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Abstract

In this study, Higgs production processes, Higgsstrahlung and vector boson (W and Z) fusion
processes, were investigated for four different future lepton colliders (CEPC, ILC, CLIC, and FCC-
ee). The cross sections for each production process and corresponding backgrounds were calculated
considering the ISR and beamstrahlung effects. Various cuts and the b-tagging method were used
to reduce the background. Finally, the number of events for each collider was determined, and
significance calculations were performed. In our calculations, high event numbers were obtained for
all four colliders for the Higgsstrahlung, W, and Z fusion process. This shows that electron-positron
colliders will play an important role in future Higgs physics research.

1 Introduction

The discovery of the Higgs boson at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [1, 2] confirmed the electroweak
symmetry breaking mechanism of the Standard Model (SM) [3, 4, 5, 6]. However, there is still some
unknown about the observed Higgs boson: is it the fundamental scalar of the SM, or a more complex
object, or part of an extended Higgs sector? Studying the properties of the Higgs boson at the LHC
and in future colliders is crucial to understanding its true nature. Up to now, some properties of the
Higgs boson have been measured at the LHC with an accuracy of about 10% [7, 8, 9, 10]. Although the
LHC Run 2 to be developed will examine it with higher data, because of the complexity of the internal
structure of the proton, the LHC will not be sensitive enough to examine the properties of Higgs.

Electron-positron colliders, which will be installed to precisely measure the properties of the Higgs
particle, have unique capabilities for the measurement of Higgs boson parameters, including the Higgs
total cross section, decay width, branching ratios, Higgs width, and determination of Higgs couplings.

Therefore, today, four e+e− colliders are being designed to study the properties of the Higgs boson
and other standard model (SM) particles with high precision: the International Linear Collider (ILC)
[11], with a center of mass energy of 250 – 500 GeV, Compact Linear Collider (CLIC) [12] with center
of mass energies of 380 – 1500 – 3000 GeV, Circular Electron Positron Collider (CEPC) with center of
mass energies between 90 and 250 GeV [13] and the Future e+e− Circular Collider (FCC-ee) [14], which
will be located in a new tunnel at CERN at 240 GeV center of mass energy. The main beam parameters
of these colliders [11, 12, 13, 14] are given in Table 1. The integrated luminosities given here are annual
values.

Table 1: The main collider parameters

Parameters CEPC FCC-ee ILC CLIC

Center of mass energy (GeV) 240 240 250 500 380 1500 3000

Number of particles per bunch (1010) 15 18 2 2 0.52 0.37 0.37

Horizontal beam size at IP (σx) (µm) 20.9 13.7 0.516 0.474 0.149 0.06 0.04

Vertical beam size at IP (σy) (nm) 60 36 7.66 5.86 2.9 1.5 1

Bunch length (mm) 4.4 5.3 0.3 0.3 0.07 0.044 0.044

Luminosity (105pb−1 ) 6 17 1.35 1.8 1.5 3.7 5.9

In the electron-positron collider, Higgs bosons are produced by the Higgsstrahlung and vector boson
(W and Z) fusion processes [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21]. In this study, these three processes were examined

∗dyilmaz@eng.ankara.edu.tr

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.13463v1


Figure 1: The Feynmann diagrams of the Higgs production processes

and calculations were performed using CalcHEP [22, 23]. In the electron-positron collider, it is important
to consider the effects of ISR and Beamstrahlung [24, 25]. The parameters listed in Table 1 were used
to calculate the ISR and the beamstraghlung effects. In section 2 cross sections are given for these three
processes. Section 3 provides signal and background analyses, the number of events for each collider, and
the significance calculations. Finally, conclusion is provided in the section 4.

2 Higgs Production at the electron - positron colliders

The main production processes of Higgs at the e+e− colliders are the Higgsstrahlung and W/Z fusion
mechanisms given below, as shown in Figure 1.

Higgs− strahlung e+e− → ZH

Wfusion e+e− → νeνeH

Zfusion e+e− → e+e−H

The cross section for the Higgsstrahlung process can be written as

σ(e+e− → ZH) =
G2

FM
4
Z

96πs
(η2e + a2e)κ

1/2 κ+ 12M2
Z/s

(1−M2
Z/s)

2
(1)

where ae = −1, ηe = −1 + 4sin2θW are the Z charges of the electron and κ = (1 − (MH +MZ)
2/s)(1 −

(MH − MZ)
2/s) is the usual two particle phase space function. The total cross section for the vector

boson fusion mechanism is

σ(e+e− → V V → llH) =
G2

Fm
4
V

64
√
2π3

∫ 1

xH

dx

∫ 1

x

dyT (x, y)

[1 + (y − x)/xV ]2
. (2)

T (x, y) = (
2x

y3
− 3x+ 1

y2
+

x+ 2

y
− 1)[

z

z + 1
− log(z + 1)] +

xz2(1− y)

y3(z + 1)
,

where V denotes the vector bosons W or Z and xH = m2
H/s, xV = m2

V /s and z = y(x − xH)/xxV (
√
s

is the center-of-mass energy) [26].
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Figure 2: The cross sections of the Higgs production mechanisms as a function of center-of-mass energy.
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Figure 3: The cross section comparison for Higgsstrahlung, W Fusion and Z Fusion processes for four
e+e−colliders.

The behavior of the production cross-sections of the Higgs boson calculated by the Higgsstrahlung
and the W/Z fusion mechanisms using the CalcHEP simulation program, depending on the center of
mass energy, are shown in Figure 2 and Figure 3. The relevant production cross sections as a function of
the center of mass energy are shown in Figure 2. As shown in Figure 2, the Higgsstrahlung suppresses the
vector boson production processes for moderate values of the energy due to the additional electroweak
coupling. With the increase in energy, the cross sections of the vector boson procecesses increase log-
arithmically and become dominant. At a center of mass energy of about 250 GeV, Higgs bosons are
predominantly produced from the ZH process as seen in the same figure. In the Figure 3, the cross
sections are shown as a function of the center of mass energy for each production mechanisms for four
electron-positron colliders with the ISR and the beamstrahlung effects of each colliders.

3 Signal and Background Analyses

Because the Higgs boson’s decay rate to bb is greater than the decay rate to other quarks and leptons
[27, 28, 29, 30, 31], the bb decay mode of Higgs (H −→ bb) is considered in all production processes in
this study. Since the cross sections of the background processes corresponding to the leptonic decays of
the Z boson are less than the background cross sections corresponding to the other decays, the leptonic
decays of the Z boson in the Higgsstrahlung process are taken into account. The signal processes are
given below.

Signal 1:

Higgsstrahlung e+e− → ZH → llbb

Zfusion e+e− → e+e−bb

Signal 2:

Wfusion e+e− → νeνebb
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Here, l and l are e−, µ− and e+, µ+, respectively. The corresponding background processes analysed here
are as follows:

For signal 1:

i) e+e− → ZZ → llJJ,

ii) e+e− → e+e−Z → e+e−JJ,

iii) e+e− → tt → W+JW−J → llJJνlνl,

For signal 2:

e+e− → JJ,

here, J represents the quark and antiquark: J = d, d, u, u, s, s, c, c, b, b. The transverse momentum (PT ),
pseudo rapidity (η) and invariant mass (Minv) distributions of the final state particles were investigated
by using CalcHEP program in order to find the cut values to distinguish the signal from the background
in the FCC-ee collider with a center of mass energy of 240 GeV. The background iii process corresponding
to Signal 1 is not included in the calculations for 240 GeV, as it starts to contribute at 350 GeV and
greater center of mass energies. Because the transverse momentum, pseudo rapidity, and invariant mass
distributions of the final state particles in the signal and background processes will exhibit similar behavior
for other colliders, the cut values obtained can be used for CEPC, ILC, and CLIC. Transverse momentum
distribution plots for the final state particles of signal 1 and the corresponding background processes i

and ii are shown in Figure 4, while the graphs of signal 2 are shown in Figure 5. As can be seen from
Figure 4 and 5, when a transverse momentum cut of 35 GeV is applied to the e−, e+, µ−, µ+, and two
jets (J) in the final state particles of signal 1 and signal 2 and the corresponding background processes,
the signal will almost not change, but the background will be significantly reduced.

Pseudorapidity plots for signal 1, signal 2, and the corresponding backgrounds are shown in Figure
6 and 7. As can be seen from the figures, cut regions of −2.5 < ηJ,J < 2.5, −2.5 < ηe−,e+ < 2.5,
−2.5 < ηµ−,µ+ < 2.5 will be appropriate for e−, e+, µ−, µ+ and two jets (J) in the final state particles
of signal 1 and signal 2 and the corresponding background processes.
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Figure 4: Transverse momentum distribution plots for the e−/e+ (upper left ), µ−/µ+ (upper right)
and J/J (bottom) final state particles of signal 1 and the corresponding bacground processes in FCC-ee
collider with 240 GeV center of mass energy.

4



10-5

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

101

 0  20  40  60  80  100  120  140

√s=240 GeV

(1
/σ

)d
σ/

dp
T
 (

1/
G

eV
)

pT (GeV)

signal 2

background

Figure 5: Transverse momentum distribution plots for the b/b and J/J final state particles of signal 2
and the corresponding bacground processes in FCC-ee collider with 240 GeV center of mass energy.

An Emiss
T cut value of >15 GeV was also used for neutrinos in our calculations.

Invariant mass distribution plots for signal 1, signal 2 and their corresponding background processes
are shown in Figure 8. As can be seen from the figures, in the calculations, it would be appropriate to
exclude the 80 GeV < Minv(e

−, e+) <100 GeV and 80 GeV < Minv(µ
−, µ+) < 100 GeV regions for the

ll final states in signal and background processes. In addition, only the 115 GeV < Minv(J, J) <135
GeV region was included in the calculations for two final jet states in the signal and background pro-
cesses. These included and excluded invariant mass regions allow the signal to be distinguished from the
background.

In addition to these cut values, the separation cuts of ∆R(l, J) >0.5 and ∆R(l, J) >0.5 distinguish
the final state leptons and antileptons from the jets, while the ∆R(J, J) >0.5 separation cut was used to
distinguish the final state jets from each other.
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Figure 6: Pseudorapidity distribution plots for the e−/e+ (upper left ), µ−/µ+ (upper right) and J/J
(bottom) final state particles of signal 1 and the corresponding bacground processes in FCC-ee collider
with 240 GeV center of mass energy.
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Figure 7: Pseudorapidity distribution plots for the b/b and J/J final state particles of signal 2 and the
corresponding bacground processes in FCC-ee collider with 240 GeV center of mass energy.

All the cut values obtained are listed in Table 2, and these cut values were used in the calculations for
the four colliders. In addition to the cut values in Table 2, because the Higgs boson decays to bb in our
signal processes, it is possible to further reduce the background cross section value using the b-tagging
method [27]: 68% is used for the b-tagging identification rate, and a 1% ratio is used for misidentification
rate with light quarks as b quarks. The following equation is used to calculate the significance of the
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Figure 8: Invariant mass plots for the signal 1 (left) and signal 2 (right) and the corresponding bacground
processes in FCC-ee collider with 240 GeV center of mass energy.

obtained data:
S =

√

2((s+ b) ln(1 + s/b)− s) (3)

where s and b represent signal and background events, respectively [32]. Cross-sections, event rates, and
significance values were calculated for the signal and background processes using the cut values in Table 2,

Table 2: Cut values

Emiss
T (νl, νl) > 15 GeV

PT (l, l) > 35 GeV

PT (J) > 35 GeV

-2.5 < η(l, l) < 2.5

-2.5 < η(J) < 2.5

80 GeV < Minv(l, l) < 100 GeV region is excluded

115 GeV< Minv(J, J) < 135 GeV region is included

∆R(l, J) > 0.5

∆R(l, J) > 0.5

∆R(J, J) > 0.5
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Table 3: Cross sections, number of events and the significance values for CEPC.

Colliders Processes
Sg CS

(pb)

Bg CS

(pb)

L
(pb−1)

No. SgE No.BgE S

CEPC

(240 GeV)

Signal 1 9.91×10−5 2.38×10−4

6×105

59.5 142.8 4.7

Signal 1

(with b-tagging)
6.72×10−5 3.68×10−5 40.32 22.08 7

Signal 2 1.24×10−2 5.22×10−1 7440 313200 13.24

Signal 2

(with b-tagging)
8.45×10−3 7.17×10−2 5070 43020 23.98

b-tagging method, and nominal integrated luminosity given in Table 1. The event rates and significance
values of the signals and corresponding backgrounds are obtained for four future lepton colliders. The
numerical results are given in Table 3-6. The abbreviations used in the tables are: Sg CS (signal cross-
section), Bg CS ( background cross-section),L (integrated luminosity), No. SgE (number of signal events)
and No. BgE (number of background events).

4 Conclusion

After the discovery of the Higgs particle, precise measurements of the Higgs properties became an im-
portant step forward for future research in particle physics. Electron positron colliders to be installed
for this purpose have unique capabilities for the measurement of Higgs boson parameters, including the
Higgs total cross section of production processes, decay width, branching rates and determination of
Higgs couplings. In this study, the Higgsstrahlung and W and Z fusion processes were examined, and the
data obtained are presented in graphs and tables for four different electron-positron colliders. The pro-
duction cross-sections for each process and additionally cross-sections for various final state backgrounds
were calculated. In the calculations, we attempted to reduce the background by transverse momentum,
pseudo rapidity, invariant mass, cone-angle constraints, and the b-tagging method. Significance calcula-
tions were performed by determining the number of events related to the production processes and the
background for each collider. The values are listed in Table 3-6.

When the results are examined in Table 5 , it is seen that the desired significance value for Signal 1
cannot be reached at the luminosity value given for ILC – 250 GeV. For Signal 1 processes to be observed
in the ILC-250 GeV, the collider needs to accumulate data for a longer period of time. Again, at the end
of one year, it was seen that the statistical significance value of 5σ would be reached after the b-tagging
method for the Signal 1 processes in the CEPC collider. Therefore, the CEPC collider will enable the
properties of the Higgs boson to be investigated precisely through Signal 1 processes. It is seen that at
the end of 1 year in the FCC-ee collider, a significance value of 7.95 will be reached without b-tagging and
a high significance value of 11.9 can be reached by using b-tagging. This shows that FCC-ee will be more
advantageous than ILC-250 GeV and CEPC 250 GeV colliders for investigating Higgs boson properties
through the Signal 1 group around these center of mass energies (240-250 GeV). In the ILC-500 GeV
and CLIC-380-1500-3000 GeV colliders, results well above the desired significance value can be obtained
for signal 1 processes, even without the b-tagging. Therefore, the properties of the Higgs boson through
Signal 1 processes can be studied with precision in colliders other than the ILC-250 GeV collider. Since
the results obtained for the Signal 2 process are greater than 5 significance values, the properties of the

Table 4: Cross sections, number of events and the significance values for FCC-ee.

Colliders Processes
Sg CS

(pb)

Bg CS

(pb)

L
(pb−1)

No. SgE No.BgE S

FCC-ee

(240 GeV)

Signal 1 9.98×10−5 2.36×10−4

1.7×106

169.7 401.2 7.95

Signal 1

(with b-tagging)
6.79×10−5 3.67×10−5 115.4 62.4 11.9

Signal 2 1.25×10−2 5.37×10−1 21250 912900 22.15

Signal 2

(with b-tagging)
8.53×10−3 7.38×10−2 14501 125460 40.18
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Table 5: Cross sections, number of events and the significance values for ILC.

Colliders Processes
Sg CS

(pb)

Bg CS

(pb)

L
(pb−1)

No. SgE No.BgE S

ILC

(250 GeV)

Signal 1 1.33×10−4 2.9×10−4

1.35×105

17.95 39.15 2.68

Signal 1

(with b-tagging)
9.04×10−5 4.34×10−5 12.2 5.86 4.03

Signal 2 1.3×10−2 5.33×10−1 1755 71955 6.51

Signal 2

(with b-tagging)
8.82×10−3 7.32×10−2 1190 9882 11.74

ILC

(500 GeV)

Signal 1 1.41×10−3 1.7×10−3

1.8×105

253.8 306 12.98

Signal 1

(with b-tagging)
9.57×10−4 3.32×10−4 172.3 59.8 16.88

Signal 2 2.86×10−2 1.13×10−1 5148 20340 34.71

Signal 2

(with b-tagging)
1.94×10−2 1.56×10−2 3492 2808 56.54

Table 6: Cross sections, number of events and the significance values for CLIC.

Colliders Processes
Sg CS

(pb)

Bg CS

(pb)

L
(pb−1)

No. SgE No.BgE S

CLIC

(380 GeV)

Signal 1 6.44×10−4 1.08×10−3

1.5×105

96.6 162 6.98

Signal 1

(with b-tagging)
4.38×10−4 2.53×10−4 65.7 37.95 8.76

Signal 2 1.7×10−2 2.11×10−1 2550 31650 14.14

Signal 2

(with b-tagging)
1.16×10−2 2.9×10−2 1740 4350 24.86

CLIC

(1500 GeV)

Signal 1 1.95×10−3 1.47×10−3

3.7×105

721.5 543.9 26.34

Signal 1

(with b-tagging)
1.32×10−3 2.34×10−4 488.4 86.58 36.64

Signal 2 1.03×10−1 9.22×10−3 38110 3411 362

Signal 2

(with b-tagging)
6.99×10−2 1.27×10−3 25863 470 400

CLIC

(3000 GeV)

Signal 1 6.01×10−4 8.47×10−4

5.9×105

355 499.7 14.38

Signal 1

(with b-tagging)
4.09×10−4 1.32×10−4 241 77.8 20.44

Signal 2 1.61×10−1 2.72×10−3 94990 1605 776

Signal 2

(with b-tagging)
1.09×10−1 3.74×10−4 64310 221 777

Higgs boson can be studied precisely for all colliders through this channel.
As a result, in future lepton colliders, the Higgs boson can be observed with high event rates via

Higgsstrahlung, W and Z fusion. Thus, electron–positron colliders can precisely measure the properties
of the Higgs boson.
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