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A bstract

Techniques and strategies for discovering and m easuring the properties of

Higgsbosonsvia s-channelproduction ata �+ �� collider,and the associated

requirem entsforthem achineand detector,arediscussed in detail.Theunique

featureofs-channelproduction isthat,with good energy resolution,them ass,

totalwidth and partialwidthsofa Higgsboson can bedirectly m easured with

rem arkable accuracy in m ostcases.Forthe expected m achine param etersand

lum inosity the Standard M odel(SM ) Higgs boson hSM ,with m ass <� 2m W ,

thelighth0 ofthem inim alsupersym m etricStandard M odel(M SSM ),and the

heavierM SSM Higgsbosons(the CP-odd A 0 and the CP-even H 0)can allbe

studied in the s-channel,with the heavierstatesaccessible up to the m axim al
p
s over a large fraction ofthe M SSM param eter space. In addition,it m ay

be possible to discover the A 0 and H 0 by running the collider at fullenergy

and observing excess events in the brem sstrahlung tailat lower energy. The

integrated lum inosity,beam resolution and m achine/detectorfeaturesrequired

to distinguish between thehSM and h0 are delineated.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9602415v1
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1 Introduction

Despitetheextraordinary successoftheStandard M odel(SM )in describing par-

ticlephysicsup to thehighestenergy availabletoday,them echanism responsiblefor

electroweak sym m etry-breaking (EW SB)hasyettobedeterm ined.In particular,the

Higgsbosonspredicted in them inim alStandard M odeland thetheoretically attrac-

tive Supersym m etric (SUSY)Grand Uni�ed Theory (GUT)extensionsthereofhave

yetto be observed. IfEW SB doesindeed derive from non-zero vacuum expectation

valuesforelem entary scalarHiggs�elds,then oneoftheprim arygoalsofconstructing

futurecollidersm ustbeto com pletelydelineatetheassociated Higgsboson sector.In

particular,itwillbecrucialtodiscoverallofthephysicalHiggsbosonsand determ ine

theirm asses,widthsand couplings.

Therem ainderoftheintroduction isdivided into two subsections.In the�rst,we

brie
y review crucialpropertiesoftheStandard M odeland M SSM Higgsbosons.In

thesecond,weoutlinebasicfeaturesand param etersoftheproposed �+ �� colliders,

and givea �rstdescription ofhow they relateto ourability to discoverand study the

SM and M SSM Higgsbosonsin s-channel�+ �� collisions.

1.1 H iggs bosons in the SM and the M SSM

TheEW SB m echanism intheStandardM odelisphenom enologicallycharacterized

by a single Higgs boson (hSM ) in the physicalparticle spectrum . The m ass ofthe

hSM isundeterm ined by thetheory,butitscouplingsto ferm ionsand vectorbosons

are com pletely determ ined,being given by gm f=(2m W ),gm W and gm Z=cos�W for

a ferm ion f,the W and the Z,respectively. Although the SM Higgssectorisvery

sim ple,itleadsto problem sassociated with naturalnessand m asshierarchieswhich

suggestthatthe SM issim ply an e�ective low-energy theory. Recentsum m ariesof

thephenom enology oftheSM Higgssectorcan befound in Refs.[1,2].

Them ostattractiveextensionsoftheSM thatsolvethenaturalnessand hierarchy

problem sarethose based on supersym m etry. The Higgssectorofa supersym m etric

m odelm ustcontain atleasttwoHiggsdoublet�eldsin ordertogivem assestoboth up

and down quarksand to befreeofanom alies.Ifitcontainstwo,and only two,Higgs

doublet�elds,then thestrongand electroweak couplingconstantsallunifyreasonably

wellata GUT scaleoforder1016 GeV.Thus,them inim alsupersym m etricStandard

M odel,de�ned as having exactly two Higgs doublets,is especially attractive. The
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resulting spectrum ofphysicalHiggs�eldsincludes three neutralHiggsbosons,the

CP-even h0 and H 0 and the CP-odd A 0. At tree-levelthe entire Higgs sector is

com pletely determ ined by choosing valuesforthe param eterstan� = v2=v1 (where

v2 and v1 are the vacuum expectation values ofthe neutralm em bers ofthe Higgs

doublets responsible for up-type and down-type ferm ion m asses,respectively) and

m A 0 (them assoftheCP-odd A 0).Fora sum m ary,seeRefs.[1,2].

In the M SSM there is a theoreticalupper bound on the m ass of the lightest

state h0 [3,4]which is approached at large m A 0 and large tan�. After including

two-loop/RGE-im proved radiativecorrections[5,6]thebound dependsupon thetop

quark (t) and top squark (et) m asses and upon param eters associated with squark

m ixing.Assum ing m t= 175 GeV and m et
<
� 1 TeV,them axim alm assis

m
m ax

h0 � 113 to 130 GeV ; (1)

depending upon the am ount ofsquark m ixing. The 113 GeV value is obtained in

the absence ofsquark m ixing. Figure 1 illustrates the m ass ofthe h0 versus the

param eter tan� for m A 0 = 100,200 and 1000 GeV.M ass contours for the M SSM

Higgsbosonsareillustrated in Fig.2in theconventionalm A 0;tan� param eterplane.

Both these�guresincludetwo-loop/RGE-im proved radiativecorrectionstotheHiggs

m assescom puted form t = 175 GeV,m et = 1 TeV and neglecting squark m ixing.

The Higgs sector ofthe M SSM can be extended to include extra singlet �elds

without a�ecting any ofits attractive features. A generalsupersym m etric m odel

bound of

m h0
<
� 130� 150GeV (2)

appliesforsuch non-m inim alextensionsoftheM SSM ,assum ingaperturbativerenor-

m alization group (RGE)evolved grand uni�ed theory (GUT)fram ework.

The couplings of the M SSM Higgs bosons to ferm ions and vector bosons are

generally proportionalto the couplings ofthe SM Higgs boson,with the constant

ofproportionality beingdeterm ined by theangle� (from tan�)and them ixingangle

� between theneutralHiggsstates(� isdeterm ined by m A 0,tan�,m t,m et,and the

am ountofstop m ixing).Thosecouplingsofinterestin thisreportare[7]

�+ �� ;bb tt ZZ;W + W � ZA 0

h0 � sin�=cos� cos�=sin� sin(� � �) cos(� � �)

H 0 cos�=cos� sin�=sin� cos(� � �) � sin(� � �)

A 0 � i
5tan� � i
5=tan� 0 0

(3)
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Figure 1: m h0 versus tan� for m A 0 = 100, 200 and 1000 G eV. Two-

loop/RG E-im proved radiativecorrectionsareincluded,seeRefs.[5,6],tak-

ing m t= 175 G eV ,m et= 1 TeV and neglecting squark m ixing.
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tim esthe Standard-M odelfactorofgm f=(2m W )in the case offerm ions(where m f

is the relevant ferm ion m ass),or gm W ;gm Z=cos�W in the case ofthe W ;Z,and

g(pA � ph)�=2cos�W in thecaseofZA 0,wherepA(ph)istheoutgoing m om entum of

A 0(h0;H 0).
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Figure 2: Contours for the h0 and H 0 m asses in (m A 0;tan�) param eter

space.Resultsincludetwo-loop/RG E-im proved radiative correctionscom -

puted form t= 175G eV,with m et= 1TeV (upperplots)and m et= 500G eV

(lowerplots),neglecting squark m ixing.

An im portantillustrativelim itism A 0
>
� 2m Z,sincethisistypicalofSUSY GUT

m odels [8]. In this lim it, � � � � �=2,mA 0 � mH 0,m h0 approaches its upper

lim itforthe given value oftan�,and the coupling factorsofthe Higgsbosonsare

4



approxim ately

�+ �� ;bb tt ZZ;W + W � ZA 0

h0 1 1 1 0

H 0 tan� � 1=tan� 0 � 1

A 0 � i
5tan� � i
5=tan� 0 0

(4)

tim estheStandard-M odelfactorsasgiven below Eq.(3).Thusatlargem A 0 itisthe

h0 which isSM -like,whiletheH 0,A 0 havesim ilarferm ion couplingsand sm all,zero

(respectively) tree-levelW W ;ZZ couplings. Note thatthe H 0 and A 0 couplingsto

�+ �� and bbareenhanced in the(preferred)tan� > 1 portion ofparam eterspace.

Form A 0
<
� m Z,therolesoftheh0 and H 0 arereversed:in thism assrangetheH 0

becom esroughly SM -like,while the h0 hascouplings(up to a possible overallsign)

roughly likethosegiven forH 0 in Eq.(4).(SeeRefs.[2,9,1]fordetails;Ref.[1]gives

thecorrectionsthatim ply thatthesim plerulesareonly roughly correctafterinclud-

ing radiative corrections.) It is also usefulto recall[7,9]that the ZA 0H 0 (ZA 0h0)

coupling ism axim al(� 0)atlargemA 0,while atsm allm A 0 thereverse istrue.The

following discussionsem phasize thecaseoflargem A 0.

The Higgsboson widthsare crucialparam etersforthe searches and studies. In

particular,weshallseethatthewidthcom paredtotheresolutionin
p
softhem achine

isa crucialissue. W idthsforthe Standard M odelHiggshSM and the three neutral

Higgsbosonsh0,H 0,A 0 oftheM SSM areillustrated in Fig.3;fortheM SSM Higgs

bosons,results at tan� = 2 and 20 are shown. As a function oftan�,the total

width ofh0 isplotted in Fig.4 form h0 = 100,110 and 120 GeV.W e note thatfor

m asses below � 130 GeV,both the hSM and a SM -like h0 have very sm allwidths

(in the few M eV range);we willdiscover that these widths are often sm aller than

the expected resolution in
p
s. At high tan� and large m A 0 � mH 0,the �+ �� ,

�+ �� and bbcouplingsoftheH 0 and A 0 aregreatly enhanced (being proportionalto

tan�).Consequently,�tot
H 0 and �totA 0 aregenerally largecom pared to theexpected

p
s

resolution.

Figure 5 illustrates the hSM branching fractions for the �+ �� ,bb,W W (?) and

ZZ (?) decay m odes.Foran hSM with m hS M
<
� 130 GeV,thebbbranching fraction is

oforder0.8{0.9,im plying thatthiswillbe the m ostusefuldiscovery channel. Once

theW W (?)andZZ (?)m odesturn on(m hS M
>
� 2m W ),thehSM becom esbroadand the

branching fraction B F(hSM ! �+ �� ),which governss-channelproduction,declines
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Figure 3:Totalwidth versusm assofthe SM and M SSM Higgsbosonsfor

m t= 175G eV.In thecaseoftheM SSM ,wehaveplotted resultsfortan� =

2 and 20,taking m et = 1 TeV and including two-loop radiative corrections

following Refs.[5,6]neglecting squark m ixing;SUSY decay channels are

assum ed to beabsent.
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Figure4:�tot
h0

versustan� form h0 = 80,100,110 and 113 G eV,assum ing

m t = 175 G eV. Two-loop/RG E-im proved radiative corrections to Higgs

m asses,m ixing anglesand self-couplingshave been included,taking m et =

1 TeV and neglecting squark m ixing.SUSY decay channelsareassum ed to

beabsent.
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precipitously. Branching fractions for the h0 ofthe M SSM are sim ilar to those of

hSM form hS M
= m h0 when m A 0 islarge. Athigh tan� and large m A 0 � mH 0,the

enhancem entofthe�+ �� ,�+ �� and bbcouplingsim pliesthatthebb,�+ �� and �+ ��

branching fractionsoftheH 0 and A 0 aretheonly im portantones,and arenotunlike

thoseofa lighthSM ,with relativem agnitudesdeterm ined by m 2
b :m

2
� :m

2
�.

Figure5:Branching fractionsfortheStandard M odelhSM .

Finally,itisrelevantto note thatin non-m inim alextensions ofthe M SSM ,pa-

ram eterchoicesare possible such thatthe lightestHiggsboson to which the bound

ofEq.(2)applieshasvery weak coupling to ZZ. Thishasbeen dem onstrated [10]

in the case ofthe m inim alnon-m inim alsupersym m etric m odel(M NM SSM ),which

containsone extra singletHiggsrepresentation,yielding three neutralHiggsbosons

in all. However,forparam eter choices such thatthe lightest Higgs decouples from

ZZ,thereisa strong upperbound on them assoftheleastm assiveHiggsboson with

signi�cantZZ coupling. The proofofthisfactin the M NM SSM case relies on the

observation thatasthelighterHiggsbosonsdecouplefrom ZZ,theupperbound on

8



thenextheaviestHiggsboson m ovesdown.Thisresultm ay generalizeto thecaseof

m oresinglets.

1.2 s-channelH iggs boson physics at �+ �� colliders

Theability ofa new acceleratorto fully exploreEW SB physicsweighsheavily in

itsjusti�cation.Recently,therehasbeen m uch interestin thepossibility ofconstruct-

ing a �+ �� collider[11,12,13,14],and a survey ofthephysicsopportunitiesatsuch a

colliderhasbeen m ade[15].Itiscurrently anticipated thata �+ �� collidercan,ata

m inim um ,achieve the sam e integrated lum inositiesand energiesasan e+ e� collider

[16,17,18]. Further,with adequate detectorsegm entation the extra backgroundsre-

sulting from m uon decayscan betam ed [19].Itthen followsthata�+ �� collidercan

essentially explore allthe sam e physics thatisaccessible atan e+ e� colliderofthe

sam eenergy.In particular,alltheestablished techniquesforprobing EW SB ate+ e�

colliders are applicable at a �+ �� collider. In addition,should one or m ore Higgs

boson(s)(generically denoted by h)with substantial�+ �� coupling(s)exist,a �+ ��

collideropensup theparticularlyinterestingpossibility ofdirects-channel�+ �� ! h

production. The SM Higgs boson,hSM ,is a prototypic exam ple. Directs-channel

hSM production isgreatly enhanced ata �+ �� collidercom pared to an e+ e� collider

becauseitscoupling totheincom ing �+ �� isproportionalto thelepton m ass.Quan-

titative studies ofs-channelHiggsproduction have been presented in Refs.[15,20].

W ith the m achine energy setto the Higgsm ass(
p
s = m h)the �+ �� ! hSM rate

issu�ciently large to allow detection ofthe h SM ,provided thatm hS M
<
� 2m W (the

so-called interm ediate Higgsm ass region). In addition,allthe Higgsbosonsofthe

m inim alsupersym m etric m odel(M SSM )are produced in su�cientabundance in s-

channel�+ �� collisions to allow their detection for m ost ofthe m odelparam eter

space.

In thepresentreport,weexpand on theseresultsand providethedocum entation

underlyingthediscussion ofRef.[20]on precision studiesofboth theSM hSM and the

M SSM Higgsbosons.W e�nd thatthebasicpropertiesofthehSM can bedeterm ined

with rem arkable accuracy in �+ �� s-channelproduction,and thatthe propertiesof

M SSM Higgsbosonscan bedetailed overa largerfraction ofm odelparam eterspace

than at any other proposed accelerator. One particularly im portant conclusion is

thats-channelHiggsproduction ata �+ �� colliderofappropriatedesign hasgreater

9



potentialfordistinguishing between alightSM hSM and theSM -likeh0 oftheM SSM

than otherprocesses/m achines.Thetechniquesand strategiesforattainingtheabove

results,and theassociated requirem entsforthem achine and detector,arediscussed

atlength.

Two possible�+ �� m achinesarebeing actively studied [12,13,14]:

� A �rst m uon collider (FM C,for short) with low c.m .energy (
p
s) between

100 and 500 GeV and L � 2� 1033cm � 2s� 1 delivering an annualintegrated

integrated lum inosity L � 20 fb� 1.

� A next m uon collider (NM C) with high
p
s >� 4 TeV and L � 1035cm � 2s� 1

giving L � 1000 fb� 1 yearly;theextentto which such a m achine could be run

athigh lum inosity for
p
svaluesstartingat500GeV rem ainstobedeterm ined.

One ofour goals willbe to quantify the am ount ofintegrated lum inosity that is

required to detect and study the variousHiggs bosons via s-channelproduction as

theHiggsm assisvaried.Fors-channelstudyofaSM -likeHiggsboson,onlythelower

energy m achineisrelevantbecauseaSM -likeHiggscan only bedetected in s-channel

collisions ifithasm ass <� 2m W ,given the anticipated lum inosity. However,higher
p
s willbe im portant ifthe M SSM is the correct theory. The expected lum inosity

willallow detection and study ofthe heavier M SSM Higgsbosons(the CP-odd A 0

and the CP-even H 0)via s-channelproduction atthe FM C form A 0;m H 0 up to the

m axim al
p
s. Ifthe NM C can be run with high lum inosity at

p
s valuesstarting at

the m axim alFM C energy (� 500 GeV)and above,then the ability to discover the

A 0 and H 0 via s-channelproduction would extend to correspondingly higherm asses.

Fors-channelHiggsstudies,itwillbeim portantto deliverthem axim um possible

lum inosity atc.m .energieswhereHiggsbosonsareeitherexpected orobserved.For-

tunately,thisshould be possible forthe proposed FM C designsdue to the factthat

the �nalm uon storage ring(s)would com prise a m odestfraction ofthe overallcost

[21].(Them ostcostly com ponentofa m uon collideristhem uon source| decaysof

pionsproduced by proton collisions.) Itisthusenvisioned thatm ultiplestoragerings

could eventually be tailor-m ade forc.m .energies spanning the desired range. This

approach could presum ably also be used to allow the high energy NM C to run with

high lum inosity at
p
s valuesstarting at� 500 GeV,wheretheFM C leaveso�.

A crucialm achine param eterfors-channelstudiesofHiggsbosonsisthe energy

resolution ofthe colliding beam s. A Gaussian shape for the energy spectrum of

10



each beam isexpected to bea good approxim ation,with an rm sdeviation,R,m ost

naturally in therange[22]

R = 0:04% to 0:08%

which could bedecreased to aslow as

R = 0:01%

via additionalcooling.Excellentenergy resolution ism andatory to detectand study

a Higgsboson with a very narrow width,which isthecaseforthehSM with m hS M
<
�

2m W and the lightestM SSM Higgsboson. The large value ofthe m uon m asscom -

pared to the electron m ass m akes possible the required energy resolution in three

ways:

i) itispossible(albeit,probably expensive)to achieve R = 0:01% ;

ii) brem sstrahlung sm earing, while non-negligible,leaves a large portion ofthe

narrow centralGaussian beam energy peak intact.

iii) designswith sm allbeam strahlung arenaturally achieved;

Henceforth,we neglectbeam strahlung since quantitative calculationsofthisareun-

available.

Therm sspread in
p
s(denoted by �p

s
)priortoincludingbrem sstrahlung isgiven

by

�p
s
= R

p
s=
p
2; (5)

where R istheresolution in theenergy ofeach beam .A convenientform ula for�p
s

is

�p
s
= (7 M eV)

�
R

0:01%

�  p
s

100 GeV

!

: (6)

The criticalissue is how this resolution com pares to the calculated totalwidths of

Higgs bosons when
p
s = m h. For R <

� 0:01% ,the energy resolution in Eq.(6)is

sm allerthan the Higgswidthsin Fig.3 forallbuta lightSM -like Higgs. W e shall

dem onstrate thatthe sm allestpossible R allowsthe bestm easurem ent ofa narrow

Higgswidth,and thatthetotallum inosity required fordiscovery by energy scanning

when �toth
<
� �p

s
is m inim ized by em ploying the sm allest possible R. For a Higgs

boson with width larger than �p
s
, results from a �ne scan with sm allR can be

11
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Figure 6:s-channeldiagram forproduction ofa Higgsboson.

com bined without any increase in the lum inosity required for discovery and width

m easurem ent.

TheFeynm an diagram fors-channelHiggsproduction isillustrated in Fig.6.The

s-channelHiggsresonancecrosssection is

�h(
p
ŝ)=

4��(h ! ��)�(h ! X )

(̂s� m2h)
2 + m 2

h[�
tot
h ]2

; (7)

where ŝ = (p�+ + p�� )2 is the c.m .energy squared ofa given �+ �� annihilation,

X denotesa �nalstate and �tot
h isthetotalwidth.� The sharpnessofthe resonance

peak isdeterm ined by �toth .Neglecting brem sstrahlung forthem om ent,thee�ective

signalcrosssection isobtained by convoluting �h(̂s)with the Gaussian distribution

in
p
ŝ centered at

p
ŝ=

p
s:

�h(
p
s)=

Z

�h(
p
ŝ)

exp
h

� (
p
ŝ�

p
s)2

.

(2�2p
s
)
i

p
2��p

s

d
p
ŝ : (8)

Figure7 illustratesthee�ective crosssection,�h(
p
s),asa function of

p
s form h =

110 GeV and beam energy resolutions ofR = 0:01% ,R = 0:06% ,and R = 0:1% .
�E� ectsarising from im plem enting an energy-dependentgeneralization ofthemh�

tot

h
denom ina-

torcom ponentofthissim pleresonanceform areofnegligibleim portanceforourstudies,especially

fora Higgsboson with �tot
h

� m h.
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Resultsaregiven forthecases:hSM ,h0 with tan� = 10,and h0 with tan� = 20.All

channelsX aresum m ed over.

Figure7:Thee�ectivecrosssection,�h,obtained afterconvoluting �h with

the G aussian distributions for R = 0:01% ,R = 0:06% ,and R = 0:1% ,is

plotted asa function of
p
s taking m h = 110 G eV. Results are displayed

in the cases: hSM ,h0 with tan� = 10,and h0 with tan� = 20. In the

M SSM h0 cases,two-loop/RG E-im proved radiative corrections have been

included forHiggsm asses,m ixingangles,and self-couplingsassum ingm et=

1 TeV and neglecting squark m ixing.Thee�ectsofbrem sstrahlungarenot

included in this�gure.

In thecasewheretheHiggswidth ism uch sm allerthan theGaussian width �p
s
,

thee�ective signalcrosssection resultfor
p
s= m h,denoted by �h,is

�h =
2�2�(h ! ��)B F(h ! X )

m 2
h

�
1

�p
s

p
2�

(�toth � �p
s
): (9)

Henceforth,weadopttheshorthand notation

G(X )= �(H ! ��)B F(h ! X ) (10)

13



forthenum eratorofEq.(9).Theincreaseof�h(
p
s= m h)with decreasing �p s when

�toth � �p
s
isapparentfrom the hSM curvesofFig.7. In the otherextrem e where

theHiggswidth ism uch broaderthan �p
s
,then at

p
s= m h weobtain

�h =
4�B F(h ! ��)B F(h ! X )

m 2
h

(�toth � �p
s
): (11)

Notethatthisequation im pliesthatifthereisalargecontribution totheHiggswidth

from som e channelotherthan ��,we willgeta correspondingly sm allertotalevent

rate due to the sm allsize ofB F(h ! ��). That �h(
p
s = m h) is independent of

the value of�p
s
when �toth � �p

s
isillustrated by the tan� = 20 curvesforthe h0

in Fig.7. Raw signalrates(i.e.before applying cutsand including othere�ciency

factors)arecom puted by m ultiplying �h by thetotalintegrated lum inosity L.

The basic results of Eqs. (9) and (11) are m odi�ed by the e�ects of photon

brem sstrahlung from the colliding m uon beam s. In the case ofa narrow Higgsbo-

son,the prim ary m odi�cation for
p
s = m h is due to the fact that not allofthe

integrated lum inosity rem ains in the centralGaussian peak. These m odi�cations

are discussed in Appendix A;to a good approxim ation,the resulting signalrate is

obtained by m ultiplying �h ofEq.(9)by the totallum inosity L tim es the fraction

f ofthe peak lum inosity in the Gaussian afterincluding brem sstrahlung relative to

thatbefore (typically f � 0:6). Fora broad Higgsresonance,the lowerenergy tail

in the lum inosity distribution due to brem sstrahlung m akes som e contribution as

well.In theresultsto follow,weavoid any approxim ation and num erically convolute

the fulle�ective lum inosity distribution (including brem sstrahlung) with the Higgs

crosssection ofEq.(7).In perform ing thisconvolution,werequirethatthee�ective

�+ �� c.m .energy be within 10 GeV ofthe nom inalvalue. Such a requirem entcan

beim plem ented by reconstructing them assofthe�nalstateasseen in thedetector;

planned detectorswould havethenecessary resolution toim posetheabovefairlyloose

lim it. Thisinvariantm assselection isim posed in orderto reduce continuum (non-

resonant)backgroundsthatwould otherwise accum ulate from the entire low-energy

brem sstrahlung tailofthelum inosity distribution.

As is apparent from Fig.7,discovery and study ofa Higgs boson with a very

narrow width atthe�+ �� colliderwillrequirethatthem achineenergy
p
sbewithin

�p
s
ofm h. The am ountofscanning required to �nd the correct

p
s depends upon

R.From Fig.7 itisapparentthatthe largerR is,the lessthe accuracy with which

the m achine energy needsto be setateach scan pointand the fewerthe num berof
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scan pointsneeded. But,sm allR results in m uch greaterevent rate for
p
s ’ m h.

If
p
s can be rapidly changed with an accuracy thatisa sm allfraction ofR,then we

shall�nd thatsm allerR im pliesthatlesstotaltim e(and,hence,lum inosity)willbe

required for the scan. Further,we �nd that R � 0:01% and the ability to set
p
s

with an accuracy oforder 1 part in 106 are both required ifwe are to be able to

m easuretheHiggswidth with su�cientprecision todistinguish between theSM h SM

and theM SSM h0 when thelatterisSM -like.Thus,fora �+ �� colliderto reach its

fullpotential,itshould be designed so thatR � 0:01% and so thatitispossible to

vary
p
s rapidly and with greatprecision. These are notinsurm ountable tasks[21],

butcarefulplanning iscertainly required. ForHiggsbosonswith a large width,the

design dem andsupon the�+ �� colliderareclearly less.

Due to the brem sstrahlung tail,it is also possible to search for a Higgs boson

by running the �+ �� collideratan energy wellabove the m assofthe Higgsboson

itself. In som e collisions,one (or both) ofthe m uons willhave radiated enough of

its initialenergy that the e�ective
p
ŝ ofthe collision is m uch lower than

p
s. In

this circum stance,detection ofthe Higgs boson requires reconstruction with good

resolution ofthe e�ective
p
ŝ ofeach collision from the �nalstate m om enta. Fora

�nalstatem assbin centered at
p
ŝ= m h,ifdL=d

p
ŝisslowly varying in thevicinity

of
p
ŝ = m h over an intervalseveraltim es the Higgs totalwidth �toth ,the e�ective

crosssection is

�h =
2�2�(h ! ��)B F(h ! X )

m 2
h

�
dL

d
p
ŝ

�
�
�
�
�p

ŝ= m h

: (12)

In exploring the possible utility ofthis brem sstrahlung tailforHiggs detection,we

have perform ed ourexplicitcalculationsusing the spectrum obtained forR = 0:1% .

However,we note thatthe brem sstrahlung tailwellaway from the centralGaussian

peak isessentially independentofthebeam energy resolution R.Ifa m assresolution

inthe�nalstateof� 5GeV ispossibleinthebb�nalstate,theneven whenrunningthe

FM C atfullnom inalenergyof
p
s= 500GeV we�nd thatitwillbepossibletodetect

aHiggsbosonwith m h in abroadrangebelow
p
s(butnotnearm Z)provided thatthe

h ! �+ �� coupling issigni�cantly enhanced with respectto the SM hSM ! �+ ��

coupling. The totalintegrated lum inosity required for Higgs discovery using the

brem sstrahlung tailwillbecom pared to thatneeded fordiscovery by scanning using

a largenum berof
p
s m achineenergy settings.

Highly polarized beam sm ay be possible since the m uonsarenaturally polarized
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from �� (K � )decaysin theparentrest-fram e.However,thelum inosity forpolarized

beam sm ay besigni�cantly reduced during thecooling and acceleration process.Ifa

degreeofpolarization P ispossible forboth beam s,then,relativeto theunpolarized

case,the s-channelHiggssignalisenhanced by the factor(1+ P 2)while the back-

ground issuppressed by (1� P2).High polarization P ofboth beam swould beuseful

ifthelum inosity reduction islessthan a factorof(1+ P 2)2=(1� P2),i.e.thefactor

which would leave the signi�cance ofthe signalunchanged. Forexam ple,P = 0:84

would com pensatea factorof10 reduction in lum inosity [23].W em ainly presentour

resultswithoutassum inghigh polarization beam s,butwecom m enton im provem ents

with beam polarization.

W ith thisintroduction,we now proceed with a detailed description ofthe capa-

bility ofa �+ �� colliderto detectand study di�erenttypesofHiggsbosons.In the

nextsection,webegin with SM -likeHiggsbosons.Thefollowing section exploresthe

non-SM -likeHiggsbosonsoftheM SSM .The�nalsection givesourconclusions.

2 A SM -like H iggs boson

W e�rstreview theprospectsfordiscovering and studying a SM -likeHiggsboson

without s-channelproduction at a �+ �� collider. W e then turn to the role ofs-

channel�+ �� ! h production,em phasizing theprospectsforprecision studiesofthe

Higgsm assand width.

2.1 D iscovery and study w ithout s-channelproduction

NeutralHiggsbosonsthatarecoupled to ZZ with roughly SM -like strength can

be discovered via Z ? ! Zh production for m h
<
� 0:7

p
s at either an e+ e� collider

ora �+ �� collider[24].Thisdiscovery reach appliesto both the hSM and to the h0

ofthe M SSM in the large-m A 0 portion ofparam eterspace where itisSM -like in its

couplings. The stringent upper bound on m h0,Eq.(1),in the M SSM im plies that

even a
p
s= 300 GeV m achineisguaranteed to �nd theh0 ifitexists.

As described in the Introduction,we can also consider adding extra singlets to

theM SSM two-doubletHiggssector.In theM NM SSM m odel,containing onesinglet

Higgs �eld,we noted thateven ifthe lightest Higgs boson has sm allZZ coupling,

there is always a CP-even Higgs boson with substantialZZ coupling and m odest
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m ass. Refs.[10]dem onstrate thatatleast one ofthe CP-even Higgsbosonsofthe

M NM SSM m odelwillbe detected in the Zh m ode at a m achine with c.m .energy
p
s= 500 GeV.Since itappearsthatthisresultm ay generalize to the case ofm ore

than oneadditionalsinglet,weregard itasrelatively certain thatanysupersym m etric

theory in theSUSY GUT contextwillcontain atleastoneCP-even Higgsboson that

willbe discovered in the Zh m ode ata m achine with
p
s = 500 GeV,and itsm ass

willbein theinterm ediatem assrange(<� 2m W ).

Assum ing thata SM -like h isdiscovered in theZh m ode,an im portantquestion

fors-channelproduction and study ofthe h in �+ �� collisionsisthe accuracy with

which itsm asscan bem easured �aprioriviaZh production.Thebetterthisaccuracy,

theeasieritwillbetoset
p
softhe�+ �� collidertoavaluecentered on m h within the

rm sspread �p
s
.Anothercriticalquestion bearingon theim portanceofthes-channel

�+ �� ! h production m ode is whether the Zh m ode is usefulform easurem ent of

theh width.W e�nd thatitisnot.

Generally speaking,theaccuracy oftheHiggsboson m assm easurem entsdepends

on thedetectorperform anceand thesignalstatistics.Asageneralguide,weconsider

two exam ples forthe uncertainty on m h in the m ass range m h < 2m W (i.e.below

whereW -pairdecaysbecom eim portant)

�m h ’ 4:0 GeV=
p
N (SLD); (13)

’ 0:3 GeV=
p
N (super� LC): (14)

whereournotation willalwaysbethat�X representstheabsolutem agnitudeofthe

1� erroron thequantity X ;thatisthe1� lim itson X areX � �X .Equation (13)

resultsforperform ance typi�ed by the SLD detector[25],where 4 GeV isthesingle

eventresolution and N isthenum berofeventsin theZ(! qq)h(! bb),Z(! qq)h(!

��),plus Z(! ‘+ ‘� )h(! any) m odes. For a SM -like Higgs,these m odes have an

e�ective�nalstatebranching fraction thatvariesbetween about70% and 50% asm h

variesfrom low m assesup to 140 GeV.W eplot�m h in Fig.8 according to Eqs.(13)

and (14),with N = �L�(Zh)B F(e�ective),assum ing detection e�cienciesof� = 0:9

[� = 0:5]forthe Z(! ‘+ ‘� )h(! any)[Z(! qq)h(! bb),Z(! qq)h(! ��)]m odes

and assum ing a �xed
p
s = 500 GeV. For SLD detector perform ance,results for

lum inositiesofL = 1,10,and 50 fb� 1 areshown;with theseintegrated lum inosities,

m h (form h
<
� 150 GeV)willbe determ ined to an accuracy ofatleast1.4,0.5,0.21

GeV (respectively).
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Figure 8: The uncertainty �m h in the determ ination of m h for a SM -

like Higgs boson using Zh production and a � 4 G eV single event m ass

resolution,as foran SLD-type detector,and for a � 0:3 G eV single event

m ass resolution in the Z(! ‘+ ‘� )h(! any) m ode,as for the super-LC

detector.
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Equation (14) is applicable for a \super" perform ance Linear Collider detec-

tor (hereafter referred to as the super-LC detector) [26,27],the specialfeatures of

which include excellent m om entum resolutions and high b-tagging e�ciency. For

this detector, the best determ ination of m hS M
is obtained by exam ining the re-

coil m ass peak in ZhSM production. For Z ! ‘+ ‘� events, the resolution for

the recoilm ass is expected to be oforder 0:3 GeV per event. A m easurem ent of

m hS M
to � 0:3 GeV=

p
N � � 20 M eV would be possible formhS M <

� 140 GeV and

L = 50 fb� 1,asillustrated in Fig.8,assum ing detection e�ciency of� = 0:9 forthe

Z(! ‘+ ‘� )h(! any)m ode. The totalwidth �tothS M
could also be m easured down to

� 200 M eV using theZhSM recoilm assdistribution.However,thislattersensitivity

isnotlikely to beusefulsince�hS M <
� 10 M eV form hS M

<
� 140 GeV (seeFig.3).

Itcould happen thatthereisnoe+ e� collideratthetim ethe�+ �� colliderisbuilt

butthattheLHC hasbeen operationalforseveralyears.Oneoftheprim ary m odes

fordiscovery ofaSM -likeHiggsboson attheLHC isthe

 m ode.Sim ulationsby the

LHC collaborationsindicate thatthism ode isdetectable for50 <� m h
<
� 150 GeV.

For m h
>
� 130 GeV,discovery willbe possible in the 4‘ m ode. Both m odes,but

especially the 

 m ode,o�erthe possibility ofa very accurate determ ination ofthe

Higgsm ass.Resolution willbe1% orbetterin the

 m ode,and probably notm uch

worse than 1% in the 4‘ m ode. Thus,even in the absence ofan e+ e� collider,the

LHC can reasonably beexpected to provide uswith a <� 1% determ ination ofm h in

them assregion wheretheHiggstotalwidth issm all.

2.2 s-channelproduction ofa SM -like h

OnceaSM -likeHiggsboson isfound in theZh m odeateitheran e+ e� collideror

the�+ �� collideritself,y orattheLHC,itwillgenerally beeasy to also produceand

detectitviadirects-channelproduction ata�+ �� collider[20]ifm h
<
� 2m W .Should

therebeno e+ e� colliderin operation,an im portantquestion ata �+ �� colliderwill

then be whether to concentrate subsequent running on s-channelproduction oron

Zh production, as the best m eans for studying the properties ofthe h in detail.

Generally speaking,thesetwodi�erentprocessesprovidecom plem entary inform ation

and itwould bevery valuabletoaccum ulatesubstantialintegrated lum inosity in both
y W hile discovery at a �+ �� collider is also possible by scanning in s,the Zh m ode is m ore

lum inosity e� cientfordiscovery.
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m odes.

Thepotentialim portanceofs-channelproduction ofa SM -likeh isillustrated by

two factspertaining to distinguishing between theM SSM h0 and theSM hSM .

(1) Expected experim entalerrors im ply that the ability to discrim inate between

the SM hSM and the M SSM h0 on the basis ofthe branching fractions and

production rates that can be m easured in the Zh channelis lim ited to m A 0

valuesbelow about300 GeV [1].

(2) Both the totalwidth and the production rate (proportionalto �(h ! �+ �� ))

ofa SM -like h could be m easured ata m uon collider with su�cient accuracy

so asto distinguish the h0 from the hSM in the large-m A 0 region 300 GeV <
�

m A
<
� 600 GeV wheretheh0 isapproxim ately SM -like.

A quantitative discussion ofthe M SSM param eterspace region forwhich devia-

tionsofthe totalwidth and production rate from SM expectations are m easurable

willbegiven later.Fornow we em phasize that(2)requirestheexcellentR = 0:01%

beam energy resolution.

2.2.1 C hoosing the right
p
s

Our proposed strategy is to �rst discover the SM -like h via ‘+ ‘� ! Zh or in

hadron collisionsin orderto determ ine the
p
s region in which �+ �� ! h s-channel

production should be explored. If�toth is sm aller than the rm s spread �p
s
in

p
s

(as is the case for the SM when m hS M
<
� 140 GeV),then to obtain the m axim um

�+ �� ! h production rateitisnecessary to set
p
s equalto m h within <� �p

s
.The

ability to do thisisassessed by com paring the errorson m h from Zh production to

both the
p
s spread �p

s
ata �+ �� colliderand to �toth . Asan illustration,consider

h = hSM . W ith the super-LC L = 50 fb� 1 determ ination ofm hS M
to � 20 M eV,

�p
s
forR = 0:01% willbe atworsta factorof2 or3 sm allerthan the uncertainty

in m hS M
and only two orthree trieswillbe needed to setthe �+ �� colliderenergy

to a value equalto m hS M
within the rm s spread in

p
s. Ifthe SLD L = 50 fb� 1

determ ination ofm hS M
to210M eV isallthatisavailable,then form hS M

<
� 2m W two

orthree trieswould be adequate to set
p
s ’ m hS M

within �p
s
only ifR = 0:06% .

The num ber ofsettings required in the case ofR = 0:01% would be a factor of6

larger.Ifonly SLD perform anceand L = 1 fb� 1 isavailablein theZhSM m ode,orif
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only a � 1% determ ination ofmhS M from theLHC isprovided,both ofwhich im ply

errorson m hS M
thatare>� 1 GeV,then even with R = 0:06% onem ustscan over10

to 20
p
s valuesto determ inethecentral

p
s’ m hS M

valuewithin therm s
p
s error,

�p
s
.Later,wewillcom putetheam ountoflum inosity thatm ustbeinvested ateach

p
s= m h choicein orderto detecta SM -likeHiggssignal.

In contrastto the above narrow width situation,form hS M
>
� 200 GeV one �nds

�tothS M
>
� �p

s
forR � 0:06% .Then,even ifmhS M isonly known towithin �tothS M

,wecan

im m ediately set
p
sforthe�+ �� collidertobewithin theHiggspeak.Unfortunately,

we�nd thattheeventratein s-channelcollisionsistoo low to allow detection ofthe

hSM in thiscase. Thissituation doesnotarise in the case ofthe h0 ofthe M SSM ,

which isguaranteed to havem h0
<
� 130 GeV.

2.2.2 D etecting a SM -like h in the s-channel

The e�ective crosssection,�hS M
(
p
s= m hS M

)forinclusive SM Higgsproduction

is given in Fig.9 versus
p
s = m hS M

for resolutions ofR = 0:01% ,0.06% ,0.1%

and 0.6% .These resultsinclude Gaussian and brem sstrahlung sm earing e�ects.For

com parison,the �+ �� ! Z ? ! ZhSM crosssection isalso shown,evaluated atthe

energy
p
s= m Z +

p
2m hS M

forwhich itisa m axim um .Thes-channel�+ �� ! hSM

crosssectionsforsm allR and m hS M
<
� 2m W arem uch largerthan thecorresponding

ZhSM cross section. The increase in the �+ �� ! hSM cross section thatresults if

brem sstrahlung sm earing is rem oved is illustrated in the m ost sensitive case (R =

0:01% ).

For a SM -like Higgs boson,the only potentially useful�nalstate m odes X are

bb,W W (?) and ZZ (?),where the (?) indicatesthe possibility thatthe weak boson is

virtual.Thettchanneldoesnotgivea viablesignalfortherangeoflum inosity that

we consider.Allthese channelshave irreducible backgroundsfrom �+ �� continuum

production processes.W enotethat

(a) Thelight-quark backgroundsto thebbchannelcan berejected using b-tagging.

W e assum e a 50% e�ciency forisolating the 2b�nalstate (via tagging one of

theb’s);thise�ciency isto includecutsand detectore�ciencies.

(b) Fortheb�b�nalstate,wehavechecked thatinterference between thes-channel

signaland the backgroundsisneverofim portance. Thisisbecause the Higgs

signalcontributesto RR and LL helicity am plitudesforthe incom ing m uons,
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Figure 9: Crosssectionsversusm hS M
forinclusive SM Higgsproduction:

(i)the s-channel�h for�+ �� ! hSM with R = 0:01% ,0.06% ,0.1% and

0.6% ,and (ii)�(� + �� ! ZhSM )at
p
s = m Z +

p
2m hS M

. Also shown is

theresultforR = 0:01% ifbrem sstrahlung e�ectsare notincluded.
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whereasthe backgroundscom e alm ostentirely from RL and LR helicity com -

binations(theRR and LL background contributionsaresuppressed by afactor

ofm �=E attheam plitudelevel).

(c) FortheW W (?) and ZZ (?) �nalstatestheusefulchannelsdepend upon whether

ornottheW (?) orZ (?) isvirtual.W eshall�nd thatdiscovery in thesechannels

is only possible for m h
<
� 2m W ,in which case the �nalstates ofinterest are

W W ? ! ‘�2jwith B Fe�W W � 0:3 and ZZ? ! 2‘2j;2�2j;4‘;2‘2� with B Fe�Z Z �

0:42,4j�nalstateshavingtoolargeaQCD backgroundandm assreconstruction

oftherealW orZ being im possiblein the2‘2� or4� �nalstates,respectively.

(Here,we consider only ‘ = e or �.) In our analysis,we assum e an overall

e�ciency of50% for isolating these channels. For the ZZ ?,a cut requiring

thatM ? (the invariantm ass ofthe virtualZ ?)be greaterthan a given value

M ?m in is im posed. Fulldetails regarding our procedures in the W W (?) and

ZZ (?) channelsarepresented in Appendix B.

The hSM signaland background cross sections,��B F(X ),forX = bb,and the

above W W (?) and ZZ (?) �nalstates are presented in Fig.10 (including a channel-

isolation e�ciency of� = 0:5) as a function ofm hS M
for SM Higgs s-channelpro-

duction with resolution R = 0:01% and R = 0:06% . Forboth resolutions,we also

plot the lum inosity required fora S=
p
B = 5� signalin the bb,W W (?) and ZZ (?)

channels.In thecaseoftheW W (?) �nalstate,wegiveeventratesonly forthem ixed

leptonic/hadronic�nalstatem odes;in thecaseoftheZZ (?) �nalstateweincludethe

m ixed hadronic/leptonicand (visible)purely leptonic�nalstatem odeslisted earlier.

From Fig.10 weseethat:

� R = 0:01% ,L = 0:1 fb� 1 would yield a detectable s-channelHiggssignalfor

allm hS M
valuesbetween thecurrentLEP Ilim itof63 GeV and 2m W exceptin

theregion oftheZ peak;a lum inosity L � 1 fb� 1 at
p
s= m hS M

isneeded for

m hS M
� mZ.

� ForR = 0:06% ,5� signalstypically require about20{30 tim esthe lum inosity

needed forR = 0:01% ;L = 30fb� 1 would berequired fora5� signalifm hS M
�

m Z.

Thisarguesfora �+ �� colliderdesign with R nearthe0:01% level.A search forthe

hSM (or any Higgs with width sm aller than the achievable resolution) by scanning
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Figure 10: The (a) hSM signal and (b) background cross sections,

��B F (X ),for X = bb,and useful(reconstructable,non-4j) W W (?) and

ZZ (?)�nalstates(includingachannel-isolation e�ciency of�= 0:5)versus

m hS M
forSM Higgss-channelproduction.Also shown:(c)thecorrespond-

ing lum inosity required fora S=
p
B = 5 standard deviationssignalin each

ofthe threechannels.ResultsforR = 0:01% and R = 0:06% are given.
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would bem oste�cientforthesm allestpossible R.Fora speci�c illustration,letus

considerm hS M
� 110 GeV and assum ethatjustL = 1 fb� 1 hasbeen accum ulated in

theZhSM m ode(ateitheran e+ e� collideroratthe�+ �� collideritself).Fig.8shows

thattheerrorin thedeterm ination ofm hS M
willbeoforder� 0:8 GeV (assum ing an

SLD-typedetector).How m uch lum inosity willberequired toobservethehSM in the

s-channelby zeroing in on m hS M
within therm sresolution �p

s
? Thenum berofscan

points required to cover the 1:6 GeV m ass zone atintervals of�p
s
,the lum inosity

required to observe (or exclude) the Higgs at each point,and the totallum inosity

required to zero-in on theHiggsusing thescan isgiven in Eq.(15),forresolutionsof

R = 0:01% and 0:06% .

R �p
s

# points L=point Ltot

0:01% 7 M eV 230 0:01 fb� 1 2:3 fb� 1

0:06% 45 M eV 34 0:3 fb� 1 10:2 fb� 1
(15)

M ore generally,the L required at each scan point decreases as (roughly) R 1:7,

whereas the num ber of scan points only grows like 1=R, im plying that the total

L required for the scan decreases as � R0:7. Thus, the �+ �� collider should be

constructed with the sm allestpossible R value.(Notethatifthe Higgsresonance is

broad,using sm allR,although notnecessary,isnotharm fulsince the data from a

�ne scan can be rebinned to testforitspresence.) In the case ofa narrow Higgs,a

by-productofthe above zeroing-in scan willbe to ascertain ifthe Higgswidth isin

the<� �p
s
range.However,thelargenum berof

p
ssettingsrequired when conducting

a scan with sm allR im pliesthatitm ustbe possible to quickly and precisely adjust

theenergy ofthe�+ �� collider.Forexam ple,ifthem achinecan deliver50 fb� 1 per

yearand R = 0:01% ,so thatonly L � 0:01 fb� 1 should bedevoted to each point,we

m ustbeableto step them achineenergy in unitsof� 7 M eV onceevery hourorso.

Letuscom paretheaboveprocedure,wheretheZh m odeatlow lum inosity isused

to �nd theSM -like h and then s-channelcollisionsareused to zero-in on m h,to the

possibility ofsearching directly forthe h by s-channelscanning withoutthe bene�t

ofZh data.Thelatterwould beapossiblealternativeifthe�+ �� colliderweretobe

builtbeforethelightHiggsboson isobserved ateithertheLHC oran e+ e� collider.

Thequestion iswhetheritism ostusefulto em ploy theZh m odeordirects-channel

production forinitialdiscovery.W eshallsupposethatprecision radiativecorrections

pin down them assoftheSM -likeHiggsboson toa20GeV interval,although thism ay
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be way too optim istic. Letus again focuson m h = 110 GeV.The num ber ofscan

points required to cover the 20 GeV m ass zone at intervals of�p
s
,the lum inosity

required to observe (or exclude) the Higgs at each point,and the totallum inosity

required to zero-in on theHiggsusing thescan isgiven in Eq.(16),forresolutionsof

R = 0:01% and 0:06% .

R �p
s

# points L=point Ltot

0:01% 7 M eV 2857 0:01 fb� 1 29 fb� 1

0:06% 45 M eV 426 0:3 fb� 1 128 fb� 1
(16)

Thus,m uch greaterlum inosity would berequired (notto m ention the m uch greater

dem andsupon the m achine forperform ing e�ciently such a broad scan)than ifthe

Zh m odeisem ployed fortheinitialh discovery.Notethatitisnotusefulto expend

m ore than L � 1 fb� 1 in the Zh m ode sim ply to pin down the m ass; however,

precision studies with L = 50 fb� 1 in this m ode would be usefulfor determ ining

�(Zh)� B F(h ! X )forvariousdi�erent�nalstates,X [1].

Form hS M
above 2m W ,�tothS M

risesdram atically,B F(hSM ! �+ �� )fallsrapidly

and,thus[seeEq.(11)and Fig.9],�h declinesprecipitously.Even aftercom biningall

channels,thelum inosity requirem entsin thedouble-on-shellW W and ZZ �nalstates

aresuch thatHiggsdetection in s-channelproduction willbedi�cult.How severe a

drawback isthis? Oneoftheuniqueand m ostim portantfeaturesofs-channelHiggs

production isthe ability to scan with su�cientstatisticsto determ ine the width of

a narrow Higgs boson. In the case ofthe hSM ,only below W W threshold is the

Higgs so narrow that this is the only possible m easurem ent technique. The hSM

can bedetected straightforwardly in thestandard ZhSM m odeand,atthesuper-LC

detector,itswidth can bem easured down to 0:2GeV via therecoilm assspectrum in

ZhSM eventswith Z ! ‘+ ‘� . Since �tothS M
>
� 0:2 GeV form hS M

>
� 2m W ,thisZhSM

technique becom esviablejustass-channeldetection becom esdi�cult.W ithoutthe

super-LC detectorthere could,however,be a gap between the m hS M
<
� 2m W region

where s-channelm easurem ent of�tothS M
willbe possible at a m uon collider and the

region m hS M
>
� 200 GeV where �tothS M

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

m easurable ata lineare+ e� collider.Thehigh resolution forlepton m om enta ofthe

super-LC detectorcould thusprove criticalin avoiding a gap in the region between

about150 GeV and 200 GeV where �tothS M
m easurem entm ightnotbe possible using

eithers-channelscanning ortheZhSM m ode.
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Them ostim portantconclusionsofthissubsection aretwo:

(1) Excellentbeam energy resolution isabsolutely criticalto guaranteeing success

in detecting a SM -like h in �+ �� ! h s-channelcollisions and to ourability

to perform detailed studiesonce the Higgsboson m assisknown. Every e�ort

should therefore be m ade to achieve excellent resolution. (It is only ifm h >

2m W wheretheSM -likeHiggsboson beginstobecom ebroad thattheadvantage

ofhaving sm allR declines.But,forsuch m assess-channeldiscovery oftheSM

Higgswillbevery di�cultin any case,aswehavediscussed.)

(2) The scanning required when R issm allim pliesthatthe m achine design m ust

besuch that
p
scan bequickly resetwith a precision thatisa sm allfraction of

�p
s
.

2.3 Precision m easurem ents: m h and �tot

h

Once the m achine is set to the centralvalue of
p
s = m h,one can proceed to

precisely m easure the m assm h and the totalwidth �toth . A precision determ ination

ofthe totalwidth �toth isofparticularinterestto di�erentiate between the hSM and

the h0 ofthe M SSM .Knowledge ofthe totalwidth willalso allow extraction ofthe

partialwidth (and associated Higgs couplings) for any channelin which the Higgs

can beobserved.

A precise m easurem entoftheHiggsm assispossiblevia s-channelcollisions.W e

initially focusourdiscussion on m hS M
<
� 2m W ,forwhich �tothS M

isquite likely to be

sm aller,perhaps m uch sm aller,than the rm s
p
s resolution,�p

s
. Despite this,a

highly accurate determ ination ofm hS M
isstillpossible via a straightforward scan in

thevicinity of
p
s= m hS M

.In Fig.11 we illustrate sam ple data points(statistically


uctuated)in the case ofm hS M
= 110 GeV,assum ing L = 0:5 fb� 1 isaccum ulated

ateach
p
s setting. A resolution ofR = 0:01% isassum ed. The solid curve is the

theoreticalprediction.A visualinspection revealsthatm hS M
can bepinned down to

within about4 M eV using seven scan pointscentered around
p
s= m hS M

(involving

a com bined lum inosity of3:5 fb� 1).Using som ewhatm oresophisticated techniques,

to be described shortly,we will�nd thatwith thissam e totallum inosity we can do

better.Theselattertechniquesarethoseneeded foradirectm easurem entofthetotal

Higgswidth �tothS M
.
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Figure11:Num berofeventsand statisticalerrorsin thebb�nalstateasa

function of
p
s in the vicinity ofm hS M

= 110 G eV,assum ing R = 0:01% ,

and L = 0:5 fb� 1 at each data point. The precise theoreticalprediction

is given by the solid line. The dotted (dashed) curve is the theoretical

prediction if�tot
hS M

isdecreased (increased)by 10% ,keeping the �(hSM !

�+ �� )and �(hSM ! bb)partialwidths �xed atthe predicted SM value.
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IfthepartialwidthsforhSM ! �+ �� and hSM ! bbareregarded astheoretically

com putablewith nosystem aticuncertainties(notavalid assum ption in thecaseofthe

M SSM h0),then determ ination of�tothS M
isstraightforward based on Eq.(9).W ehave

plotted the theoreticalpredictions for m hS M
= 110 GeV in Fig.11 corresponding

to keeping the above partialwidths constant while varying only �tothS M
by � 10% .

Assum ing that the background can be absolutely norm alized by a com bination of

theory and experim ent, the height ofthe peak is a m easure of�tothS M
. The seven

centralpointswould determ ine�tothS M
to betterthan 10% .

Since in practice we are notable to accurately pre-determ ine the partialwidths,

a m odel-independenttechniquefordiscrim inating between thetotalwidth oftheSM

hSM and that of som e other SM -like h m ust be devised that does not involve a

theoreticalcom putation ofthe partialwidths. Such a determ ination ofthe total

width requires m easurem ents sensitive to the breadth ofthe spectrum illustrated

in Fig.11. W e outline below a procedure by which roughly L � 3 fb� 1 oftotal

lum inosity willallow a � 33% determ ination of�tothS M
(form hS M

= 110 GeV)without

any assum ption regarding thepartialwidths.

The key observation is that ifone adjusts the partialwidths so that the nor-

m alization ofthe theoreticalcurve at
p
s = m hS M

agreeswith experim ent,then the

norm alization ofthewingsofthetheoreticalcurvewillbecorrespondingly increased

or decreased in the case that �toth is larger or sm aller,respectively. Experim ental

m easurem ents ofsu�cient precision both at a central
p
s value and on the wings

would thusallow adirectm easurem entof�tothS M
viatheratioofthecentralpeak cross

section to thecrosssectionson thewings(thepartialwidthscanceloutin theratio).

W ith thisin m ind,wede�nethequantity

d � j
p
s� mhS M j=�

p
s

(17)

and proposethefollowing procedure:

(1) Perform a rough scan to determ ine m hS M
to a precision �p

s
d,with d <

� 0:3;

d willnotbeknown ahead oftim e,butthevalueofd,and hence ofm hS M
will

bedeterm ined by theprocedure.

(2) Then perform three m easurem ents. At
p
s
1
= m hS M

+ �p
s
d we em ploy a lu-

m inosity ofL1 and m easure the totalrate N 1 = S1 + B 1. Then perform two
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additionalm easurem entsat

p
s2 =

p
s1 � n�p

s

�p
s

(18)

and oneat
p
s3 =

p
s1 + n�p

s

�p
s

(19)

yielding N 2 = S2 + B 2 and N 3 = S3 + B 3 events,respectively,em ploying lum i-

nositiesofL2 = �2L1 and L3 = �3L1.W e�nd thatn�p
s

� 2 and �2 = �3 � 2:5

areoptim alform axim izing sensitivity and m inim izing theerrorin determ ining

d (i.e.m hS M
)and �tothS M

.

(3) To determ ine m hS M
and �tothS M

considertheratios

r2 � (S2=�2)=S1 = (S2=L2)=(S1=L1) r3 � (S3=�3)=S1 = (S3=L3)=(S1=L1):

(20)

The ratiosr2 and r3 aregoverned by d and �tothS M
.Conversely,we have im plic-

itly d = d(r2;r3)and �tothS M
= �tothS M

(r2;r3). Determ ining the statisticalerrors

�m hS M
and �� tot

hS M
isthen sim ply am atterofcom putingthepartialderivatives

ofd and �tothS M
with respectto ther2;3 (wedo thisnum erically)and using errors

on theratiosr2;3 im plied bystatistics.Theprocedureisdetailed in AppendixC,

asisthecrosscheck on itsaccuracy thatwehaveused.

Theutility oftheratiosr2 and r3 isbasically governed by how rapidly they vary

asd and �toth arevaried in therangesofinterest.Sincewearem ostinterested in �toth

here,weillustratethesensitivity ofr2;3 to�toth in Fig.12taking
p
s= m h = 120GeV.

Forthis�gureweem ploy n�p
s

= 2 forcom puting r2 and r3,respectively.Resultsare

shown forresolutionsR = 0:01% and R = 0:06% .Becauseofthebrem sstrahlungtail,

r2 issubstantially largerthan r3.Nonetheless,both r2 and r3 show rapid variation as

�toth variesin the vicinity of�tothS M
in the case ofR = 0:01% ,butm uch lessvariation

ifR = 0:06% . The error in the determ ination of�toth is basically determ ined by

d�toth =dr2;3. Figure 12 shows that these derivatives are alm ost the sam e and quite

sm allfor R = 0:01% . The m uch larger values ofthese derivatives for R = 0:06%

im ply thatdeterm ining �toth accurately would bevery di�cultin thiscase.

In Fig.13,we plot the totallum inosity L = L1 + L2 + L3 = 6L1 required to

achieve �� tot
hS M

=�tothS M
= 1=3 in the bb �nalstate as a function ofm hS M

for several

beam resolutions.(The errorscalesstatistically;e.g.to achieve a 10% m easurem ent
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Figure12:W eplotr2 and r3 asa function ofHiggswidth,�
tot
h
,forresolu-

tionsofR = 0:01% and R = 0:06% ,assum ing that
p
s = m h = 120 G eV.

Also shown are the derivatives d�tot
h
=dr as a function of�tot

h
. W e have

taken n�p
s

= 2 corresponding to a shiftin
p
s of� 2�p

s
in com puting r2

and r3,respectively.
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Figure 13: Lum inosity required for a �� tot
hS M

=�tot
hS M

= 1=3 m easurem ent

in the bb �nalstate using the three pointtechnique described in the text.

ResultsforresolutionsofR = 0:01% ,0:02% and 0:04% areshown ford = 0,

whered = j
p
s� m hS M

j=�p
s
.Theresultford = 0:3 and R = 0:01% isalso

shown.
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would require(10=3)2 asm uch lum inosity.) W ealso illustratethefactthatthetotal

lum inosity required isratherinsensitive to theinitialchoiceofd ford <� 0:3;d = 0:3

resultsin no m orethan a 20% increasein thelum inosity needed relativeto d = 0.

Figure 14: W e plot the 1� error,�m hS M
,in the determ ination ofm hS M

using the three pointtechnique described in the textwith R = 0:01% and

d = 0. The error given is that achieved for the lum inosity that allows a

�� tot
hS M

=�tot
hS M

= 1=3m easurem entin thebb�nalstate.Forsuch lum inosity,

�m hS M
isessentially independentofR and d.Also shown,forcom parison,

is�tot
hS M

=10.

In Fig.14,weplotthe1� error�m hS M
thatresultsusingourthree-pointtechnique

after accum ulating the lum inosity required fora �� tot
hS M

=�tothS M
= 1=3 m easurem ent

in the bb �nalstate. The speci�c result plotted is for R = 0:01% and d = 0,but

is essentially independent ofR and d given the stated lum inosity. Also shown,for

com parison,is�tothS M
itself.W esee that�m hS M

isoforder1:5{2 tim es�tothS M
=10,i.e.

a fraction ofan M eV form hS M
<
� 130 GeV.(Again,�m hS M

scalesas1=
p
L.)

Itshould be stressed thatthe ability to precisely setthe energy ofthe m achine

when the three m easurem entsare taken iscrucialforthe success ofthe three-point

technique.A m isdeterm ination ofthespacing ofthem easurem entsin Eqs.(18)and

(19) by just 3% (i.e.
p
s uncertainty oforder 0:25 M eV for any one setting near

m hS M
� 120 GeV)would resultin an errorin �tothS M

of30% . Fora m easurem entof
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�tothS M
atthe 10% levelthe

p
s settingsm ustbe precise ata levelofbetterthan one

partin 106.Thisispossible[21]provided thebeam can bepartially polarized sothat

theprecession ofthespin ofthem uon asitcirculatesin the�nalstoragering can be

m easured.From theprecession and therotation ratetheenergy can bedeterm ined.

Theability to perform thiscriticalm easurem entneeded forthedeterm ination ofthe

totalwidth ofa narrow Higgsm ustbeincorporated in them achinedesign.

2.4 Precision m easurem ents: �(h ! �+ �� )� B F (h ! X )

Assum ing that the Higgs width is m uch narrower than the rm s uncertainty in
p
s,Eq.(9)showsthatthe eventrate in a given channelm easuresG(X )= �(h !

�+ �� )� B F(h ! X ). Ifthe background can be determ ined precisely (either by

o�-resonance m easurem ents or theory plus M onte Carlo calculation),the error in

the determ ination ofthis product is
p
N =S,where N = S + B and S,B are the

num berofsignal,background events,respectively.Theresultsfor
p
N =S in thecase

ofP = 0and L = 50fb� 1 in thebb,W W (?) and ZZ (?) m odesareshown in Fig.15for

h = hSM .Foreach �nalstate,thee�cienciesand proceduresem ployed areprecisely

thosediscussed with regard toFig.10.Good accuracyin thism easurem entispossible

form hS M
<
� 2m W even ifm hS M

isnearm Z.

2.5 h0 or hSM ?

W e now discussthepossibility ofdistinguishing theM SSM h0 from theSM hSM

using precision m easurem ents of�toth and G(bb)� �(h ! ��)� B F(h ! bb). The

accuracy to which �toth and G(bb)need to bedeterm ined can begauged by theratio

ofthe h0 predictions to the hSM predictions for these quantities at m h0 = m hS M
.

Contoursforvarious�xed valuesoftheseratiosareplotted in Fig.16in thestandard

(m A 0;tan�) param eter space [28]. In com puting results for �toth and G(bb) for h0

we have taken m et = 1 TeV,m t = 175 GeV,and included two-loop/RGE-im proved

radiativecorrectionstotheHiggsm asses,m ixinganglesand self-couplings,neglecting

squark m ixing. The ratiosforboth �toth and G(bb)are substantially biggerthan 1,

even outtofairlylargem A 0 values.Thisisbecausetheh0 retainssom ewhatenhanced

bb,�+ �� and �+ �� couplingsuntilquitelargem A 0 values.Twofactsareofparticular

im portance:
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Figure15:Fractionalerrorin determ ining �(hSM ! ��)� B F (h SM ! X )

for X = bb (solid), W W (?) (dotdash) and ZZ (?) (dots), assum ing L =

50 fb� 1.(See textforW W ? and ZZ ? �nalstatesem ployed.)

� �tot
h0

isenhanced relativeto �tothS M
by virtueoftheenhanced partialwidthsinto

itsdom inantdecay channels,bband �+ �� .

� Theenhancem entin G(bb)derivesm ainly from �(h ! ��),ascan bededuced

by com paring Fig.16(b)and 16(c).

Thislatterpointisalso apparentin Fig.hltohsm ratios(d),whereweobservethatthe

M SSM to SM ratio ofB F(h ! bb)’sisvery close to 1 along the 1.1 contourofthe

M SSM /SM G(bb). Thisisbecause the enhanced bb partialwidth in the num erator

ofB F(h ! bb)islargely com pensated by the extra contribution to the totalwidth

from thissam e channel. Thus,in com paring the M SSM to the SM ,a m easurem ent

ofG(bb)ism ostsensitiveto deviationsof�(h ! ��)from SM expectations.Asseen

num erically in Fig.16(e),�(h ! ��) grows rapidly at lower m A 0 or higher tan�.

Forsm allsquark m ixing,a deviation in G(bb)from theSM valueim pliesalm ostthe

sam e percentage deviation of�(h ! ��)from itsSM value. However,when squark

m ixing islarge,thisequality breaksdown.In general,onem ustseparately determ ine

�(h ! ��)in orderto probeM SSM vs.SM di�erences.Theprocedure forthiswill
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bediscussed shortly.

The m easured value ofm h provides a furtherconstraint. Forexam ple,suppose

thata Higgsboson isobserved with m h = 110 GeV. A �xed value form h im plies

thatthe param eters which determ ine the radiative corrections to m h0 m ust change

as m A 0 and tan� are varied. Forexam ple,ifsquark m ixing is neglected,then the

appropriatevalueofm et isa function ofm A 0 and tan�.Given theassum ption ofno

squark m ixing and the �xed value ofm h = 110 GeV,resultsforthe sam e ratiosas

plotted in Fig.16 aregiven in Fig.17.Also shown arecontoursof�xed �(h 0 ! ��)

and contoursof�xed m et(asrequired toachievem h0 = 110GeV).Theverticalnature

ofthe�� ratioand partialwidth contoursim pliesthatam easurem entofany ofthese

quantitiescould provide a determ ination ofm A 0 (butwould yield little inform ation

abouttan�).

Contoursforotherm ixing assum ptions,can also be plotted. The only contours

thatrem ain essentially unaltered asthe am ountofsquark m ixing isvaried (keeping

m h = 110 GeV) are those for the ratio �(h0 ! ��)=�(hSM ! ��) and for the

�(h0 ! ��)partialwidth itself. Once m h0
<
� 100 GeV,even these contours show

substantialvariation as a function ofthe squark m ixing param eters. However, it

rem ains true that a determ ination ofthe �� partialwidth or partialwidth ratio

providesatleasta rough determ ination ofm A 0.

In orderto assesstheobservability ofthedi�erencesbetween predictionsfor�tot
h ,

G(bb),and �(��)for the h0 com pared to the hSM ,we m ust exam ine m ore closely

the error in the experim entaldeterm ination ofthese quantities, and consider the

theoreticaluncertaintiesin ourpredictionsforthem .

2.5.1 Interpreting a m easurem ent of�tot

h

Consider�rstthe totalwidth m easurem ent. Here,the experim entalerroristhe

key issue.Theh0 m ay haveam assoforder110GeV in thelarge-m A 0 region whereit

isSM -like,provided tan� isnotnear1 (seeFig.2).According toFig.13,L � 3 fb� 1

is required to m easure �toth to � 33% ,provided R = 0:01% . A � 10% m easurem ent

would requireL � 33fb� 1 (using�� tot
hS M

/ 1=
p
L).Asseen m ostclearlyfrom Fig.17,

thisaccuracy would probeM SSM /SM di�erencesatthe3� levelform A 0
<
� 400 GeV

ifsquark m ixing issm all.

Detectingadi�erencebetween theh0 and hSM using�toth could proveeithersom e-
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Figure 16: ContoursofconstantM SSM /SM ratiosfor�tot
h
,�(h ! ��)�

B F (h ! bb),�(h ! ��) and B F (h ! bb;��) in (m A 0;tan�) param eter

space. W e have taken m t = 175 G eV ,m et = 1 TeV,and included two-

loop/RG E-im proved radiative corrections, neglecting squark m ixing, for

Higgs m asses,m ixing angles and self-couplings. Also shown are contours

for �xed values of�(h 0 ! ��) using units ofkeV,and contours of�xed

m h0.Thisgraph wasobtained using the program sdeveloped forthe work

ofRef.[28].
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Figure 17: ContoursofconstantM SSM /SM ratiosfor�tot
h
,�(h ! ��)�

B F (h ! bb),�(h ! ��) and B F (h ! bb;��) in (m A 0;tan�) param eter

space.W ehavetaken m t= 175G eV ,and weadjustm etsoastokeep a�xed

valueofm h0 = 110 G eV afterincluding two-loop/RG E-im proved radiative

corrections for Higgs m asses,m ixing angles and self-couplings,neglecting

squark m ixing.Also shown are contoursfor�xed valuesof�(h 0 ! ��)in

keV units,and contours for �xed values ofm et in TeV units. This graph

wasobtained using the program sdeveloped forthe work ofRef.[28].
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whateasierorm uch m oredi�cultthan outlined above,becausethetan�,m et values

and the degree ofsquark m ixing could very wellbe di�erent from those assum ed

above. Forexam ple,ifm h0 = 110 GeV,tan� >
� 5 and squark m ixing islarge,m A 0

values above 400 GeV would be probed at the 3� levelby a 10% m easurem ent of

�toth . On the otherhand,the radiative corrections could yield a sm allerm h0 value,

e.g.m h0
<
� 100 GeV is quite likely iftan� isnear 1 orm et is sm all. In this range,

predicted deviationsfrom predictionsforthehSM with m hS M
= m h0 arenotdissim ilar

to those obtained discussed above. However,a lum inosity L >
� 100 fb� 1 would be

required fora � 10% m easurem entof�toth for80 GeV <
� m h0

<
� 100 GeV.

Othertheoreticaluncertaintiesinclude:i)extracontributionsto�tot
h0
in theM SSM

m odelfrom SUSY decay m odes;ii)thegg decay width oftheh0 could bealtered by

the presence oflight colored sparticles;iii) the hSM could have enhanced gg decay

width dueto heavy colored ferm ions(e.g.from a fourth fam ily).

Nonetheless,a �+ �� colliderdeterm ination of�toth willbea crucialcom ponentin

a m odel-independent determ ination ofallthe properties ofa SM -like h,and could

provide the �rst circum stantialevidence for a M SSM Higgs sector prior to direct

discovery ofthenon-SM -likeM SSM Higgsbosons.

2.5.2 Interpreting a m easurem ent of�(h ! ��)� B F (h ! bb)

How doestheh0{hSM discrim ination powerofthetotalwidth m easurem entcom -

pare to thatassociated with a m easurem entofG(bb)� �(h ! ��)� B F(h ! bb)?

Figure 15 shows that� 0:4% accuracy in the determ ination ofG(bb)ispossible for

L = 50 fb� 1 and R = 0:01% in the m h0 � 110{115 GeV m ass range predicted for

m A 0
>
� 2m Z and largertan� values,assum ing m et

>
� 0:75 TeV and no squark m ixing.

An uncertainty in B F(h ! bb)arisesfrom �(h ! bb)/ m 2
b duetotheuncertainty

in m b.W riting B F(h ! bb)= �b=(�b+ �non� b),theerrorin B F(h ! bb)isgiven by

�B F(h ! bb)=
2�m b

m b

B F(h ! bb)B F(h ! non� b): (21)

Since B F(h ! non-b)isnotvery large (0.1 to 0.2 in the m assrange in question for

eitherthe hSM orh0),even a 10% uncertainty in m b only leadsto �B F(h ! bb) <
�

0:05. Eventually m b m ay be known to the 5% level,leading to <� 2:5% uncertainty

in the branching fraction. Com parison to Fig.17 shows that a 2:5% uncertainty

from m b,in com bination with a stillsm aller statisticalerror,has the potentialfor
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h0{hSM discrim ination atthe3� statisticallevelouttolargem A 0 form h = 110 GeV,

ifsquark m ixing issm all. However,assquark m ixing isincreased,itturnsoutthat

them axim um m A 0 thatcan potentially beprobed decreasesiftan� islarge.

B F(h ! bb)isalso subjectto an uncertainty from thetotalwidth.Forexam ple,

intheM SSM B F(h0 ! bb)couldbesm allerthantheSM prediction if�tot
h0
isenhanced

duetochannelsotherthan thebbchannelitself(e.g.by supersym m etricdecay m odes,

or a larger than expected gg decay width due to loops containing supersym m etric

colored sparticle orheavy colored ferm ions).Thus,a m easurem entofG(bb)aloneis

notsubjectto unam biguousinterpretation.

W enotethattheL = 50fb� 1 �+ �� colliderm easurem entofG(bb)issubstantially

m orepowerfulthanaL = 50fb� 1 precision m easurem entof�(e+ e� ! Zh)� B F(h !

bb)atan e+ e� collider[1]. The ratio ofthe h0 prediction to the hSM prediction is

essentially equalto the h0 to hSM B F(h ! bb)ratio and ispredicted to be within

1% (2% ) ofunity along a contour very close to the 1:1 (1:2) contour of �(h !

�+ �� )B F(h ! bb);see panels (b) and (d) in Figs.16 and 17. Since at best 5%

deviationsin G(bb)and B F(h ! bb)can bedetected atthe1� level(aftercom bining

a possibly sm allstatisticalerrorwith a largetheoreticalerror),weseefrom the1.05

ratio contour for B F(h ! bb) in Figs.16 and 17 that the �(Zh)B F(h ! bb) and

B F(h ! bb)ratios,thatcan bedeterm ined experim entally atan e+ e� collider,only

probeasfarasm A 0
<
� 250{300 GeV atthe1� signi�cancelevel,with even lessreach

atthe3� level.

W em ustagaincaution thatifm h isclosetom Z,therecould besubstantiallyworse

experim entaluncertaintyin theG(bb)m easurem entthan taken above.Pre-knowledge

ofm h isnecessary to determ inethelevelofprecision thatcould beexpected forthis

m easurem ent.

2.5.3 C om bining m easurem ents

W enow discusshow theindependentm easurem entsof�toth and G(bb)can becom -

bined withoneanotherandotherexperim entalinputstoprovideam odel-independent

determ ination of the properties of the h. W e consider three com plem entary ap-

proaches.

(1) A m odel-independent determ ination of�(h ! ��) can be m ade by com bining

the s-channel�+ �� collider m easurem ent ofG(bb) with the value ofB F(h ! bb)
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m easured in theZh m odeatan e+ e� colliderorthe�+ �� collider.W ith L = 50fb� 1

oflum inosity,B F(h ! bb)can potentially bem easured to � 7% [1].From ourearlier

discussion, the error on G(bb) willbe m uch sm aller than this ifm h
>
� 100 GeV,

and �(h ! ��)would be determ ined to roughly � 8{10% . Figures16 and 17 show

thatthisprocedurewould probetheh0 versushSM di�erencesatthe3� leveloutto

m A 0 � 400 GeV iftan� isnotclose to 1 (see the 1.3 ratio contourin the �gures).

Thisisa farsuperiorreach to thatpossible atthe 3� levelateitherthe LHC,NLC

and/or

 collider.Further,wenotethatthe�� partialwidth at�xed mh
>
� 100GeV

isrelatively independentofthesquark m ixing scenario and providesa ratherprecise

determ ination ofm A 0 [1].

(2) A m odel-independent determ ination of �(h ! bb) is possible by com puting

�toth B F(h ! bb)using thevalueof�toth m easured atthe�+ �� colliderand thevalue

ofB F(h ! bb) m easured in the Zh m ode. Taking 10% accuracy for the form er

and 7% accuracy for the latter,we see that the error on �(h ! bb) would be of

order12% . The ratio contoursfor�(h ! bb)are the sam e asthe ratio contoursfor

�(h ! ��). Thus,ignoring system atics,thism easurem ent could also probe outto

m A 0
>
� 400GeV atthe3� levelifm h � 110GeV,seeFig.17.However,the2�m b=m b

system atic uncertainty in the partialwidth isalso oforder10% for5% uncertainty

in m b,im plying a totalstatisticalplus theoreticalerror oforder 16% . This would

restrict3� sensitivity to h0 vs.hSM di�erencesto m A 0
<
� 300 GeV.

(3)A third approach usesonly the�+ �� colliderm easurem ents.W enotethat

W � �(h ! ��)�(h ! bb)= [�toth ]� [�(h ! ��)B F(h ! bb)]: (22)

In theM SSM (orany othertype-IItwo-Higgs-doubletm odel)the�� and bbsquared

couplingshave exactly the sam e factor,callitf,m ultiplying the square ofthe SM

coupling strength.Thus,

W = �(h ! ��)�(h ! bb)/ f
2

�
g

2m W

� 4

m
2

�m
2

b: (23)

Following our earlier discussion,in the M SSM f2 would be (1:3)2 � 1:7 along the

1.3 ratio contours for �(h ! ��) in Figs.16 and 17. For m h
>
� 100 GeV,exper-

im entalerrors in W ofEq.(22) would be dom inated by the � 10% error on �toth .

The dom inant system atic error would be that from not knowing the value ofm b:

�W =W = 2�m b=m b. Thus,a com bined statisticaland theoretical1� errorforW
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below 20% isentirely possibleform h
>
� 100GeV,in which casedeviationsin f2 from

unitycan beprobed atthe3� levelform A 0 valuesatleastaslargeasm A 0 � 400GeV.

Sinceboth �(h0 ! ��)and �(h0 ! bb)arerelatively independentofthesquark m ix-

ing scenario for�xed m h0 and �xed m A 0,a fairly reliable value ofm A 0 would result

from thedeterm ination off2.

By com bining the strategies just discussed, one can do even better. Thus, a

�+ �� colliderhasgreatprom ise forallowing usto m easure the crucialbband �+ ��

couplingsofa SM -likeh,provided m h isnotwithin 10 GeV ofm Z (nor>� 2m W )and

thatm A
<
� 400GeV.In particular,forsuch m asseswecan distinguish theh0 from the

hSM in a m odel-independentfashion outto largerm A 0 than atany otheraccelerator

orcom bination ofaccelerators.

2.5.4 T he W W ? and Z Z ? channels

Precision m easurem ents of�(h ! �+ �� )B F(h ! X )are also possible forX =

W W ? and,to a lesser extent,ZZ ?,see Fig.15. Once again,�(h ! �+ �� ) can

be determ ined in a m odel-independent fashion using B F(h ! X )m easured in the

Zh m ode,and �(h ! X )can be com puted in a m odel-independent fashion as the

productB F(h ! X )�toth .W ewillnotgothrough theerroranalysisin detailforthese

cases,butclearly determ ination ofboth theW W and ZZ couplingswillbepossible

ata reasonable statisticallevel.Unfortunately,theh0W W ;h0ZZ couplingsarevery

closeto theSM valuesform A 0
>
� 2m W and theexpected statisticalerrorswould not

allow h0 vs.hSM discrim ination.

3 N on-SM -like H iggs bosons in the M SSM

In whatfollows,we shalldem onstrate thatitispossible to observe the H 0 and

A 0 in s-channelHiggsproduction form A 0 � mH 0 >
p
s=2 overm uch of(m A 0;tan�)

param eterspace. Itisthisfactthatagain sets the �+ �� colliderapartfrom other

m achines.

1.The LHC can only detect the H 0 and A 0 for m asses above 200{250 GeV if

tan� iseitherlargeor<� 3{5;a wedgeofunobservability developsbeginning at

m A 0
>
� 200 GeV,covering an increasingly widerangeoftan� asm A 0 increases

[29].Thisisillustrated in Fig.18 from Ref.[30].
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2.Atan e+ e� collider,Z ? ! ZA 0;ZH 0 production willbenegligiblewhen m A 0 >

2m Z.

3.e+ e� ! Z ? ! A 0H 0 could easily be kinem atically disallowed,especially for

e+ e� m achineenergiesin the
p
s� 500GeV range| GUT scenariosoften give

m A 0 � mH 0
>
� 300 GeV.

4.Ifane+ e� colliderisruninthephoton-photoncolliderm ode,discoveryoftheH 0

and A 0 in them A 0;m H 0
>
� 200 GeV region via 

 ! A0;H 0 requiresextrem ely

high lum inosity (>� 200 fb� 1)[31].

5.s-channelproduction oftheA 0 and H 0 willnotbesigni�cantin e+ e� collisions

dueto thesm allsizeoftheelectron m ass.

A �+ �� collider can overcom e the lim itations 3 and 5 ofan e+ e� collider,though

not sim ultaneously. Ifthe �+ �� collider is run at energies of
p
s = m A 0 � mH 0,

then we shall�nd thats-channelproduction willallow discovery ofthe A 0 and H 0

iftan� >
� 3 � 4. Here,the kinem aticalHiggs m ass reach is lim ited only by the

m axim um
p
s ofthe m achine. Alternatively,the �+ �� collider can be designed to

have
p
s � 4 TeV in which case mA 0 � mH 0 values up to nearly 2 TeV can be

probed via theZ ? ! A 0H 0 process,a m assrangethatencom passesallnaturalGUT

scenarios. W e focus in this report on s-channelproduction and detection. In our

analysis,we willassum e thatm ore orlessfulllum inosity can be m aintained forall
p
s valuesoverthem assrangeofinterest(using m ultiple storagerings,asdiscussed

in theintroduction).

3.1 M SSM H iggs bosons in the s-channel:
p
s = m h

Hereweinvestigatethepotentialofa�+ �� colliderforprobingthoseHiggsbosons

whose couplingsto ZZ;W W are eithersuppressed orabsentattree-level| thatis

theA 0,theH 0 (atlargerm A 0),ortheh0 (atsm allm A 0).TheW W (?) and ZZ (?) �nal

statesin s-channelproduction arethen notrelevant.W econsider�rstthe bband tt

decay m odes,although weshalllaterdem onstratethattherelatively background free

H 0 ! h0h0 orA 0A 0 ! bbbb,H 0 ! ZA 0 ! Zbband A 0 ! Zh0 ! Zbbm odesm ight

also beuseful.

Figure19 showsthedom inantbranching fractionsto bband ttofHiggsbosonsof

m assm A 0 = 400GeV � mH 0 versustan�,taking m t= 170GeV.Thebbdecay m ode
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Figure 18: M SSM Higgs discovery contours (5�) in the param eter space

ofthem inim alsupersym m etricm odelforATLAS+ CM S atthe LHC:L =

300 fb� 1 per detector. Figure from Ref.[30]. Two-loop/RG E-im proved

radiative correctionsare included form h0 and m H 0 assum ing m et = 1 TeV

and no squark m ixing.
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isdom inantfortan� > 5,which istheregion whereobservablesignalratesarem ost

easily obtained. From the �gure we see thatB F(H 0;A 0 ! bb)grows rapidly with

increasing tan� fortan� <� 5,whileB F(H 0;A 0 ! tt)fallsslowly.

Figure 19: Dependence ofthe bb and ttbranching fractions ofthe heavy

supersym m etric Higgs bosons on tan�. Results are for m t = 175 G eV

and includetwo-loop/RG E-im proved radiativecorrectionstoHiggsm asses,

m ixing angles,and self-couplings,com puted with m et = 1 TeV neglecting

squark m ixing.

3.1.1 R esolution com pared to H iggs w idths

The�rstcriticalquestion ishow theresolution in
p
scom paresto theH 0 and A 0

totalwidths.Thecalculated H 0 and A 0 widthsareshown in Fig.3 versusm H 0;m A 0

fortan� = 2 and 20.In Fig.20 wegivecontoursofconstanttotalwidthsfortheH 0

and A 0 in the (m A 0;tan�)param eterspace. Form A 0;m H 0
<
� 500 GeV,the H 0 and

A 0 aretypically m oderately narrow resonances(�H 0;A 0 � 0:1 to 6 GeV),unlesstan�

islargerthan 20. Fora m achine energy resolution ofR = 0:06% ,and Higgsm asses

in the100GeV to1TeV range,theresolution �p
s
in
p
swillrangefrom roughly 0.04
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GeV to to 0.4 GeV,see Eq.(6). Thus,Figs.3 and 20 indicate thatthe H 0 and A 0

widthsarelikely to be som ewhatlargerthan thisresolution in
p
s.ForR = 0:01% ,

thisisalwaysthedom inantsituation.

Figure20:ContoursofH 0 and A 0 totalwidths(in G eV)in the(m A 0;tan�)

param eter space. W e have taken m t = 175 G eV and included two-

loop/RG E-im proved radiativecorrectionsusingm et= 1TeV and neglecting

squark m ixing.SUSY decay channelsare assum ed to beabsent.

W hen the
p
s resolution is sm aller than the Higgs width, then Eq.(7), with

p
s� mh showsthatthecrosssection willbehaveastheproductofthe�� and �nal

state branching fractions.Forlow to m oderatetan� values,B F(H 0;A 0 ! ��)and

B F(H 0;A 0 ! bb) grow with increasing tan�,while B F(H 0;A 0 ! tt) falls slowly.

Thus,thenum berofH 0 and A 0 eventsin both thebband ttchannelsincreaseswith

increasingtan�.Itisthisgrowth with tan� thatm akesH 0;A 0 discovery possiblefor

relatively m odestvaluesoftan� largerthan 1.Forhighertan� values,the�� and bb

branching fractionsasym ptotetoconstantvalues,whilethatforttfallsas1=(tan�)4.

Thus,observability in thettchanneldoesnotsurvive to largetan� values.
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Figure21:Contoursofm H 0 � m A 0 (in G eV)in the(m A 0;tan�)param eter

space. Two-loop/RG E-im proved radiative corrections are included taking

m t= 175 G eV,m et= 1 TeV,and neglecting squark m ixing.
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3.1.2 O verlapping H iggs resonances

TheHiggswidthsarea factorin theobservability ofa signalin thatapproxim ate

Higgs m ass degeneracies are not unlikely. For larger m A 0,m A 0 � mH 0,while at

sm allerm A 0 values,m h0 � mA 0 atlargertan�,asillustrated in Fig.21,where the

plotted m assdi�erenceshould becom pared totheHiggswidthsin Figs.3and 20.At

large m A 0 and tan�,there can be signi�cantoverlap ofthe A 0 and H 0 resonances.

To illustratethepossibilities,weshow in Fig.22 theeventratein thebbchannelasa

function of
p
s (assum ing L = 0:01 fb� 1 and eventdetection/isolation e�ciency � =

0:5)taking m A 0 = 350 GeV in thecasestan� = 5 and 10.Continuum bbbackground

is included. Results are plotted for the two di�erent resolutions,R = 0:01% and

R = 0:06% . ForR = 0:01% ,attan� = 5 the resonancesare clearly separated and

quite narrow,whereasattan� = 10 the resonanceshave becom e m uch broaderand

m uch m oredegenerate,resulting in substantialoverlap;but,distinctresonancepeaks

are stillvisible. For R = 0:06% ,at tan� = 5 the resonances are stillseparated,

buthave been som ewhatsm eared out,while attan� = 10 theH 0 and A 0 peaksare

no longer separately visible. The R = 0:06% sm earing does not greatly a�ect the

observation ofa signal,butwould clearly m ake separation ofthe H 0 and A 0 peaks

and precisedeterm ination oftheirindividualwidthsm uch m oredi�cult.

In the following section,we perform our signalcalculations by centering
p
s on

m A 0,butincludinganyH 0 signaltail,and viceversa.Atsm allm A 0,thereisgenerally

only sm alloverlap between theA 0 and h0 sincetheirwidthsaresm all,butwefollow a

sim ilarprocedurethere.W ealso m ainly em ploy theoptim isticR = 0:01% resolution

thatishighly preferred fora SM -likeHiggsboson.SincetheM SSM Higgsbosonsdo

nothaveespecially sm allwidths,resultsforR = 0:06% aregenerally quitesim ilar.

3.1.3 O bservability for h0; H 0 and A 0

W e�rstconsider�xed tan� valuesof2,5,and20,and com pute��hB F(h ! bb;tt)

forh = h0;H 0;A 0 asa function ofm A 0. (The corresponding h0 and H 0 m assescan

befound in Fig.2.) OurresultsforR = 0:01% appearin Figs.23,24,and 25.Also

shown in these �gures are the corresponding S=
p
B values assum ing an integrated

lum inosity ofL = 0:1 fb� 1;results for other L possibilities are easily obtained by

using S=
p
B / 1=

p
L.These �guresalso include (dot-dashed)curvesforR = 0:06%

in thebbchannelattan� = 2.
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Figure 22: Plot of bb �nal state event rate as a function of
p
s for

m A 0 = 350 G eV,in the casestan� = 5 and 10,resulting from the H 0;A 0

resonancesand thebbcontinuum background.W ehavetaken L = 0:01fb� 1

(atany given
p
s),� = 0:5,m t = 175 G eV,and included two-loop/RG E-

im proved radiative corrections to Higgs m asses, m ixing angles and self-

couplingsusing m et = 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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Figure 23 showsthatthe h0 can be detected atthe 5� statisticallevelwith just

L = 0:1 fb� 1 foressentially allofparam eterspace,ifR = 0:01% .Only fortan� <� 2

ism h0 su�ciently nearm Z atlargem A 0 (forwhich its�+ �� couplingisnotenhanced)

thatm ore lum inosity m ay be required. Atlow m A 0,the h0 isnotSM -like and has

highly enhanced �+ �� and bbcouplings.Itisalsono longerextrem ely narrow,and is

produced with a very high rateim plying thathigh statisticsstudiesofitsproperties

would be possible. The R = 0:06% tan� = 2 curve illustrates the large loss in

observability thatoccursfornon-optim alresolution when the h0 isSM -like atlarge

m A 0 and hasa very sm allwidth.

Figure 23: Plot of��h0B F (h
0 ! bb) versus m A 0 for tan� = 2, 5 and

20. Also shown is the corresponding S=
p
B for L = 0:1 fb� 1. W e have

taken R = 0:01% ,� = 0:5,m t = 175 G eV,and included two-loop/RG E-

im proved radiative corrections to Higgs m asses, m ixing angles and self-

couplingsusing m et = 1 TeV and neglecting squark m ixing. SUSY decays

areassum ed to beabsentin com puting B F .Also shown asthedot-dashed

curveare the R = 0:06% resultsattan�= 2 in the bbchannel.

Resultsfor��hB F(h ! bb;tt)forh = H 0 and h = A 0 are displayed in Figs.24

and 25,respectively,along with the corresponding L = 0:1 fb� 1 S=
p
B values. For

a lum inosity ofL = 0:01 fb� 1,theS=
p
B valuesofthe �guresshould bereduced by

a factor of0.32. For L = 0:3,m ultiply by 1.7. This range oflum inosities willbe

thatwhich ariseswhen we considersearching fortheH 0 and A 0 by scanning in
p
s.
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Thedot-dashed curvesillustratethefactthatR = 0:06% resolution doesnotcausea

largelossin observability relativeto R = 0:01% in thecaseoftheA 0 and,especially,

the H 0;the largeste�ectisforthe tan� = 2 case in the bb channel. Fortan� = 5

and 20,and forallttcurves,theresultsforR = 0:06% arevirtually indistinguishable

from thoseforR = 0:01% .

Figure 24: Plotof��H 0B F (H 0 ! bb;tt)versusm A 0 fortan� = 2,5 and

20.Also shown are the corresponding S=
p
B valuesforL = 0:1 fb� 1.The

inputsarespeci�ed in thecaption ofFig.23.Also shown asthedot-dashed

curveare the R = 0:06% resultsattan�= 2 in the bbchannel.

An alternative picture thatisespecially usefulforassessing the param eterspace

region overwhich h0,A 0 and/orH 0 discovery willbe possible atthe �+ �� collider

is that given in Fig.26, for which we have taken R = 0:06% . The contours in

(m A 0;tan�)param eterspacedenotethelum inosity required fora 5� signalwhen
p
s
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Figure 25: Plot of��A 0B F (A 0 ! bb;tt) versusm A 0 fortan� = 2,5 and

20.Also shown are the corresponding S=
p
B valuesforL = 0:1 fb� 1.The

inputsarespeci�ed in thecaption ofFig.23.Also shown asthedot-dashed

curveare the R = 0:06% resultsattan�= 2 in the bbchannel.
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istaken equalto the Higgsm assin question. Forthe window labelled H 0 ! bb we

take
p
s= m H 0,fortheh0 ! bbwindow wetake

p
s= m h0,while

p
s= m A 0 forthe

A 0 ! bb and A 0 ! ttcontours. The 5� contoursare forlum inositiesofL = 0:001,

0:01,0:1,1,and 10fb� 1.ThelargertheL thelargerthediscovery region.In thecase

ofA 0 ! tt,5� isonly achieved forthe fourlum inositiesL = 0:01;0:1;1;10 fb� 1.In

thecaseoftheh0,L = 10 fb� 1 alwaysyieldsa 5� signalwithin theparam eterspace

region shown.

Figure 26: Contours in (m A 0;tan�) param eter space of the lum inosity

required for 5� Higgs signals. Contours for L = 0:001,0.01,0.1,1,and

10 fb� 1 are given. ForA 0 ! tt,L = 0:001 fb� 1 doesnotyield a 5� signal

and no corresponding contour appears. For h0 ! bb,L = 10 fb� 1 yields

a 5� signalfor allofparam eter space,and so only L = 0:001 � 1 fb� 1

contoursappear.Theinputsare speci�ed in the caption ofFig.23.
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W ith regard to theh0,Fig.26 showsthatforR = 0:06% and lum inositiessom e-

whatlessthan 1 fb� 1,h0 could only bedetected in thebbm odeatlargem A 0 iftan�

issu�ciently farfrom 1thatm h0 isnotnearm Z.In contrast,when m A 0 issu�ciently

sm allthatm h0 issm alland the h0 isno longerSM -like,and hasenhanced �� and

bb couplings,ratherm odestlum inosity isrequired fora 5� signalat
p
s = m h0;for

instance,L <
� 0:001fb� 1 willallow detection ofasignalfrom theh0 (and thepossibly

overlapping A 0)overm ostofthe m A 0
<
� 100 GeV portion ofparam eterspace even

forR = 0:06% .However,wehavenoted thatitistheoretically quitelikely thatm A 0

is large and that the h0 is SM -like. Detection ofthe H 0 and A 0 then becom es of

param ountinterest.

3.1.4 D etecting the H 0 and A 0 by scanning in
p
s

In orderto discovertheH 0 orA 0 in the>� 250 GeV region,wem ustscan over
p
s

valuesbetween 250 GeV and 500 GeV (thepresum ed upperlim itfortheFM C).The

separation between scan points is determ ined by the larger ofthe expected widths

and the
p
s resolution,�p

s
.Iftan� >

� 2,then form H 0 and m A 0 near250 GeV,the

A 0 and H 0 widthsareoforder0:05� 0:1GeV.Form assesnear500GeV,theirwidths

areatleast1 GeV (cf.Fig.20).M eanwhile,forR = 0:01% (R = 0:06% ),�p
s
ranges

from � 0:018 GeV (� 0:11 GeV)to � 0:035 GeV (� :21 GeV)as
p
s rangesfrom

250 GeV to 500 GeV.Thus,itisreasonable to im agine using scan pointsseparated

by 0:1 GeV form A 0 � mH 0 near250 GeV,rising to 1 GeV by
p
s= 500 GeV.Itwill

also beim portantto notethatthelum inosity required perpointfordetection ofthe

A 0 and H 0 islessform assesbelow 2m t than above.In assessing thedetectability of

theH 0 and A 0 by scanning wedevote

� L = 0:01 fb� 1 to each of1000 pointsseparated by 0:1 GeV between 250 and

350 GeV,

� L = 0:1 fb� 1 to each of100 points separated by 0:5 GeV between 350 and

400 GeV,

� and L = 0:3 fb� 1 to each of100 pointsseparated by 1 GeV between 400 and

500 GeV.

Thisselection ofpointsm ore orlessensuresthatifthe H 0 and A 0 are presentthen
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one ofthe scan pointswould have
p
s � mH 0;m A 0 within eitherthe �p

s
resolution

ortheHiggswidth.Thetotallum inosity required forthisscan would be50 fb� 1.

W e now em ploy the 5� contoursofFig.26 to assessthe portion of(m A 0;tan�)

param eter space over which the above scan willallow us to detect the H 0 and A 0

in the bb and ttchannels. The 5� lum inosity contoursofinterestwillbe the curves

corresponding to L = 0:01 fb� 1,L = 0:1 fb� 1 and L = 1 fb� 1. The 5� contourfor

L = 0:3 fb� 1 lum inosity perpoint,asem ployed in ourscan procedure from 400 to

500GeV,ism idway between theselasttwocurves.Fig.26showsthat,by perform ing

thescan in them anneroutlined earlier,onecan detecttheH 0;A 0 in thebbm odefor

alltan� values above about2� 4 formH 0;m A 0
<
� 2m t and above about3� 5 for

2m t
<
� m H 0;m A 0

<
� 500 GeV.M eanwhile,in thettm ode,theA 0 ! ttsignalcan be

seen form A 0
>
� 2m tprovided tan� >� 3.Together,thebband ttsignalsareviablefora

rem arkably largeportion ofparam eterspace,which includes,in particular,essentially

allofthewedgeregion wheretheLHC lackssensitivity (seeFig.18).Atworst,there

would beavery sm alltan� window form A 0
>
� 2m t between tan� = 3and tan� = 4,

for which the signalm ight be m issed during the above described scan and also no

signalseen atthe LHC.In practice,it m ight be desirable to sim ply devote several

yearsofrunning to the scan in orderto ensure thatthe A 0 and H 0 are detected if

present.

Theim plem entation oftheabovescan isvery dem andingupon them achinedesign

because:

� severalringsm ay beneeded tohavehigh lum inositiesoverabroad rangeof
p
s;

� itm ust be possible over this broad range ofenergies to quickly (forexam ple,

once every hour orso in the 250{350 GeV range) reset
p
s with an accuracy

thatisa sm allfraction oftheproposed step sizes.

Itistoo early to say ifthesedem andscan both bem et.

Finally,wenotetheobviouscon
ictbetween thisscanandthedesirable
p
s= m h0,

L = 50 fb� 1 study ofthe SM -like h0. A m ulti-year program willbe required to

accom plish both tasks.

3.1.5 N on-bb �nalstate m odes for heavy H iggs detection

The reader m ay note that
p
s = m H 0 does not yield an observable s-channel

signalin the bb m ode for m A 0
<
� 100 GeV. Although the H 0 is SM -like in this

55



param eterregion in thatitdoesnothaveenhanced coupling to �� and bb,itsdecays

aredom inated by h0h0 and,form A 0
<
� 60GeV,A 0A 0 pairs;ZA 0 decaysalsoenterfor

sm allenough m A 0. Thism eansthatthe H 0 totalwidth isquite large,in particular

m uch largerthan the
p
s spread.The largetotalwidth also im pliesthatB F(H 0 !

��)issm all. Equation (11)then showsthatthe production rate forthe H 0 willbe

sm all,and thatthe rate in the bb�nalstate willbe furthersuppressed by the sm all

value ofB F(H 0 ! bb).The only possible channelsforobservation ofthe H 0 in the

m A 0
<
� 100 GeV region areh0h0;A 0A 0;ZA 0.Aswediscussbelow,these could prove

to beviable.

Thefullsetofchannelsto beconsidered are

H
0 ! h

0
h
0
; H

0 ! A
0
A
0
; H

0 ! ZA
0
; A

0 ! Zh
0
: (24)

The h0h0;A 0A 0 �nalstatesprim arily (� 80% ofthe tim e)yield 4b’s.The ZA0;Zh0

�nalstatesyield 2j2babout60% ofthetim e.In eithercase,wecan dem and thatthere

betwo pairsofjets,each pairfalling within narrow m assintervals.In addition,two

b-tagscan berequired.Thus,thesechannelswillhavesm allbackground.Toillustrate

the size ofthesignalin these channels,we presentin Fig.27 the L = 10 fb� 1 signal

ratesforthe above fourm odes,assum ing a net50% e�ciency (including branching

fractionsand tagging e�ciencies,aswellasdoublem ass-binning).In theH 0 ! h0h0

case,atleast50eventsareobtained in essentially allbutthem A 0 = 60� 230;tan�>�
2:5 region; the 5000 event contour is con�ned to a narrow region around m A 0 =

65� 70;tan�>� 2and to the(disjoint)teardrop region labelled;the50and 500event

contoursareaslabelled.Atleast500 eventsarepredicted in them A 0
<
� 60 region for

alltan�.In the H 0 ! A 0A 0 case,atleast500 eventsare obtained in them A 0
<
� 60

and tan� >
� 2 region.In theH 0 ! ZA 0 case,only the5 eventlevelisachieved over

even the sm allpiece ofparam eterspace shown. Finally,in the A 0 ! Zh0 case all

contoursareeasily identi�ed by thelabelling.No eventsareexpected form A 0 below

about200 GeV,wheretheA 0 ! Zh0 decay m odeisno longerkinem atically allowed.

Itiskinem aticsthatalso dictatestheratherrestricted regionsatlow m A 0 forwhich

H 0 ! A 0A 0 and H 0 ! ZA 0 eventsoccur.

In order to discuss the observability ofthe above signals,we need to com pute

the background level,which we do notdo in thisreport. Afterb-tagging and m ass

reconstruction webelievethatbackgroundsshould bem odest.In theabsenceofany

explicitcalculation wecan only m akethefollowing guesstim ates.Based on theevent

56



Figure 27: Eventrate contours forH 0 ! h0h0,H 0 ! A 0A 0,H 0 ! ZA 0

and A 0 ! Zh0 in (m A 0;tan�) param eter space forintegrated lum inosity

L = 10 fb� 1.Contoursfor5,50,500 and 5000 eventsareshown in the�rst

and lastcases.Thereare500 orm oreH 0 ! A 0A 0 eventsifm A 0
<
� 60 G eV

and tan� >
� 2,but H 0 ! ZA 0 barely reaches the 5 event level. Two-

loop/RG E-im proved radiative corrections to Higgs m asses,m ixing angles

and self-couplings are included,taking m t = 175 G eV ,m et = 1 TeV and

neglecting squark m ixing.
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ratesofFig.27itshould bepossibletostudytheH 0 ! h0h0 channeloverasigni�cant

fraction ofparam eterspacewith L � 1 fb� 1.In particular,lum inositiesatand above

this levelcould open up the m A 0
<
� 60 GeV region for both this m ode and the

H 0 ! A 0A 0 m ode.In contrast,itwillobviously require very substantiallum inosity

to detectH 0 ! ZA 0,even when notkinem atically suppressed. A viable A 0 ! Zh0

signalm ay bepossible,when kinem atically allowed,onlysolongasm A 0 and tan� are

notlarge;when m A 0 islargethetree-levelcoupling issuppressed (which suppression

occursm ostrapidly atlargetan�)and therearetoo few eventsfora usefulsignal.

Although these m odes provide som ewhat m ore challenging signals than the bb

channelsignal,their observation would provide tests ofim portant Higgscouplings.

In particular,detection ofthe H 0 ! h0h0 and H 0 ! A 0A 0 m odes would allow a

directprobeofthesevery interesting Higgsboson self-couplings.Theprocedurewill

be outlined in a later section. In general,determ ination ofthe Higgs boson self-

couplings is quite di�cult at other m achines. In particular,even when a relevant

branching fraction can bem easured,knowledgeofthetotalwidth isrequired in order

to extractthepartialwidth and coupling.W ithouta �+ �� collider,m easurem entof

thetotalwidth isonly possibleifthewidth issubstantially largerthan theresolution

im plied by �nalstatem assreconstruction attheHiggsm ass.Thisisnotthecasefor

theH 0 and A 0 unlesstan� isvery large.

3.2 M SSM H iggs boson detection using the brem sstrahlung

tailspectrum

In thissection,we discussan alternative way ofsearching forthe A 0 and H 0 by

running the �+ �� collider atfullenergy but looking forexcess events arising from

the lum inosity on the low-energy end ofthe brem sstrahlung tail(see Appendix C).

This latter technique proves to be som ewhat com petitive with the scan technique

justdescribed,provided thatexcellentresolution in reconstructing the bb�nalstate

m asscan beachieved and provided thatlargetotalintegrated lum inosity isdevoted

to such running.Itwould havetwo distinctadvantagesoverthescanning approach.

� Itwould notrequiretheconstruction ofm ultipleringsin ordertom aintain high

lum inosity overa broad rangeof
p
s collision energies.

� A largenum berofeventsin theZh m odefortheSM -likeh0 could besim ulta-
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neously accum ulated.

Asforthescan procedure,thebrem sstrahlung tailtechniqueisviableonly iftheh !

�+ �� coupling issigni�cantly enhanced relative to the SM hSM ! �+ �� coupling;

only then isaHiggsboson with m asssubstantially below
p
sproduced atalargerate

by virtueofthebrem sstrahlungtail.Ofcourse,oncetheH 0 and/orA 0 isfound using

the brem sstrahlung technique,itwould then behighly desirable to run them achine

with
p
s � mH 0;m A 0 in orderto study in detailthe widthsand otherpropertiesof

theH 0;A 0.

Forourstudy ofthe brem sstrahlung tailpossibility,we shallassum e thatthe b�b

�nalstatem asscan bereconstructed to within � 5 GeV.A fullstudy ofthism odeof

detection should generate events,sm earthe b jetsusing expected resolutions,allow

for sem i-leptonic b decays,and incorporate tagging e�ciencies. The reconstructed

m assofthe bb �nalstate foreach eventshould then be binned and one would then

look forapeak overtheexpected background level.W ewillnotperform thisdetailed

sim ulation here. Instead,we com pute asa function ofm
bb
(the centralvalue ofthe

bb�nalstatem ass)thenum berofeventsin theinterval[m
bb
� 5 GeV;m

bb
+ 5 GeV].

In estim ating the signi�cance ofany peak seen in the spectrum ,we willchoose m
bb

atthecenterofthepeak,and com paretheexcessofeventsin theaboveinterval(the

signalS)to the num ber ofevents expected ifthere isno Higgs boson present (the

background B ).Thestatisticalsigni�cancewillbecom puted asS=
p
B .In com puting

thenum berofeventsweassum ean integrated lum inosity ofL = 50 fb� 1 and assum e

an event reconstruction and tagging e�ciency of� = 0:5. Correspondingly, only

thecontinuum bb�nalstatesfrom 
?;Z ? processeswillbeincluded in B (using also

� = 0:5).Theselatterassum ptionsarethesam eonesem ployed in ourotheranalyses.

3.2.1 M ass peaks

Itwillbe usefulto �rstdisplay som e typicalm asspeaks.In Fig.28,we plotthe

num berofeventsin theinterval[m
bb
� 5 GeV;m

bb
+ 5 GeV]asa function ofm

bb
for

threem A 0 choices:m A 0 = 120,300 and 480 GeV.In each case,resultsfortan� = 5

and 20 areshown.The eventenhancem entsderive from the presence ofthe H 0 and

A 0 Higgsbosons.Therewould benovisiblee�ectforthechoiceofm A 0 = 100GeV for

any tan� valuebelow 20.ThisisbecausealltheHiggsm assesaresitting on thevery

large Z peak and,in addition,none ofthe �+ �� couplingsare fully enhanced. For
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thethreem A 0 valuesconsidered in Fig.28,weobserve eventexcessesfortan� = 20

in allcases.Fortan� = 5,them A 0 = 300 GeV peak isclear,while m A 0 = 480 GeV

yieldsa shoulderofexcessevents(thatisstatistically signi�cant);nothing isvisible

form A 0 = 120 GeV.Fortan� <
� 2,no peaksorexcesseswould bevisible forany of

theabove m A 0 choices.Finally,we notethatenhancem entsdue to theh0 resonance

would notbevisible,regardlessoftan�,form A 0
>
� 100 GeV.

3.2.2 Signi�cance ofsignals

W ewillnow proceed tosurvey theS=
p
B expectations.W edothisasafunction of

locationinthe(m A 0;tan�)param eterspaceasfollows.Foreach choiceof(m A 0;tan�)

we determ ine m h0 and m H 0.W e then com pute S=
p
B forthe three locationsm

bb
=

m h0,m bb
= m H 0 and m

bb
= m A 0,where S and B are com puted by counting events

in them
bb
� 5 GeV window.E�ectsfrom overlapping Higgsresonancesareincluded.

The 5� discovery contours for each ofthese three window locations are plotted in

(m A 0;tan�)param eterspaceforintegrated lum inositiesofL = 0:5,5,50and 200fb� 1

in Fig.29,taking
p
s= 500 GeV and R = 0:1% .

Asexpected from Fig.28,the window centered atm
bb
= m h0 only yieldsa sta-

tistically signi�cantexcess iftan� islarge and m h0 isnotnearm Z. (m h0 nearm Z

at high tan� corresponds to m A 0 � 95 GeV.) Since the Zh0 m ode willyield an

observablesignalregardlessofthe(m A 0;tan�)values,thebrem sstrahlung tailexcess

would m ainly be ofinterestasa probe ofthe �(h0 ! �+ �� )partialwidth priorto

running at
p
s= m h0.

However,the � 5 GeV intervalscentered atm
bb
= m H 0 and m

bb
= m A 0 (which,

include events from the overlapping A 0 and H 0 resonances,respectively) yield 5�

statisticalsignals for a substantialportion ofparam eter space ifL is large. W ith

L = 50 fb� 1, a 5 sigm a discovery of the H 0 and A 0 using the
p
s = 500 GeV

brem sstrahlung tailisviable down to tan� >
� 6:5 atm A 0 = 250 GeV im proving to

tan� >
� 5 at480 GeV. Thisisnotquite asfardown in tan� ascan be probed for

250 <� m A 0
<
� 500 GeV by the previously described scan over a seriesof

p
s values

using 0:01� 0:3 fb� 1 oflum inosity ateach scan point. Asm H 0;m A 0 m ove closerto

m Z,the5� discoverycontoursm ovetom uch largertan� values,whereasthescanning

technique would yield 5� signalsfortan� valuesaslow astan� � 3� 4 alltheway

down to m A 0
>
� 60 GeV.
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Figure 28:Taking
p
s= 500 G eV,integrated lum inosity L = 50 fb� 1,and

R = 0:1% ,we consider the bb �nalstate and plot the num ber ofevents

in the interval[m
bb
� 5 G eV;m

bb
+ 5 G eV],as a function ofthe location

ofthe centralm
bb
value,resulting from the low

p
ŝ brem sstrahlung tailof

thelum inosity distribution.M SSM Higgsboson H 0 and A 0 resonancesare

present for the param eter choices ofm A 0 = 120,300 and 480 G eV ,with

tan� = 5 and 20 in each case. Enhancem ents for m A 0 = 120,300 and

480 G eV are visible fortan� = 20;tan� = 5 yieldsvisible enhancem ents

only for m A 0 = 300 and 480 G eV. Two-loop/RG E-im proved radiative

correctionsareincluded,taking m t= 175 G eV ,m et= 1TeV and neglecting

squark m ixing.SUSY decay channelsare assum ed to beabsent.
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Figure 29: Taking
p
s = 500 G eV and R = 0:1% , we consider the bb

�nalstate and com pute the Higgssignal(S)and background (B )ratesin

the m ass interval[m
bb
� 5 G eV;m

bb
+ 5 G eV],with m

bb
= m H 0,m

bb
=

m h0,and m
bb
= m A 0,resulting from the low

p
ŝ brem sstrahlung tailof

the lum inosity distribution. S=
p
B = 5 contoursare shown forintegrated

lum inosities ofL = 0:5,5,50,and 200 fb� 1. Two-loop/RG E-im proved

radiative correctionsare included,taking m t= 175 G eV,m et= 1 TeV and

neglecting squark m ixing.SUSY decay channelsareassum ed to beabsent.
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3.2.3 Strategy: scan vs.m axim um energy

IfZ ? ! H 0A 0 isnotobserved ata
p
s= 500 GeV e+ e� m achineand ifdiscovery

oftheH 0 and A 0 in the250� 500 GeV m assrangeistheprim ary goal,atthe�+ ��

collideritwould beaclosecallastowhetheritwouldbebettertoim m ediatelyem bark

on the
p
s scan oraccum ulate lum inosity atthem axim um m achine energy.The

p
s

scan probestan� valuesthatarelowerby only 1 or2 unitsthan thebrem sstrahlung

tailsearch.Thisstatem entassum esthata�nalstatem assresolution oforder� 5GeV

can be achieved (even afterincluding allsem i-leptonic decay e�ectsand so forth)in

thebb�nalstateforthelattersearch.Ifnot,the
p
sscan isthepreferred technique.

Thus,resolution and m issing energy could becom e criticalissuesforthe detector(s)

in deciding thebestapproach.

Ifan e+ e� colliderisnotoperationalatthetim ea �+ �� colliderbeginsrunning,

then the decision asto which approach to choose forH 0 and A 0 discovery becom es

even m oredelicateunlesstheLHC hasclearly ruled outm A 0;m H 0
<
� 250GeV (which

it probably can do | see Fig.18). W ithout a lower bound on m A 0;m H 0,the
p
s

scan would haveto beextended to lower
p
s,requiring m orelum inosity.In contrast,

by accum ulating L = 50 fb� 1 atfullenergy,
p
s= 500 GeV,itwould be possible to

sim ultaneously eitherdiscoverorruleoutm A 0;m H 0
<
�
p
s=2foralltan� and

p
s=2<�

m H 0;m A 0;<�
p
sfortan� >� 5� 7.NotethatmA 0;m H 0

<
�
p
s=2� 20GeV can beruled

outin theZ ? ! H 0h m odewith perhapsaslittleas5� 10 fb� 1.Forlum inositiesof

order10 fb� 1 the brem sstrahlung tailtechnique would probe tan� >
� 11 form A 0 �

250 GeV im proving to tan� >
� 6 for m A 0 � 500 GeV. After accum ulating the

L = 5 � 10 fb� 1,the �+ �� collider could then be switched to the scan m ode of

operation ifno signalhasbeen found.

3.3 D etailed studies ofthe H 0 and A 0

HowevertheH 0 and A 0 are�rstdetected,onewillwish to m easurethetotaland

partialwidthsoftheH 0 and A 0.Onceagain,the�+ �� collidercan playacrucialrole.

W ewillnotgive detailed estim atesofwhatcan beaccom plished,butrathercon�ne

ourselves to outlining the procedures and strategies. The tim e scale and available

lum inosity forim plem enting theseproceduresdependsdram atically upon whetheror

notonem ust�rstdiscovertheH 0 and A 0 by scanning orin thebrem sstrahlung tail

(eitherofwhich would requirea lum inosity expenditure ofL � 50 fb� 1),asopposed
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to observing them atthe LHC (typically possible fortan� <
� 3� 4 athigh mA 0)or

atan e+ e� collider(requiring m A 0;m H 0
<
�
p
s=2).

One m ight presum e that once a Higgs boson with �toth larger than the rm s
p
s

spread isdiscovered,directm easurem entoftheHiggswidth would bequitestraight-

forward with a sim ple scan overseveral
p
s settings. Thisisindeed the case unless

thereisa second nearby Higgsboson.Asithappens,theA 0 and H 0 aresu�ciently

degenerateinsom eregionsofparam eterspace(largem A 0 andlargetan�),seeFigs.20

and 21,thata m easurem entofthe widthsofthe A 0 and H 0 separately willrequire

sorting outtwo overlapping resonancebum ps,which,in turn,necessitatesan appro-

priatescan.Two sam plepossibilitieswereillustrated earlierin Fig.22,wheretheH 0

and A 0 resonance bum ps thatwould appearasa function of
p
s are illustrated for

m A 0 = 350 GeV in the casestan� = 5 and 10. Asnoted earlier,separation ofthe

peaks and precision width m easurem ents are both m uch easier ifwe have excellent

beam energy resolution;we assum e R = 0:01% . Attan� = 5,we estim ate thatby

accum ulating roughly 0:01fb� 1 ateach of3appropriately placed
p
schoicesnearthe

center and on eitherside ofeach ofthe two separated peaks,the widths ofthe H 0

and A 0 could be m easured to about 33% ;10% width determ ination would require

about 0:1 fb� 1 per point. At the higher tan� = 10 value,one would clearly have

to accum ulate data in the dip between the overlapping peaks,nearboth peaks,be-

low the double peak and above the double peak,and perform a �tto the two Higgs

resonancessim ultaneously. A m inim um of5 data pointswould be required. Again,

roughly 0:01 fb� 1 perpointwould be needed to determ ine �tot
H 0 and �tot

A 0 to the 33%

level,or 0:1 fb� 1 per point fora 10% determ ination. Very large tan� values yield

the worstscenariossince the H 0 and A 0 peaksare,then,sim ultaneously broad and

very degenerate. Determ ination ofthe individualwidths would becom e extrem ely

di�cult.

Theproduction ratein agiven channelisproportionaltoB F(h ! �+ �� )B F(h !

X )(for�p
s
� �toth ),seeEq.(11).W ethen proceed asfollows:

� B F(h ! �+ �� )and B F(h ! bb)can be obtained individually ifwe use the

type-IIdoubletprejudicethatthe�+ �� and bbcouplingssquared arem odi�ed

relative to the SM coupling by the sam e factor,f. (A value ofm b m ust be

speci�ed.)

� Given the individualbranching fractions,the partialwidthscan then be com -
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puted:

�(h ! �
+
�
�
;bb)= �toth B F(h ! �

+
�
�
;bb) (25)

� Onecan useeventratesin otherobservablechannels,coupled with theB F(h !

�+ �� )determ ination,to obtain resultsforB F(h ! X ).

� �toth � B F(h ! X )then yieldsthepartialwidth and couplingforany observable

channelX . Forexam ple,ifthe H 0 ! h0h0 channelcan be detected we could

determ inethevery interesting associated partialwidth (and,thence,coupling)

via �(H 0 ! h0h0)= �tot
H 0B F(H 0 ! h0h0)or,equivalently,

�(H 0 ! h
0
h
0)=

[�tot
H 0]2B F(H 0 ! ��)B F(H 0 ! h0h0)

�(H 0 ! ��)
: (26)

Ofcourse,if�toth and �p
s
are close in size,one m ust avoid the approxim ation of

Eq.(11),but determ ination off and the partialwidths and branching fractions

would neverthelessbestraightforward.

3.4 D eterm ining a H iggs boson’s C P properties

A �+ �� collider m ight wellprove to be the best m achine for directly probing

the CP properties ofa Higgs boson that can be produced and detected in the s-

channelm ode. Thisissue hasbeen explored in Refs.[32,33]in the case ofa general

two-Higgs-doubletm odel.

The �rstpossibility isto m easure correlationsin the �+ �� ortt�nalstates.Via

such m easurem ents,a �+ �� colliderislikely to have greatersensitivity to theHiggs

boson CP propertiesforL = 20fb� 1 than willthee+ e� colliderforL = 85fb� 1 (using

correlation m easurem entsin theZh production m ode)iftan� >� 10or2m W
<
� m h

<
�

2m t. Indeed,there is a tendency for the �+ �� CP-sensitivity to be best precisely

for param eter choices such that CP-sensitivity in the e+ e� ! Zh m ode is worst.

Som ewhathighertotallum inosity (L � 50 fb� 1)isgenerally needed in orderto use

thesecorrelationsto distinguish a pureCP-odd statefrom a pureCP-even state.

The second possibility arises ifit is possible to transversely polarize the m uon

beam s. Assum e that we can have 100% transverse polarization and that the �+

transverse polarization isrotated with respectto the �� transverse polarization by

an angle�.Theproduction crosssection fora h with coupling a+ ib
5 then behaves

65



as

�(�)/ 1�
a2 � b2

a2 + b2
cos� +

2ab

a2 + b2
sin� : (27)

To provethattheh isa CP adm ixture,usetheasym m etry

A 1 �
�(�=2)� �(� �=2)

�(�=2)+ �(� �=2)
=

2ab

a2 + b2
: (28)

Fora pureCP eigenstate,eithera orbiszero.Forexam ple,in theM SSM theHiggs

sectorisCP-conserving;b= 0fortheCP-even h0 and H 0,whilea = 0fortheCP-odd

A 0.In such cases,itisnecessary toem ploy adi�erentasym m etry than thatdiscussed

in Ref.[33].Thequantity

A 2 �
�(�)� �(� �)

�(�)+ �(� �)
=
a2 � b2

a2 + b2
(29)

is+1 or� 1 fora CP-even orCP-odd h,respectively. Background processesin the

�nalstateswhereaHiggsboson can bem osteasily observed (e.g.bb)can dilutethese

asym m etriessubstantially.W hetherornotthey willproveusefuldependseven m ore

upon the very uncertain ability to transversely polarize the m uon beam s,especially

whilem aintaining high lum inosity.

Notethatlongitudinally polarized beam sarenotusefulforstudying theCP prop-

ertiesofa Higgsproduced in thes-channel.Regardlessofthevaluesofa and bin the

h coupling,thecrosssection issim ply proportionalto 1� ��+ ��� (the�’sbeing the

helicities),and isonly non-zero forLR orRL transitions,up to correctionsoforder

m 2
�=m

2
h.

4 Sum m ary and C onclusion

A �+ �� colliderwouldbearem arkablypowerfulm achineforprobingHiggsphysics

using direct s-channelproduction, and thus ultim ately for �nding the underlying

theory ofthe scalar sector. In this reportwe have concentrated on the procedures

and m achinerequirem entsfordirectm easurem entofthepropertiesofa Higgsboson.

4.1 SM -like H iggs boson

W eexpectthata SM -like h (which nom inally includestheh0 oftheM SSM )will

�rstbedetected eitherattheLHC orin theZh m odeatan e+ e� collider.Ifnot,it
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would bem ostadvantageousto expend a sm allam ountoflum inosity atfullm achine

energy todiscoveritin theZh m odeatthe�+ �� collider.Oncem h isapproxim ately

known,a �+ �� collider can zero-in on
p
s ’ m h for detailed studies ofa SM -like

Higgsboson provided m h
<
� 2m W (asisthecasefortheh0 oftheM SSM ).Them ass

can bem easured to a fraction ofan M eV form hS M
<
� 130 GeV.

Crucialto a m odel-independent determ ination ofallthe propertiesofthe Higgs

boson at the �+ �� collider is the ability to m ake a direct precision m easurem ent

ofits totalwidth,which is very narrow for a SM -like h when m h < 2m W . The

proposed m ethod (described in Appendix C) relies on m easuring the ratio ofthe

centralpeak crosssection tothecrosssection on thewingsofthepeak,aratiothatis

determ ined by �toth alone.Once�toth ism easured,determ inationsofthecrucial�+ ��

and bb couplings are possible. The precision for �toth and the �+ �� and bb partial

widths/couplings achieved for totalintegrated lum inosity ofL = 50 fb� 1 and an

excellentbeam resolution ofR = 0:01% would besu�cientto distinguish theM SSM

h0 from theSM hSM atthe3� statisticallevelforvaluesoftheparam eterm A 0 aslarge

as� 400 GeV provided thatmh0 isnotin therange80 <� m h0
<
� 100 GeV (i.e.near

m Z).No otheracceleratororcom bination ofacceleratorshasthepotentialofseeing

theh0 vs.hSM di�erencesatthislevelofprecision outto such largem A 0 values.For

a SM -like Higgswith m h
>
� 200 GeV,the eventrate istoo low fordetection in the

s-channel.

M achinerequirem entsfortheprecision studiesare:

� High lum inosity L>� 2� 1033cm � 2s� 1 at
p
s� mh.

� Excellentbeam energy resolution ofR = 0:01% .

� Ability to adjustthe m achine energy
p
s accurately (to one partin a m illion)

and quickly (once an hourin the intialscan to precisely determ ine m h)overa
p
s intervalofseveralGeV.

4.2 N on-SM -like H iggs bosons

ForotherHiggsbosonswith weak W W ;ZZ couplings(such astheH 0 and A 0 of

theM SSM ),butenhanced �+ �� and bbcouplings,discovery in s-channelcollisionsat

the�+ �� collideristypically possible.Therearethreepossibletechniques.In order

tocom parethesetechniquesitisreasonabletosupposethattheH 0 and A 0 havebeen
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excluded form H 0;m A 0
<
�
p
s=2viatheZ ? ! H 0A 0 m odeatan e+ e� colliderrunning

with
p
s� 500 GeV.

a) Scan m ethod

In thisapproach,a scan forthe H 0 and A 0 ofthe M SSM would be m ade over

a sequenceof
p
svaluesalltheway outto them axim al

p
svalueachievableat

the�+ �� collider.Assum ing thatL = 50 fb� 1 isdevoted to thescan and that

both thee+ e� and the�+ �� collidershavem axim alenergiesoforder500 GeV,

discovery viathescan would berobustfor250<� m H 0;A 0
<
� 500GeV iftan� >� 3

to 4.Fortuitously,thedom ain 250<� m H 0;m A 0
<
� 500 GeV;tan� <� 3,in which

m uch m ore lum inosity would clearly be required for discovery at the �+ ��

collider,isaparam eterregion wheretheH 0 and A 0 arelikely tobeaccessibleat

theLHC foraccum ulated lum inosity of300 fb� 1 perdetector(ATLAS+CM S),

asillustrated in Fig.18.There is,nonetheless,a sm allwindow,3 <� tan� <
� 4,

at large m A 0 (between about 400 and 500 GeV) for which the LHC and the

�+ �� colliderm ightboth m issseeing theH 0 and A 0 unlesshigherlum inosities

areaccum ulated.

In orderthatthe required L = 50 fb� 1 can be optim ally distributed over the

full250� 500GeV scan rangein thecourseofayearortwoofrunning,itwould

benecessary to design thestoragering orringsso thatitwould bepossibleto

adjust
p
s quickly and accurately (to within a sm allfraction ofthe step size,

which m ust be <� 0:1 GeV in som e m ass ranges) while m aintaining the full

lum inosity.

b) Brem sstrahlung tailm ethod

In thistechnique,theA 0 and H 0 search ism adewhilerunningthe�+ �� collider

atfullenergy,looking forexcesseventsarising from thelum inosity atthelow-

energy end ofthe brem sstrahlung tail. Thisapproach iscom petitive with the

scan technique ifthe bb �nalstate m ass can be reconstructed with excellent

resolution (roughly � 5 GeV,including alldetectore�ectsand sem i-leptonic b

decays).Thelowertan� lim itsfor5� signalsareaboutoneto two unitshigher

than for the scan technique in the m A 0 = 250 � 480 GeV range. Thus the

brem sstrahlung search leavesa largergap between theupperlim itin tan� for

which H 0;A 0 discovery would be possible atthe LHC (tan� <
� 3� 4 athigh
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m A 0)and thelowerlim itforwhich theH 0;A 0 would bedetected atthe �+ ��

collider(tan� >� 5� 7)than would thescan technique.

The brem sstrahlung technique has the advantage ofnot requiring that high

lum inosity be m aintained over a broad range of
p
s collision energies while

being able to step quickly and accurately in
p
s,butdetectorcostsassociated

with thevery dem anding resolution in thebbinvariantm assm ightbehigh.

c) Pairproduction

Itm ay wellbe possible to build a �+ �� collider with
p
s substantially above

500 GeV.Ifa
p
s� 1 TeV m achinewith high lum inosity werebuiltinstead of

a500GeV collider,itcould discovertheH 0;A 0 form H 0;m A 0 � 500GeV in the

pairproduction m ode.

IftheH 0;A 0 havealready been discovered,either

� with mH 0;m A 0
<
� 250 GeV in theZ ? ! H 0A 0 m odeatan e+ e� collider,or

� with mH 0;m A 0
<
� 2 TeV in theZ ? ! H 0A 0 m odeata 4 TeV �+ �� collider,or

� with mH 0;m A 0
<
� 500 GeV attheLHC (iftan� <� 3� 4 ortan�>� 8� 20),

scanning over a broad energy range would not be necessary at the �+ �� collider.

By constructing a single appropriate storage ring and devoting fulllum inosity to

accum ulating events at
p
s ’ m A 0;m H 0,detailed studies ofthe totalwidths and

partialwidthsofthe A 0 and H 0 would then be possible atthe �+ �� colliderforall

tan� valuesabove 1.

4.3 Sum m ary ofm achine and detector requirem ents

W e re-em phasize the crucialm achine and detector characteristics for detection

and study ofboth SM -likeHiggsbosonsand non-SM -likeHiggsbosons.

� High lum inosity,L>� 2� 1033cm � 2s� 1,is required at any
p
s where a Higgs

boson isknown toexistand throughoutany rangeofenergy overwhich wem ust

scan to detecta Higgsboson.

� A m achine design such thatbeam strahlung issm allcom pared to thee�ectsof

brem sstrahlung (included in our studies) is highly desirable for scan searches
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and precision studies. However,signi�cant beam strahlung m ightim prove the

ability to discover Higgs bosons using the low-energy tailofthe lum inosity

spectrum .

� An extrem ely precise beam energy,R � 0:01% ,willbe needed for precision

studiesofa narrow-width SM -like Higgsboson.Such precise resolution isalso

extrem ely helpfulin the zeroing-in scan fora very narrow SM -like and isnot

harm fulfor discovering a Higgs boson with broad width. Precision m easure-

m ents ofthe non-SM -like H 0 and A 0 widths and separation ofthese two res-

onances when they overlap becom es di�cult ifR is substantially larger than

0:01% .

� To zero-in on
p
s’ m h fora narrow-width SM -likeHiggsboson requiresbeing

able to rapidly set
p
s with an accuracy thatis sm allcom pared to the beam

resolution R, for
p
s values within about a few GeV ofthe (approxim ately

known) value ofm h. To discover the H 0 and A 0 by scanning requires being

ableto rapidly set
p
swith an accuracy thatissm allcom pared to theirwidths

overa
p
s intervaloforderseveralhundred GeV.

� To m easure �toth fora SM -like h to � 10% ,itm ustbe possible to set
p
s with

an accuracy oforder1 partin 106 over
p
s valuesin an intervalseveraltim es

Rm h, i.e. over an intervalof tens of M eV.This (and the accuracy for the

m assm easurem ents)requiresa m achine design thatallowsquick spin rotation

m easurem entsofa polarized m uon in thestoragering.

� If both m uon beam s can be polarized and the polarization (P) m aintained

through the cooling and acceleration process,the signi�cance ofthe s-channel

Higgs signalcan be signi�cantly enhanced provided the factor by which the

lum inosity isdecreased islessthan (1+ P 2)=(1� P2).

� To detect non-SM -like Higgs bosons with enhanced �+ �� couplings in the

brem sstrahlunglum inositytailwhen them achineisrun atfullenergy,oneneeds

excellentm assresolution (� � 5GeV)in thebb�nalstatem assasreconstructed

in thedetector.

In conclusion,ifaHiggsbosonsisdiscovered attheLHC and/oran e+ e� collider,

construction ofa �+ �� colliderwith
p
s covering the range ofm assesobserved will
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becom ealm ostm andatory purely on thebasisofs-channelHiggsphysics.Thereare

m anyotherm otivationsforbuildinga�+ �� collider,especially onewith
p
s>� 2TeV,

based on othertypesofnew physicsthatcould be probed.The physicsm otivations

fora high-energy �+ �� colliderwillbetreated elsewhere [34].
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A E�ects ofbrem sstrahlung

Softphoton radiation isan im portante�ectthatm ustbetaken intoaccountwhen

considering the ultim ate resolution in
p
ŝ (where ŝ = (p�+ + p�� )2 is the invariant

energy squared ofa given collision)and peak lum inosity thatcan be achieved atan

e+ e� or�+ �� collider.In an often discussed approxim ation [35]the sm allGaussian

spread in
p
ŝ aboutthe nom inalcentralm achine energy,

p
s,resulting from purely

m achinee�ectsisignored,and theenergy spread resultingfrom softphoton radiation

iscom puted starting from dL=d
p
ŝ/ �(

p
ŝ�

p
s),where

p
sisthenom inalm achine

energy. Form any typesofphysics,thisisan entirely adequate approxim ation since

theGaussian spread ism uch sm allerthan thestructureofthephysicalcrosssection.

However,therearephysicalprocesseswith
p
ŝ structurethatism uch narrowerthan

theexpected Gaussian spread;production ofaHiggsboson with very narrow width is

acaseinpoint.Inthiscase,itisim portanttoassessthedistortionofthem achine-level

Gaussian shape due to softphoton radiation. Here we give the necessary form alism

and derivean extrem ely accurateapproxim ation to theexactresultthatisusefulfor

num ericalinvestigations.

W estartfrom thebasicm achine-levelGaussian form :

dL0

d
p
ŝ
=
e
� (

p
ŝ�

p
s)2=2�2p

s

p
2��p

s

� G(
p
ŝ;
p
s;�p

s
) (30)

and �p
s
whereistheresolution in

p
ŝ.Thisform resultsfrom theconvolution oftwo

Gaussiansfortheindividualbeam s.In general,

dL

d
p
ŝ
=

Z

dE 1dE 2f(E 1)f(E 2)�(
p
ŝ�

q

4E 1E 2) (31)

where the f(E )’sgive the probability for�nding an electron orm uon ofenergy E ;
dL 0

d
p
ŝ
ofEq.(30)resultswhen the f’sare standard Gaussian form scentered atE 0 �

p
s=2 with resolutions �E ,G(E i;E 0;�E ); �p s in Eq.(30) is then given by �p

s
=

p
2�E .However,E 1 and E 2 aredegraded by softphoton radiation,so thattheactual

probability for�nding energy E in any onebeam isgiven by

f(E )=
Z

1

0

dz

z
D (z)G(E =z;E 0;�E ) (32)

whereD (z)istheprobabilitydistributionfor�ndinganelectronorm uonwithfraction

z ofitsinitialenergy afterthe soft-photon radiation.Substituting into Eq.(31),we
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obtain

dL

d
p
ŝ
=

Z

dE 1dE 2

Z
dz1

z1

dz2

z2
D (z1)D (z2)G(E 1=z1;E 0;�E )

� G(E2=z2;E 0;�E )

2

4
1

p
z1z2

�

0

@

s

ŝ

z1z2
�

s

4
E 1

z1

E 2

z2

1

A

3

5 (33)

where we have rewritten �(
p
ŝ�

p
4E 1E 2) in a usefulform . Changing integration

variablesto E 1=z1 and E 2=z2,we seeim m ediately thattheE i integrationsincluding

the� function reproduce dL0=d
p
s0evaluated ats0= ŝ=(1� x),where 1� x = z1z2.

Introducing
R
dx�(1� x� z1z2)= 1 undertheintegralin Eq.(33)weobtain

dL

d
p
ŝ
=

Z
dx

p
1� x

dL0

d
p
s0

�
�
�
�
�
s0=

ŝ

1� x

D (x) (34)

where

D (x)=
Z

dz1dz2D (z1)D (z2)�(1� x� z1z2): (35)

In theapproxim ation ofRef.[35],D takestheform

D (x)= C

�

�x
�� 1

�

1+
3

4
�

�

� �

�

1�
x

2

��

; (36)

whereC � 1+ 2�

�
(�2=6� 1=4)and D hasan im plicitenergy dependencecom ing from

� �
2�

�
(log

s0

m 2
� 1) (37)

with s0= ŝ=(1� x);in whatfollowswereplaces0in thisform ula for� by ŝ,theerror

m adein doing so being extrem ely sm all.Typicalvaluesof� fora �+ �� colliderare

� ’ 0:0632 at
p
s= 100 GeV and 0:0792 at

p
s= 500 GeV.

Tocom puteagiven crosssection,onem ustfold thisresultforthelum inosity with

thephysicalcrosssection:

� =
Z

d
p
ŝ
dL

d
p
ŝ
�(
p
ŝ); (38)

where the lum inosity isthatfound from the convolution ofEq.(34). Thisisa nu-

m erically intensive operation in a num berofcasesofparticularinterest. Thus,itis

usefulto develop an analytic approxim ation to dL=d
p
ŝ in Eq.(34). This we have

doneby perform ing an expansion.W riting x � �=(1+ �),de�ning

p
ŝ� � +

p
s; a �

p
2�

�p
s

s

1+
�
p
s
; � �

2
p
2�p

s
p
s
q

1+ �
p
s

; (39)

73



and changing variables to y � �=�,the exponentialin the Gaussian dL0=d
p
s0 in

Eq.(34)takestheform

exp[� �
2
=(2�2p

s
)]� exp[� y

2 � ay+ �y
3
=2+ O (y4)]: (40)

The �rstterm in Eq.(40)isthe ‘standard’Gaussian com ponent. In the rem aining

partoftheexponential,thestrongly convergentquadraticcom ponent,exp[� y2],and

thevery sm allsizeof� guaranteethatx takeson valuesoforder� in D (x)and allows

a convenient expansion, including exp[�y3=2] ’ 1 + �y3=2. The m ost im portant

com ponent ofthe result derives from ���(1+ 3

4
�)

R
dyexp[� y2 � ay]y�� 1 which is

easily expressed in term sofdegeneratehypergeom etricfunctions,1F1.Keeping som e

othersm allerterm saswell,we�nd theresult:

dL(
p
ŝ)

d
p
ŝ

dL 0(
p
ŝ)

d
p
ŝ

=
C

2

2

6
4� � e

a
2

4

p
� �

�

1� Erf(
a

2
)
�

+
1

2
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3�

4
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!
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(41)

The num erically m ostim portantterm outlined above appearslast,the othersbeing

quite sm allcorrectionsthereto. From itwe see the crucialdependence on ��. This

factordecreases(albeitvery slowly because ofthe sm allsize of�)with increasingly

sm all�p
s
.Thisnon-negligiblelossofpeak lum inosity willbequanti�ed below.

TheresultofEq.(41)isextrem ely accurateforj�=�p
s
j� 10and even for�=�p

s
=

� 20 deviatesby only about3% from a precise num ericalevaluation ofthe integral.

As willbe illustrated,the e�ective lum inosity rem ains approxim ately Gaussian in

shapeasidefrom a long low-energy tail.Thee�ectivewidth athalfm axim um ofthis

approxim atelyGaussian peakislittlealtered,even forR � �E =(
p
s=2)valuesassm all

as0:0001 (desirable to m easure the precise m assand width ofa very narrow Higgs
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boson). Asalready noted,the m ostim portante�ectofthe soft-photon radiation is

toreducethee�ectivepeak lum inosity height.Thepeak heightratioisthatobtained

by setting � = 0 (i.e.a = 0)in Eq.(41).Thefunctionalform sim pli�essigni�cantly,

and weobtain:

dL(
p
ŝ)

d
p
ŝ

dL 0(
p
ŝ)

d
p
ŝ

�
�
�
�
�
�
�p

ŝ=
p
s

= C

8
><

>:
�0

�0�

 

1+
�0

2

! �

1+
3

4
�0

�

� �0�0

p
�

2

+
�0

4

�

1+
3

4
�0

�

�0
�0+ 1

"

�

 
�0 + 3

2

!

+ �

 
�0 + 1

2

! #
9
>=

>;
; (42)

where �0 and �0 arethe valuesof� and � at
p
ŝ=

p
s.In Eq.(42)the�rstterm is

them ostim portantone.

Figure30:dL=d
p
ŝ relative to itspeak value at

p
ŝ=

p
s isplotted before

and after soft-photon radiation. W e have taken
p
s = 100 G eV and R =

0:01% . The ratio ofpeak height after including soft-photon radiation to

thatbeforeis0.605.

W e now illustrate the e�ects ofthe soft-photon radiation for a �+ �� collider.

W e �rstpresentin Fig.30 a plotofdL=d
p
ŝ divided by itsvalue at

p
ŝ =

p
s asa
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function of(
p
ŝ�

p
s)=�p

s
in the case where the beam resolution is0.01% (thatis

�E = 0:0001
p
s=2),taking

p
s= 100GeV.Resultsbefore(L0)andafter(L)including

soft-photonradiationareshown bythedottedandsolidcurves,respectively.Theratio

ofpeak heightsin thiscaseis0.605,i.e.roughly 40% ofthepeak lum inosity islostto

soft-photon radiation.Asprom ised,thepeak rem ainsclose to theoriginalGaussian

shapewithin � 2�p
s
ofthecentralpeak,with a long tailextending to low

p
ŝvalues.

To furtherquantify thelossofpeak lum inosity thatwould becriticalin searching

for and studying a narrow Higgs boson resonance,we consider dL

d
p
ŝ
=dL 0

d
p
ŝ
jp

ŝ=
p
s
as a

function of
p
sand R in Fig.31.From Fig.31oneseesthatthelossofpeaklum inosity

decreasesasthebeam resolution becom espoorer,butincreasesas
p
sincreases(due

to theincreaseof� with increasing
p
ŝ,seeEq.(37)and below).

Figure 31: dL

d
p
ŝ
=
dL 0

d
p
ŝ

�
�
�p

ŝ=
p
s
asa function ofR for

p
s= 100 and 500 G eV.

The results presented in the �gures were obtained by direct num ericalintegra-

tion. However,the results from the approxim ate form ulas,Eqs.(41)and (42),are

essentially indistinguishable from thosepresented.

Finally,wepresentin Fig.32thefullbrem sstrahlung taildistribution dL=d
p
ŝfor

thecaseofR = 0:1% and
p
s= 500 GeV.Theintegral

R
d
p
ŝ[dL=d

p
ŝ]isnorm alized
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Figure32: dL

d
p
ŝ
asa function of

p
ŝ forR = 0:1% and

p
s= 500 G eV.The

integralunderthecurve isnorm alized to 1.
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to 1.Thelow-
p
ŝtailisquiteindependentofR.Only neartheGaussian peak region

istheresigni�cantdependenceofthespectrum on R.Itisthisspectrum thatwehave

em ployed in discussing detection ofHiggsbosonswith enhanced �+ �� couplingusing

eventsfrom the brem sstrahlung tailwhen the �+ �� colliderisrun atfullenergy of
p
s= 500 GeV.

B T he �+ �� ! h ! W W (?);Z Z (?) m odes

W hetherweareaboveorbelow 2W or2Z threshold,weincludein oureventrates

an e�ciency of50% (after branching fractions) for isolating and reconstucting the

�nalstatesofinterest.Further,wesearch fortheoptim um choiceofz0 such that(in

the centerofm ass)events with jcos�j> z0 are discarded. Thisisprim arily useful

fordiscarding thelargenum berofforward/backward W ’sorZ’sfrom thecontinuum

backgroundsform h signi�cantly largerthan 2m W or2m Z.

(a). m h < 2m W

W e consider only those �nalstates where the m ass ofthe realW or Z can be

reconstructed,thereby excluding W W ? ! 2‘2� and ZZ? ! 4�. ForHiggsm asses

below 2m W or2m Z,we cannotuse a m ass constraint on the virtualboson to help

isolatetheW W ? orZZ ? �nalstate.Consequently,thepureQCD background to the

4j�nalstateisvery substantial,and asigni�cant4-jetHiggssignalisvery di�cultto

obtain in thisregion.Thus,only them ixed hadronic/leptonicm odes(‘�2jforW W ?

and 2‘2jand 2�2jforZZ?)and thevisiblepurely leptonicZZ ? m odes(4‘and 2‘2�)

can beem ployed.Thee�ective branching fractions(B F)forthese�nalstatesare

B F
e�

W W � B F(W +
W

� ! ‘�2j)= 2(2=9)(2=3)� 0:3 (43)

and

B F e�
Z Z � B F(ZZ ! 4‘+ 2‘2j+ 2�2j+ 2‘2�)

= (0:067)2 + 2[(0:067)(0:699)+ (0:2)(0:699)+ (0:067)(0:2)]

� 0:42:

(44)

Forvirtualweak boson decaysto leptons,the only backgroundsderive from the

W ‘�,Z2‘and Z2� processes.Forvirtualweak boson decaysto jets,thebackground

processesare W 2j and Z2j. In the W ? cases,the contribution to the crosssection
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from sm all‘� or 2j m asses is well-behaved and sm all. Our procedure is to accept

eventsfrom both the Higgsand background regardlessofthe virtualm ass. Forthe

Z2‘and Z2j processes,the 2‘or2j can arise from a Z ? or
?. The virtualphoton

exchange causes a strong singularity and cross section growth for sm all2‘ and 2j

virtualm asses.In theZ2� channel,especially form h nearm Z,therearelikely to be

signi�cantbackgroundsassociated with lim ited detectoracceptance (e.g.a three-jet

eventcould produce two jetswith m assnearm Z and the third jetcould be softor

disappeardown the beam pipe)and detector
uctuationsand uncertainties. Hence,

itissaferto require a m inim um virtuality on the virtual2�. W e have adopted the

procedure ofim posing a uniform cuto�,M ?m in,on theinvariantm assofthevirtual

Z ? in allchannels | a search was perform ed to determ ine the optim alchoice for

M ?m in thatm axim izesthe statisticalsigni�cance ofthe Higgssignal. The resulting

valuesforM ?m in asafunction ofHiggsm assarepresented in Fig.33.Fortheplotted

M ?m in valuesoneretainsabout40% to 50% ofthesignalatthe lowervaluesofm h,

rising to 85% by m h = 175 GeV.

Figure 33: The optim alchoice for M ?m in in the Z2j,Z2‘ and Z2� �nal

statesisgiven asa function ofm h fora SM -like h.
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(b). m h > 2m Z

Above2W and 2Z thresholds,theonly caseforwhich m assreconstruction ofboth

W ’s(Z’s)isnotpossible isthe 2‘2� (4�)�nalstate. In allother�nalstatesHiggs

m assreconstruction ispossiblefrom the�nalstateparticles(e.g.in thefour-jet�nal

statesorthe2‘2jand 4‘ZZ �nalstates)orfrom theextrem ely precisedeterm ination

ofthe incom ing totalm om entum plusa reconstruction ofone ofthe W ’sorZ’sto

determ ine the other W or Z (e.g.in the ‘�2j W W �nalstate and the 2�2j and

2�2‘ZZ �nalstates).Since both W ’sorZ’scan bereconstructed above 2W or2Z

threshold,we can em ploy the 4j m odesin addition to those listed in Eqs.(43)and

(44);the pure QCD 4j background can be elim inated by requiring two equalm ass

pairs(within � 5 GeV ofm assmW orm Z).The only signi�cantbackground isthen

that from true continuum W W and ZZ production. Noting that we have already

included a general50% e�ciency factorforcutsand reconstruction,a safe estim ate

in the above-threshold regionsforthe lum inosity required for5� observation in the

4j channelscan beobtained from theW W and ZZ curvesofFig.10 by dividing by

[B F(W ! jj)2=B F e�
W W ]

1=2 � 1:2 and [B F(Z ! jj)2=B F e�
Z Z]

1=2 � 1:1,respectively.

C T hree-point determ ination ofm hSM
and �tot

hSM

Theprocedureisasfollows.W eperform threem easurem ents.At
p
s
1
= m hS M

+

�p
s
d (whered isnotknown ahead oftim e,and willbedeterm ined by theprocedure)

we em ploy a lum inosity L1 and m easure the totalrate N 1 = S1 + B 1. Next,we

perform m easurem entsat
p
s
2
=
p
s
1
� n�p

s

�p
s
and

p
s
3
=
p
s
1
+ n�p

s

�p
s
,yielding

N 2 = S2 + B 2 and N 3 = S3 + B 3 events,respectively,em ploying lum inositiesofL2 =

�2L1 and L3 = �3L1,with �2;3 > 1 | n�p
s

� 2 and �2 = �3 � 2:5 are good choices

form axim izing sensitivity and m inim izing theerrorin determ ining d (i.e.m hS M
)and

�tothS M
. W e then de�ne the ratiosr2 � (S2=�2)=S1 and r3 � (S3=�3)=S1. Obviously,

the ratiosr2 and r3 are determ ined by d (i.e.by m hS M
)and �tothS M

:ri = ri(d;�tothS M
).

Conversely,we have im plicitly d = d(r2;r3)and �tothS M
= �tothS M

(r2;r3). Determ ining

the statisticalerrors�m hS M
and �� tot

hS M
isthen sim ply a m atterofcom puting the

partialderivativesofd and �tothS M
with respectto ther2;3 and theerrorson theratios

r2;3 im plied by statistics.

Assum ing precise knowledge ofthe background levelB � B1 = B 2=�2 = B 3=�3,
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theexperim entalerrorforeitheroftheratiosisgiven by

�r i=
p
ri

p
�i
p
S1

�
q

(1+ ri�i)+ B =S1(1=ri+ �iri): (45)

Theerrorsin theexperim entaldeterm ination ofd and �tothS M
aregiven by quadrature:

�d =

"

(
@d

@r2
)2(�r 2)

2 + (
@d

@r3
)2(�r 3)

2

#1=2

(46)

�� tot

hS M
=

"

(
@�tothS M

@r2
)2(�r 2)

2 + (
@�tothS M

@r3
)2(�r 3)

2

#1=2

(47)

In practice,wecom putetheabovepartialderivativesby �rstcom puting

M �

0

@

@r2

@d

@r2

@�tot
h
S M

@r3

@d

@r3

@�tot
h
S M

1

A (48)

and then inverting;e.g. @d

@r2
= (M � 1)11.Thisisperform ed num erically,and the�r i’s

from Eq.(45)arethen inserted in Eq.(47).

Theaboveprocedureisconvenientin orderto determ ine thelum inosity required

for�� tot
hS M

=�tothS M
= 1=3 as a function ofm hS M

for severalpossible choices ofbeam

resolution.W ehaveexplicitly veri�ed theaccuracy and correctnessoftheprocedure

in severalspeci�ccasesasfollows.Fora given m hS M
and �tothS M

wecom putetheevent

num bers N 1;2;3 and thence the ratios ri (i = 2;3) and their statisticalerrors. W e

then vary m hS M
and �tothS M

relativeto theiroriginalvaluesand determ ine�m hS M
and

�� tot
hS M

as those shifts which result in �� 2 = 1. Good agreem ent with the results

from theaboveprocedureisobtained.
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