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A bstract

Techniques and strategies for discovering and m easuring the properties of

* collider, and the associated

H iggs bosons via s-channel production at a
requirem ents for the m achine and detector, are discussed in detail. T he unique
feature of schannel production is that, w ith good energy resolution, the m ass,
totalw idth and partialw idths of a H iggs boson can be directly m easured w ith
rem arkable accuracy In m ost cases. For the expected m achine param eters and
um inosity the Standard M odel (SM ) H iggs boson hgy , with mass < 2my ,
the light h® of the m inin al supersym m etric Standard M odel MM SSM ), and the
heavier M SSM H iggs bosons (the CP -odd A% and the CP-even H %) can allbe
studied In the s—channel, w ith the heavier states accessible up to the m axin al
P s over a large fraction of the M SSM param eter space. In addition, i may
be possble to discover the A° and H © by running the collider at fi1ll energy
and observing excess events in the brem sstrahlung tail at lower energy. The
Integrated um inosity, beam resolution and m achine/detector features required
to distinguish between the hgy and h® are delineated.
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1 Introduction

D espite the extraordinary success of the Standard M odel (SM ) In describing par—
ticle physics up to the highest energy availabl today, the m echanian responsible for
electrow eak sym m etry-breaking EW SB) has yet to be determ ined. In particular, the
H iggs bosons predicted in the m Inin al Standard M odel and the theoretically attrac—
tive Supersymm etric (SUSY ) Grand Uni ed Theory (GUT) extensions thereof have
yet to be observed. IfEW SB does Indeed derive from non-zero vacuum expectation
values forelem entary scalarH iggs elds, then one ofthe prim ary goals of constructing
future colliders m ust be to com pktely delineate the associated H iggsboson sector. In
particular, it w illbe crucial to discover all of the physical H iggsbosons and determ ine
their m asses, w idths and ocouplings.

T he ram ainder of the Introduction is divided into two subsections. In the rst, we
brie vy review crucial properties of the Standard M odeland M SSM H iggs bosons. In
the second, we outline basic features and param eters of the proposed  * colliders,
and give a rst description ofhow they relate to our ability to discover and study the

SM and M SSM H iggs bosons in s-channel * collisions.

1.1 H iggsbosons in the SM and the M SSM

TheEW SB m echanisn in the Standard M odelisphenom enologically characterized
by a singlke Higgs boson (hgy ) In the physical particle spectrum . The m ass of the
hsy is undetermm ined by the theory, but its couplings to fem jons and vector bosons
are com pktely detem Ined, being given by gm ¢=@my ), gmy and gm ;=c0s y for
a ferm ion f, the W and the Z, repectively. A though the SM H iggs sector is very
sin ple, it leads to problem s associated w ith naturalness and m ass hierarchies w hich
suggest that the SM is sin ply an e ective low -energy theory. Recent sum m aries of
the phenom enology of the SM H iggs sector can be found in Refs. [2].

T hem ost attractive extensions ofthe SM that solve the naturahess and hierarchy
problem s are those based on supersym m etry. T he H Iggs sector of a supersym m etric
m odelm ust contain at least two H iggsdoublet elds in orderto givem asses to both up
and down quarks and to be firee ofanom alies. If it contains two, and only two, H iggs
doublt elds, then the strong and electrow eak coupling constants allunify reasonably
wellata GUT scal oforder 10'° G eV . Thus, them inin al supersym m etric Standard
M odel, de ned as having exactly two H iggs doublkts, is egpecially attractive. The



resulting spectrum of physical H iggs elds includes three neutral H iggs bosons, the
CP-even h® and H? and the CP-odd A°. At treelevel the entire H iggs sector is
com plktely determ ined by choosing values for the param eters tan = w=v; Where
v, and v; are the vacuum expectation values of the neutral m embers of the H iggs
doublkts regponsble for up-type and down-type fem ion m asses, respectively) and
m,o (themassofthe CP-odd A°). Fora summ ary, see Refs. {I, 4].

In the M SSM there is a theoretical upper bound on the m ass of the lightest
state h® (3,4] which is approached at large m zo and large tan . A fter ncluding
tw o—loop/R G E -in proved radiative corrections [5,6] the bound depends upon the top
quark (t) and top squark () m asses and upon param eters associated w ith squark

m xing. Assumingm .= 175GeV andm < 1 TeV, the m axin alm ass is
mT 1130130 G eV ; )

depending upon the am ount of squark m ixing. The 113 G&V value is obtained in
the absence of squark m ixing. Figure 1 illustrates the m ass of the h° versus the
param eter tan formzo = 100, 200 and 1000 G &V . M ass contours for the M SSM
H iggs bosons are ilustrated in Fig.4 in the conventionalm ,o;tan param eter plane.
Both these gures include two-Jdoop/RG E -in proved radiative corrections to the H iggs
masses computed form ¢ = 175G eV, m = 1 TeV and neglecting squark m Xing.

The Higgs sector of the M SSM can be extended to nclide extra singlt elds
w ithout a ecting any of is attractive features. A general supersymm etric m odel
bound of

muy < 130 150 Ge&V @)

applies for such non-m nin alextensions oftheM SSM , assum Ing a perturbative renor-
m alization group RGE) evolved grand uni ed theory GUT) fram ework.

The oouplings of the M SSM H iggs bosons to fem ions and vector bosons are
generally proportional to the couplings of the SM H iggs boson, with the constant
ofproportionality being determ ined by the angle (from tan ) and them ixing angle

between the neutral H iggs states ( isdetem ined by m 40, tan ,m¢, m ¢, and the
am ount of stop m ixing) . T hose couplings of interest n this report are [7]

B¢ o) Tt Z7Z;W W ZA°
h sh =cos s =sh sin ( ) cos( ) 3)
H° oos =cos sin =sin cos( ) sin ( )
A istan is=tan 0 0



Light Higgs Mass in the MSSM
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Figure 1: myo versus tan form o = 100, 200 and 1000 GeV . Two—
Joop/RG E -m proved radiative corrections are included, see Refs. ?_3{6], tak—

ngme=175GeV, m = 1 TeV and neglecting squark m ixing.



tin es the Standard-M odel factor of gm r=@2m ) In the case of ferm ions Where m ¢
is the rlkevant ferm ion mass), or gmy ;gm ;=00s y In the case of the W ;Z, and
gn B) =200s y inthecaseof ZA?, where pa (o,) is the outgoing m om entum of
A°h%H).

Higgs Mass Contours
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Figure 2: Contours for the h® and H ° m asses in fm po;tan ) param eter
gpace. Results nclude two-doop/RG E -n proved radiative corrections com —
puted orm¢ = 175GeV ,wihm = 1TeV (upperplots) andm = 500G eV

(low er plots), neglecting squark m ixing.

An in portant illustrative lin it ism »0 ~ 2m , , since this is typical of SUSY GUT
models B]. In this lin i, =2, Mo myo, My approaches its upper
Iim it for the given value of tan , and the coupling factors of the H iggs bosons are



approxin ately

o tt Z7;W W 7ZAP°
h 1 1 1 0
0 @)
H tan 1=tan 0 1
AO l5tan i5=tarl 0 0

tin es the Standard-M odel factors as given below Eq. @). Thus at Jargem »o0 it is the

h® which is SM -like, while the H Y, A? have sin ilar form jon couplings and am all, zero

(respectively) treelevel W W ;Z Z couplings. Note that the H ° and A° couplings to
* and Ib are enhanced in the (preferred) tan > 1 portion of param eter space.

Form o < m,,the olesoftheh® and H ° are reversed: i thism ass range the H °
becom es roughly SM -like, while the h® has couplings (up to a possble overall sign)
roughly lke those given forH ° in Eq. ). (SeeRefs. 2,9/1] for details; Ref. fI] gives
the corrections that in ply that the sin ple rules are only roughly correct after includ-
ing radiative corrections.) It is also usefil to recall [1;9] that the ZA°H © ZA°h°)
coupling ismaxinal ( 0) at largemao, whilk at an allm 0 the reverse is true. The
follow Ing discussions em phasize the case of largem 5o .

The H iggs boson w idths are crucial param eters for the searches and studies. In
particular, we shall see that the w idth com pared to the resolution in P softhem achine
is a crucial issue. W idths for the Standard M odel H iggs hgy and the three neutral
Higgsbosonsh?, H ?, A% ofthe M SSM are illustrated in Fig.3; ortheM SSM H iggs
bosons, results at tan = 2 and 20 are shown. As a function of tan , the total
width of h® is plotted in Fig.'4 form 0 = 100, 110 and 120 GeV . W e note that for
m asses below 130 GeV, both the hyy and a SM -like h® have very sm all widths
(in the faw M €V range); we w ill discover that these widths are often an aller than
the expected resolution n’s. At high tan and large mpo myo, the * ,

*  and Bb couplings of the H ° and A ? are greatly enhanced (being proportional to
tan ).Consequently, % and % are generally large com pared to the expected P s
resolution.

Figure § illistrates the hgy branching fractions orthe * , o, W W @ and
7 7 @ decay m odes. Foran hgy withmy,, < 130 GeV, the bobranching fraction is
of order 0.8{0.9, m plying that this w ill be the m ost usefiil discovery channel. O nce
theW W ® andzZ ® modestumon (m,,, ~ 2my ),thehgy becom esbroad and the
branching fraction BF sy ! * ), which govems s—channel production, declines
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Figure 3: Totalw idth versusm ass ofthe SM and M SSM H iggs bosons for
mi= 175G &V . In thecase oftheM SSM ,wehaveplotted resultsfortan =
2 and 20, takingm o= 1 TeV and Including two-loop radiative corrections
ollow .ng Refs. H/4] neglecting squark m ixing; SUSY decay channels are
assum ed to be absent.



Light Higgs Width in the MSSM
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Figure 4: [ versustan form 0 = 80,100, 110 and 113 G &V, assum ing

my= 175 GeV . Twodoop/RGE-m proved radiative corrections to H iggs
m asses, m ixing angles and selfcouplings have been included, takingm o =
1 TeV and neglecting squark m ixing. SUSY decay channels are assum ed to
be absent.



precipitously. Branching fractions for the h® of the M SSM are sim ilar to those of
hgy ormy,, = mpo when mao isJarge. At high tan  and Jargempo my o, the
enhancementofthe * , ¥  andbboouplings inpliesthatthelo, © and
branching fractions ofthe H ° and A? are the only in portant ones, and are not unlke
those of a light hgy , with relative m agnitudes determ ned by m 2 :m ? :m 2.
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Figure 5: Branching fractions for the Standard M odelhgy .

Finall, it is relevant to note that n non-m inin al extensions of the M SSM , pa—
ram eter choices are possbl such that the lightest H iggs boson to which the bound
of Eq. @) applies has very weak coupling to Z Z . This has been dem onstrated [10]
In the case of the m inim al non-m nim al supersymm etric m odel M NM SSM ), which
contains one extra singlkt H iggs representation, yielding three neutral H iggs bosons
In all. However, for param eter choices such that the lightest H iggs decouples from
Z Z , there is a strong upper bound on the m ass of the least m assive H iggs boson w ith
signi cant Z Z coupling. The proof of this fact n the M NM SSM case relies on the
cbservation that as the lighter H iggs bosons decouple from Z Z , the upper bound on



the next heaviest H iggs boson m oves down. T his result m ay generalize to the case of

m ore singlets.

+

12 s—channelH iggs boson physics at colliders

The ability of a new accelerator to fillly explore EW SB physics weighs heavily in
its justi cation. R ecently, there hasbeen m uch interest in the possibility of construct-
inga *  ocollider [11,12,13/14], and a survey of the physics opportunities at such a
collider hasbeen m ade [15]. It is currently anticipated thata *  collidercan, ata
m Inimum , achieve the sam e Integrated lum nosities and energies as an €' e  collider
fl61718]. Further, w ith adequate detector segm entation the extra backgrounds re-
sulting from muon decays can be tam ed {19].  then Pllowsthata *  collider can
essentially explore all the sam e physics that is accessble at an " e  collider of the
sam e energy. In particular, all the established techniques for probing EW SB ate' e

+

colliders are applicable at a collider. In addition, should one or m ore H iggs
boson (s) (generically denoted by h) w ith substantial * ocoupling (s) exist,a *

ocollider opens up the particularly interesting possibility ofdirect s-channel * ' h
production. The SM H iggs boson, hgy , is a prototypic exam pl. D irect s-channel
hsy production is greatly enhanced ata *  collider com pared to an €' e  collider
because its coupling to the ncom ing  *
titative studies of s-channel H iggs production have been presented in Refs. [15,20].
W ith the m achine energy set to the H iggsm ass (p§=mh)the * ! hgy mmte

is su clently large to allow detection ofthe h gy , provided that my,, < 2my (the

isproportionalto the lpton m ass. Q uan—

so—called Intermm ediate H iggs m ass region). In addition, all the H iggs bosons of the
m Inim al supersymm etric m odel M SSM ) are produced In su cient abundance In s-
channel * collisions to allow their detection for m ost of the m odel param eter
space.

In the present report, we expand on these resuls and provide the docum entation
underlying the discussion ofR ef. P] on precision studies ofboth the SM hgy and the
M SSM H iggsbosons. W e nd that the basic properties ofthehgy can be determ ined
w ith rem arkable accuracy n = * s—channel production, and that the properties of
M SSM H iggsbosons can be detailed over a larger fraction ofm odel param eter space
than at any other proposed accelerator. O ne particularly in portant conclusion is
that s-channelH iggs production ata * collider of appropriate design has greater



potential for distinguishing between a light SM hgy and the SM -like h® oftheM SSM
than other processes/m achines. T he techniques and strategies for attaining the above
resuls, and the associated requirem ents for the m achine and detector, are discussed
at length.

Two possbke *  machines are being actively studied [1213,141:

A rst muon collider M C, for short) with low c. m .energy%g) between
100 and 500 GeV and L 2 1% ?2s ! delivering an annual integrated
integrated um fnosity .~ 20 b *.

A next muon collider (NMC)withhjghp§> 4 TeV and L 10°am ?st
giving L 1000 b ' yearly; the extent to which such a m achine could be run
at high um nosity ﬁ)rp s values starting at 500 G €V rem ains to be determ ined.

One of our goals will be to quantify the am ount of integrated lum inosity that is
required to detect and study the various H iggs bosons via s-channel production as
the H iggsm ass isvaried. For s-channel study ofa SM -like H iggsboson, only the lower
energy m achine is relevant because a SM —like H iggs can only be detected in s-channel
collisions if it hasmass < 2my , given the anticipated lum mosity. However, higher
P s will be in portant if the M SSM is the correct theory. The expected lum inosity
will allow detection and study of the heavier M SSM H iggs bosons (the CP-odd A°
and the CP-even H %) via schannel production at the FM C form ,o;myzo up to the
m axin alp s. Ifthe NM C can be run with high lim inosity atp s values starting at
themaxmalFM C energy ( 500 Ge&V) and above, then the ability to discover the
A% and H ? via s—channel production would extend to correspondingly higherm asses.

For s-channel H iggs studies, it w illbe In portant to deliver the m axin um possble
lum inosity at cm . energies w here H iggs bosons are either expected or cbserved. For-
tunately, this should be possbl for the proposed FM C designs due to the fact that
the nalmuon storage ring(s) would com prise a m odest fraction of the overall cost
R1]. (Them ost costly com ponent ofa m uon collider is the m uon source | decays of
pions produced by proton collisions.) It is thus envisioned that m ultiple storage rings
could eventually be tailorm ade for cm . energies spanning the desired range. This
approach could presum ably also be used to allow the high energy NM C to run w ith
high lum nosity atp svalies starting at 500 G&V , where the FM C laves o .

A crucialm achine param eter for s-channel studies of H iggs bosons is the energy
resolution of the colliding beam s. A G aussian shape for the energy spectrum of

10



each beam is expected to be a good approxin ation, with an mm s deviation, R, m ost
naturally in the range 2]
R = 0:04% to 0:08%

which could be decreased to as lIow as
R = 0:01%

via additional cooling. Excellent energy resolution ism andatory to detect and study
a Higgsboson w ith a very narrow w idth, which isthe case forthehgy withmy, <

2my  and the lightest M SSM H iggs boson. T he large value of the m uon m ass com —
pared to the electron m ass m akes possble the required energy resolution In three

ways:
1) it ispossbl (@bel, probably expensive) to achieve R = 0:01% ;

i) brem sstrahluing am earing, whik non-negligble, laves a large portion of the
narrow centralG aussian beam energy peak intact.

ii) designs w ith an allbeam strahluing are naturally achieved;

H enceforth, we neglect beam strahlung since quantitative calculations of this are un—
available.

The m s soread In P s (denoted by P 5) prior to including brem sstrahlung is given
by

P
P.=R s= 2; 5)

where R is the resolution in the energy of each beam . A convenient formula for

is jo !
bo- OMev) — s )
s 0:01% 100Gev

T he critical issue is how this resolution com pares to the calculated total w idths of
H iggs bosons when pE = m,. ForR < 001%, the energy resolution i Eqg. @) is
am aller than the Higgs widths in Fig. 3 for allbut a Iight SM -Ike Higgs. W e shall
dem onstrate that the an allest possible R allow s the best m easurem ent of a narrow
H iggs w idth, and that the total Jum inosity required for discovery by energy scanning
when [t < p- ism inin ized by em ploying the sm allest possbl R . For a Higgs
boson with width larger than »_, results from a ne scan with smallR can be

11
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Figure 6: schanneldiagram for production ofa H iggs boson.

com bined w ithout any ncrease In the lum nosity required for discovery and w idth
m easuram ent.
The Feynm an diagram for s<hannelH iggs production is illustrated in Fig.§. The
s—channel H iggs resonance cross section is
P - 4 ! ) h! X)
n( 8)= ; (7)

@ m2)’+m2[ ot

where §= @+ + p )? isthe c.m . energy squared of a given * anniilation,
X denotesa nalstate and {°° is the totalw idth., The sharpness of the resonance
peak is detem ined by °F. Neglecting brem sstrahlung for the m om ent, the e ective

signal cross section is obtained by convoluting 1, (8) w ith the G aussian distribution

. b- P- p_
in Scntered at &= s:

h P_ p_z. i
_ p_ p- ep (8 " 5° @QF) p-
h(pS)= n( 8 pz—p d 8: ®)

s

F igure 7} illustrates the e ective cross section, _h(pg),asa fiinction ofp§ rmy =
110 G&V and beam energy resolutions of R = 001%,R = 006%,and R = 01% .

E ectsarisihg from in plm enting an energy-dependent generalization ofthemy, (% denom ina-
tor com ponent of this sin ple resonance form are of negligible In portance for our studies, especially

PraHiggsboson with [ my.

12



Resuls are given orthe cases: hgy ,h’ withtan = 10,andh’ withtan = 20.A1l

channels X are summ ed over.

Effective Cross Sections: my=110 GeV
106 T T T

109 o
h™: tang=20

< h% tang=10

m;=175 GeV

0-1 & My,=1 TeV

no squark mixing

1072 | | | | ‘ | | | | ‘ | | 1 1 ‘ 1 1 1 1
109 109.5 110 110.5 111

Vs (GeV)

Figure 7: Thee ective cross section, "1, , obtained after convoluting , with

the G aussian distribbutions forR = 001% , R = 006%,and R = 0:1%, is
pltted as a function ofp stakingmp = 110 Ge&V . Resuls are displayed
in the cases: hgy , h® wih tan = 10, and h® with tan = 20. In the
M SSM h° cases, two-Joop/RG E ~in proved radiative corrections have been
included forH iggsm asses, m xing angles, and selfcouplings assum ingm ¢ =
1 TeV and neglecting squark m ixing. T he e ects ofbrem sstrahlung are not
Inclided in this gure.

In the case where the H iggs w idth ismuch sm aller than the Gaussian width r_,
the e ective signal cross section result J‘brp§= my, denoted by ", is

_ 27?2 q! )BF ! X) 1
h = m? pgpz— (2 P2): )

Henceforth, we adopt the shorthand notation

GX)= @# ! )JBEF h! X)) 10)

13



for the num erator of Eq. {9). The increase of (p§= m ) with decreasing r when

ot p_ is apparent from the hgy curves of Fig.f]. In the other extrem e where

the H iggs w idth ismuch broader than r_, then at¥s= m, we cbtain

| |
4 BFh! )BFhO! X) (= el a1

h =

m j
N ote that thisequation in plies that if there isa large contridbution to the H iggsw idth
from som e channel other than , we will get a correspondingly sm aller total event
rate due to the small size of BF ¢ ! ). That 7 (pE = my) is independent of
the value of p_ when * p_ is illustrated by the tan = 20 curves for the h°
in Fig.f}. Raw sinalrates (ie.bebre applying cuts and including other e ciency
factors) are com puted by m ultiplying ~ by the total ntegrated lum inosity L .

The basic results of Egs. (9) and (1) are modi ed by the e ects of photon
bram sstrahlung from the colliding muon beam s. In the case of a narrow H iggs bo-—
son, the prin ary m odi cation for pE = my is due to the fact that not all of the
Integrated lum inosity rem ains In the central G aussian peak. These m odi cations
are discussed In Appendix A ; to a good approxin ation, the resulting signal rate is
obtained by multplying , of Eq. (9) by the total lum inosity L tim es the fraction
f of the peak lum inosity in the G aussian after including brem sstrahlung relative to
that before (typically £ 0#6). For a broad H iggs resonance, the lower energy tail
In the lum mnosity distrdbbution due to brem sstrahlung m akes som e contrdbution as
well. In the results to ollow , we avoid any approxin ation and num erically convolute
the full e ective lum nosity distribution (ncluding brem sstrahlung) w ith the H iggs
cross section of Eq. (7). In perform ing this convolution, we require that the e ective

* cm . energy be within 10 G&V of the nom nalvalie. Such a requiram ent can
be in plam ented by reconstructing the m ass ofthe nalstate as seen in the detector;
planned detectors w ould have the necessary resolution to in pose the above fairly Joose
lin it. This Invarant m ass selection is inposed in order to reduce continuum (non-—
resonant) backgrounds that would otherw ise accum ulate from the entire low -energy
bram sstrahlung tail of the lum nosity distribution.

As is apparent from Fig.'], discovery and study of a Higgs boson with a very

+

narrow width at the collider w ill require that the m achine energy P sbewithin
p_ ofmy. The amount of scanning required to nd the correct P s depends upon
R . From Fig.7] i is apparent that the larger R is, the less the accuracy w ith which

the m achine energy needs to be set at each scan point and the fewer the num ber of
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scan points needed. But, anallR results in much greater event rate ﬁ)rpg " my.
pr S can be rpidly changed with an accuracy that is a sn all fraction ofR, then we
shall nd that analler R m plies that less totaltin e (and, hence, um nosity) w illbe
required for the scan. Further, we nd that R 0:01% and the ability to =t"s
with an accuracy of order 1 part n 10° are both required if we are to be ablk to
m easure the H iggs w idth w ith su cient precision to distinguish between the SM h gy
and the M SSM h® when the latter is SM -like. Thus, Pra * oollider to reach its
full potential, it should be designed so that R 001% and so that it is possble to
vary P s rapidly and w ith great precision. These are not insum ountable tasks RIL],
but careful planning is certainly required. For H iggs bosons w ith a large w idth, the
design dem ands upon the * collider are clearly Jess.

D ue to the bram sstrahlung tail, it is also possble to ssarch for a H iggs boson

+

by running the collider at an energy well above the m ass of the H iggs boson

Iself. Th som e collisions, one (or both) of the muons w ill have radiated enough of
its initial energy that the e ective p§ of the oollision is much lower than pE. In
this circum stance, detection of the H iggs boson requires reconstruction with good
resolution of the e ective F 8 of each collision from the nal state momenta. For a

nal state m ass bin centered atp§= my, J'de=dp§ is slow Iy varying in the vicinity
ofp§ = mj, over an interval several tim es the H iggs totalw idth °%, the e ective

cross section is

_ 27?2 q! )BF ! X) dL
h = ; p— (12)
M d 8%¢ .,

In exploring the possible utility of this bram sstrahlung tail for H iggs detection, we
have perform ed our explicit calculations using the spectrum obtained forR = 041% .
H owever, we note that the brem sstrahlung tailwell away from the central G aussian
peak is essentially independent ofthe beam energy resolution R . Ifa m ass resolution
inthe nalstateof 5GeV ispossble i thelb nalstate, then even when running the
FM C at fullnom inalenergy ofp s= 500G eV we nd that it willbe possible to detect
a H iggsboson w ith m 4, n a broad range below P s (but notnearm ; ) provided that the
ht! ocoupling is signi cantly enhanced w ith respect to the SM hgy ! 7
coupling. The total ntegrated lum nosity required for H iggs discovery using the
bram sstrahlung tailw illbe com pared to that needed for discovery by scanning using
a large num ber ofp s m achine energy settings.

H ighly polarized beam sm ay be possible since the m uons are naturally polarized
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from (K ) decays in the parent rest—fram e. H owever, the lum inosity for polarized
beam sm ay be signi cantly reduced during the cooling and acceleration process. Ifa
degree of polarization P is possble for both beam s, then, relative to the unpolarized
case, the s—channel H iggs signal is enhanced by the factor (1 + P ?) while the back-
ground is suppressed by (I P?). H igh polarization P ofboth beam s would be usefiill
ifthe Ium fnosity reduction is less than a factorof (L+ P2)°=(  P?), ie. the factor
which would lave the signi cance of the signal unchanged. For exampl, P = 084
would com pensate a factor of 10 reduction in lum inosity R3]. W em ainly present our
results w thout assum Ing high polarization beam s, but we com m ent on in provem ents
w ith beam polarization.

W ith this Introduction, we now proceed w ith a detailed description of the capa—
bility ofa * collider to detect and study di erent types of H iggs bosons. In the
next section, we begin with SM -lke H iggsbosons. T he ollow Ing section explores the
non-SM -like H iggs bosons of the M SSM . The nal section gives our conclusions.

2 A SM —like H iggs boson

W e rstreview the prospects for discovering and studying a SM -like H iggs boson
w ithout s-channel production at a * collider. W e then tum to the rok of s—
channel * ! h production, em phasizing the progpoects for precision studies ofthe
Higgsm ass and w idth.

2.1 D iscovery and study w ithout s-channel production

N eutral H iggs bosons that are coupled to Z Z w ith roughly SM —lke strength can
be discovered via 27 ! Zh production form, < 05 s at either an &' e collider
ora '  collider P4]. This discovery reach applies to both the hgy and to the h°
ofthe M SSM in the largem ,o portion of param eter space where it is SM —lke in its
couplings. The stringent upper bound on m 0, Eq. (i), n the M SSM im plies that
even ap§= 300 G &V m achine is guaranteed to nd the h® if it exists.

A s descrbed in the Introduction, we can also consider adding extra singlts to
theM SSM two-doublet H iggs sector. In the M NM SSM m odel, containing one singlkt
Higgs eld, we noted that even if the lightest H iggs boson has an all Z Z ooupling,
there is always a CP-even H iggs boson w ith substantial 2 Z coupling and m odest
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m ass. Refs. [L(] dem onstrate that at Jeast one of the CP-even H iggs bosons of the
M NM SSM m odel will be detected in the Zh m ode at a m achine wih cm . energy
P s= 500 GeV . Since it appears that this result m ay generalize to the case of m ore
than one additional singlkt, we regard it as relatively certain that any supersym m etric
theory in the SUSY GUT context w ill contain at least one CP -even H iggsboson that
w ill be discovered in the Zh m ode at a m achine w ith pE = 500 G&V, and itsmass
willbe in the intem ediate m ass range (C 2my ).

A ssum Ing that a SM —lke h is discovered in the Zh m ode, an inm portant question
for s-channel production and study oftheh n  * collisions is the accuracy w ih
which itsm ass can bem easured a priorivia Z h production. T he better this accuracy,
the easier it w illbe to setpgofthe * collider to a value centered on m , w ithin the
m s spread p . Another critical question bearing on the in portance of the s-channel

* ! h production m ode is whether the Zh m ode is usefiil for m easurem ent of
theh width. W e nd that it is not.

G enerally speaking, the accuracy ofthe H iggsboson m ass m easuram ents depends
on the detector perform ance and the signal statistics. A s a generalguide, we consider
two exam pls for the uncertainty on my in themass rangemy, < 2my  (ie. below

where W -pair decays becom e in portant)

P_

m,’” 40GeVv= N (SLD); @3)
P_

" 03Ge&Vv= N (super LC): (14)

w here our notation willalwaysbe that X represents the absolute m agnitude of the
1 erroron the quantity X ;that isthel Imison X areX X .Equation {13)
resuls for perform ance typi ed by the SLD detector 5], where 4 G &V is the single
event resolution and N isthe numberofevents nthez (! q@h (! o), Z (! G@h (!
“),plusZ (! MY )h(! any) modes. For a SM -Ike H iggs, these m odes have an
e ective nalstate branching fraction that variesbetween about 70% and 50% asm 4,
varies from low massesup to 140 GeV .W eplt m , in Fig.§ according to Egs. @3)
and 14),withN = L (Zh)BF (e ective), assum Ing detection e cienciesof = 09
[ = 05]lrtheZ (! ¥')h(! any) B (! o@h( ),Z( o@h( ~ )Imodes
and assum ng a xed pE = 500 GeV. For SLD detector perform ance, resuls for
Jum nosities of L, = 1, 10, and 50 bare shown; w ith these integrated lum nosities,
m, (rmy, < 150 GeV) willbe detem ined to an accuracy of at least 1.4, 0.5, 021
GeV (respectively).

17



7h Mode: Vs =500 GeV

I‘IIII‘IIII‘IIII‘IIII‘I

P - SLD: L=1 fb ' ...

CZ 1.00 E T : y E

5 S SLD: L=10 fb:f TS

~— SLD: L=50 fb

s - JLC (Z-1717): L=50fb~" .

<] Co_ NS S T o
0001 ‘llll‘llll‘llll‘llll‘

60 80 100 120 140
m,; (GeV)

Figure 8: The uncertainty m  In the determ ination of my for a SM -
like H iggs boson using Zh production and a 4 G&V singke event m ass
resolution, as for an SLD ~type detector, and fora 03 G&V singlke event
mass resolution in the Z (! ¥ )h(! any) mode, as for the superi.C

detector.
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Equation (14) is applicable for a \super" perform ance Linear Collider detec-
tor (hereafter referred to as the superL.C detector) RG27], the special features of
which include excellent m om entum resolutions and high btaggihg e ciency. For
this detector, the best detem ination of my,, is cbtained by exam ining the re-
coil mass peak n Zhgy production. For Z ! Y ' events, the resolution for
the recoil m ass is expected to be of order 03 G&V per event. A m easuram ent of
my, to 03 eI N 20 M eV would be possbl form,,, < 140 GeV and
L = 50 b ', as illustrated in Fig.#§, assum ing detection e ciency of = 09 for the
Z (! Y'Y )h(! any)mode. The totalw idth htth oould also be m easured down to

200 M €V using the Zhyy recoilm ass distrbution. H owever, this latter sensitivity
isnot lkely to be usefulsince ., < 10MeV form,,, < 140GeV (seeFig.3).

Tt could happen thatthere isnoe' e ollderatthetinethe *  collider isbuilt
but that the LHC hasbeen operational for ssveral years. O ne of the prin ary m odes
fordiscovery ofa SM —like H iggsboson at the LHC isthe m ode. SIn ulationsby the
LHC ocollaborations indicate that this m ode is detectable ©r50 < m, < 150 GeV .
Form, ~ 130 Gev, discovery will be possble in the 4 mode. Both m odes, but
esgpecially the m ode, o er the possbility of a very accurate determm ination of the
Higgsm ass. Resolution willbe 1% orbetter in the m ode, and probably not much
worse than 1% in the 4*mode. Thus, even in the absence of an €' e  oollider, the
LHC can reasonably be expected to provide uswith a < 1% detem ination ofm,
the m ass region where the H iggs totalw idth is am all.

2.2 s—channelproduction ofa SM -like h

Once a SM -lke H iggsboson is found in the Z h m ode at eitheran €' e collider or
the * collider itselfgl orat the LHC, it w ill generally be easy to also produce and
detect it via direct schannelproduction ata *  collider RQ]ifm, < 2my . Should
therebeno €' e oollider in operation, an im portant question ata ¥  colliderwill
then be whether to concentrate subsequent running on s-channel production or on
Zh production, as the best m eans for studying the properties of the h in detail.
G enerally speaking, these two di erent processes provide com plem entary inform ation
and it would be very valuable to accum ulate substantial integrated lum inosity in both

+

¥ W hile discovery at a collider is also possbl by scanning In s, the Zh m ode is m ore

lum inosity e cient for discovery.
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m odes.
T he potential im portance of s-channel production ofa SM -lke h is illustrated by
two facts pertaining to distinguishing between the M SSM h® and the SM hgy .

(1) Expected experin ental errors in ply that the ability to discrim nate between
the SM hgy and the M SSM h° on the basis of the branching fractions and
production rates that can be measured In the Zh channel is lim ited to m 5o
valies below about 300 GeV [L].

(2) Both the totalw idth and the production rate (proportionalto (! * )
of a SM -lke h could be m easured at a muon collider with su cient accuracy
S0 as to distinguish the h® from the hgy in the Jargem ,o region 300 Gev <
ma < 600 GeV where the h° is approxin ately SM -like.

A quantitative discussion of the M SSM param eter space region for which devia—
tions of the total w idth and production rate from SM expectations are m easurabl
w illbe given later. For now we em phasize that ) requires the excellent R = 0:01%
beam energy resolution.

2.2.1 Choosing the right Ps

Our proposed strategy is to rst discover the SM lke h via ¥ ! Zh or
hadron collisions In order to determm ine the P s region in which * ! h schannel
production should be explored. If [°° is amaller than the ms spread ?. T pE
(as is the case orthe SM when my,, < 140 GeV), then to cbtain the m axin um

* ! h production Iateitjsneoessarytosetpgequaltomh within € p. The
ability to do this is assessed by com paring the errors on m, from Z h production to
both the © 5 soread P_ata *  colliderand to . Asan illustration, consider
h = hgy . W ith the superiC L = 50 b ' determ ination ofm, , to 20MeV,

p- forR = 0:01% willbe at worst a factor of 2 or 3 sn aller than the uncertainty
nmy,, and only two or three tries w ill be needed to set the * collider energy
to a value equal to my,,, wihin the m s spread In PS. fthesp L = 50 o *
determ ination ofmy_, to210M eV isallthat isavailablk, then form, , < 2my two
or three tries would be adequate to et D5 My, wihin p_only ifR = 0:06% .
The number of settings required In the case of R = 0:01% would be a factor of 6
larger. Ifonly SLD performanceand L = 1 b ' isavailable :n the Zhgy m ode, or if
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onky a 1% detemm mation ofmy,, from the LHC is provided, both ofwhich inply
emmorsonmy,, thatare” 1 GeV,then even with R = 0:06% onemust scan over 10
020 ¥ 5 values to detem ine the central® 5 7 my,, valiewithin thennspgsen:or,

p . Later, we w ill com pute the am ount of lum nosity that m ust be nvested at each
p§= m, choice In order to detect a SM -lke H iggs signal.

In contrast to the above narrow width situation, form,,, ~ 200 GeV one nds
e > p_forR 0:06% . Then, even ifmy,, isonly known towithin [*° ,wecan
Inm ediately setp s forthe * collider to be w ithin the H iggspeak. U nfortunately,
we nd that the event rate in s-channel collisions is too lIow to allow detection ofthe
hsy 1 this case. This situation does not arise in the case of the h® of the M SSM ,

which is guaranteed to havem ;0 < 130 G&V .

22.2 Detecting a SM -like h in the s—channel

The e ective cross section, " p,, (p S=my,, ) orinclsive SM H iggs production
is given In Fig. 9 versus Ps- my,, for resolutions ofR = 001%, 0.06%, 0.1%
and 0.6% . These results nclude G aussian and brem sstrahling an earing e ects. For
com parison, the * ! Z° 1 Zhgy cross section is also shown, evaluated at the
energyp§=mz+ EthM orwhich it isamaxinum . The schannel * ! hgu
cross sections for snallR and m < 2my aremuch larger than the corresponding
Zhgy cross section. The ncrease in the * ! hgy cross section that resuls if
bram sstrahluing sm earing is rem oved is illustrated In the m ost sensitive case R =
0:01%).

For a SM -lke H iggs boson, the only potentially usefiil nal state modes X are
o, W W @ and 22 @, where the ® indicates the possbility that the weak boson is
virtual. T he tt channel does not give a viable signal for the range of lum inosity that
we consider. A 1l these channels have irreducble backgrounds from * continuum
production processes. W e note that

@) The light-quark backgrounds to the Hb channel can be refcted using btagging.
W e assum e a 50% e ciency for isolating the 2b nal state (via tagging one of
the I's); this e clency is to lnclude cuts and detector e ciencies.

o) Forthell nalstate, we have checked that Interference between the s-channel
signal and the badkgrounds is never of in portance. This is because the H iggs
signal contributes to RR and LL helicity am plitudes for the incom ing m uons,
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Figure 9: Cross sections versusm g, for inclusive SM H iggs production :
(i) the schannel—, or * ! hgy with R = 0:01%, 0.06%, 0.1% and
_ p_
06%,and () (* | Zhgy)at S=mg+ 2my,, .Alo shown is

the result forR = 0:01% ifbrem sstrahling e ects are not included.
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w hereas the badkgrounds com e alm ost entirely from RL and LR helicity com -
binations (the RR and L L background contributions are suppressed by a factor
ofm =E at the am plitude level).

©) FortheW W ) and ZZ @ nalstates the usefiil channels depend upon whether
ornottheW © orz @ isvirtual. W e shall nd that discovery in these channels
is onky possbk formy < 2my , I which case the nal states of Interest are
WwW?! 2jwithBES, 03and zz’ ! 2232 234%22 wihBE,
042,47 nalstateshaving too largea Q CD badckground and m ass reconstruction
ofthe realW orZ being impossbl n the22 or4 nalstates, respectively.
Here, we consider only ' = e or . In our analysis, we assum e an overall
e ciency of 50% for isolating these channels. For the Z Z
that M ° (the invariant m ass of the virtual Z ?) be greater than a given value

2

‘, a aut requiring

M ™% is imposed. Full details regarding our procedures n the W W © and
7 7 ) channels are presented in Appendix B .

The hgy signal and background cross sections, ~ BF X ), for X = k_b, and the
above W W ® and ZZ © nal states are presented in Fig. 10 (including a channel
isolation e ciency of = 035) as a function ofm ,,, for SM Higgs s-channel pro—
duction with resolution R = 0:01% and R = 0:06% . For both resolutions, we also
plot the um nosity required for a S=p§ =5 signalinthel, WW @ and z2z @
channels. Tn the case oftheW W © nalstate, we give event rates only forthem ixed
Jeptonic/hadronic nalstatem odes; In the case ofthe Z Z ) nalstate we include the
m ixed hadronic/Jeptonic and (visble) purely leptonic nalstate m odes listed earlier.

From Fiy.1( we see that:

R = 001%,L = 01 ' would yild a detectablk schannel H iggs signal for
allmy,, valuesbetween the current LEP I1im it of63 GeV and 2my exospt In
the region ofthe Z peak; a lum inosity L lfblatp5=thM is needed for

thM my .

ForR = 0:06% ,5 signals typically require about 20{30 tim es the lum inosity
needed ©rR = 001% ;L = 30 b * would be required fora 5 signalifmy,

my .

Thisargues ora collider design w ith R near the 0:01% level. A search for the
hsy (or any H iggs w ith width am aller than the achievabl resolution) by scanning
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would bem ost e cient for the an allest possible R . For a speci ¢ illustration, et us

considerm 110 GeV and assum e that ast L = 1 b ' hasbeen accum ulated in
theZhgy mode (@teitherane" e collideroratthe * ooJJJderItself)FJgﬁ show s
that the error in the determm nation ofm,,, willbe oforder 08 GeV (assum ing an
SLD -type detector) . How much lum Inosity w illbe required to cbserve the hgy in the
s<hannelby zeroing in on my,, wihin the m s resolution r_? The num ber of scan
points required to cover the 1:6 GeV mass zone at ntervals of r_, the lum inosity
required to cbserve (or exclude) the H iggs at each point, and the total lum inosity
required to zero-in on the H iggs using the scan is given in Eq. (15), for resolutions of
R = 0:01% and 0:06% .

R P # points L=point Lot
001% 7Mev 230 001®H ' 23H°* (15)
0:06% 45M eV 34 03/Hd ' 102/H *

M ore generally, the L required at each scan point decreases as (roughly) R17,
whereas the number of scan points only grows lke 1=R, Inplying that the total
L required for the scan decreases as R°7. Thus, the * oollider should be
constructed w ith the an allest possble R value. (N ote that if the H iggs resonance is
broad, using sm allR, although not necessary, is not ham ful since the data from a

ne scan can be rebinned to test for its presence.) In the case of a narrow H iggs, a
by-product of the above zeroing-in scan w ill be to ascertain if the H iggs w idth is in
the< » 5 range. However, the large num ber ofp s settings required w hen conducting
a scan wih snallR inplies that it must be possbl to quickly and precisely adjist

+

the energy of the oollider. For exam pk, if the m achine can deliver 50 b * per
yearand R = 0:01% , so that only L 001 B ' should be devoted to each point, we
m ust be ablk to step the m achine energy In unitsof 7 M €V once every hour or so.

Let us com pare the above proocedure, w here the Z h m ode at low lum nosity isused
to nd the SM -lke h and then s-channel collisions are used to zero—=n on m ,, to the
possibility of ssarching directly for the h by s-channel scanning w ithout the bene t
ofZh data. T he latter would be a possbl altemative ifthe * colliderwere to be
built before the light H iggs boson is cbserved at either the LHC oran e e collider.
T he question is whether it ism ost usefiil to em ploy the Z h m ode or direct s-channel
production for niialdiscovery. W e shall suppose that precision radiative corrections

pin down them ass ofthe SM —like H iggsboson to a 20 G €V interval, although thism ay
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be way too optin istic. Let us again focuson my, = 110 G&V . T he num ber of scan
points required to cover the 20 GeV mass zone at intervals of r_, the lum nosity
required to cbserve (or exclude) the H iggs at each point, and the total lum inosity
required to zero—in on the H iggs using the scan is given in Eq. (1§), for resolutions of
R = 0:01% and 0:06% .
R P # points L=point Lot
001% 7Mev 2857 O00l{b ' 29 ° (16)
0:065 45M eV 426 03/b ' 128H °

T hus, m uch greater lum inosity would be required (ot to m ention the m uch greater

dem ands upon the m achine for perform ing e ciently such a broad scan) than if the

Zh m ode is em ployed for the nitialh discovery. N ote that it is not usefiil to expend

more than L 1 ' in the Zh mode sinply to pin down the mass; however,

precision studies with I = 50 f ' in this m ode would be usefiil for detem ining
@h) BF (! X) forvariousdi erent nalstates, X {l].

Formy,, above2my , - risesdramatically, BF gy ! * ) falls mpidly
and, thus [see Eq. (1) and F ig.9], 7, declines precipitously. Even after combining all
channels, the lum inosity requirem ents in the doublon-shellW W and ZZ nalstates
are such that H iggs detection In s-channel production willbe di cult. How severe a
drawbadk is this? O ne ofthe unique and m ost in portant features of s-channel H iggs
production is the ability to scan with su cient statistics to detem ine the width of
a narrow Higgs boson. In the case of the hgy , only below W W threshold is the
H iggs so narrow that this is the only possible m easurem ent technique. The hgy
can be detected straightforwardly in the standard Z hgy m ode and, at the superL.C
detector, itsw idth can bem easured down to 02 G €V via the recoilm ass spectrum in
Zhsy eventswith z ! ' .Shce [ ~ 02GeV formy,, ~ 2my , this Zhgy
technigue becom es viable jist as s-channel detection becom es di cul. W ithout the
super1.C detector there could, however, be a gap between themy,, < 2my region

where s-channel m easurem ent of ht';tM w ill be possbl at a muon collider and the

tot
hsu

region my,, > 200 GeV where becom es com parable to the event by event
m ass resolution of 4 GeV (see earlier discussion and Fig. 3) and would becom e
measurable at a Ineare’ e collider. The high resolution for lepton m om enta of the
super-L.C detector could thus prove critical in avoiding a gap In the region between
about 150 GeV and 200 GeV where [* measurem ent m ight not be possible using

either s-channel scanning or the Z hgy m ode.
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T he m ost in portant conclusions of this subsection are two:

(1) Excellent beam energy resolution is absolutely critical to guaranteeing sucoess
in detecting a SM -lke h in ! h schannel collisions and to our ability
to perform detailed studies once the H iggs boson m ass is known. Every e ort
should therefore be m ade to achieve excellent resolution. (&t is only ifm, >
2m i where the SM —like H iggsboson begins to becom e broad that the advantage
ofhaving an allR declines. But, for such m asses s-channel discovery of the SM
Higgswillbe very di cul in any case, as we have discussed.)

(2) The scanning required when R is sn all In plies that the m achine design m ust
be such thatpg can be quickly reset w ith a precision that is a an all fraction of
p_.

S

tot

2.3 Precision m easurem ents: m , and

Once the m achine is st to the central value ofp§ = my, one can procesd to
precisely m easure the massm, and the totalwidth [°°. A precision detemnm ination
of the totalwidth °* is of particular interest to di erentiate between the hgy and
the h® of the M SSM . K now Jkedge of the totalw idth will also allow extraction of the
partial width (and associated H iggs couplings) for any channel In which the H iggs
can be cbserved.

A precise m easuram ent of the H iggsm ass is possbl via s-channel collisions. W e
initially focus our discussion onmy,, < 2my , Prwhich [ is quite lkely to be
aun aller, perhaps much an aller, than the m s pE resolution, p_. Despite this, a
highly accurate detemm Ination ofmy,, is still possible via a straightforward scan in
the vicinity ofp s=my,, . InFi.1] we illustrate sam ple data points (statistically

uctuated) in the cass ofm ., = 110GeV,assuming L = 05 b ' is accum ulated
at each pE setting. A resolution of R = 001% is assumed. The solid curve is the
theoretical prediction. A visual inspection reveals thatmy,, can be pinned down to
w ithin about 4 M €V using seven scan points centered around P s=my, (“volving
a combined lum fnosity of 3:55 b ). U sihg som ew hat m ore sophisticated techniques,
to be described shortly, we will nd that with this sam e total Ium Inosity we can do
better. T hese lIatter techniques are those needed fora direct m easurem ent ofthe total
Higgswidth [ .
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my_ = 110 GeV, L=0.5fb "' per point
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Figure 11: Number of events and statistical errors in the o nalstate as a
fiunction of s in the vichity ofmy,, = 110 GeV, assum ing R = 0:01%,
and L = 05 b ! at each data point. The precise theoretical prediction
is given by the solid line. The dotted (dashed) curve is the theoretical
prediction if [°° is decreased (increased) by 10% , keeping the gy !

*  )Yand (gsy ! o) partialwidths xed at the predicted SM value.
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Ifthepartialwidths orhgy ! +  andhgy ! bbare regarded as theoretically
com putable w ith no system atic uncertainties (not a valid assum ption In the case ofthe
M SSM h°), then detem ination of > is straightforward based on Eq. {3). W e have
plotted the theoretical predictions formy,, = 110 GeV I Fig. 1l corresponding
to keeping the above partial widths constant whik varying only ©* by 10% .

hsm

A ssum Ing that the background can be absolutely nom alized by a combination of
theory and experin ent, the height of the peak is a measure of >
central points would detem ine ;" to better than 10% .

Sihce In practice we are not abk to accurately pre-determ nne the partialw idths,
a m odekindependent technigque for discrin inating between the totalw idth of the SM
hsy and that of som e other SM -lke h must be devised that does not involre a
theoretical com putation of the partial widths. Such a detem nation of the total
width requires m easuram ents sensitive to the breadth of the spectrum illustrated
in Fig. 1. W e outline below a procedure by which roughly L 3 ! of total

um nosity willallow a  33% detemm ination of [°° (formy,, = 110 GeV) without

. The ssven

any assum ption regarding the partialw idths.

The key cbservation is that if one adjists the partial widths so that the nor-
m alization of the theoretical curve at P S=my,, agreesw ith experinent, then the
nom alization of the w ings of the theoretical curve w ill be correspondingly increased
or decreased In the case that °* is larger or sm aller, repectively. Experim ental
m easuram ents of su cient precision both at a central P s value and on the wings
would thus allow a direct m easurem ent of °° via the ratio of the centralpeak cross
section to the cross sections on the w ings (the partialw idths cancel out in the ratio).

W ih this In m Ind, we de ne the quantity

P .
d J s thM F p s (17)
and propose the llow ng procedure:

(1) Perform a rough scan to determ ne my, to a precision p_d, with d < 03;
d will not be known ahead of tin e, but the value ofd, and hence ofm, will
be determm ined by the procedure.

(2) Then perform three m easuram ents. Atp§1 = My, + P dweenpbya lu-

m Inosity of L; and measure the totalrate N; = S; + B;. Then perform two
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additionalm easurem ents at

and one at

jo .
S;= s +tn, Pg 19)

yieldingN, = S, + B, and N3 = S5+ B3 events, regpectively, em ploying lum i
nosittiesofL, = ,L; andL3;= 3L;.We ndthatn ,_ 2and , = 3 25
are optin al form axim izing sensitivity and m inin izing the error in determ ining

. tot
d le.my,, ) and oy *

(3) Todetem nemy,, and >° consider the ratios

o) (&= 2)=S1 = (S2=L:)=(S1=L1) I3 (S= 3)=S1 = (S3=L3)=(S1=L1) :
(20)

The ratios r; and 13 are govemed by d and % . Conversely, we have in plic-

itly d = d(p;rs) and 25 = °° (p;r3). Detem Ining the statistical errors

m p,, and % isthen sinply am atter of com puting the partialderivatives
ofdand 2 with respect to the r,;3 (we do thisnum erically) and using errors
on the ratios r; 53 In plied by statistics. T he procedure isdetailed in Appendix C,

as is the cross check on its accuracy that we have used.

T he utility of the ratios r, and 13 is basically govemed by how rapidly they vary
asdand {°* arevaried in the ranges of interest. Since we arem ost interested in = °°
here, we illustrate the sensitivity of s to ©* .n Fig.12 takjngp s=my= 120GeV.
Forthis gurewe anply n o = 2 for com puting r, and r3, respectively. Resuls are
shown PorresolutionsR = 001% andR = 0:06% . Because ofthe bram sstrahlung tail,
1, is substantially lJarger than r3. N onethelss, both r, and r; show rapid varation as

2¢ varies In the vicinity of [°° in the case of R = 0:01% , but much less variation
ifR = 006% . The error in the detem ination of °* is basically detemm ined by
d (°*=dr,;;. Figure 12 shows that these derivatives are alm ost the sam e and quite
anall forR = 0:01% . The mudch larger values of these derivatives for R = 0:06%
inply that determ ining  °* accurately would be very di cult in this case.

In Fig. 13, we plbt the total lim nosity L = L; + L, + L3 = 6L; required to
achieve ©* =t = 1=3 in thekb nalstate as a finction ofm,,, or several

hsu hsm

beam resolutions. (T he error scales statistically; eg. to achieve a 10% m easurem ent
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Variation of ryg with I'y
m, = 120 GeV, AVs =20
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Figure 12: W e plot r; and r3 as a function of H iggs w idth, [°%, for resolu-
tions of R = 0:01% and R = 0:06% ,assumjngthatp§= my = 120GevV.
Also shown are the derivatives d [°"=dr as a function of [°*. W e have
taken n ,_ = 2 corresponding to a shift in pE of 2 p_ in computing r,

and r3, respectively.

31



AVs =2x0 s, Three—Point Determination of I
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Figure 13: Lum inosity required for a htth = htth = 1=3 m easurem ent

in the b nal state using the three point technique described in the text.
Resuls for resolutionsofR = 0:01% , 0:02% and 0:04% are shown ford= 0,
whered = jp§ My, 7 P..Theresuk ord= 03 andR = 001% isalo

shown.
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would require (10=3)? asmuch lum inosity.) W e also illustrate the fact that the total
Ium fnosity required is rather insensitive to the hitial choice ofd ord < 0:3;d= 03
results In nom ore than a 20% Increase in the lum nosity needed relative to d = 0.

3

AVs =2x0 5, Three—Point Determination of my,

—
(@]
(@]

60 80 100 120 140

Amy_ (MeV) for ATy /T, =1/

my, . (GeV)

Figure 14: We plot the 1 error, m 4., , In the detemm ination ofmy,
using the three point technique described In the text with R = 001% and
d = 0. The error given is that achieved for the lum inosity that allows a
oo = - = 1=3measurement In thelb nalstate. For such um nosity,
m p,, isessentially independent ofR and d. A Iso shown, for com parison,

is [°t =10.
SM

InFig.14,weplbtthel emor m , , thatresultsusingourthreepointtechnique
after accum ulating the um nostty required fora 2% = °° = 1=3 measurement
in the o nal state. The speci ¢ result pbtted is orR = 0:01% and d = 0, but
is essentially Independent of R and d given the stated lum inosity. A Iso shown, for

com parison, is ¢ itself. We seethat m ., isoforder15{2 tines ©t =10, ie.
hsm sM sM

a fraction ofan M &V form,, , < 130GeV. Again, m ,,, scaksasl= L.

It should be stressed that the ability to precissly set the energy of the m achine
when the three m easurem ents are taken is crucial for the success of the threepoint
technique. A m isdeterm ination of the spacing of the m easurem ents in Egs. {18) and
(19) by jast 3% (ie. Ps uncertainty of order 025 M &V for any one setting near

my,, 120 GeV) would result in an error n 27 of 30% . For a m easurem ent of
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- atthe 10% Jvelthe P s settings m ust be precise at a level of better than one
part in 10°. This ispossble P1]provided the beam can be partially polarized so that
the precession of the spin ofthe muon as it circulates in the nal storage ring can be
m easured. From the precession and the rotation rate the energy can be determ ined.
T he ability to perform this criticalm easurem ent needed for the determm mnation of the

totalw idth of a narrow H iggsm ust be ncorporated in the m achine design.

2.4 P recision m easurem ents: (h ! + ) BF G ! X)

A ssum Ing that the Higgs width is mudh narrower than the m s uncertainty in
pE, Eqg. @) shows that the event rate in a given channelmeasuresG X ) = ¢ !
) BF hh ! X). If the background can be detem ined precissly (either by
0 —resonance m easurem ents or theory plus M onte Carlo calculation), the error in
the detem ination of this product jspN_=S, whereN = S+ B and S, B are the
num ber of signal, background events, respectively. The resuls J‘brp N =S in the case
ofP = 0andL = 50 b " inthelo,W W ® and zZ ® modesare shown in Fig.1] for
h= hgy . Foreach nalstate, the e ciencies and procedures em ployed are precisely
those discussed w ith regard to F ig.11(. G ood accuracy in thism easurem ent ispossble

ormy,.. < 2my even ifm, isnearm g .
SM SM

2.5 hO or hgy ?

W e now discuss the possbility of distinguishing the M SSM h® from the SM hgy
using precision m easurem ents of htOtandG(lj_o) h! ) BF O ! ). The
accuracy to which % and G (o) need to be determ ined can be gauged by the ratio
of the h® predictions to the hgy predictions for these quantities at m o = m hey *
Contours for various xed values of these ratios are plotted In F ig. 1§ in the standard
mao;tan ) param eter space P8]. T com puting results or ©* and G (&) for h°
we have taken m¢= 1 TeV, m = 175 GeV, and Included two-loop/RG E —im proved
radiative corrections to the H iggsm asses, m ixing angles and selfcouplings, neglecting
squark m ixing. The ratios orboth P and G () are substantially bigger than 1,
even out to fairly lJargem 4o values. T his isbecause the h® retains som ew hat enhanced
b, ¥ and *  couplihgsuntilquite largem ,o valies. Two facts are of particular

In portance:
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Figure 15: Fractionalerror in determ ining tgy ! ) BF hgy ! X)
for X = kb (solid), WW ? (dotdash) and z 2z ? (dots), assum ing L =

50 1. Seetext orW W ° and ZZ° nalstates em ployed.)

%" is enhanced relative to  (°° by virtue of the enhanced partialw idths into

hgm

its dom inant decay channels, b and *

The enhancem ent in G () derivesm ainly from (! ), as can be deduced
by com paring Fig. L6 @) and 16 ().

T his Jatter point is also apparent in F ig. hltohan ratios(d), where we observe that the
M SSM to SM ratio ofBF ( ! H_o)’s is very close to 1 along the 1.1 contour of the
M SSM /SM G (db). This is because the enhanced bb partial width in the num erator
of BF (h ! Ib) is largely com pensated by the extra contribution to the totalw idth
from this sam e channel. Thus, In com paring the M SSM to the SM , a m easurem ent
ofG (lj_o) ism ost sensitive to deviationsof (! ) from SM expectations. A s seen
num erically n Fig.d6@e), @ ! ) grow s rapidly at Jowerm 5o or higher tan
For an all squark m ixing, a deviation in G (&) from the SM value in plies aln ost the
sam e percentage deviation of (! ) from is SM value. However, when squark
m ixing is large, this equality breaks down. In general, one m ust ssparately determ ine
th! ) In order to probe M SSM vs. SM di erences. T he procedure for this will
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be discussed shortly.

The m easured value of m, provides a further constraint. For exam ple, suppose
that a Higgs boson is cbserved with my = 110 GeV. A xed value orm, implies
that the param eters which detemm ine the radiative corrections to m o must change
asmo and tan are varied. For exam ple, if squark m ixing is neglcted, then the
appropriate value ofm ¢ is a function ofm o0 and tan . G iven the assum ption of no
squark m ixing and the xed valie ofmy, = 110 G&V, resuls for the sam e ratios as
plotted in Fig.1§ are given in Fig.17. A Iso shown are contours of xed ! )
and contoursof xedm ¢ (as required to achievem o = 110 G€V). The verticalnature
ofthe ratio and partialw idth contours im plies that a m easurem ent ofany ofthese
quantities could provide a determm nation ofm o (out would yield little informm ation
about tan ).

Contours for other m ixing assum ptions, can also be plotted. The only contours
that ram ain essentially unaltered as the am ount of squark m xing is varied (kesoing
m, = 110 GeV) are those Pr the ratio “° ! )= gy ! ) and for the

hO ! ) partial width iself. Once myo < 100 Ge&V, even these contours show
substantial variation as a function of the squark m ixing param eters. However, it
rem ains true that a detem ination of the partial width or partial width ratio
provides at least a rough detem ination ofm 5o .

In order to assess the observability of the di erences between predictions for °°,
G (ki_a), and ( ) for the h® com pared to the hgy , we must exam Ine m ore closely
the error In the experim ental detemm ination of these quantities, and consider the
theoretical uncertainties in our predictions for them .

2.5.1 Interpreting a m easurem ent of fl"t

Consider zrst the totalw idth m easurem ent. Here, the experin ental error is the
key issue. The h® m ay have am ass oforder 110 G €V in the Jargem 50 region where it
is SM -like, provided tan isnotnearl (seeFig.2).AccordingtoFig.A13, L. 3"’
is required to measure [ to 33%,provided R = 001% . A 10% measurament
would requirel. 33 ' wshg 2 / l=pf).Asseenmostc]ear]y from Fig.17,
this accuracy would probeM SSM /SM di erences at the 3 levelform o < 400 G &V
if squark m ixing is an all.

D etecting a di erence between theh® and hgy using °* could prove either som e~
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FMC: MSSM/SM Light Higgs Ratio and I'(h = uu) Contours
Mie = 175 GeV, Mgree = 1 TeV
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Figure 16: Contours of constant M SSM /SM ratios for 2%, G ! )
BFh! ), ! )andBF h ! Ko )i M ,o;tan ) param eter
space. W e have taken m = 175 G&V, me = 1 TeV, and included two—

loop/RGE -In proved radiative corrections, neglecting squark m ixing, for
H iggs m asses, m ixing angles and selfcouplings. A Iso shown are contours
for xed values of 01 ) using units of keV , and contours of xed

m o . This graph was obtained using the program s developed for the work

ofRef. P4].
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FMC: MSSM/SM Light Higgs Ratio and M(h = uw) Contours
Mre = 175 GeV, m, = 110 GeV, No Mix
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Figure 17: Contours of constant M SSM /SM ratios for 2%, G ! )
BFh! ), ! )andBF h ! Ko )i M ,o;tan ) param eter

space. W ehavetakenm = 175G &V ,andweadjustmesoastokeep a xed
valie ofm 0 = 110 GeV affer including two-Joop/RG E ~in proved radiative
corrections for H iggs m asses, m ixing angles and selfcouplings, neglecting
squark m ixing. A Iso shown are contours or xed valiesof 0 ! ) in
keV units, and contours for xed values ofm ¢ in Te€V units. This graph
w as obtained using the program s developed for the work ofRef. P§].
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what easier orm uch m ore di cul than outlined above, because the tan ,m ¢ values
and the degree of squark m ixing could very well be di erent from those assum ed
above. For example, ifmyo = 110 GeV, tan -~ 5 and squark m ixing is Jarge, m »o
values above 400 G&V would be probed at the 3 IJvelby a 10% m easurem ent of
. On the other hand, the radiative corrections could yield a snallerm 0 vale,

eg.my < 100 GeV is quite lkely iftan isnear 1 ormg is small. In this range,
predicted deviations from predictions forthehgy wihmy,, = m o arenotdissim ilar
to those obtaied discussed above. However, a um nosity L > 100 b * would be
required ora 10% measurement of ©* Hr80GeV < myo < 100 GeV .

O ther theoreticaluncertainties nclude: i) extra contrbutionsto 3° in theM SSM
m odel from SUSY decay m odes; i) the gg decay w idth ofthe h® could be alered by
the presence of light colored sparticles; iii) the hgy oould have enhanced gg decay
w idth due to heavy colored fem ions (eg. from a fourth fam ily).

Nonetheless,a *  collider determ ination of [°* willbe a crucial com ponent in
a m odekindependent determm nation of all the properties of a SM -lke h, and could
provide the rst circum stantial evidence for a M SSM  H iggs sector prior to direct
discovery of the non-SM —like M SSM H iggs bosons.

2.5.2 Interpreting a m easurem ent of (h ! ) BF (h'! bk_))

How doestheh®{hgy discrin ination power of the totalw idth m easurem ent com —
pare to that associated w ith a m easurem ent of G () h! ) BF Q! b2
Figure 1Y shows that 0#4% accuracy in the determ ination of G () is possbk for
L=250fH"'andR = 0:01% in themo 110{115 G &V m ass range predicted for
mao ~ 2m, and largertan valies, assum ingm g~ 0:75 TeV and no squark m ixing.

Anuncertainty nBF (! ko) arisesfrom (! o) / m 2 due to the uncertainty
nmy,.WrithgBF 1! )= 1=( p+ non p),theerrorn BF (@ ! o) is given by

b _

BF(h!}jo_)=2m BFh! WOBF h! non b): 21)
my

SihceBF (! nond) isnotvery large (01 to 02 in the m ass range In question for
either the hgy orh®), even a 10% uncertainty nm, only kadsto BF (! L) <
0:05. Eventually m, m ay be known to the 5% lXvel, leading to < 2:5% uncertainty
in the branching fraction. Com parison to Fig.17 shows that a 2:5% uncertainty
from my, In combiation with a still am aller statistical error, has the potential for
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h®{hgy discrin fnation at the 3 statistical levelout to largemao form, = 110 G&V,
if squark m ixing is an all. H owever, as squark m ixing is increased, it tums out that
themaxinum m ,o that can potentially be probed decreases iftan  is large.

BF (h ! L) isalso subct to an uncertainty from the totalw idth. For exam plk,
intheM SSM BF h° ! Ib) could be sm allerthan the SM prediction if %° isenhanced
due to channels other than the b channel itself (e.g. by supersym m etric decay m odes,
or a lJarger than expected gg decay w idth due to loops containing supersym m etric
colored sparticke or heavy colored ferm ions). Thus, a m easurem ent of G (lj_o) alone is
not sub Ect to unam biguous interpretation.

W enotethattheL = 50® ' * colliderm easurem ent of G () is substantially
morepowerfiilthanalL = 50 b ' precisionm easurementof (e ! zZh) BF (!
}j_o) at an e e oollider E_l:]. The ratio of the h° prediction to the hgy prediction is
essentially equalto the h® to hgy BF G ! Ho) matio and is predicted to be w ithin
1% 2% ) of unity along a contour very close to the 11 (12) contour of ¢ !

* )BF h ! ko); see panels b) and d) in Figs. 1§ and 7. Since at best 5%
deviationsin G () and BF (! Ib) can be detected at the 1  Jevel (after com bining
a possibly an all statistical error w ith a Jarge theoretical error), we see from the 1.05
ratio contour Hr BF (h ! ko) in Figs.1§ and 17 that the (Zh)BF h ! ko) and
BF (h ! Ib) ratios, that can be determ ined experin entally at an e e  collider, only
probe as farasm zo < 250{300 GeV atthel signi cance Jevel, with even less reach
atthe 3 level

W em ust again caution that ifm,, isclosetom 5 , there could be substantially worse
experin entaluncertainty in the G (do) m easuram ent than taken above. P reknow kedge
ofmy isnecessary to detem ine the level of precision that could be expected for this

m easuram ent.

253 Combining m easurem ents

W e now discusshow the independent m easurem ents of % and G () can be com —

bined w ith one another and other experinm ental nputs to provide a m odekindependent
determm nation of the properties of the h. W e consider three com plam entary ap-—
proaches.

(1) A m odelindependent determm ination of (G ! ) can be m ade by combining
the schannel * collider m easurem ent of G (lj_o) w ih the value of BF ( ! H_J)
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measured ntheZhmodeatan e e colliderorthe * collider. W #th L = 50 B *

of im inosity, BF (h ! 1b) can potentially bemeasured to 7% [L]. From ourearlier
discussion, the error on G () will be much snaller than this ifmy, = 100 Gev,

and (! ) would be determ ined to roughly  8{10% . Figures'16 and:l7 show
that this procedure would probe the h® versus hgy di erences at the 3 Jevel out to
mpo 400 G&V iftan isnot closeto 1 (see the 1.3 ratio contour in the gures).

This is a far superior reach to that possblk at the 3 Jvel at either the LHC, NLC
and/or collider. Further, we note that the partialw idth at xed my, > 100G ev
is relatively ndependent of the squark m ixing scenario and provides a rather precise
determ ination ofm 5o [L].
2) A modekindependent detemm fnation of (1 ! Ib) is possbl by computing
©BEF (h ! o) using the value of " measured atthe *  collider and the value
of BF h ! Ib) measured In the Zh mode. Taking 10$ accuracy for the form er
and 7% accuracy for the latter, we see that the eror on ¢ ! HS) would be of
order 12% . The ratio contours for G ! HS) are the sam e as the ratio contours for
h! ). Thus, Ignoring system atics, this m easurem ent could also probe out to
mao ~ 400GeV atthe3 lvelifm, 110GeV,seeFig;17.However,the2 m ,=m,
system atic uncertainty in the partial width is also of order 10% for 5% uncertainty
In my, Inplying a total statistical plus theoretical error of order 16% . This would
restrict 3 sensitivity to h® vs.hgy di erencestom a0 < 300 GeV .

(3) A third approach uses only the * collider m easurem ents. W e note that
W h! ) 6! ©=I[,"7 [O! )IBFbO! D)I: 2)

In the M SSM (or any other type-TII two-H iggsdoublet m odel) the and o squared
couplings have exactly the sam e factor, call i £, multiplying the square of the SM
coupling strength. T hus,

4
El m’m? : @3)

W= h! )b! /£

W

Follow ing our earlier discussion, in the M SSM f? would be (1:3)? 1:7 along the
13 ratio contours for (! ) in Figs. 16 and 17. Form , ~ 100 GeV , exper-
mentalerrors n W of Eq. 22) would be dom lnated by the 10% ermor on [°*.
The dom nant system atic error would be that from not know ing the valuie of my,:

W=W = 2m p=my. Thus, a combined statistical and theoreticall error forw
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below 20% isentirely possbl orm, ~ 100 G eV, n which case deviations in £? from
unity can beprobed atthe 3 Jevelform o valuesat keast as largeasm 5o 400G &vV.
Sihceboth 0! )and (° ! Ho) are relatively independent ofthe squark m x—
Ing scenario or xed m 0 and xed m o0, a Airly reliable value ofm ;0 would result
from the determ ination of £2.

By combining the strategies jist discussed, one can do even better. Thus, a

+ +

collider has great prom ise for allow ng us to m easure the crucial o and
couplings ofa SM —lke h, provided m , isnot within 10 G&V ofm 4 (or” 2my ) and
thatm, < 400G eV . In particular, r such m asses we can distinguish the h® from the
hsy In a m odekindependent fashion out to Jargerm o than at any other accelerator
or com bination of acoelerators.

254 TheW W ? and Z Z°? channels

P recision measuraments of (! * JBE ! X)) are also possblk forX =
W W °® and, to a lesser extent, ZZ°, see Fig. 15. Once again, ¢ ! * ) can
be detem ined In a m odekindependent fashion usng BF (h ! X ) measured In the
Zhmode, and (G ! X ) can be computed In a m odelindependent fashion as the
product BF ! X ) [°°. W ewillnot go through the error analysis in detail for these
cases, but clkarly detem nation ofboth the W W and Z Z couplings w illbe possible
at a reasonable statistical level. Unfrtunately, the hW W ;h°Z Z couplings are very
close to the SM values orm ,o ~ 2my and the expected statistical errors would not

allow h° vs.hgy discrim nation.

3 Non-SM -like H iggs bosons in the M SSM

In what llows, we shall dem onstrate that it is possble to observe the H ° and
A% in s-channel H iggs production form o myo > p§=2 overmuch of fm po;tan )
param eter space. It is this fact that again sets the * collider apart from other

m achines.

1. The LHC can only detect the H° and A° for m asses above 200{250 Ge&V if
tan iseither large or< 3{5; a wedge of uncbservability develops begihning at
mao ~ 200 GeV, covering an increasihgly wide range oftan asm o Increases
P4]. This is illustrated .n Fig.1§ from Ref. B0].
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2.Atane'e collider,z’ ! ZA%;ZH ° production willbe negligbble when m 5o >

2m g .

3.¢"e ! z? ! A%H? could easily be kinem atically disallowed, especially for
e" e madchine energies in thep§ 500 G &V range | GUT scenarios often give
Mao Mmgo~ 300GeV.

4. Ifane" e oolliderisrun in the photon-photon colliderm ode, discovery ofthe H °
and A% nthem ,o;m 40 ~ 200 GeV region via ' A%H ° requires extram ely
high im nosity ¢ 200 b ') {311.

5. s—channelproduction ofthe A° and H ° willnot be signi cant in e’ e collisions
due to the an all size of the electron m ass.

A f ocollider can overcom e the lin itations 3 and 5 of an €' e collider, though
not sinultaneously. If the * collider is run at energies ofp§= mao my o,
then we shall nd that s-channel production will allow discovery of the A° and H °
iftan ~ 3 4. Here, the kinem atical H iggs m ass reach is lim ted only by the
m axin um P s of the m achine. A kematively, the * collider can be designed to
have pE 4 TeV in which case mpo myo valies up to nearly 2 TeV can be
probed via theZ? ! A°H ° process, a m ass range that encom passes allnaturalGU T
scenarios. W e ocus In this report on schannel production and detection. In our
analysis, we w ill assum e that m ore or less fiill lum inosity can be m aintained for all
s values over the m ass range of Interest (using m ultiple storage rings, as discussed
In the ntroduction).
Y3

3.1 M SSM H iggs bosons in the s—channel: = my

Here we investigate the potentialofa * collider forprobing those H iggsbosons
whose couplingsto ZZ ;W W are either suppressed or absent at treelevel | that is
theA?, theH ° (@t Jargerm 50), ortheh® (@t smallm o). TheW W @ andzZ ® nal
states In s-channel production are then not relevant. W e consider rst the b and tt
decay m odes, although we shall Jater dem onstrate that the relatively background free
HO! h'n®ora®A® ! Wib,H?! ZA°! ZkWandA®! zh®! Zkomodesm ight
also be us=full

Figure 1Y show s the dom inant branching fractions to bo and tt of H iggs bosons of
massmo = 400 GV myo versustan ,takihgm,= 170 G eV .The b decay m ode

43



@ 0 Y = 5 -1
S a0 =ATLAS+CMS JLdt = 3 10° pb
_“—
0 | M = 175 GeV
<— h—>yy and Wh,tth with h—>yy 8
20
<=t = bH with H" = 711
AH —> 171
10 +
9 |
8 |- AN
7 =
6 |
5 % s N LEP2
A 2 SRR < |Vs = 1920ev
L ";: N e_ Bbyy < (\ J/Ldt = 150 pb
/’t:"\ Y 4
2 ¢ ?:’;‘\ A o M %
flrame H—=z70 .
E%‘ “f —> 4 |leptons :ﬁ:ﬁ"é AH = tt
i s il
g% ‘1!.
1 ’::3 L ‘ L1 ‘ \A\ﬁ\z\h\ﬁ\ll\b\b)/ﬂ L1 ‘ I I ‘ I I
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

m, (GeV)

Figure 18: M SSM H iggs discovery contours (5 ) in the param eter space
ofthem Inin al supersymm etricm odel for ATLAS+CM S at the LHC : L =
300 B ! per detector. Figure from Ref. B-(_j]. T w o-doop/RG E —in proved
radiative corrections are nclided form o andmyo assumingm = 1 TeV

and no squark m ixing.
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isdom lhant fortan > 5, which is the region where observabl signal rates are m ost
easily obtained. From the gure we see that BF H %A% ! Ib) grows rapidly with
ncreasing tan f®rtan < 5,whieBF H %A% ! t) flls sow k.

Heavy MSSM Higgs Branching Ratios
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Figure 19: D egpendence of the b and tt branching fractions of the heavy
supersym m etric H iggs bosons on tan . Results are orm ¢ = 175 G&V
and include tw oJoop/R G E -n proved radiative corrections to H iggsm asses,
m xing angles, and selfcouplings, com puted with m ¢ = 1 TeV neglecting
squark m ixing.

3.1.1 Resolution com pared to H iggs w idths

The rst critical question ishow the resolution in pEoomparesto theH % and A
totalw idths. The calculated H © and A° widths are shown in Fig.3 versusm y o ;m 5o
fortan = 2 and 20. In F ig.2Q we give contours of constant totalw idths for the H °
and A% in the M o;tan ) param eter space. Formo;m o < 500 GeV, the H ° and
A% are typically m oderately narrow resonances ( HOMO 01 to6GeV), unksstan
is Jarger than 20. For a m achine energy resolution ofR = 006% , and H iggs m asses
In the 100 GeV to 1 TeV range, the resolution » jnpgwﬂlmnge from roughly 0.04
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GeV toto 04 GeV, see Eq. (). Thus, Figs.3 and 20 indicate that the H ° and A°
w idths are likely to be som ew hat Jarger than this resolution in pE. ForR = 0:01%,
this is always the dom inant situation.

H and A Total Width Contours
Mige = 175 GeV, Mg = 1 TeV
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Figure 20: C ontours ofH 0 and A9 totalw idths (in G eV ) in the fmo;tan )

param eter space. W e have taken my = 175 G&V and included two—
Joop/RG E —-m proved radiative corrections using m e— 1TeV and neglkcting
squark m ixing. SUSY decay channels are assum ed to be absent.

W hen the pE resolution is amaller than the Higgs width, then Eq. 1), with
P s my show s that the cross section w illbehave as the product of the and nal

state branching fractions. For Iow to m oderate tan values, BF #H °;A° ! ) and

BF H%A° ! ©o) grow with increasing tan , whik BF @%;A° ! ) flls sowly.
T hus, the number of H ° and A° events in both the b and tt channels increases w ith
increasingtan . kisthisgrowth with tan thatm akesH %;A° discovery possible for
relatively m odest valuesoftan largerthan 1. Forhighertan values, the and o
branching fractions asym ptote to constant values, while that ortt fallsas 1=(an )*.
T hus, cbservability in the tt channel does not survive to large tan  values.
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Mass Difference Contours
M = 175 GeV, Mgge = 1 TeV
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Figure2l: Contoursofmyo mpao (n GEV) In the m 4o;tan ) param eter
space. Two-doop/RG E—m proved radiative corrections are included taking
me=175GeV, m = 1TeV, and neglecting squark m ixing.

47



3.12 Overlapping H iggs resonances

T he H iggs w idths are a factor In the cbservability of a signal in that approxin ate
H iggs m ass degeneracies are not unlkely. For larger m po, mzo myo, whik at
snallerm ,o values, m o myo at larger tan , as illustrated in F ig. 21, where the
plotted m ass di erence should be com pared to the H ggsw idths In F igs. 8/and 20. At
largem »o and tan , there can be signi cant overlap ofthe A° and H ° resonances.
To illustrate the possibilities, we show in F ig.22 the event rate in the o channelas a
function ofp s @ssum ing L = 001 B ' and event detection/isolation e ciency =
05) takingm a0 = 350 GeV :n thecasestan = 5and 10. Contiuum Ko background
is ncluded. Resuls are plotted for the two di erent resolutions, R = 0:01% and
R = 0:06% . ForR = 001% ,attan = 5 the resonances are clearly ssparated and
quite narrow , whereas at tan = 10 the resonances have becom e m uch broader and
m uch m ore degenerate, resulting in substantial overlap; but, distinct resonance peaks
are still visbl. ForR = 006%, at tan = 5 the resonances are still ssparated,
but have been som ewhat am eared out, while at tan = 10 the H? and A° peaks are
no longer separately visble. The R = 0:06% anearing does not greatly a ect the
cbservation of a signal, but would clearly m ake separation of the H ° and A° peaks
and precise detem ination of their ndividualw idths much m ore di cul.

In the follow ing section, we perform our signal calculations by centering P s on
m 0, but ncluding any H ° signaltail, and vice versa. At am allm o, there is generally
only am alloverlap between the A° and h® shce theirw iddths are sn all, but we ollow a
sin ilar procedure there. W e also m ainly em ploy the optin isticR = 0:01% resolution
that is highly preferred for a SM -lke H iggsboson. Since the M SSM H iggs bosons do
not have especially an allw idths, results orR = 0:06% are generally quite sin ilar.

3.1.3 Observability for h®; H ® and A °

We rstoonsider xedtan valuesof2,5,and 20,and compute —,BF G ! Ib;th)
orh = h%H %A% asa fiinction ofm 0. (T he corresponding h® and H ° m asses can
be found in Fig.%.) Ourresults forR = 0:01% appear in Figs. 23, 24, and 25. A Iso
shown In these gures are the corresoonding S= B values assum Ing an integrated
Jum inosity of L = 01 b !; results for other L possibilities are easily obtained by
using =8 / 1" T Thes gures also nclude (dot-dashed) curves HrR = 0:06%
in thelb channelat tan = 2.
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Separation of A? & H° by Scanning
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Figure 22: Plt of b nal state event rate as a function of pg for
muo= 350GeV, nthecasestan = 5 and 10, resulting from the H O;Ao
resonances and the b continuum background. W ehavetaken L = 0:01 .
(at any given pé), = 05, m¢= 175 GeV, and included two-loop/RGE—
In proved radiative corrections to H iggs m asses, m ixing angles and self-
couplings usihgm ¢ = 1 TeV and neglecting squark m ixing. SUSY decays
are assum ed to be absent. Curves are given for two resolution choices:
R = 0:01% and R = 0:06%
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F igure 23 show s that the h® can be detected at the 5 statistical level w ith jast
L = 01 b ' Pressentially all of param eter space, IfR = 001% .Only ortan < 2
ism o su clently nearm ; atlargem po (orwhich its * coupling isnot enhanoed)
that m ore Jum inosity m ay be required. At low m 5o, the h® is not SM -like and has
highly enhanced * and o couplings. It is also no longer extrem ely narrow , and is
produced w ith a very high rate In plying that high statistics studies of its properties
would be possble. The R = 006% tan = 2 curve illustrates the large loss in
cbservability that occurs for non-optin al resolution when the h® is SM -like at Jarge
m po and has a very an allw idth.
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Figure 23: PIot of "1 oBF 00 ! ]d_)) versusm o fortan = 2, 5 and
P_—_

20. Also shown is the corresponding S= B for L = 01 1. W e have
taken R = 0:01%, = 05,m¢= 175 Ge&V, and included twoJdoop/RGE -

In proved radiative corrections to H iggs m asses, m ixing angles and self-
couplings usihgm ¢ = 1 TeV and neglecting squark m ixing. SUSY decays
are assum ed to be absent In com puting BF . A 1so shown as the dot-dashed
curve are the R = 006% resultsattan = 2 in the kb channel.

Results or ",BF (h ! Motht) orh = H® and h = A° are displayed in F igs. 24
and 28, respectively, along w ith the corresponding L = 0 b * S=p§ values. For
a um inosity of . = 001 b ', the S=p§va1ues of the gures should be reduced by
a factor of 032. ForL = 03, multply by 1.7. This range of lum nosities w ill be

that which arises when we consider searching for the H ° and A° by scanning in Ps.
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T he dot-dashed curves illustrate the fact that R = 0:06% resolution does not cause a
large Joss in cbservability relative to R = 0:01% in the case ofthe A° and, especially,
the H °; the largest e ect is forthe tan = 2 case in the o channel. Fortan = 5

and 20, and Pralltt curves, the results orR = 0:06% are virtually indistinguishable
from those forR = 0:01% .
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Figure 24: Plot of " oBF @O0 kj_o;t_t) versusm o ortan = 2, 5 and
P_
20. A Iso shown are the corresponding S= B valuesforL = 01 1. The

nputs are speci ed In the caption ofF ig. 23: A lso shown as the dot-dashed
curve are the R = 006% resultsat tan = 2 in the kb channel.

An altemative picture that is egpecially usefiil for assessing the param eter space
region over which h®, A% and/or H ° discovery willbe possble at the *  collider
is that given in Fig. 26, ©or which we have taken R = 0:06% . The contours in
fm po;tan ) param eter space denote the um nosity required fora 5 sjgnalwhenp s
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Figure 25: Plot of —,oBF @A° ! Iojth) versusm ,o ortan = 2, 5 and
20. A Iso shown are the corresponding S=p§ valies orL = 0 b 1. The
nputs are speci ed In the caption ofF ig. 2-3 A lso shown as the dot-dashed
curve are the R = 0:06% resultsattan = 2 in the kb channel.
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is taken equalto the H iggs m ass in question. For the w indow labelled H ° ! b we
take 5= myo, ortheh® ! Howindow we take " 5= mho,whﬂep5= m o rthe
A% ! bandA® ! tt contours. The 5 ocontours are or lum hnostties of L = 0:001,
0:01,0:1,1,and 10 B '. The largerthe L the larger the discovery region. In the case
of A® ! #, 5 isonly achieved for the four um hnosities L = 0:01;0:1;1;10 H L m
the case oftheh®, L = 10 o ! alwaysyieldsa 5 signalwithin the param eter space
region shown.

Muon Collider bband {f 5o Discovery Contours
For L=0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 1, and 10 fb™
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Figure 26: Contours In (m po;tan ) param eter space of the lum nosity
required for 5 H iggs signals. Contours for L. = 0:001, 0.01, 01, 1, and
10 b ! are given. ForA® ! tf, L = 0:001 b ! doesnot yield a 5 signal
and no corresponding contour appears. For h? ! o, L = 10 B * yields
a 5 signal for all of param eter space, and so only L = 0001 1 H .
contours appear. T he inputs are speci ed In the caption ofF i. 23.
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W ith regard to the h?, Fig.2§ show s that orR = 0:06% and lum inosities som e~
what lessthan 1 B *, h® could only be detected in the dom ode at Jargem »o iftan
issu ciently ar from 1 thatm 0 isnotnearm , . In contrast, whenm 5o issu ciently
an all that m 0 is am all and the h° is no longer SM -lke, and has enhanced and
o couplings, rather m odest lum nosity is required fora 5 sjgnalatp s=my; or
instance, L < 0:001 ' willallow detection ofa signal from the h® (and the possbly
overlapping A®) overm ost of them o0 < 100 G eV portion of param eter space even
forR = 0:06% . However, we have noted that i is theoretically quite lkely thatm o
is Jarge and that the h® is SM -lke. D etection of the H ° and A then becom es of
param ount Interest.

3.1.4 Detecting theH ° and A° by scanning in Ps

In order to discover the H © orA® 1n the ” 250 G &V region, wem ust scan over s
values between 250 G&V and 500 G &V (the presum ed upper 1im it forthe FM C).The
separation between scan points is determ ined by the larger of the expected w idths
andthepg resolution, p. Iftan ~ 2, then ©ormyo. andm o near 250 G eV, the
A%andH ° widthsare oforder 005 0:1 G&V . Form asses near 500 G €V, theirw idths
areat last 1 GeV (c£.Fig.20). M eanwhile, orR = 001% R = 006% ), P ranges
from 0018 Gev ( 041 G&V) to 0:035 G&v ( 21 GeV)a%E ranges from
250 GeV to 500 G&V . Thus, it is reasonable to in agine using scan points ssparated
by 011 GeV orm,o myo near 250 GeV, rishg to 1 G &V byp§= 500 GeV . twill
also be in portant to note that the um Inosity required per point for detection of the
A% and H ° is Jless orm asses below 2m . than above. In assessing the detectability of

the H ° and A° by scanning we devote

L = 001 ' to each of 1000 points ssparated by 0:1 Ge&V between 250 and
350Gev,

L = 01 ' to each of 100 points ssparated by 05 Ge&V between 350 and
400 Gev,

and L = 03 b’ to each of 100 points separated by 1 Ge&V between 400 and
500 Gev.

T his selection of points m ore or less ensures that ifthe H ° and A° are present then
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one of the scan points would have P S myo;mpo within either the ». resolution
or the H iggs w idth. T he total um nosity required for this scan would be 50 & *.

W enow enplby the 5 contours of Fig.26 to assess the portion of (mo;tan )
param eter space over which the above scan will allow us to detect the H ° and A°
in the o and tt channels. The 5 Ium Inosity contours of Interest w ill be the curves
corresponding to L = 001 b ', L = 01 "andL = 1 & '. The5 contour or
L = 03 b ! Lum inosity per poit, as enployed in our scan prooedure from 400 to
500 G eV, ism idway between these Jast two curves. F ig.26 show s that, by perform ing
the scan in the m anner outlined earlier, one can detect the H %;A° in the Hom ode or
alltan values above about 2 4 formgo;mae < 2m. and above about 3 5 or
2me < myo;mao < 500 GeV .M eanwhile, .n the tt mode, the A® ! tt signalcan be
seen form o ~ 2m . providedtan ~ 3. Together, the b and tt signals are viabk fora
rem arkably Jarge portion ofparam eter space, which inclides, in particular, essentially
all of the wedge region where the LHC lacks sensitivity (see Fig.18). At worst, there
would beavery snalltan window ©rmao ~ 2mbetween tan = 3andtan = 4,
for which the signalm ight be m issed during the above describbed scan and also no
signal seen at the LHC . In practice, it m ight be desirable to sin ply devote several
years of running to the scan in order to ensure that the A°? and H ° are detected if
present.

T he In plam entation ofthe above scan is very dem anding upon them achine design

because:

several ringsm ay be needed to have high um nosities over a broad range og s;

it m ust be possible over this broad range of energies to quickly (for exam ple,
once every hour or so In the 250{350 G&V range) resst P s wih an accuracy
that is a an all fraction of the proposed step sizes.

Tt is too early to say if these dem ands can both bem et.

F inally, we note the cbvious con ict between thisscan and thedesirable™ s= m o,
L = 50 b ' study of the SM -lke h®. A multiyear program will be required to
acoom plish both tasks.

%

31.5 Nonbb nalstatem odes for heavy H iggs detection

The reader m ay note that pE = myzo does not yield an observabl s-channel
signal in the b mode Hrm,o < 100 GeV. Alhough the H? is SM -lke in this
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param eter region in that it does not have enhanced coupling to and Ko, its decays
are dom inated by h’h° and, form o < 60 GeV,A°A° pairs; Z A° decays also enter for
an allenough m 50 . Thism eans that the H ° totalw idth is quite lJarge, in particular
much larger than thep§ soread. The large totalw idth also inplies that BF H ° !

) is am all. Equation (11) then show s that the production rate for the H ° willbe
an all, and that the rate in the o nal state w ill be further suppressed by the am all
valie of BF H ° ! Ib). The only possbl channels for cbservation ofthe H © in the
m,o < 100 GeV region are h’h®;A°A%;2A°. A swe discuss below , these could prove
to be viable.

T he full set of channels to be considered are

H? ! n°n’%; Ho1 A°°; HO! za?%; A% zn°: 24)

The h®h%;A°A° nalstatesprinarily ( 80% ofthe tine) yield 4b's. The ZA%;Zh°

nalstatesyield 2j2babout 60% ofthe tin e. In either case, we can dem and that there
be two pairs of Ets, each pair 2lling w ithin narrow m ass intervals. In addition, two
btags can be required. T hus, these channelsw illhave am allbackground. To illustrate
the size of the signal In these channels, we present in Fig.27 the L = 10 © ' signal
rates for the above four m odes, assum Ing a net 50% e clency (ihcliding branching
fractions and tagging e ciencies, aswellas doublem assbinning). In theH ° ! h°h’
case, at least 50 events are obtained in essentially allbut them 0o = 60  230;tan >
235 region; the 5000 event contour is con ned to a narrow region around m o =
65 70;tan ~ 2 and to the (dispint) teardrop region labelled; the 50 and 500 event
contours are as Jabelled. At Jeast 500 events are predicted in them »0 < 60 region for
alltan . mtheH®! A°A° case, at Jeast 500 events are obtatned in them 4o < 60
andtan ~ 2region. mtheH® ! ZA° case, onlk the 5 event kvel is achieved over
even the am all piece of param eter space shown. Fially, in the A® ! Zh° case all
contours are easily identi ed by the labelling. N o events are expected form o below
about 200 GeV ,where the A% ! Zh° decay m ode is no Ionger kinem atically allowed.
Tt is kinem atics that also dictates the rather restricted regions at low m po for which
H°! A°A%andH® ! ZA° events occur.

In order to discuss the cbservability of the above signals, we need to com pute
the background level, which we do not do in this report. A fter btagging and m ass
reconstruction we believe that backgrounds should be m odest. In the absence of any
explicit calculation we can only m ake the follow Ing guesstin ates. Based on the event
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Higgs+Higgs and Z+Higgs Event Rate Contours
My = 175 GeV, Maer= 1 TeV, R = 0.08, £=0.5
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Figure 27: Event rate contours orH® ! h°h%, 59! A%AO0, HO ! zA®
and 2! zh® in m po;tan ) param eter space for ntegrated um nosity
L =10 '.Contours bor 5, 50, 500 and 5000 events are shown in the rst
and last cases. Thereare 500 ormoreH ° ! AYA Y events ifm 50 < 60 GeV
and tan 2, but H 01 za?0 barely reaches the 5 event level. Two—
loop/RGE -In proved radiative corrections to H iggs m asses, m ixing angles

and selfcouplings are included, takingm = 175 GeV, m = 1 TV and

e
neglecting squark m ixing.
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rates of F ig.27 it should be possible to study theH ° ! h°h° channelover a signi cant
fraction of param eter space with L 1H. W particular, lum inosities at and above
this Jevel could open up the mao < 60 GeV region for both this m ode and the
H?! A°A°mode. In contrast, it will cbviously require very substantial um inosity
todetect H? ! ZA°%, even when not kinem atically suppressed. A viabke A% ! zZh°
signalm ay be possibl, when kinem atically allowed, only so longasm 0 and tan are
not large; when m ;0 is Jarge the treelevel coupling is suppressed (which suppression
occursm ost rapidly at large tan ) and there are too few events for a usefiil signal.

A Ythough these m odes provide som ewhat m ore challenging signals than the b
channel signal, their ocbservation would provide tests of in portant H iggs couplings.
In particular, detection ofthe H® ! h°h® and H° ! A°A° modes would allow a
direct probe of these very interesting H iggs boson selfcouplings. T he procedure w i1l
be outlined in a later section. In general, determm ination of the H iggs boson self-
couplings is quite di cul at other m achines. In particular, even when a relevant
branching fraction can bem easured, know ledge ofthe totalw idth is required in order
to extract the partialw idth and coupling. W ithouta * collider, m easurem ent of
the totalw idth is only possibl if the w idth is substantially Jarger than the resolution
In plied by nalstatem ass reconstruction at the H iggsm ass. T his isnot the case for
theH ° and A% unlesstan is very large.

32 M SSM H iggs boson detection using the brem sstrahlung
tail spectrum

In this section, we discuss an altemative way of searching for the A° and H ° by

+

running the collider at fi1ll energy but looking for excess events arising from
the lum inosity on the low-energy end of the brem sstrahlung tail (see Appendix C).
This Jatter technique proves to be som ewhat com petitive with the scan technigque
just describbed, provided that excellent resolution in reconstructing the o nal state
m ass can be achieved and provided that large total integrated lum nosity is devoted

to such running. It would have two distinct advantages over the scanning approach.

Tt would not require the construction ofm ultiple rings in order tom aintain high
Jum nosity over a broad range of P s collision energies.

A large number of events in the Z h m ode for the SM —like A could be sin ulta—
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neously accum ulated.

A s for the scan procedure, the bram sstrahung tail technique isviabl only iftheh !

* ocoupling is signi cantly enhanced relative to the SM hgy ! coupling;
only then isa H iggsboson w ith m ass substantially below P s produced at a Jarge rate
by virtue ofthe brem sstrahlung tail. O fcourse, once the H ° and/orA° is ound using
the brem sstrahlung technique, it would then be highly desirabl to run the m achne
wjthpé myo;m o In oxder to study in detail the w idths and other properties of
theH %;A°.

For our study of the bram sstrahlung tail possibility, we shall assum e that the Io
nalstatem ass can be reconstructed towithin 5Ge&V . A fullstudy ofthism ode of
detection should generate events, am ear the b Fts using expected resolutions, allow
for sam Heptonic b decays, and incorporate tagging e ciencies. The reconstructed
m ass of the o nal state for each event should then be binned and one would then
Jook for a peak over the expected background level. W e w ill not perform this detailed
sin ulation here. Instead, we com pute as a function ofm,; (the central value of the
o nalstate m ass) the num ber of events in the interval fn 5 S5GeVymg+ 5GeV].
In estin ating the signi cance of any peak seen in the spectrum , we w ill choose m 3
at the center of the peak, and com pare the excess of events In the above Interval (the
signal S) to the num ber of events expected if there is no H iggs boson present (the
background B ). T he statistical signi cance w illbe com puted as S= B .Ih com puting
the num ber of events we assum e an Integrated lum nosity of L = 50 b ! and assum e
an event reconstruction and tagging e ciency of = 05. Corresoondingly, only
the continuum o nalstates from  ?;2 7 processes willbe included n B (using also

= 0:5). These Jatter assum ptions are the sam e ones em ployed In our other analyses.

321 M ass peaks

Tt willbe usefulto rst diplay som e typicalm ass peaks. In F ig. 28, we plot the
num ber of events in the nterval n,; 5Ge&V;mg+ 5GeV]asa function ofm,; for
threem po choices: m o0 = 120, 300 and 480 Ge&V . In each cass, results fortan = 5
and 20 are shown. T he event enhancem ents derive from the presence of the H ° and
A% Higgsbosons. Therewould be no visbl e ect orthe choice ofm 40 = 100G &V for
any tan valuebelow 20. This isbecause allthe H iggsm asses are sitting on the very
large 7 peak and, In addition, none of the * couplings are fully enhanced. For
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the threem 50 values considered in F ig.28, we cbserve event excesses fortan = 20
In allcases. Fortan = 5,them,o = 300 G€V peak isclear,whilkem o = 480 G&V
yields a shoulder of excess events (that is statistically signi cant); nothing is visble
ormao = 120 GeV . Fortan < 2, no peaks or excesses would be visble for any of
the above m 50 choices. F inally, we note that enhancam ents due to the h® resonance
woul not be visbl, regardless oftan , ©rmao ~ 100 GV .

322 Signi cance of signals

W ew illnow proceed to survey the S=p B expectations. W edo thisasa function of
Jocation in the fm po;tan ) param eter space as follow s. Foreach choiceof M po;tan )
we determ inem 0 and m 5o . W e then com pute S=p§ for the three locationsm i =
Mpo, M,z = Myo andm,; = muo, where S and B are com puted by counting events
nthem, 5Ge&V window.E ectsfrom overlapping H iggs resonances are included.
The 5 discovery contours for each of these three window locations are plotted In
fmro;tan ) param eter space or ntegrated lum nositiesofl, = 05,5, 50 and 200 b !
jrleg.:_z'g,takmgp§= 500 GeV and R = 0:% .

A s expected from Fig. 28, the window centered atm,; = my only yields a sta—
tistically signi cant excess iftan is large and myo iIsnotnearmy, . Mo nearmy
at high tan ocorrespoonds to m o 95 GeV. Since the ZH mode will yied an
cbservable signal regardless ofthe fm po;tan ) values, the bram sstrahlung tail excess
would m ainly be of Interest as a probe ofthe h° ! * ) partialwidth prior to
running atts= m o .

However, the 5 GeV intervals centered atmgy = myo and m g = mao Which,
include events from the overlapping A° and H ° resonances, respectively) yield 5
statistical signals for a substantial portion of param eter space if L is large. W ih
L = 5 b ', a5 signa discovery of the H? and A° using the s = 500 Gev
brem sstrahling tail is viable down to tan  ~ 65 atmao = 250 GeV in proving to
tan ~ 5 at 480 GeV. This is not quite as fardown in tan as can be probed for
250 < m,o < 500 GeV by the previously describbed scan over a series of © s valies
using 001 03 b ' of um nosity at each scan point. Asm o ;m »o0 move closer to
my,the5 discovery contoursm ovetomuch lJargertan values, whereasthe scanning
technique would yield 5 signals fortan values as low astan 3 4alltheway
down tom o - 60 Ge&V.
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F igure 28: Takjngp5= 500 G &V, integrated um fnosity L = 50 & !, and
R = 0:%, we consider the b nal state and plt the num ber of events
in the Interval Enbg 5 Gevi,m g+ 5Ge&v], asgiimction of the location
of the centralm ¢ value, resulting from the low  § brem sstrahlung tail of
the um inosity distrdbution. M SSM H iggs boson H ? and A° resonances are
present for the param eter choices ofm 0 = 120, 300 and 480 G&V, wih
tan = 5 and 20 ;n each case. Enhancements form o0 = 120, 300 and
480 G&V arevisblk fortan = 20; tan = 5 yields visble enhancem ents
only orm o = 300 and 480 Ge&V. TwoJdoop/RGE-m proved radiative
corrections are included, takingm + = 175G &V, m e= 1 TeV and neglcting
squark m ixing. SUSY decay channels are assum ed to be absent.
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Bremsstrahlung Tail bb 5g Discovery Contours
For L=0.5, 5, 50 and 200 fb™
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Figure 29: Taking P S = 500 Gev and R = 0113 , we consider the b

nal state and com pute the H iggs signal (S) and background (B ) rates in
the m ass interval Eﬂu?; 5 Gevi,m g+ 5 GeV],pwjth mgy=Myo, M 5=
mypo, and m,g = Mmpo, Iesultjngfzom the Iow 8 brem sstrahluing tail of
the lum nosity distribbution. S= B = 5 contours are shown for integrated
um nosities of L = 035, 5, 50, and 200 B . TwoJdoop/RG E—m proved
radiative corrections are inclided, takingm¢ = 175GeV,m = 1 TeV and
neglecting squark m ixing. SUSY decay channels are assum ed to be absent.
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3.2.3 Strategy: scan vs.m axin um energy

7?1 HOA® isnotobserved atal S= 500 Gev & e machine and if discovery
oftheH ° and A% in the 250 500 G &V m ass range is the prin ary goal, at the *
collider it would be a close callasto w hether it would be better to in m ediately em bark
on thep§ scan or accum ulate um inosity at the m axinum m achine energy. Thep§
scan probestan values that are owerby only 1 or 2 units than the bram sstrahlung
tailsearch. This statem ent assum esthat a nalstatem assresolution oforder 5Ge&V
can be achieved (even after incluiding all sem iHeptonic decay e ects and so forth) in
thelb nalstate for the latter search. Ifnot, the P s scan is the preferred technique.
T hus, resolution and m issing energy could becom e critical issues for the detector(s)
In deciding the best approach.

Ifan e" e oollider isnot operationalat thetimea *

collider begins running,
then the decision as to which approach to choose orH ° and A° discovery becom es
even m ore delicate unless the LHC has clearly ruled outm po;mz0 < 250 GeV which
it probably can do | see Fig.d§). W ithout a Jower bound on m zo;m o, thep§
scan would have to be extended to lowerp s, requiring m ore Ium inosity. T contrast,
by accumulating L = 50 B ' at ﬁﬂlenergy,pé = 500 GeV, it would be possbl to
sin ultaneously either discover or rule outm po;m o < P s pralitan and® s=2 <
Myosmao;< pEJ‘brtan > 5 7.Notethatmao;myo < p§=2 20 G eV can beruled
out n the Z? ! H °h m ode with perhapsas littk as5 10 b '. For um inosities of
order 10 b ' the brem sstrahlung tail technique would probe tan > 11 form »o
250 GeV improving to tan ~ 6 ©rmo 500 GeV . A fter accumulating the
L =5 10 ﬂal,the * oollider could then be sw itched to the scan m ode of
operation if no signalhasbeen found.

3.3 D etailed studies ofthe H ® and A °

Howeverthe H ° and A® are rst detected, one w illw ish to m easure the totaland
partialw idthsoftheH ® and A°. Onceagain,the *  collidercan play a crucialrole.
W e will not give detailed estin ates of what can be accom plished, but rather con ne
oursslves to outlining the proocedures and strategies. The tin e scale and available
Jum inosity for in plem enting these procedures depends dram atically upon w hether or
not onemust rst discover the H ° and A° by scanning or in the brem sstrahlung tail

(either of which would require a um nosity expenditure of L 50 b '), as opposed
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to dbserving them at the LHC (ypically possble fortan < 3 4 at high mao) or
atan €' e oollider (requiringm po;myo < p§=2).

One m ight presum e that once a Higgs boson wih }°° larger than the ms® s
Soread is discovered, direct m easurem ent of the H iggs w idth would be quite straight—
forward wih a sin ple scan over severalp s settings. This is indeed the case unless
there is a second nearby H iggs boson. A s it happens, the A° and H ° are su ciently
degenerate in som e regions ofparam eter space (largem o and largetan ), seeF igs.2()
and 21, that a m easurem ent of the widths of the A° and H ° separately will require
sorting out two overlapping resonance bum ps, which, In tum, necessitates an appro—
priate scan. Two sam ple possibilities were illustrated earlier n F ig.22, where the H °
and A° resonance bum ps that would appear as a finction ofp s are illustrated for
mao = 350 GeV In the casestan = 5 and 10. A s noted earlier, ssparation of the
peaks and precision w idth m easuram ents are both m uch easier if we have excellent
beam energy resolution; we assume R = 001% . Attan = 5, we estin ate that by
accum ulating roughly 001 © ! at each of 3 approprately placed P s choices near the
center and on either side of each of the two separated peaks, the w idths of the H °
and A° could be m easured to about 33% ; 10$ width detem ination would require
about 01 B * per point. At the higher tan = 10 value, one would clearly have
to accum ulate data in the dip between the overlapping peaks, near both peaks, be—
low the doubl peak and above the doublk peak, and perform a t to the two Higgs
resonances sin ultaneously. A m ininum of 5 data points would be required. A gain,
rughly 001 B ' per point would be needed to determ ine  ©°5 and ¥ to the 33%
kevel, or 01 B ! per point for a 10% detem nation. Very large tan values yield
the worst scenarios since the H © and A° peaks are, then, sin ultaneously broad and
very degenerate. D etemm nation of the individual w idths would beocom e extrem ely
di cuk.

T he production rate in a given channel isproportionaltoBF ! * )BF (!
X) (or p- %), sse Eq. {11). W e then proceed as ollow s:

BFh'! * )andBF ! Ib) can be obtained individually if we use the
type-II doubkt prejudice that the * and kb couplings squared are m odi ed
relative to the SM coupling by the same factor, £. @ value of m, must be
Soeci ed.)

G ven the Individual branching fractions, the partial w idths can then be com -
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puted:
h! * = PBFO! T ;b ©5)

O ne can use event rates in other observable channels, coupled w ith the B F (h !
* ) detem ination, to obtaln resuts orBF G ! X ).

¢ BF (! X ) then yildsthepartialw idth and coupling forany coservable
channel X . Forexample, ifthe H?® ! h°h® channel can be detected we could
determm ine the very interesting associated partialw idth (and, thence, coupling)
va @°! h'h%) = DBF @?! h°h) or equivalently,

[ 5FBF @O ! )BFE ! h°h°)

0 01,0y —
#H ! hh’)= @O )

: (206)

O f course, if [** and P, are close In size, one must avoid the approxin ation of
Eq. (1), but detemm hnation of £ and the partial widths and branching fractions
would nevertheless be straightforward.

34 Detem ining a H iggs boson’s CP properties

A ° collider m ight well prove to be the best m achine for directly probing
the CP properties of a H iggs boson that can be produced and detected in the s—
channelm ode. This issue has been explored in Refs. 382;33] in the case of a general
tw o-H Iggs-doublet m odel.

The rst possbility is to m easure correlations in the * ortt nalstates. Via
such measuraments, a * collider is likely to have greater sensitivity to the H iggs
boson CP properties orL = 20 ! thanwillthee'e ocolliderforL = 85H ' (ushg
correlation m easurem ents in the Z h production m ode) iftan > 10or2my <my <
2m .. Indeed, there is a tendency for the * CP -sensitivity to be best precissly
for param eter choices such that CP-sensitivity in the e"e ! Zh mode is worst.
Som ew hat higher total lum nosity (L 50 b 1) is generally needed In order to use
these correlations to distinguish a pure CP-odd state from a pure CP-even state.

The second possbility arises if it is possbl to transversly polarize the m uon
beam s. Assume that we can have 100% transverse polarization and that the *
transverse polarization is rotated w ith respect to the transverse polarization by
an angke . The production cross section fora h with coupling a+ ib 5 then behaves
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as
a® B . 2ab -
2+p JONRTE

To prove that the h isa CP adm ixture, use the asymm etry

()/ 1

A (=2) ( =2) 2ab 08)
! (=2)+ ( =2) a*+p°

Fora pure CP eigenstate, either a orb is zero. Forexam ple, in the M SSM the H iggs
sector isCP -conserving; b= 0 fortheCP-even h’ andH °, whilkea = 0 forthe CP-odd
A%. M such cases, it isnecessary to em ploy a di erent asym m etry than that discussed
in Ref. 33]. The quantity

() ( ) a B
(Y+ ( ) a+p @9)

A,

is+1lor 1 foraCP-even or CP-odd h, respectively. Background processes in the

nal states where a H iggsboson can bem ost easily observed (e.g. o) can dilute these
asym m etries substantially. W hether or not they w ill prove usefiill depends even m ore
upon the very uncertain ability to transversely polarize the m uon beam s, especially
whil m aintaining high lum inosity.

N ote that longitudinally polarized beam s are not usefiil for studying the CP prop—
erties of a H iggs produced in the s-channel. R egardless of the values ofa and b in the
h ocoupling, the cross section is sim ply proportionalto 1 . (the ’sbeing the
helicities), and is only non—zero for LR or RL transitions, up to corrections of order

2 2
m“=m;j.

4 Summ ary and C onclusion

A T colliderwould be a rem arkably pow erfulm achine forprobing H iggsphysics
using direct s-channel production, and thus ulin ately for nding the underlying
theory of the scalar sector. In this report we have concentrated on the procedures
and m achine requiram ents for direct m easurem ent of the properties ofa H iggsboson.

4.1 SM -like H iggs boson

W e expect that a SM -like h (which nom inally includes the h® ofthe M SSM ) will
rst be detected etther at the LHC orin the Zh mode at an €' e collider. Ifnot, it
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would be m ost advantageous to expend a an all am ount of lum inosity at fullm achine

+

energy to discover it in the Z h m ode at the collider. Oncem y, is approxin ately

known, a * collider can zero-in on pE " my for detailed studies of a SM -like
Higgsboson provided m, < 2my (as is the case orthe h® ofthe M SSM ). Them ass
can be m easured to a fraction ofan M &V form,_, < 130 GevV.

C rucial to a m odekHindependent determm nation of all the properties of the H iggs
boson at the * collider is the ability to m ake a direct precision m easurem ent
of its total width, which is very narrow for a SM -lke h when my < 2my . The
proposed m ethod (described in Appendix C) relies on m easuring the ratio of the
centralpeak cross section to the cross section on the w ings ofthe peak, a ratio that is
detem ined by °F alone. Once [°* ism easured, detem nations of the crucial *
and b couplings are possibbke. The precision for % and the * and ko partial
w idths/couplings achieved for total itegrated lum inosity of L = 50 b ' and an
excellent beam resolution of R = 0:01% would be su cient to distinguish the M SSM
h® from theSM hgy atthe3 statisticallevel forvalues ofthe param eterm , o as large
as 400 GeV provided that myo isnot in the range 80 < myo < 100 GeV (ie.near
m 5 ). No other accelerator or com bination of acoelerators has the potential of seeing
the h® vs. hgy di erences at this Jevel of precision out to such Jargem o values. For
a SM -lke Higgs with m, = 200 G eV, the event rate is too low for detection in the
s-channel.

M achine requirem ents for the precision studies are:

High im hosity I” 2 10°an 2s? atts my .

E xcellent beam energy resolution ofR = 0:01% .

Ability to adjust the m achine energyp s accurately (to one part in a m illion)
and quickly (once an hour in the Intial scan to precisely determ inem ) over a
P3 ntervalof ssveralG ev .

42 Non-SM -like H iggs bosons

For other H iggs bosons w ith weak W W ;Z Z couplings (such asthe H ° and A° of
theM SSM ), but enhanced * and kb couplings, discovery in s-channel collisions at
the * collider is typically possible. T here are three possble technigues. In order
to com pare these techniques it is reasonable to suppose that the H ° and A ° have been
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p- . . .
excluded form zo;mao < s=2viathez’ ! H°A°modeatane’ e collider unning

w ith

a)

PS s00Gev.
Scan m ethod
In this approach, a scan forthe H ° and A° oftheM SSM would be m ade over
a sequence of " S values all the way out to the m axin a1’ s valie achievable at
the * collider. A ssum ing that L = 50 b ' is devoted to the scan and that
both thee'e and the * colliders have m axin al energies of order 500 G &V,
discovery via the scan would be robust £©r250 < myoa0 < 500G eV iftan ~ 3
to 4. Fortuitously, the dom ain 250 < mzo;m a0 < 500 GeV;tan < 3, n which
much more lum inosity would clearly be required for discovery at the *
collider, is a param eter region where the H ° and A? are likely to be accessble at
the LHC for accum ulated um inosity of 300 b ' per detector ATLAS+CM S),
as illustrated in Fiy.18§. There is, nonetheless, a sm allw indow , 3 < tan < 4,
at large m o (oetween about 400 and 500 G&V) for which the LHC and the
T colliderm ight both m iss seeing the H ° and A° unless higher Ium inosities

are accum ulated.

In order that the required L = 50 b * can be optin ally distrbuted over the
111250 500 G eV scan range In the course ofa year or two of running, it would
be necessary to design the storage ring or rings so that it would be possble to
adjist P s quickly and accurately (to within a am all fraction of the step size,
which must be < 0:1 Ge&V in some mass ranges) whik maintahing the filll
Jum nosity.

B rem sstrahlung tailm ethod

In thistechnique, the A% and H © search ism adewhile runningthe *  collider
at full energy, looking for excess events arising from the lum inosity at the low —
energy end of the bram sstrahlung tail. This approach is com petitive w ith the
scan technique if the bb nal state m ass can be reconstructed w ith excellent
resolution (oughly 5 Ge&V, ncluding all detector e ects and sam iHeptonic b
decays). The owertan lmisfor5 signalsare about one to two unishigher
than for the scan technigque In the m o = 250 480 Ge&V range. Thus the
bram sstrahlung search laves a lJarger gap between the upper Im it In tan for
which H %;A° discovery would be possblk at the LHC (an < 3 4 at high
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m o) and the ower lin i orwhich the H °;A° would be detected at the *
collider (tan ~ 5  7) than would the scan technique.

T he brem sstrahlung technigque has the advantage of not requiring that high
Jum inosity be m aintained over a broad range of P s collision energies while
being able to step quickly and accurately in P s, but detector costs associated
w ith the very dem anding resolution i the I nvariant m assm ight be high.

c) Pair production
Tt may wellbe possbl to build a *  collider with Ps substantially above
500Gev.Ifa’ s 1TeV machinewih high lum inosity were built instead of
a 500 G &V collider, it could discovertheH %;A° ormzo;mao0 500 GeV in the
pair production m ode.

Ifthe H %;A° have already been discovered, either
wihmo;mao < 250GeV mthez? ! H°Amodeatan e e collider, or
withmosmao < 2TeV mhthez?! H°Amodeatad Tev *  collider, or
wihmo;mao < 500 GeV atthe LHC (iftan < 3 4ortan ~ 8 20),

scanning over a broad energy range would not be necessary at the * collider.
By constructing a singke appropriate storage ring and devoting fiill lum inosity to
accum ulating events at P S’ mao;myo, detailed studies of the total widths and
partialw idths of the A? and H ° would then be possbl at the *  collider or all
tan values above 1.

43 Summ ary ofm achine and detector requirem ents

W e re-em phasize the crucial m achine and detector characteristics for detection
and study ofboth SM —like H iggs bosons and non-SM —lke H iggs bosons.

High Im imostty, L” 2  10°an 2s !, is required atanyp§ where a H iggs
boson isknown to exist and throughout any range ofenergy overwhich wemust

scan to detect a H iggs boson.

A m achine design such that beam strahlung is an all com pared to the e ects of
bram sstrahlung (ncluded in our studies) is highly desirable for scan searches
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and precision studies. However, signi cant beam strahlung m ight in prove the
ability to discover H iggs bosons using the low-energy tail of the lum inosity
soectrum .

An extrem ely precise beam energy, R 001% , will be needed fOor precision
studies of a narrow -w idth SM —lke H iggs boson. Such precise resolution is also
extrem ely helpfil in the zeroing—in scan for a very narrow SM -lke and is not
ham ful for discovering a H iggs boson w ith broad width. P recision m easure-
m ents of the non-SM -lke H ° and A° widths and separation of these two res—
onances when they overlap becom es di cult if R is substantially larger than
0:01% .

To zero-in onp s’ m, fora narrow-w idth SM -like H iggs boson requires being
abl to rapidly sst pE wih an accuracy that is an all com pared to the beam
resolution R, for P s values within about a feaw G&V of the (approxin ately
known) value of m . To discover the H © and A° by scanning requires being
ablk to rmpidly setp s with an accuracy that is sm all com pared to their w idths
over a® s interval of order several hundred G &V .

Tomeasure ©* ora SM -lke h to  10% , it m ust be possbl to setp§ w ith
an accuracy of order 1 part in 10° overp s values in an interval several tin es
Rmy, ie. over an Interval of tens of M &V. This (and the accuracy for the
m ass m easuram ents) requires a m achine design that allow s quick soin rotation

m easuram ents of a polarized m uon in the storage ring.

If both muon beam s can be polarized and the polarization P ) m aintained
through the cooling and acceleration process, the signi cance of the s-channel
H iggs signal can be signi cantly enhanced provided the factor by which the
lum inosity is decreased is essthan (L+ P2)=(@1 P?).

To detect non-SM -lke H iggs bosons with enhanced * couplings In the
bram sstrahlung lum inosity tailw hen them achine is run at fullenergy, one needs
excellent m ass resolution ( 5GeV) in thelb nalstatem ass as reconstructed
In the detector.

Tn conclusion, ifa H iggs bosons is discovered at the LHC and/oran e’ e collider,

construction ofa  * collider w ith P s covering the range of m asses cbserved w ill
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becom e aln ost m andatory purely on the basis of s-channel H iggs physics. T here are

+

m any otherm otivations forbuilding a collider, especially onew ih P s~ 2Tev,
based on other types of new physics that could be probed. T he physics m otivations

fora high-energy *  collider w ill be treated elsewhere [34].
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A E ectsofbrem sstrahlung

Soft photon radiation isan in portant e ect thatm ust be taken Into acocount when
considering the ultin ate resolution in pg wWhere §= (+ + p )? is the nvarant
energy squared of a given oollision) and peak lum inosity that can be achieved at an
e'e or * oollider. h an often discussed approxin ation 3§] the an all G aussian
Soread in P & about the nom inal centralm achine energy, P s, resulting from purely
m achine e ects is ignored, and the energy spread resulting from soft photon radiation
is com puted starting from dL=dp§ / ?5 P s), wherep s is the nom fnalm achine
energy. Form any types of physics, this is an entirely adequate approxin ation since
the G aussian spread ismuch an aller than the structure of the physical cross section.
H owever, there are physical processes w ith P § structure that is much narrower than
the expected G aussian soread; production ofa H iggsboson w ith very narrow w idth is
a case In point. In thiscase, it is in portant to assess the distortion ofthem achineJlevel
G aussian shape due to soft photon radiation. Here we give the necessary form alism
and derive an extram ely accurate approxin ation to the exact result that is useful for
num erical investigations.

W e start from the basic m achineJevel G aussian fom :

P- p_
(8 " s)P=28_ P_p_
G (8 s;pPo) (30)

)

dL g
p—
d $

b
P—
2 p-

S

P_
and P where isthe resolution In 4. This form results from the convolution oftwo

G aussians for the individualbeam s. Tn general,

a..  ? p_ A
ap_gz dE.dE,fENEE,) ( 8§

4E . E,) (31)

where the £ € )’s give the probability for nding an electron or muon of energy E ;
P2 of Eq. (0) resuktswhen the £’s are standard G aussian fom s centered at E g
s=2 with resolutions 5, G €4;Eo; =); Py 1 Eq. B0) is then given by ¢, =
P 2 g - However, E; and E , are degraded by soft photon radiation, so that the actual
probabilty for nding energy E In any one beam is given by
24

dz
fE)= , ?D (z)G €E=2z;Eq; &) (32)

whereD (z) istheprobability distrbution for nding an electron orm uon w ith fraction
z of its initial energy after the soft-photon radiation. Substituting nto Eq. 1), we
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obtain
Z A

dL le d22
—P== dEdE; ——D @)D ()G €1=21;E¢; &)
d § Z1 Zp
2 0s s 13
1 8 E.E
G B=%iFoi &) ip—— © 4—=—=R5 (33)
Z1Zy VAR Z, Zp
: b_ P : L .
where we have rewritten ( 8 4F1E,) In a ussful form . Changing integration

variables to E 1=z; and E ,=z,, we see Inm ediately that the E; integrations including
the function reproduce dly=d s evaluated at s°= &1 x),wherel x= gz,.
R -
Introducihg dx (I x 1) = 1underthe integralin Eq. (33) we obtain
A

dL dx dL,
P== p— P= D (x) (34)
d & T xd .
1 x
w here 7
D &)= dzdzD @)D () @ x z): (35)
In the approxin ation of Ref. B3], D takes the fom
D &) =C T 1 = 36)
x) = x - -
4 2

where C 1+% ( ?=6 1=4) and D hasan in plicit energy dependence com ing from

2 s?

— (bgp 1) @37
with 8= &1 x); in what Dllowswe replace § in this Hmula or by 8, the error
m ade in doing so being extrem ely am all. Typicalvaluesof fora * collider are

" 00632 atp§= 100 Gev and 0:0792 atp§= 500 Gev.

To com pute a given cross section, onem ust ©1d this result for the um nosity w ith
the physical cross section:

% p_an P-
= d $p= ( 9); (38)
d &

where the Ium inosity is that found from the convolution of Eq. (34). This is a nu—
m erically Intensive operation in a number of cases of particular nterest. Thus, it is

P -
usefil to develop an analytic approxin ation to dL=d § In Eq. {34). This we have

done by perform ing an expansion. W riting x =1+ ),de ning
_ P_
p- j< p2 S 2 2pg
&  + s a 1+ p=; pog——; (39)
P S s 1+ P=
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P_
and changing variables to y = , the exponential in the G aussian di=d s° in
Eq. 34) takes the form

expl =@ 3] expl § ay+ y=2+0 (¢")I: 40)

The rsttem in Eq. (@0) is the Sandard’ G aussian com ponent. In the rem aining
part of the exponential, the strongly convergent quadratic com ponent, exp[ V], and
the very an allsize of guarantee that x takeson valuesoforder in D (x) and allows
a convenient expansion, incliding exp[ y=2] ’ 1+ y=2. The most inportant
com ponent of the result derives from @+ 2 )Rdyexp[ ¥ ayly ! whih is
easily expressed In tem s of degenerate hypergeom etric functions, 1F; . K esping som e

other an aller term s aswell, we nd the resul:

als 2 !
F S5 &P 1 maf el ow
ale 2 2 4
d e . |
2 3+ 3+ 1 a° 4+ 4+ 3 a°
N ( > ) 1F1( > IE;Z) a ¢ 5 )1F1 ( 5 ;E;Z)
'3
+ ( ) 1F 1 ( ;};a_z) a ¢ ) 1F 1 ( ,g;a_z) .
24 2'4’ 3
! !3
+ 1"‘3— (—)1F1(—;};a—2) a ¢ )1F1(1+ IE;a—Z) g
4 2 2 4 2 4

(41)

T he num erically m ost in portant term outlined above appears last, the others being
quite an all corrections thereto. From it we see the crucial dependence on . This
factor decreases (@beit very slow Iy because of the am all size of ) with Increasingly
anall p-. Thisnonmnegligble loss of peak lim nosity w illbe quanti ed below .
The result of Eq. @1) isextrem ely accurate for j = p.J 1l0andeven for =r_=
20 deviates by only about 3% from a precise num erical evaluation of the integral.
A s will be illustrated, the e ective lum inosity ram ains approxin ately G aussian In
shape aside from a long low -energy tail. The e ective w idth at halfm axinum ofthis
approxin ately G aussian peak is little altered, even forR E= (p s=2) values as sm all
as 0:0001 (desirable to m easure the precise m ass and w idth of a very narrow H iggs
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boson). A s already noted, the m ost in portant e ect of the soft-photon radiation is
to reduce the e ective peak lum nnosity height. T he peak height ratio is that cbtained
by setting = 0 (e.a= 0) in Eq. (1). The finctional Hrm sim pli es signi cantly,

and we obtain:

8
a e 2 : p—
de(S§> =C, o 1+ 5 1+ 50 0
_;pg_pgbpg : 2 4 2
9
’ ! L
PRI P ot t ot 3, ot 1 2- 42)
4 g % 0 2 2 y !

p _ -
where 5 and ( arrthevaliesof and at §= ps.InEq. 42) the rsttem is
the m ost in portant one.

R=0.01%, LP®*/LP***=0.605, Vs =100 GeV

Frp " [ T
1.0 — —]
0.8 — —]
< E Lo E
g 0.6 — L —]
— L ]
S ]
0.4 — -
0.2 — —]
OO C |.|"| 1 | L1 1 | I | ]
—-10 -5 0 5 10

(V§ —100)/0_

F igure 30: dL=dp§ relative to its peak value atp§= Ps is plotted befre
and after soft-photon radiation. W e have taken P s= 100 GeV and R =
001% . The ratio of peak height after including soft-photon radiation to
that before is 0.605.

W e now illustrate the e ects of the softphoton radiation ora collider.
- - p- _
We rstpresent n Fig.3( a plot of dL=d $ divided by its value at §=psasa
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function of (p§ p§)= P~ In the case where the beam resolution is 0.01% (that is

= O:OOOlp §=2),takjngp s= 100G eV . Resuktsbefre (L) and after (L) lncluding
soft-photon radiation are show n by the dotted and solid curves, respectively. T he ratio
ofpeak heights In this case is 0.605, ie. roughly 40% ofthe peak lum nosity is lost to
soft-photon radiation. A s prom ised, the peak ram ains close to the original G aussian
shapewihin 2 r_ ofthe centralpeak, w ith a long tailextending to low P 8 valies.

To further quantify the loss ofpeak lum inosity that would be critical In searching
for and studying a narrow H iggs boson resonance, we consider —%L— %—j’— P- asa
fiinction ofp sandR i Fig.31. From F ig.3] one sees that the ]oss ofpeak um nosity
decreases as the beam resolution becom es poorer, but increases as P S s Increases due

P- -
to the increase of with increasing” §, see Eq. 37) and below).

09 T T IITTIT‘ T T T T 1T 71T

| Vs = 100 CGeV

peak
0

Lpeak/L

0.01 0.05 0.1 0.5 1
R(%)

Figure 31: —%L— glg—ng_p asa function of R ®r® 5= 100 and 500 G &V .

The resuls presented In the gures were cbtained by direct num erical integra—
tion. However, the resuls from the approxin ate formulas, Egs. @1) and @2), are
esseentially indistinguishable from those presented.

F nally, we present in F iy. 32 the fullbrem sstrahlung tail distribution dL:dp s or
the case of R = 0:1% and® S= 500 GeV . The jntegmlR & ébjﬁip 8] is nom alized
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Bremsstrahlung Tail Spectrum

IY{N‘N{IY‘IY{I‘YIIY‘IY{YNL

1071 b V§=500 GeV, R=0.1% —

V§ (GeV)

. : p- P_
FJgure32:ﬁ@L—§asaﬁmcUonof S§forR = 01% and s= 500GeV.The

Integral under the curve is nom alized to 1.

71



P_
to 1. The Iow— $ tailis quite Independent ofR . O nly near the G aussian peak region
isthere signi cant dependence ofthe spectrum on R . It isthis spectrum that we have

+

em ployed in discussing detection ofH iggsbosons w ith enhanced coupling using
events from the brem sstrahlung tailwhen the * collider is run at fiill energy of

p§= 500 G&V .

B The * ' ' h! WwWw ©;22 @ modes

W hetherwe are above orbelow 2W or2Z threshold, we nclude In our event rates
an e ciency of 50% (after branching fractions) for isolating and reconstucting the
nal states of Interest. Further, we search for the optimum choice of zy such that (in
the center of m ass) events with joos j> 2% are discarded. This is prim arily usefil
for discarding the large num ber of forward/backward W ’sor Z ’s from the continuum
backgrounds form, signi cantly larger than 2m 3 or2m 5 .

@.mpy< 2my

W e consider only those nal states where the mass of the realW or Z can be
reconstrnucted, thereby excluding W W ° ! 22 and Z2Z° ! 4 . For Higgs m asses
below 2my or 2m ; , we cannot use a m ass constraint on the virtualboson to help
isolatetheW W ? orZ Z° nalstate. C onsequently, the pure Q CD background to the
47 nalstate isvery substantial, and a signi cant 4—gt H iggs signal isvery di cul to
cbtain in this region. Thus, only the m ixed hadronic/Jptonicm odes (* 23 orW W °
and 22jand 2 2 rzz’) and the visbl purely JeptonicZ Z* modes 4 and 22 )
can be em ployed. The e ective branching fractions B F ) for these nal states are

BFs, BFEW@W'W ! Y2j)=202=9@=3) 03 43)

BF,, BF (ZZ ! 4+ 223+ 2 23+ 22 )
= (0:067)%> + 2[(0:067) (0699) + (02) (0:699) + (0:067) (02)] 44)
042 :

For virtual weak boson decays to lptons, the only backgrounds derive from the
W ' ,Z2%and Z2 processs. For virtualweak boson decays to gts, the background
processes are W 23 and Z 23. Th the W ° cases, the contribution to the cross section
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from snall ¥ or 2j masses is wellbehaved and an all. O ur procedure is to accept
events from both the H iggs and badkground regardless of the virtualm ass. For the
Z 2 and Z 27 processes, the 2" or 2j can arise from a Z°? or ?. The virtual photon
exchange causes a strong sihgularity and cross section growth for small 2" and 27
virtualm asses. In the 2 2 channel, especially formy, nearm ; , there are lkely to be
signi cant badkgrounds associated w ith 1im ited detector acosptance (eg. a three—gt
event could produce two Fts with m ass nearm ; and the third ®t could be soft or
disappear down the beam pipe) and detector uctuations and uncertainties. Hence,
it is safer to require a m nimum virtuality on the virtual2 . W e have adopted the
procedure of in posihg a unifom cuto ,M ™, on the nvariant m ass of the virtual
Z? i all channels | a search was perfomm ed to determ ine the optim al choice for
M ™™ that m axin izes the statistical signi cance of the H iggs signal. The resulting
values orM ™ asa function ofH iggsm ass are presented in F ig.:33. For the pltted
M *™ ™ valies one retains about 40% to 50% ofthe signal at the lower values ofmy,,
rising to 85% bymy, = 175 Gé&V.

Optimal M* Cut in 7Z7Z" Channel

; ]_OO §| T 1T | T 1T | T 1T | T TT | 1T I;
5 50 :
O ! ]
s DE E
E 5 ¢ :
% . ]
z 1 | I | | I | | 111 1 | I | I |

75 100 125 150 175 200
m, (GeV)

Figure 33: The optinal choice orM ™™ in the 223, 22 and Z2 nal
states is given as a function ofmy fora SM -lke h.
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).my > 2m 4

Above 2W and 2Z thresholds, the only case forwhich m ass reconstruction ofboth
W ’s (Z's) isnot possble isthe 22 (4 ) nalstate. In allother nal states H iggs
m ass reconstruction is possibl from the nalstate particlkes (e.g.n the Pur-gt nal
statesorthe22jand 4'ZZ nalstates) or from the extram ely precise determ ination
of the noom Ing totalm om entum plus a reconstruction of one ofthe W ’'sor Z ’s to
determm ine the other W or Z2 (eg.in the ¥ 2JW W nal state and the 2 27 and
2 2727 nalstates). Sinhce both W ’s or Z ’s can be reconstructed above 2W  or 27
threshold, we can em ploy the 4j m odes in addition to those listed in Egs. @3) and
@4); the pure QCD 47 background can be elin inated by requirihg two equalm ass

pairs Wihin 5G&V ofmassmy ormgy ). The only signi cant background is then
that from true contihuum W W and Z Z production. Noting that we have already
Included a general 50% e ciency factor for cuts and reconstruction, a safe estin ate
in the above-threshold regions for the lum nosity required for 5 observation in the
43 channels can be obtained from the W W and Z Z curves ofF i.1( by dividing by
BF W ! 33)°=BFS, > 12and BF @ ! jjf=BFS, ' 1i, respectively.

C Threepoint detem ination ofm ,, and [°°
SM
The procedure is as follow s. W e perform three m easuram ents. Atpél =My, *+

p.d (where d isnot known ahead oftin e, and w illbe determ ined by the procedure)
we enply a um nosity L; and measure the total mte N; = S; + B;. Next, we
perfom measuremen’csatpf'%2 = pEl n,_ Pg andpf'%3 = p§l+ n,_ rg, yielding
N,= S,+ B, and N3 = S;+ Bj; events, respectively, em ploying lum inosities of L, =

2L; and Ly = 3L, wih ,3> 1 | n,_ 2and , = 3 235 are good choices
form axin izing sensitivity and m inin izing the error in detem ning d (ie.my,, ) and

- . W e then de ne the ratios r, (S$= ,)=S; and ;3 (S3= 3)=S:. Obviously,
the ratios r; and r; are determ ined by d (ie.by myp,, ) and % = nd; ).
Conversely, we have mplicitly d = d(rp;r3) and 25 = 2 (;r3). Detem ining
the statistical errors m p,, and % isthen simply a m atter of com puting the
partialderivatives ofd and 2 with respect to the ry;; and the errors on the ratios
I;; Inplied by statistics.

A ssum Ing precise know ledge of the background lkvel B B, = B,=,= Bs3= 3,
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the experim ental error for either of the ratios is given by

P& q
r
r;= ptp?l QI+ mn )+ B=S;(I=n+ in): 45)

T he errors In the experin ental determ ination ofd and [ are given by quadrature:

n

#12

Qd Qd
d= () (r.)*+ )Y (rs)’ (46)
@r2 @r3
" @ tot @ tot #l=2
= (s )2 ()24 (—Dsm )2 p )2 @7)
@r2 @r3

In practice, we com pute the above partial derivatives by rst com puting
0

8ry @ry
tot
@ @d @ hey A
M or, or (48)

d tot
@ @ hay

and then nverting; eg. % = M 1!);;.This isperform ed num erically, and the r;’s
from Eq. @3) are then mnserted n Eq. {@1).

T he above procedure is convenient in order to detem ine the um inosity required
for 2 = = 1=3 asa function ofmy,, for several possbl choices of beam
resolution. W e have explicitly veri ed the accuracy and correctness of the procedure
in several speci c cases as ollows. Foragiven m ,,, and 2 we com pute the event
numbers N;,,3; and thence the ratios r; (1 = 2;3) and their statistical errors. W e
then vary mp,, and 2" reltive to their origihalvalues and determ ine m ,, and

" as those shifts which result i 2 = 1. Good agreem ent w ith the resuls

from the above procedure is cbtained.
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