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W e discuss the leptoquark discovery potential of e�  scattering and show how

polarization and angular distributions can be used to di�erentiate the di�erent

types ofleptoquarks.

The best present bounds on leptoquarks stilloriginate from low energy ex-

perim ents1,and the constraints on avour diagonalcouplings are weak,at

best.Som eim provem entisexpected from HERA 2,buttherealbreakthrough

should be obtained in high energy experim ents ofthe next generation 3. A

particularly prom ising option isa linearcollideroperated in the e�  m ode4,

whereleptoquarkscan be produced singly and very wellstudied.

Sinceleptoquarksappearin a wealth ofextensionsofthestandard m odel,

ranging from grand uni�ed to com posite m odels,it is im portant to perform

an analysiswhich isasm odel-independentaspossible.A generalclassi�cation

ofthesestates,which respectsSU (3)c
 SU (2)L 
 U (1)Y invariance,wasper-

form ed in Ref.2. It assum es that,by de�nition,they couple to leptons and

quarks,and m ust,therefore,beeithersinglets,doubletsortripletsoftheweak

gaugegroup SU (2)L.Also,forsim plicity,only lowestdim ension operatorsare

involved,hence their couplings to leptons and quarks do not involve deriva-

tives. Finally,in order notto induce rapid proton decay or other nuisances,

they m ustconserve lepton (L)and baryon (B )num berseparately. The m ost

generale�ective lagrangian which respectstheseconditionsreads2
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where the �’sare Paulim atrices,while qL and ‘L are the SU (2)L quark and

lepton doubletsand uR ,dR ,‘R arethecorresponding singlets.Thesubscripts

ofthe leptoquarks indicates the size ofthe SU (2)L representation to which

they belong. The R-and S-type leptoquarks are spacetim e scalars,whereas

the U and V arevectors.Allfam ily and colourindicesareim plicit.

Sincealltheseleptoquarkscarry an electriccharge,they m ustalso couple

to the photon.Theseinteractionsaredescribed by the kinetic lagrangiansfor
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scalarand and vectorbosons

LJ= 0 =
X

scalars
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2�y� (2)
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(D ��� � D

���)+ m
2�y

�
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where � and A are the leptoquark and photon �elds,D � = @� � ieQ A � is

the covariant derivative, e is the electrom agnetic coupling constant and m

and Q are the leptoquark m assand electrom agnetic charge. This lagrangian

describesthem inim alvectorboson coupling,typicalofacom positeleptoquark.

If,however,thevectorleptoquarksaregaugebosons,an extraYang-M illspiece

hasto be added in orderto m aintain gaugeinvariance:

LG =
X

vectors

� ie �y

�
�� (@

�
A
� � @

�
A
�) : (4)

Ifthispieceisnotincluded,tree-levelunitarity isbound tobelost.Indeed,the

e�ective lagrangian (3)isno longervalid atenergiesofthe orderofthe scale

wherethe full(gauge)theory from which itwasderived hasto be considered.
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Figure 1: Lowestorder Feynm an diagram s forthe production ofleptoquarks.

Ignoringtheresolved photon contributionsthetypicals-,t-and u-channel

Feynm an diagram sforthee�  ! qLQ reaction areshown in Fig.1.Thereare

24di�erenttypesofprocesses,depending on whethertheproduced leptoquark

isa scalar,vectororgauge boson,whetheritcouplesto right-orleft-handed

leptonsand whatisitselectrom agneticcharge(Q = � 1=3;� 2=3;� 4=3;�5=3).

W edisplay theenergy behaviouroftheproduction crosssectionsin Fig.2.For

the purpose ofthese plots,we have setthe generic leptoquark-electron-quark

coupling � equalto the electrom agnetic coupling constant � = e. As in the

restofthisreport,we also assum e the electron and photon beam sto be both

100 % polarized and m onochrom atic.A m ore detailed analysis,with realistic

polarizationsand energy spectra5,can be found in the lastofRefs4.
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Figure 2: Energy dependence of400 G eV leptoquark production cross sections. The solid

curves correspond to the choice of respective electron and photon polarizations yielding

PeP = 1,whereas the dotted curves are for PeP = � 1. The charges ofthe leptoquarks

are indicated nextto the corresponding curves.



The threshold behaviour ofthe cross sections m ainly depends on the u-

channelsingularity ofthethird graph in Fig.1 and on theelectron and photon

relativepolarizations:

8
<

:

�(J = 0) / (1+ Q )2 (1� P)(1� Pe)

�(J = 1) / 2(1+ Q )2 (1� P)(1� Pe)

(5)

wherePe and P arethepolarizationsoftheelectron and photon beam s.The

scalarcrosssectionsquickly drop to zeroforinitialstateelectronsand photons

with the sam ehelicity,whereasthe vectorcrosssectionsaresuppressed when

they have opposite helicities. Forequalcouplings,the vectorthreshold cross

sectionsaretwiceaslargeasthe scalarones.

In the asym ptotic region the J = 0 and J = 1 leptoquarks also display

very di�erentbehaviours.W hereasthe scalarcrosssectionsdecreaselike1=s,

the vectorcrosssectionseventually increaselike lns.Ifthe vectorsaregauge

�elds,though,theircrosssectionssaturateforlargevaluesofs.

In general,the leptoquarksdecay into a charged lepton and a jet with a

substantialbranching ratio. Even ifthe lepton is an electron,the standard

m odelbackground can easily be rendered harm less by sim ple invariantm ass

cuts. To estim ate the leptoquark discovery potentialof e�  collisions, we

haveplotted in Fig.3 theboundary in the(m L Q ;�=e)plane,below which the

crosssection ofa Q = � 5=3 Yang-M illsleptoquark yieldslessthan 10 events.

For this we consider four di�erent collider energies and assum e 10 fb� 1 of

accum ulated lum inosity.In general,these curvesareapproxim ately osculated

by the line

�

e
= 0:02

m =TeV
q

L=fb
� 1

r
n

(J + 1)(1+ Q )2

�
m � :9

p
s
�
; (6)

where � isthe leptoquark’scoupling to leptonsand quarks,m itsm ass,Q its

charge,J its spin,n is the required num ber ofevents and L is the available

lum inosity. This scaling relation provides a convenient m eans to gauge the

leptoquark discovery potentialofe�  scattering. It is valid for leptoquark

m assesshorto�90% ofthecolliderenergyandassum estheelectronand photon

beam s to be 100% polarized while theirrelative helicities are chosen such as

to enhance the threshold crosssection (cf.Eqs(5)).

In com parison,the bestboundson the leptoquark couplings,which have

been derived indirectly from low energy data1,areno betterthan

�

e
� m =TeV ; (7)



forleptoquark interactionsinvolving only the�rstgeneration.Sim ilarbounds

on couplingsinvolving highergenerationsareeven poorer.
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Figure 3: Lociof�(J = 1;Q = � 5=3) = 1 fb as a function ofthe leptoquark m ass and

coupling to ferm ions. The collider energies are from left to right .5,1,1.5 and 2 TeV and

PeP = 1.The thinner osculating line isgiven by Eq.(6).

Ifa leptoquark isdiscovered som eday,itbecom esinteresting to determ ine

itsnature.In principle,e�  scattering m ay discrim inatebetween the24 com -

binationsofthequantum num bersJ,Q and P ,wherethelatteristhechirality

ofthe electron to which the leptoquark couples.Forthe case J = 1 we m ake

the distinction between gaugeand non-gaugeleptoquarks.

Itisofcourse trivialto determ ine P by switching the polarization ofthe

electronbeam .Sim ilarly,itisalm ostaseasytodistinguishscalarsfrom vectors.

Indeed,as can be inferred from Eqs (5) and from Fig.2,allthreshold cross

sections are very sensitive to the relative electron and photon polarizations.

Since this e�ect worksin opposite directions for J = 0 and J = 1,a sim ple

photon polarization ip upon discovery should su�ceto determ inethespin of

the discovered leptoquarks.

To determ inethe otherquantum num bers,weturn to the di�erentialdis-

tributions. As it turns out,the interferences between the di�erent channels

result into rather com plex angular dependences ofthe cross sections. There

areeven radiation zerosforthe reactionsinvolving scalarand Yang-M illslep-

toquarksofcharges-1/3 and -2/3.
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Figure 4: A ngulardistributionsof500 G eV leptoquarks produced in 1 TeV collisions.The

coding of the curves is solid: Q = � 5=3; dot-dashed: Q = � 4=3; dashed: Q = � 2=3;

dotted: Q = � 1=3.



These very salientfeatures are displayed in Fig.4 and could wellbe ob-

served awayfrom threshold,wheretheu-channelpoleisnolongersodom inant.

In this�gure,we have considered 500 G eV leptoquarksproduced ata 1 TeV

collider.
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Table1: Sm allestvaluesof�=e

p
L=fb� 1 which allow discrim inating with 99.9% con�dence

two di�erent 500 G eV scalar or vector leptoquarks at a 1 TeV collider. Scalar and vector

leptoquarks can easily be told apart by ipping the laser polarization at threshold. The

charge ofthe leptoquarks islisted in the second row and colum n. The leptoquarks listed in

the rows are assum ed to produce the data,whereas those listed in the colum ns are tested

against thisdata.

Toroughlyestim atethee�  potentialfordiscrim inatingthedi�erenttypes

ofleptoquarks,wecom parethesedi�erentialdistributionswith a K olm ogorov-

Sm irnov test. Focusing on the case ofFig.4,where a 500 G eV leptoquark is



studied ata 1 TeV collider,Tables1 sum m arizethe m inim alvaluesof

�

e

q

L=fb
� 1

needed to tellaparttwo di�erenttypesofleptoquarkswith 99.9% con�dence.

Assum ing each com bination ofelectron and photon polarizationshasaccum u-

lated 50 fb� 1 ofdata,som e leptoquark typeshave so di�erentangulardistri-

butionsthata coupling assm allas� = :0085e isquite su�cientto tellthem

apart. O thers need as m uch as � = :3e. O bviously,these num bers are only

valid forthis particularchoice ofleptoquark m assand colliderenergy. They

could beim proved with a m oresophisticated analysisbutshould beindicative

ofwhatresolving poweran e�  scattering experim entcan achieve.

To sum m arize,the advantage ofan e�  experim entover,e.g.,e+ e� an-

nihilation isthattheleptoquarksneed notbe produced in pairs,hencehigher

m assescan be explored. M oreover,the spin ofthe leptoquarkscan easily be

determ ined atthreshold by inverting thepolarization ofthephoton beam .Fi-

nally,the prospectsfor discrim inating di�erentleptoquarksofthe sam e spin

can begreatly enhanced by studyingangularcorrelationsawayfrom threshold.

Itisa pleasure to thank Sacha Davidson,Slava Ilyin,David London and

H�el�eneNadeau fortheirinvaluableinputs.
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