout the 95% region.

The best- t point In the CM SSM has tan 10 and quite Iow m ;-,, sin ilar to
benchm ark point B 29] or SP Sla [B0]. A s such, i has a relatively light spectrum ,
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Figure 9: Left: The (n_,;m o) plane in the CM SSM fortan = 10,A, = 0 and

> 0, show Ing the in pacts of di erent phenom enological constraints explained in
the text P2]. R ght: Scatter plot ofthe m asses ofthe lightest visible sparticle LV SP)
and next-to-lightest visble sparticle NLV SP) in the CM SSM : the red open squares
represent the full m odel sam ple, the blue triangles the points providing a suitable
density of cold dark m atter, the green crosses the points accessble to the LHC, and
the yellow circles those am enable to direct dark m atter detection 25].

that o ers good opportunities to the ILC . T he best- t spectrum is shown in the kft
panelofFig. 11, where we see that an €' e colliderwith 05 TeV could produce all
the slkeptons, the lighter chargino and the second-lightest neutralino. O ne would need

1 TeV toproduce the heavierneutraland charged H iggsbosons, and to pairproduce
the heavier charginos and neutralinos. A centre-ofm ass energy above 1 TeV would
be needed to produce squarks. T hus, even In this encouraging exam ple, there would
be work for both the ILC and CLIC . This is just one illustration that, even in low —
m ass supersym m etric scenarios w here the ILC can produce som e sparticles, studies
of strongly-interacting sparticles would require the higher centre-ofm ass energy of
CLIC.

An important word of waming: the result of this lkelhood analysis depends
sensitively on the treatm ent of g 2. If one rescales the error in the com parison
betw een theory and experin ent, as seen In the right panel of Fig. 11, the preferred
region ofthe M o;m 1-,) plane expands and contracts considerably 26]. (The same
is true for rescaling the errtor n b ! s .) M oreover, if one uses decay data to
calculate g 2 in the Standard M ode], the discrepancy w ith experin ent essentially
disappears, and very large sparticle m asses beyond the reach ofthe ILC are allowed,
even favoured.

Exam ples of possble CLIC sparticle m easurem ents are shown in Fig. 12. In the
kft panel, we see that CLIC would be abl to m easure well the dilepton spectrum in
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5 decay, locating the endpoint w ith an accuracy of 2% . Studies indicate
that this dilepton signature could bem easured allalongthe W M AP strip fortan =
10, considerably beyond the LHC reach. The right panel shows how CLIC could
m easure the sn uon decay spectrum , yielding an accuracy of2 5% for the snuon m ass
and 2% forthe LSP m ass in this particular exam ple [B].

These few exam ples indicate that, if the LHC discovers supersym m etry, CLIC
could com plete the spectrum , and would be able to m ake m any novel and detailed
measuram ents. By ocom paring accurate m easurem ents of the squark and slkpton
m asses, for example, CLIC may be abl to cast light on the m echanisn of super-
sym m etry breaking. Such m easurem entsm ay thereby open an interesting w indow on
string physics B].

T he above exam ples assum ed a neutralino LSP, but an altemative is a gravitino
LSP. In this case, if the scale at which supersym m etry breaking originates is large,
the next-to-lightest sparticle NLSP) would be m etastable, since it would decay via
gravitationakstrength interactions. The NLSP need notbe neutralin such a scenario,
and a m etastable charged NLSP would have m any interesting signatures.

The kft panel of Fig. 13 digplays the m ;-,;m o) plane for one exam ple of a sce—
nario with a gravitino LSP, wih amassm;_, = 02m o B1l]. The NLSP decays could
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Figure 11: Left: The soectrum at thebest—t CM SSM point shown In Fig.10. R ight:
T he variation of the preferred region in the CM SSM  m o;m ;-,) plane as the error In
the theory-experin ent com parison for g 2 is rescaled R26].

In principle m ess up the agreem ent between B ig-B ang N uclkosynthesis BBN ) calcu—
lations of the light-elem ent abundances and astrophysical observations. R especting
these constraints, and ncorporating the in portant e ects of stau bound states [32],
one is forced into the light (yellow ) shaded region ofthe left panelofFig. 13. In fact,
the BBN calmulations do not agree perfectly with the m easured °Li/’Li ratio, and
the darker (pink) shaded region In Fig. 13 is that where stau NLSP decays actually
In prove the BBN calculations [31].

In order to study the CLIC capabilities for sparticle m easurem ents in gravitino
LSP scenariosw ith a stau NLSP, we have considered fourbenchm ark scenarios, three
w ith relatively light staus detectable at the LHC [33], and one ( ) chosen inside this
Lithiuim Yweet spot’ [B4]. The total cross sections ore*e ! ~~ production in
these four benchm ark scenarios are shown in the right panelofF ig. 13.

A Iso shown there are the cross sections for producing slow -m oving stausw ith <
04, which decrease rapidly asEcy increases [34]. T he Interest In these events is that
such slow staus would stop in a typical experin ental calorim eter. T hey would then
decay later into a gravitino and a tau, and the decay lifetin e and tau energy would
provide valuable inform ation about the m ass of the gravitino and the m echanism of
supersym m etry breaking.

In fact, since all heavier sparticles decay into gravitinos via staus in such a sce—
nario, the total cross section for stau production is much larger than the sinple
pairproduction cross section shown in the right panel ofFig. 13, as also is the cross
section for stoppable stau production. This is shown in Fig. 14, where we see that,
eg., the total cross section for stoppable stau production at Ecy = 3 TeV is about
30 tin es larger than that from e'e ! ~~ alne.
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Figure 12: Left: The spectrum ofmuon mom enta in a simulation of ~ ! decay

at CLIC at~ s= 3 TeV .Right: Likelhood contours in the (n .;m ) plane [].

W e conclude that CLIC would be good for detecting and m easuring supersym m e—
try also in gravitino LSP scenarios, w hich m ight even require relatively heavy spectra.

8 —O ther possible CLIC P hysics

T he second-favourite option fornew physicsbeyond the Standard M odelm ay be extra
dim ensions. T hey could rew rite (at least) the hierarchy problem ,m ight provide a dark
m atter candidate, and could help in the uni cation of the findam ental interactions.
M oreover, extra din ensions are also essential in string theory.

They m ght show up via KalizaX lein excitations of Standard M odel particles,
which would appear as direct-channel resonances in e’ e annihilation. The high
energy o ered by CLIC m ight even provide the opportunity to observem ore than one
excitation, as seen in Fig. 15. It hasbeen shown that CLIC could m easure the m ass
ofa Z%boson w ith an accuracy of0.01% , and itswidth w ith an accuracy of0.4% [l].

In som e extra-dim ensional scenarios, graviy leaks out from four din ensions, and
m ay becom e strong at som eenergy 1 TeV accessble to the LHC . In thiscase, CLIC
m ight be ablk to produce m icroscopic black holes. These would decay very quickly
into energetic quarks, Jlptons, photons and neutrinos. Such black-hole events would
be easy to distinguish from Standard M odelbackgrounds [B].

9 —Conclusions

CLIC will provide unique, high-precision physics at the energy frontier. In the T&V
energy range, i provide beam strahling and backgrounds sin ilar to those provided by
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pink (darker) [B1]. Right: The cross sections ore" e ! ~~ production in four
benchm ark scenarios B3, 34], show ing also the cross sections for producing stoppable

staus w ith < 04. Scenario is from the pink Lihiim sweet spot’ in the kft
panel [34].

the ILC . Futhem ore, detailed experim ental sin ulations have shown that the beam —
strahlung and otherbackgroundsat C LIC would not present insurm ountable obstacles
to exploiting fully the higher centre-ofm ass energiesm ade available by CLIC . Several
speci c exam ples given above show that CLIC w illbe able to m ake accurate m easure—
m ents at high energies. The high energy o ered by CLIC w illadded value to studiesof
the physics of a light H iggsboson, and provide unigque access to a heavy H iggsboson.
CLIC would also have advantages in studies of supersym m etry or extra din ensions,
should they appear at the LHC . If the new physics beyond the Standard M odel has
a relbtively low threshold, CLIC will provide unigue insight into the heavier states
that m ay help distinguish between m odels. O n the other hand, if the new physics is
heavy, CLIC m ay be the only place to study it w ith precision.

The future course of high-energy physics w ill be determ ined by the LHC, and
we do not know what it will nd. However, all the scenarios that have been studied
would best be explored by a high-energy €' e  collider. Since we do not know the LHC
threshold, the world com m unity should have available the w idest possible technology
choice when LHC results appear. The ILC technology is m ore m ature than that of
CLIC, but the latter o ersm ore exibility in energy. Untilthe tim e com es to choose,
the CLIC and ILC team s are working together, for exam ple in studies of positron
sources, dam ping rings, beam dynam ics, beam delivery, interaction regions, detectors
and costing. The aim ofthe CLIC team is to detem ine the feasbility of the CLIC
technology by the end 0£2010, around the tin ewhen the rst LHC physics resultsw ill
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Figure 14: C om pilation of the principale’ e annihilation cross sections in scenario
. Comparison wih Fig. 13 show s that the total cross section for stoppabl staus
w ith < 0:4 is considerably larger than that from € e ! ~~ alne [34].

becom e available, and the tin e com es for the particle physics com m uniy to decide
its next step in collider physics.
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