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A bstract

W e discuss the potential for m aking precision m easuram ents
of My and M ; at a muon collider and the m otivations for
each m easuram ent. A com parison ism ade w ith the precision
m easurem ents expected at other facilities. Them easurem ent
of the top quark decay w idth is also discussed.

1 INTRODUCTION

A T collider w ith high lum inosity and narrow beam soread o ers the pos—
sbility ofperform ing high precision m easurem ents of findam entalm asses and
decay w idths occurring In the Standard M odel and In som e extensions of the
Standard M odel. W e discuss precision m easuram ents of the W m ass and the
top quark m ass and w idth . M easurem ents ofthe H iggsboson m ass and w idth,
both In the Standard M odel and In SUSY m odels are discussed in Ref. [1].
W e pay particular attention to the m otivation form aking each precision m ea—
surem ent and the experim ental precision which is necessary In order to test
the theoretical consistency of the Standard M odel or to verify the existence of
new physics.

Each of these precision m easuram ents depends on know Ing the relevant en—
ergy and building a storage ring to m axin ize the lum inosity at that energy.
The mass measuram ents of the W and top quark are m ade by scanning the
threshold energy dependences of the cross sections. T he threshold energy de—
pendencesw illbe an eared by radiation from the initial state particlkes, lm iting
the precision of the m easuram ents. Because the muon is m uch heavier than
the electron, there w illbe less initial state radiation and the beam energy res—
olution m ay be better In a muon collider than In an elctron collider, leading
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to the possbility of m ore precise m easurem ents.

2 MEASUREMENT OF THE W MASS

A precision m easurem ent ofthe W m ass is of findam ental im portance to our
understanding of the Standard M odel. Combined w ith a precision m easure-
m ent of the top quark m ass, the consistency of the Standard M odel can be
checked since the W m ass is predicted as a function of the top quark m ass.

The current world average on the W m ass is obtained by combining data
from UA2,CDF,and DO0: 2]

My = 8023 18GeV: @)

W ith m ore data from CDF and D 0, both the system atic and statistical errors
w illdecrease and it hasbeen estim ated R]thatw ith 100 pb Litw llbepossble
to obtain:

M, TSR 110 20 M eV; @)

while 1000 pb ! willgive
M, 50 20M ev; 3)

where the st error is statistical and the second is system atic.

At LEP-I, the error on M can be reduced still further. There are two
general strategies forobtaining am assm easurem ent. The rst isto reconstruct
the decay products of the W , whilk the second m ethod is to m easure the
excitation curve oftheW pairproduction cross section asthe energy is varied.
Both m ethods give approxin ately the sam e precision. By reconstructing the

W decay products with 500 pb ' (3 years running) at~ s= 190 M eV R,
M, T 40M ev: @)

The precision is ultin ately lin ited by the know ledge of the beam energy,

E P=" 20M ev.

Tt ispossble that a m uon ocollider could cbtain a m ore precise m easurem ent
ofM y than is possiblk at LEP-II. W e w ill discuss the design restrictions on
amuon collider in order to m ake this the case. The beam soread at a pton
collider can be roughly assum ed to have a G aussian energy resolution with a

m s deviation, [1] o
S

R
60 M eV ; ©®)
06% 2M

leading to an energy resolution am aller that the W decay width. A typical
param eter or a high energy €' e collider isR = 1, whilk a Iower value is




envisioned for a muon collider, (say R 06 % ), due to the fact that a muon
collider w illhave less initial state radiation (ISR) than an €' e coollider. Here
we Investigate the requiram ents on R In order for a m easurem ent of M 3 to
be m ade at a muon collider which will in prove on the precision expected at
LEP-T.

The procedure isto study the shapeoftheI’ 1 ! W *W  crosssection asa
flinction of the centerofm ass energy, s, and to t a theoretical expectation
to the cross section. The m any theoreticale ects which must be included are
discussed by Stirling B] and we follow his discussion closely.

W e com pute the cross section for o —shell W pair production ncluding
Coulomb e ectsas, 3]

7 7
SE)T1L ! WTW )= 1+ c(s) ds; ds; (51) () o(sisl;s2); (6)

where
W s

© = My (8 MZ)2+ s 2aMg "

and (s;s1;S;) is the Bom cross section for producing a W *W  pair w ith
W energies ™ s; and P s, . (Elctroweak radiative corrections are negligble
In the threshold region.) Thisprocedurede neswhatwemean by theW m ass
and is In factthe sam ede nition asused n LEP m easurem ents. The Coulomb
corrections are inclided in the factor . (s) and arise from the fact theW "W
cross section diverges as 1=v at threshold. T he analytic expression for . (s)
can be found in Ref. H].

F inally, the corrections due to initial state radiation, which are sensitive to
the Jepton m ass, m 1, must be ncluded. The ISR isthe rst correction which
di erentiates between an electron and a muon collider. T hese corrections are
Included w ith a radiator function F (x;s) (given in Ref. B]) to cbtain our nal
result ortheW "W  pair production cross section:

Z

1
ET1 ! wrw )= dsF &;s) 4 (Y 8)
S
where x 1 Sgoand
F &;s) =1+ >—2< 1 t4 e ©)

wih t= % log(%) 1 . We see that the ISR is potentially much larger
1

at an €' e machine than at a muon collider. The various contributions to
'l ! W*'W areshown in Fig. 1. Nearthresho]d,pg 2M y , the cross
section rises rapidly with = s. A s expected, there is less reduction of the cross
section due to ISR at a muon ocollider than at an electron collider. In F ig.



2, we see that the cross section is very sensitive to the precise value of M y
assum ed. Itjsstragghtﬁ)rwardto nd the statisticalerror fora given e ciency,
, and lum nosity, L,[B]

S

1

I§r 3

M Bt = —R—: 10)
L

From Fig. 3, we nd that the m ininum statistical error occurs atp§

2M y  (Where the cross section has the steepest dependance on energy). The

statistical error is obviously not much di erent at a muon collider than at an

electron oollider, so our results correspond to those ofRef. B]. That thismust

be the case can be seen from Fig. 1; at threshold, the e ects of initial state

radiation are sn all. At them InInum :

R
stat L =
M W 90M &V W H (ll)

Ifit werepossble to have 1 fb ! concentrated at®s o w wihane cincy

= 5,then amuon collidercould nd M:®™® 40M eV ! Unbrtunately, the
Jum inosity of a muon collider decreases rapidly away from the design energy,
©lfblat’ s 160Gev is probably an unrealistic goal.

Tt is also necessary to consider the system atic error, which is prin arly due
to the uncertainty in the beam energy. From Fig. 2, changihg the beam
energy isequivalent toa shit mMy , M 7° E " | Therefore, to obtain
a m easuram ent w ith the sam e precision as LEP -IT, a muon collider m ust be
designed with E™™  20M &V ,which corespondsto R 02% .

The bottom Ine isthata * collider m ust have on the order of 1 fb !
at™ s 2My and an extrem ely narrow beam spread, R 02 %, in orderto
be com petitive with LEP-IT fora m easurament of My .

3 PRECISION M EASUREMENT OF THE
TOP QUARK MASSAND W IDTH

A muon oollider will also be ablk to obtain a very precise m easurem ent of
the top quark m ass, as has been discussed In detail by Berger.[6] Here, we
concentrate on the physics m otivations form aking a precision m easuram ent of
the top quark m ass.

Sihce at themom ent we have no m prediction for the top quark m ass, a
precision m easuram ent ofM ¢ isnot particularly nteresting In itself. H owever,
when com bined w ith a precision m easuram ent ofM y , it tests the consistency
ofthe Standard M odel. T his isbecause the prediction forM  in the Standard



M odeldependson M 1 ,[7]

N|=

MZ=M.1 (12)

P=
26 M2(1 1)

wih «r :;—ZTZ, ( ralsodepends logarithm ically on the H iggsboson m ass) . In
Figure4,we ghow the relationship between M 1 andM y In the Standard M odel
Where we have assumed M 3y = 100 G&V and included only contributions to

r which depend quadratically on the top quark mass). ForM ¢ = 175 G&V,
ameasurament of My to My = 40 M €V requires a measurem ent of M .
to M. = 6 GeV In oxder to check the consistency of the Standard M odel,
while My = 20M €V requires M ; = 3G&V .G iven the expected precision
on My at LEP-I, it is clear that there is no m otivation for a m ore precise
m easuram ent ofM ¢ than ssveralGevV .

A precisemeasurement of M ¢ and M y also gives som e Inform ation on the
Higgsmass. For examplk, if My = 40M &V, M. = 4 GeV and the
true value of M y were 100 G eV, then one could deduce from the electrow eak
measuram ents that atthel level, 50< My < 200 G&V .2]

From the Tevatron,wewillhave M: 8GeV with100pb *and M

4GeV wih 1000pr 1.RITheLHC experin ents are designed such that w ith
1 yearof unning, L = 10 fb !, a value on the orderof, M ¢ 3Gev will
be cbtained.2] In contrast, the values which would be obtained from a muon
collider [6]

M. 300 M ev 13)

and from an electron collider B8]
MES©®  520M eV (14)

are considerably m ore precise.

A precision m easurem ent of the top quark w idth conveys signi cantly m ore
Inform ation than a precision m easurem ent of the m ass. This is because the
w idth is sensitive through loop e ectsto new particles contained in extensions
of the Standard M odel. Single top production at the Tevatron willm easure
the top quark width to roughly, P]

T evatron
. Tr 3; (15)

T

whilk a 500 GeV e"e oolliderm ight cbtain [B]

—r 2 (16)



Presumably, a * collider w ill do even better. Such m easurem ents w illbe
capabl of lin ting the low m ass particle spectrum of supersym m etric m odels
and i would be Interesting to have a system atic com parison ofthe capabilities
ofane’e and *  collider and the corresponding lim its on SUSY particles.
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Figure 1: Contrbutionstothe I'1 ! W "W  cross section. The solid curve
Includes only the tree level cross section, while the dotted curve includes the
Coulomb and niteW width e ects. The long-dashed and dot-dashed curves
nclude thee ectsof ISR forée and * ocolliders, respectively.
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Figure 3: Statisticalemmoron My from Il ! W *W from an absolute

m easurem ent of the rate w ith an integrated lum inosity, L = 100 pb *.
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Figure 4: D ependence of the predicted W m ass on the top quark m ass In the
Standard M odel.



