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M any types of new physics can lead to contact interaction-like m odi cations in e e processes
below direct production threshold. This report sum m arizes a survey of contact interaction search
reaches at the Linear Collider as functions of energy, um inosity and positron polarization. The
various tradeo s between these quantities In such searches are exam ined In detail.

I. INTRODUCTION

Tt is generally expected that new physics beyond the Standard M odel(SM ) w ill m anifest itself at future
colliders that probe the TeV scale such as the LHC and the Linear Collider(.C ). This new physics(NP) m ay
appear either directly, as In the case of new particle production, eg., SUSY or Kaliza-X lein resonances, or
Indirectly through deviations from the predictions of the SM . In the case of indirect discovery the e ectsm ay
be subtle and m any di erent NP scenariosm ay lead to the sam e or very sin ilar experin ental signatures.

P erhaps the m ost wellknown exam ple of this indirect scenario in a collider context would be the cbservation
of deviations in, e.g., various €' e cross sections due to apparent contact interactions. There are m any very
di erent NP scenarios that predict new particle exchanges which can lead to contact interactions below direct
production threshold; a partiallist ofknow n candidates is: com positenessfi], a Z © from an extended electrow eak
gauge m odel ], [], scalar or vector lptodquarksl, ], R -parity violating sneutrino (~) exchangell], scalar or
vector bikptons/ 1], graviton K alizaK lein KK ) towers ], Il] In extra dim ensional m odels}, ], gauge boson
KK towers_|, ], and even string excitationsil]. O f course, there m ay be m any other sources of contact
Interactions from NP m odels as yet undiscovered, as was the low -scale gravity scenario only a faw years ago.

T he purpose of this paper is to overview how contact interaction search reaches are In uenced by changes in
the LC center ofm ass energy, integrated lum inosity and positron polarization]. To be speci c we w ill 1im it
our discussion to the processese’ e | ff and to Pur of the scenarios listed above: new Z ¥s, gauge KK towers
In the 5-din ensional version of the SM (5D SM ), graviton e}%;dlange In the ADD m odel and com positeness. W e
willat rst consider the ollow Ing center ofm ass energies: ~ s= 05;0:8;10;12 and 1.5 TeV and lum nosities
In the range 0:1 L 3 ab ! and then generalize so that we m ay interpolate am ong these cases. A ssum ing
an e polarization of 80% we initially consider only two possible polarizations for positrons: P, = 0;60% and
later generalize to a continuum of valies. In calculating errors, statistical uncertainties and those system atics
arising from both polarization and lum inosity uncertainties, P=P = 0003 and L=L = 0:0025 are em ployed.
Initial state radiation but no beam strahling hasbeen inclided and a sym m etric low angle cut i, = 100m rad
has been mmposed. Finite e ciencies for avor tagging the nal state kptons and quarks, £ = e; ; ;cbit,
are also included in the calculations. In perform ing tswe em ply the follow ing cbservables: the unpolarized
total cross sections, ¢, the unpolarized angular distribbutions, 1= ¢ d ¢=dcos , the leftright polarization
asym m etries, AiR (cos ) and the polarization of taus in the nal state, P , including the e ects of a nite
e ciency. C om parisons between the predictions of the new physics m odels to those of the SM  are determm ined
by the ? ofthe twhich is controlled by a sihgle param eter, a m ass scale, In each case. The resulting 95% CL
bounds we ocbtain are consistent w ith those found in earlier analyses_1].

However here it is not so much the bounds them selves that we are interested in but their variation as we
change the valuesof s, L and P, . For in patient readers the punchline ofthis analysis can be found in Section
V and speci cally In Figs. 8 and 9. Sections IT-IV contain the justi cation forthese Jater resuls and conclusions.
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FIG.1:95% CL search reach M z, fora Zoatap5= 500 GeV LC when P, = 0(solid) or 60% (dashed) as a function of
the integrated lum inosity for E¢ m odels (green), (red), the LRM (plue) and the SSM (m agenta).

II. NEW GAUGE BOSONS

Our rstexam ple ofcontact interactions is Z ® exchange below production threshold. T here are a huge num ber
ofm odels of this kind I, [1]. W e will consider fur speci ¢ but representative Z ° m odels: the m odels  and
based on E¢ GUTS[], the canonical LeftR ight symm etric m odel(LRM ) with equal keft- and right-handed
couplings, ie.,, = k=g, = 1] and the so—called Sequential Standard M odel(SSM ), which has a heavy copy
ofthe SM Z that is often used by experin enters to gauge 7 ° sensitivity. T he possbility of m ixing between any
ofthesenew z° edsand the SM % willbe neglected in the analysis and the deviations of the observables from
their SM valuies or the nalstates f = ; ;c;band t willbe combined into a single overall t. Fig.ll shows
a typical resul from this analysis for the speci c case ofan LC with =~ s= 500 GeV .W e see inm ediately that
the 7 ° lin its are quite m odel dependent as one m ight expect due to the w ide variation in their couplings to the
various SM fem ions; note that reaches in the range 5 12 s seem rather generic. W e also cbserve that the
search reaches are n all cases relatively ( 10 20% ) sensitive to the presence of positron polarization, but In
a m odeldependent m anner. A lthough the various reach curves have slightly di erent slopes they are found to
rise approxin ately[l]as L'~* in allcases. Aswe willdiscuss below this approxin ate scaling in plies that the
discovery reach is essentially statistics dom Inated.

W hat happens to these results aswe vary = s? This is shown in detailin F ig.ll ©r the sam e set of 2 °m odels.
Tn order to com pare the sam em odelbut at di erent values of = s, thus rem oving the coupling dependencies, we
replot these results as shown in Fig.ll. In both these gures we see that these are som e am all relative changes
in the slopes as~ s is varied. O verall one sees that for a given m odel and xed values of L and P, the reach
scales||] approxin ately asze(g 5)172, which again signals the dom inance of statistical errors.

III. EXTRA DIM ENSIONS

W e will nvestigate two m odels which display distinct signatures for extra din ensions. The rst case we
consider is the 5D SM in which the photon and Z @swellasthe W and gluon) ofthe SM have nearly equally
spaced KK excitationswith massesM 2 = n?M 2+ M 2, where M ¢ is the SM partickmass, n = 1;2;3;::: and
M . is the com pacti cation scale. Based on analyses of precision m easurem ents we expect M . to be In excess of
4-5 TeV ]]. W e note how ever that there are variations ofthism odelw here KK gauge boson can exists which
are signi cantly lighter than these bounds thus allow ng for the possibility of their direct production at a TeV
classL.C .) The scale M . is thus essentially the m ass of the rst photon/Z KK excitation. The reach forM . is
expected to be signi cantly larger than, say, the reach for the m ass of the SSM 2z °, ©r several reasons. F irst,
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FIG .2: Sam e as the previous gure but now ﬁ)rp s= 08 TeV (upper keft), 1 TeV (upper right), 12 TeV (lower left) and

15 TeV (ower right) .

both the photon and Z have KK exciations which perturb the various cbservables. Second, a whole tower of
both states exists Instead of a single state and, lastly, the couplings of all the states in both %f;che KK towers
to the SM ferm ions are greater than those of the corresponding SM gauge eldsby a factorof 2.Fig.Mshows
the search reaches cbtained in this case with values of M . ashigh as 20 s being probed. W e see several
Ings from this plot. F irst, the curves have very sin ilar slopes though there is som e variation as the valies of
sand P, arealtered. However, to a very good approxin ation the reach :n allcases scalesas  (sL)'™ which
signals that the hounds are statistics dom inated. Second, Increasing P, from 0 to 60% leads to an increase in
the reach forall” s ofapproxim ately 12% . T his is sin ilar to what was seen in the case of new gauge bosons.
In the second extra-din ensional scenario, the ADD m odel, an aln ost continuum tower of KK gravitons is
exchanged. The corresponding KK sum needs to be cuto and is de ned by a parameter y if the scheme
of Hewett is em p]oyed.]. G raviton exchange di ers in an In portant way from the other contact interactions
encountered above in that to lowest order it can be represented as an operator of din ension-8. Z°, 5D SM
and com positeness e ects all lead to dim ension—6 operators. W e note that for dim ension-d operators the new
e ects due to the associated contact interactions scale as sM )@ Y whereM isthe relevant m ass scale.
Furthem ore, a short analysis dem onstrates that for din ension-d operators the reach scales correspondingly as

h i1=(2d 8)
s¢ 7L ; 1)

when statisticalerrors dom inate. Forthe now fam iliardin ension-6 case thisyields  (sL)'™* asdiscussed above
but frthe ADD modelwe cbtain instead the resut  (°L)*™®. This L'"® behavior for the search reach is
an excellent gpproxin ation to what is observed in Fig.l; the growth in the reach or xed L is also consistent
with the ?}5)3:4 expectation assum ing statistically dom inated errors. The icrease in the reach wih P,

going from 0 to 60% is som ewhat sn aller than In the two previously exam ned cases here being only / 5% 2.
N ote that as the din ension ofthe NP operator increases, changes in L becom e far less in portant than changes

in~ s in increasing search reaches.
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FIG.3: 95% CL search reaches for di erent Z ° m odels. In each plot there are a pair of curves (so]figl,dashed) for each
center ofm ass energy corresponding to P, = (0;60)% . From bottom to top the curves correspond to~ s= 0:5;0:8;1;12
and 15 TeV, respectively. T he upper kft (right) panelis orm odel ( ) while the lower panelis for the LRM .
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FIG .4: 95% CL search reach forthe com pacti cation scale ofthe 5D SM .T here are a pairofcurves (sogd,dashed) foreach

center ofm ass energy corresponding toP, = (0;60)% . From bottom to top the curves correspond to™ s= 0:5;0:8;1;12
and 135 TevV.
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FIG .5: Sam eastheprevious gurebutnow forthe cuto scal in the ADD m odelem ploying the prescription ofH ew ett.

Iv. COMPOSITENESS

If the SM femm ions are com posite then they can exchange constituents during a scattering process which
Jleads to new din ension—6 operatorsi] and the corresponding contact interactions. Since di erent fermm ionsm ay
have di erent constituents and di ering scales of com positeness, the sin plest process to analyze in this case is
Bhabha scattering since only electrons and positrons are nvolved. T he contact interactions in this scenario can
be classi ed according to the helicity structure ofthe two lptonic currents: LL,RR,LR,VV,AA, etc, and the
associated operatorm ass scale . Here we w ill assum e that these interactions constructively interfere w ith the
SM and Z exchange contributions and that only one of these helicity structures dom nates.

In the case ofBhabha scattering the p i, cut can play a m ore In portant rok than for the purely s-channel
processes discussed above. The cut is essential in rem oving the purely photonic t-channel singularity in the
forw ard direction. T he overall event rate and hence to som e extent the statistics is, how ever, sensitive to the
particular value chosen for the cut. However, the very forward region, being so dom inated by the pure photon
exchange diagram , is not very sensitive to the existence of contact interaction contributions. Fig.ll show the
search reaches for these ve helicity combiations at a = s = 500 GeV LC both without and with positron
polarization, respectively; note that the reach is quite sensitive to the helicity choice. The increased reach
obtained w ith positron polarization is found to be helicity dependent bufk overall com parable to that obtained
ortheZ®and 5D SM cases: 10 18% . Fig.ll show s the corresponding ™ s dependences of the search reaches.
W e nd that again the reaches are statistically dom inated so that they scale approxin ately as (sL)™* as
they do for other dim ension—6 contact interactions.

V. TRADEOFFSAND PROSPECTS

G wven all of the resuls above for the di erent m odels we can now assess the various tradeo s between
variationsin ~ s, L and P, for contact interaction searches. C learly graviton exchange in the ADD case w illbe
distinct from the three other scenarios since it involves din ension-8 and not din ension-6 operators. To address
these issues In the broadest possble way the curves shown in Figs.ll and M need to be used sin ultaneously.
(N ote that Fig.ll show s that the grow th in the search reach with increasing P, is roughly linear.) The resuls
sum m arized In these guresrely on our conclusions from detailed calculationsthat the search reaches for contact
Interactions are at least approxin ately statistics dom inated over the range of param eters of interest to us here.
T hese are the m ost in portant resuls presented in this paper.

To dem onstrate the usage of these two sets of gures it isbest to give a few exam ples. Suppose for the case
ofthe LRM z°we want to know (i) the fractional increase in reach that is cbtained in going from P, = 0 to
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FIG.6: Top Bottom ): 95% CL lower bound on the com positeness scale at a P 's=500 GeV LC arising from Bhabha scat—
tering assum ing Py = 0(60)% . T he red (green bliem agenta, cyan) curves are for LL RR ,LR ,VV AA) type Interactions.

+ = 50% and what this additional reach would correspond to in temm s of (ii) increased L or (iii) Increased

s? First, the left panel of Fig. Ml tells us that in this case going to P, = 50% would lead to a search reach
increase of about 15% for the LRM .Now using the two top panels of Fig.[ll we see that a 15% search reach
gain from P, isequivalenttoa 75% increase in integrated lum inosity or, instead,a 32% increasein s for
any Z °%m odel. It is clear in this exam ple that a signi cant am ount of positron polarization buys you a lot in
term s of equivalent lum inosity or~ s increases. If we fllowed the sam e num erical exam ple for the ADD m odel
and repeated the last proceedure we would nd an increased ch of only 5% in going to P, = 50% which
is equivalent to a 47% increase In L or a 7% increase n © s. Here the gain from positron polarization
is clearly som ewhat less. W e can also ask other questions (for xed but arbitrary values of P, ), eg., a factor
of 5 Increase in L produ a search reach Increase for the ADD m odelwhich is equivalent to how much ofa
corresponding increase in ©~ s? From Fig.ll we see this value is  31% . Tt is quite clear from these exam ples
that a large num ber of issues regarding param eter options can now be addressed at least w ithin the context of
contact interaction searches.

In planning for the LC i is in portant to explore what the physics bene ts of di erent potential upgrade
pathswillbe. At Jeast in the case of contact interactions the detailed analysis above w illhopefiilly be helpfiil
In m aking the appropriate choices.
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FIG .7:M odeldependence of the 95% CL boundson com positeness from Bhabha scattering. T here are a pair of curves
(solid,dashed) for each center of m ass energy corresponding to Py = (0;60)% . From bottom to top in each panel the
curves correspond to ~ s= 05;0:8;1;12 and 15 TeV . The top left (right) panel is ©r the LL RR) case, the left (right)
centralpanel is for the LR (VV ) case and the lower panel is for the AA case, respectively.
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