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A bstract.Idiscusstheexciting prospectsforHiggsand technicolorG oldstoneboson

physicsata m uon collider.

IN T R O D U C T IO N

TheprospectsforHiggsand Goldstoneboson physicsata m uon colliderdepend

crucially upon the instantaneous lum inosity,L,possible for �+ �� collisions as a

function of E beam and on the percentage Gaussian spread in the beam energy,

denoted by R. The sm alllevelofbrem sstrahlung and absence ofbeam strahlung

at m uon collider im plies that very sm allR can be achieved. The (conservative)

lum inosity assum ptionsfortherecentFerm ilab-97 workshop were:2

� L � (0:5;1;6)� 1031cm � 2s� 1 forR = (0:003;0:01;0:1)% at
p
s� 100 GeV;

� L � (1;3;7)� 1032cm � 2s� 1,at
p
s� (200;350;400)GeV,R � 0:1% .

W ith m odest success in the collider design, at least a factor of 2 better can

be anticipated. Note that for R � 0:003% the Gaussian spread in
p
s, given

1) To appearin Proceedings ofthe 4th InternationalConference on \Physics Potentialand De-

velopm entof�+ �� Colliders",San Francisco,Decem ber8{10,1997,eds. D.Cline and K .Lee.
Thiswork wassupported in partby U.S.Departm entofEnergy grantNo.DE-FG 03-91ER40674.
2) For yearly integrated lum inosities,we use the standard convention ofL = 1032cm � 2s� 1 )

L = 1 fb� 1=yr.
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by �p
s
� 2 M eV

�
R

0:003%

� � p
s

100 G eV

�

,can be com parable to the few M eV widths

of very narrow resonances such as a light SM -like Higgs boson or a (pseudo-

Nam bu-Goldstone) technicolor boson. This is critical since the e�ective reso-

nance cross section � is obtained by convoluting a Gaussian
p
s distribution of

width �p
s
with the standard s-channel Breit W igner resonance cross section,

�(
p
ŝ)= 4��(��)�(X )=([̂s� M 2]2 + [M �tot]2).For

p
s= M ,theresult,3
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willbem axim alif�tot issm alland �p
s
� �tot.4 Also criticaltoscanning anarrow

resonanceistheability [2]to tunethebeam energy to onepartin 106.

H IG G S PH Y SIC S

Thepotentialofthem uon colliderforHiggsphysicsistrulyoutstanding.First,it

should beem phasized thatawayfrom thes-channelHiggspole,�+ �� and e+ e� col-

lidershavesim ilarcapabilitiesforthesam e
p
sand L (barringunexpected detector

backgroundsatthem uon collider).At
p
s= 500 GeV,the design goalfora e+ e�

linearcollider (eC)isL = 50 fb� 1 peryear. The conservative L estim ates given

earliersuggestthatat
p
s= 500 GeV the�C willaccum ulateatleastL = 10 fb� 1

per year. Ifthis can be im proved som ewhat,the �C would be fully com petitive

with theeC in high energy (
p
s� 500 GeV)running.(W ewillusethenotation of

‘C foreithera eC or�C operating atm oderateto high
p
s.)

The totally unique feature ofthe �C isthe dram atic peak in the crosssection

�h for production ofa narrow-width Higgs boson in the s-channelthat occurs

when
p
s = m h and R is sm allenough that �p

s
is sm aller than or com parable

to �toth [1]. The peaking isillustrated below in Fig.1 fora SM Higgs(hSM )with

m hS M
= 110 GeV (�tot

hS M
� 3 M eV).

A Standard M odel-Like H iggs B oson

For SM -like h ! W W ;ZZ couplings, �tot
h

becom es big if m h
>
� 2m W , and

�h / B (h ! �+ �� )[Eq.(1)]willbesm all;s-channelproduction willnotbeuseful.

3) In actualnum ericalcalculations,brem sstrahlung sm earing isalso included (seeRef.[1]).
4) Although sm aller �p

s
(i.e.sm aller R) im plies sm aller L,the L’s given earlierare such that

when �tot isin the M eV rangeitisbestto usethe sm allestR thatcan be achieved.



But,asshown in Fig.1,�h isenorm ousforsm allR when theh islight,asisvery

relevantin supersym m etricm odelswherethelightSM -likeh0 hasm h0
<
� 150GeV.

In orderto m ake use ofthislarge crosssection,we m ust�rstcenteron
p
s � mh

and then proceed to theprecision m easurem entoftheHiggsboson’sproperties.

FIG U R E 1. The e�ective crosssection,�hS M
,forR = 0:01% ,R = 0:06% ,and R = 0:1% vs.

p
s form hS M

= 110 G eV.

Fora SM -likeHiggswith m h
<
� 2m W oneexpects[3]to determ inem h to within

�m h � 100 M eV from LHC data (L = 300 fb� 1) (the uncertainty �m h willbe

even sm allerif‘C data isavailable). Thus,a �nalring thatisfully optim ized for
p
s � mh can be built. Once itisoperating,we scan overthe appropriate �m h

intervalso asto center on
p
s ’ m h within a fraction of�p

s
. Consider �rstthe

\typical" case ofm h � 110 GeV. Formh oforder100 GeV,R = 0:003% im plies

�p
s
� 2 M eV.�m h � 100 M eV im pliesthat�m h=�p s � 50 pointsareneeded to

centerwithin <� �p
s
.Atthism ass,each pointrequiresL � 0:0015 fb� 1 in orderto

observe orelim inate theh atthe3� level,im plying a totalofLtot � 0:075 fb� 1 is

needed forcentering.(Plotsasa function ofm hS M
ofthelum inosity required fora

5� observation oftheSM Higgsboson when
p
s= m hS M

can befound in Ref.[1].)

Thus,forthe anticipated L � 0:05� 0:1 fb� 1=yr,centering would take no m ore

than a year. However,form h ’ m Z a factorof50 m ore Ltot isrequired justfor

centering becauseofthelargeZ ! bbbackground.Thus,fortheanticipated L the

�C isnotusefuliftheHiggsboson m assistoo closeto m Z.

Once centered,we willwish to m easure with precision: (i)the very tiny Higgs

width | �tot
h

= 1� 10M eV foraSM -likeHiggswith mh <� 140GeV;(ii)�(�+ �� !



h ! X )forX = �+ �� ;bb;cc;W W ?;ZZ ?.Theaccuracy achievable wasstudied in

Ref.[1].Thethree-pointscan oftheHiggsresonancedescribed thereistheoptim al

procedure forperform ing both m easurem ents sim ultaneously. W e sum m arize the

resulting statisticalerrorsin thecaseofaSM -likeh with m h = 110GeV,assum ing

R = 0:003% and an integrated (4 to 5 year) Ltot = 0:4 fb� 1. 5 One �nds 1�

errorsfor�B (X )of8;3;22;15;190% fortheX = �+ �� ;bb;cc;W W ?;ZZ ? channels,

respectively,and a �toth error of16% . The individualchannelX results assum e

the �;b;c tagging e�ciencies described in Ref.[4]. W e now consider how useful

m easurem entsattheseaccuracy levelswillbe.

Ifonly s-channelHiggs factory �C data are available (i.e.no Zh data from

an eC or�C),then the �B ratios(equivalently squared-coupling ratios)thatwill

be m ost e�ective for discrim inating between the SM Higgs boson and a SM -like

Higgs boson such as the h0 ofsupersym m etry are (W W ?h)2

(bbh)2
;

(cch)2

(bbh)2
;

(W W ?h)2

(�+ �� h)2
;and

(cch)2

(�+ �� h)2
:The1� errors(assum ing Ltot = 0:4 fb� 1 in thethree-pointscan centered

on m h = 110 GeV, or Ltot = 0:2 fb� 1 with
p
s = m h = 110 GeV) for these

fourratiosare15% ,20% ,18% and 22% ,respectively.System atic errorsfor(cch)2

and (bbh)2 oforder 5% � 10% from uncertainty in the c and b quark m ass will

also enter. In order to interpret these errors one m ust com pute the am ount by

which the above ratios di�er in the m inim alsupersym m etric m odel(M SSM ) vs.

the SM for m h0 = m hS M
. The percentage di�erence turns out to be essentially

identicalforalltheaboveratiosand isa function alm ostonly oftheM SSM Higgs

sectorparam eterm A 0,with very littledependence on tan� ortop-squark m ixing.

At m A 0 = 250 GeV (420 GeV) one �nds M SSM /SM � 0:5 (� 0:8). Com bining

thefourindependentratio m easurem entsand including thesystem atic errors,one

concludes that a > 2� deviation from the SM predictions would be found ifthe

observed 110 GeV Higgs is the M SSM h0 and m A 0 < 400 GeV. Note that the

m agnitudeofthedeviation would providea determ ination ofm A 0.

If,in addition to the s-channelm easurem entswe also have ‘C
p
s = 500 GeV,

Ltot = 200 fb� 1 data,itwillbe possible to discrim inate atan even m ore accurate

levelbetween the h0 and the hSM . The m ost powerfultechnique for doing so

em ploysthefourdeterm inationsof�(h ! �+ �� )below:

[� (h! �+ �� )B (h! bb)]�C

B (h! bb)‘C
; [� (h! �+ �� )B (h! W W ?)]�C

B (h! W W ?)‘C
;

5) For�B m easurem ents,Ltot devoted totheoptim ized three-pointscan isequivalentto� Ltot=2
atthe

p
s= m h peak.



FIG U R E 2. W e give (m A 0;tan�) param eter space contours for � (h
0
! �

+
�
�
)

� (hS M ! �+ �� )
:

no-squark-m ixing,m h0;m hS M
= 110 G eV.

[� (h! �+ �� )B (h! Z Z ?)]�C [�
tot

h
]�C + ‘C

� (h! Z Z?)‘C
;

[� (h! �+ �� )B (h! W W ?)�tot
h

]�C

� (h! W W ?)‘C
: (2)

The resulting 1� errorfor�(h ! �+ �� )is<� 5% .Fig.2,which plotsthe ratio of

the h0 to hSM partialwidth in (m A 0;tan�)param eter space form h0 = m hS M
=

110 GeV,shows thatthis leveloferrorallows one to distinguish between the h0

and hSM at the 3� levelout to m A 0 >
� 600 GeV. Additionaladvantages ofa

�(h ! �+ �� )m easurem ent are: (i)there are no system atic uncertainties arising

from uncertainty in the m uon m ass;(ii)the erroron �(h ! �+ �� )increasesonly

very slowly as the s-channelLtot decreases, 6 in contrast to the errors for the

previously discussed ratiosofbranching ratiosfrom the �C s-channeldata which

scale as 1=
p
Ltot. Finally,we note that �toth alone cannot be used to distinguish

between the M SSM h0 and SM hSM in a m odel-independent way. Not only is

the error substantial(� 12% if we com bine �C,L = 0:4 fb� 1 s-channeldata

with ‘C,L = 200 fb� 1 data)butalso �tot
h

dependson m any things,including (in

the M SSM ) the squark-m ixing m odel. Still,deviations from SM predictions are

6) This is because the �(h ! �+ �� ) error is dom inated by the
p
s = 500 G eV m easurem ent

errors.



generally substantialifm A 0 <
� 500 GeV im plying that the m easurem ent of�tot

h

could bevery revealing.

W e note that the above errors and results hold approxim ately for allm h
<
�

150 GeV so long asm h isnottoo closeto m Z.

Precise m easurem ents of the couplings of the SM -like Higgs boson could re-

vealm any othertypes ofnew physics. Forexam ple,ifa signi�cant fraction ofa

ferm ion’sm assisgenerated radiatively (asopposed to arising attree-level),then

the hff coupling and associated partialwidth willdeviate from SM expectations

[5]. Deviationsoforder5% to 10% (orm ore)in �(h ! �+ �� )are quite possible

and,asdiscussed above,potentially detectable.

T he M SSM H
0,A 0 and H

�

W e begin by recalling [3]thatthe possibilities forH 0;A 0 discovery are lim ited

at other m achines. (i) Discovery ofH 0;A 0 is not possible at the LHC for all

(m A 0;tan�):e.g.ifm et = 1TeV,consistency with theobserved valueofB (b! s
)

requires m A 0 > 350 GeV,in which case the LHC m ight not be able to detect

the H 0;A 0 at all,and certainly not for alltan� values. Iftan� <
� 3,detection

m ightbepossiblein theH 0;A 0 ! tt�nalstate,butwould require <� 10% system -

aticuncertainty in understanding theabsolutenorm alization ofthettbackground.

Otherwise,and certainlyfortan� >� 3,onem ustem ploy bbA 0;bbH 0 associated pro-

duction,�rstanalyzed in Refs.[6,7]and recently explored furtherin [8,9].Thereis

currently considerable debate asto whatportion of(m A 0;tan�)param eterspace

can be covered using the associated production m odes. In the update of[7],it

is claim ed that tan� >
� 5 (>� 15) is required for m A 0 � 200 GeV (� 500 GeV).

Ref.[8]claim sthatstillhighertan� valuesarerequired,tan� >� 20 (tan� >
� 30),

whereasRef.[9]claim stan� >
� 2 (>� 4)willbe adequate. (ii)At

p
s = 500 GeV,

e+ e� ! H 0A 0 pairproduction probesonly to m A 0 � mH 0 <� 230� 240 GeV.(iii)

A 

 collidercould potentially probeup to mA 0 � mH 0 � 0:8
p
s� 400 GeV,but

only forLtot
>
� 150� 200 fb� 1 [10].

Thus,itisnoteworthy that�+ �� ! H 0;A 0 in the s-channelpotentially allows

production and study of the H 0;A 0 up to m A 0 � mH 0 <
�

p
s. To assess the

potential,letus(optim istically)assum ethatatotalofLtot = 50fb� 1 (5yrsrunning

at< L >= 1� 1033)can beaccum ulated for
p
sin the250� 500 GeV range.(W e

note that �tot
A 0 and �tot

H 0,although not big,are ofa size such that resolution of

R >
� 0:1% willbeadequateto m axim ize thes-channelcrosssection,thusallowing



forsubstantialL.)

FIG U R E 3. N (bb)in them
bb
� 5 G eV intervalvs.m

bb
for

p
s= 500 G eV,Ltot = 50 fb� 1,and

R = 0:1% :peaksareshown form A 0 = 120,300 or480 G eV,with tan� = 5 and 20 in each case.

There are then severalpossible scenarios. (a) Ifwe have som e preknowledge

orrestrictionson m A 0 from LHC discovery orfrom s-channelm easurem entsofh0

properties,then �+ �� ! H 0 and �+ �� ! A 0 can bestudied with precision forall

tan� >� 1� 2.(b)IfwehavenoknowledgeofmA 0 otherthan m A 0 >� 250� 300GeV

from LHC,then we m ight wish to search for the A 0;H 0 in �+ �� ! H 0;A 0 by

scanning over
p
s = 250� 500 GeV. Iftheirm asses lie in thism ass range,then

theirdiscoverybyscanningwillbepossibleform ostof(m A 0;tan�)param eterspace

such thatthey cannotbediscovered attheLHC (in particular,ifm A 0 >� 250 GeV

and tan� >
� 4� 5). (c)Alternatively,ifthe �C issim ply run at

p
s = 500 GeV

and Ltot � 50 fb� 1 isaccum ulated,then H 0;A 0 in the250� 500 GeV m assrange

can bediscovered in the
p
sbrem sstrahlung tailifthebbm assresolution (eitherby

directreconstruction orhard photon recoil)isoforder� 5GeV and iftan�>� 6� 7

(depending on m A 0).Typicalpeaksareillustrated in Fig.3.7

Finally,once the closely degenerate A 0;H 0 are discovered,itwillbe extrem ely

interesting to beableto separatetheresonance peaks.Thiswillprobably only be

possibleata m uon colliderwith sm allR <
� 0:01% iftan� islarge,asillustrated in

Fig.4.

W e note thatthe above resultsassum e thatSUSY decaysofthe H 0 and A 0 do

7) SUSY decaysareassum ed to be absentin thisand the following �gure.



FIG U R E 4. N (bb)(for0:01fb� 1)vs.
p
s,form A 0 = 350G eV H 0;A 0 resonance(with tan� = 5

and 10),including the bbcontinuum background.

not have a large net branching ratio form A 0;m H 0 <� 500 GeV. IfSUSY decays

aresigni�cant,thepossibilitiesand strategiesforH 0;A 0 discovery atallm achines

would haveto bere-evaluated.

W eendthissub-section with justafew rem arksonthepossibilitiesforproduction

ofH 0A 0 and H + H � pairsata high energy �C (oreC).Sincem A 0 >� 1 TeV cannot

beruled outsim ply on thebasisofhierarchy and naturalness(although �ne-tuning

isstretched),itispossible thatenergiesof
p
s> 2 TeV could berequired forpair

production. Ifavailable,then it has been shown [11,12]that discovery ofH 0A 0

in their bb or ttdecay m odes and H + H � in their tb and bt decays willbe easy

forexpected lum inosities,even ifSUSY decaysare present. Asa by-product,the

m asseswillbem easured with reasonableaccuracy.

Regardless ofwhether we see the H 0;A 0 in s-channelproduction or via pair

production,one can m easure branching ratiosto otherchannels,including super-

sym m etricpairdecay channelswith good accuracy.In fact,theratiosofbranching

ratios and the value ofm A 0 � mH 0 � mH � willbe m easured with su�cient ac-

curacy that,in com bination with onegaugino m ass,say thechargino m ass(which

willalso presum ably bewell-m easured)itwillbepossible[11]to discrim inatewith

incredible statisticalsigni�cance between di�erent closely sim ilar GUT scenarios

fortheGUT-scalesoft-supersym m etry-breaking m asses.Thus,Higgspairproduc-



tion could bevery valuablein theultim ategoalofdeterm ining allthesoft-SUSY-

breaking param eters.

Finally,entirely unexpected decaysoftheheavy HiggsbosonsofSUSY (orother

extended Higgs sector) could be present. For exam ple,non-negligible branching

ratiosforH 0;A 0 ! tc+ ctFCNC decaysarenotinconsistentwith currenttheoreti-

calm odel-building ideasand existing constraints[13].Them uon colliders-channel

�+ �� ! H 0;A 0 eventrateissu�cientto proberathersm allvaluesforsuch FCNC

branching ratios.

Verifying H iggs C P Properties

Once a neutralHiggs boson is discovered,determ ination ofits CP nature will

beofgreatinterest.Forexam ple,directveri�cation thattheSM HiggsisCP-even

would behighlydesirable.Indeed,ifaneutralHiggsboson isfound tohaveam ixed

CP nature (im plying CP violation in the Higgssector),then neitherthe SM nor

the M SSM can be correct. In the case ofthe SM ,one m usthave a m ulti-doublet

(orm ore com plicated) Higgssector. In the case ofthe M SSM ,atleast a singlet

Higgsboson (asin theNM SSM )would berequired tobepresentin addition tothe

standard two doublets.

One �nds that the 

 and �+ �� single Higgs production m odes provide the

m ostelegantand reliabletechniquesforCP determ ination.In 

 collisionsatthe

eC (a 

 colliderisnotpossible atthe �C),one establishesde�nite polarizations

~e1;2 for the two colliding photons in the photon-photon center of m ass. Since

L

h = ~e1� ~e2E+(~e1� ~e2)zO ,whereE andO areofsim ilarsizeiftheCP-even andCP-

odd (respectively)com ponentsoftheh arecom parable.There are two im portant

typesofm easurem ent.The�rst[14]isthedi�erencein ratesforphotonscolliding

with ++ vs. � � helicities, which is non-zero only if CP violation is present.

Experim entally, this di�erence can be m easured by sim ultaneously 
ipping the

helicitiesofboth ofthe initiating back-scattered laserbeam s. The second [14{16]

isthedependenceoftheh production rateon therelativeorientation oftransverse

polarizations~e1 and~e2 forthetwocollidingphotons.In thecaseofaCP-conserving

Higgssector,theproduction rateism axim um foraCP-even (CP-odd)Higgsboson

when ~e1 isparallel(perpendicular)to~e2.Thelim ited transverse polarization that

can be achieved at a 

 collider im plies that very high lum inosity is needed for

such a study.

In theend,a �+ �� colliderm ightwellproveto bethebestm achinefordirectly



probing the CP properties ofa Higgs boson that can be produced and detected

in the s-channelm ode [17,18]. Considertransversely polarized m uon beam s. For

100% transversepolarization and an angle� between the�+ transversepolarization

and the�� transverse polarization,one�nds

�(�)/ 1�
a2 � b2

a2 + b2
cos� +

2ab

a2 + b2
sin�; (3)

wherethecoupling oftheh to m uonsisgiven by h�(a+ ib
5)�,a and bbeing the

CP-even and CP-odd couplings,respectively.Iftheh isa CP m ixture,both a and

barenon-zero and theasym m etry

A 1 �
�(�=2)� �(� �=2)

�(�=2)+ �(� �=2)
=

2ab

a2 + b2
(4)

willbelarge.Fora pureCP eigenstatethecrosssection di�erence

A 2 �
�(�)� �(0)

�(�)+ �(0)
=
a2 � b2

a2 + b2
(5)

is+1 or� 1 fora CP-even orCP-odd h,respectively.Since background processes

and partialtransverse polarization willdilute the statistics,furtherstudy willbe

needed tofully assessthestatisticallevelofCP determ ination thatcan beachieved

in variouscases.

Exotic H iggs B osons

Iftherearedoubly-charged Higgsbosons,e� e� ! � � � probes�ee and �� �� !

� � � probes ��� ,where the �’s are the strengths ofthe M ajorana-like couplings

[19{21]. Current �ee;�� lim its are such that factory-like production ofa � � � is

possible if�tot
� � � issm all. Further,a � � � with m � � � <

� 500� 1000 GeV willbe

seen previously attheLHC (form � � � <
� 200� 250 GeV atTeV33)[22].Forsm all

�ee;��;�� in therangethatwould beappropriate,forexam ple,forthe� � � in theleft-

rightsym m etric m odelsee-saw neutrino m assgeneration context,itm ay be that

�tot
� � � � �p

s
,8 leading to �‘� ‘� ! � � � / �2‘‘=�

p
s
. Note thatthe absolute rate for

‘� ‘� ! � � � yieldsadirectdeterm ination of�2
‘‘
,which,fora� � � with very sm all

�tot
� � � ,willbeim possibleto determ ineby any otherm eans.Therelativebranching

ratiosfor� � � ! e� e� ;�� �� ;�� �� willthen yield valuesforthe rem aining �2‘‘’s.

Becauseofthevery sm allR = 0:003% � 0:01% achievableatam uon collider,�� ��

8) Forsm all�ee;��;�� ,�tot� � � isvery sm allifthe� � � ! W � W � coupling strength isvery sm all
orzero,asrequired to avoid naturalnessproblem sfor� = m 2

W
=[cos2 �w m Z ]2.



collisionswillprobeweaker��� coupling than the�ee coupling thatcan beprobed

in e� e� collisions.In addition,itisnaturalto anticipatethat�2�� � �2ee.A m ore

com pletereview ofthistopicisgiven in Ref.[23].

PR O B ES O F N A R R O W T EC H N IC O LO R R ESO N A N C ES

In thissection,Ibrie
y sum m arize the ability ofa low-energy m uon colliderto

observethepseudo-Nam bu-Goldstonebosons(PNGB’s)ofan extended technicolor

theory. These narrow states need not have appeared at an observable levelin

Z decays atLEP.Som e ofthe PNGB’s have substantial�+ �� couplings. Thus,

a m uon collider search for them willbear a close resem blance to the light Higgs

case discussed already. The m ain di�erence isthat,assum ing they have notbeen

detected ahead oftim e,wem ustsearch overthefullexpected m assrange.

FIG U R E 5. Ltot required fora 5� P 0 signalat
p
s= m P 0.

The�rstresultsforPNGB’satam uon colliderappearin Refs.[24]and [25].Here

Isum m arizetheresultsforthelightestP 0 PNGB asgiven inRef.[24].Althoughthe

speci�c P 0 propertiesem ployed are those predicted by the extended BESS m odel

[24],theywillberepresentativeofwhatwould befound in anyextended technicolor

m odelfora strongly interacting electroweak sector.The �rstpointisthatm P 0 is

expected to be sm all;m P 0 <� 80 GeV is preferred in the BESS m odel. Second,

theYukawa couplingsand branching ratiosoftheP 0 areeasily determ ined.In the

BESSm odel,LY = � i
P

f �f
�f
5fP 0 with�b =

q
2

3

m b

v
,�� = �

p
6m �

v
,�� = �

p
6m �

v
.



Note the sizeable �+ �� coupling. The P 0 couplingsto 

 and gg from the ABJ

anom aly arealsoim portant.Overall,thesecouplingsarenotunlikethoseofalight

Higgs boson. Notsurprisingly,therefore,�tot
P 0 is very tiny: �tot

P 0 = 0:2;4;10 M eV

form P 0 = 10;80;150 GeV,respectively,forN TC = 4 technicolor
avors.Forsuch

narrow widths,itwillbebestto useR = 0:003% beam energy resolution.

FIG U R E 6. Ltot required to scan indicated 5 G eV intervalsand eitherdiscoverorelim inatethe

P 0 atthe 3� level.

Forthe detailed tagging e�ciencies etc.described in [24],the L tot required to

achieve
P

k Sk=
p P

k B k = 5at
p
s= m P 0,aftersum m ingovertheoptim alselection

ofthe k = b�b,�+ �� ,c�c,and gg channels (asde�ned aftertagging),isplotted in

Fig.5.Very m odestLtot isneeded unlessm P 0 � mZ.Ofcourse,ifwedo nothave

any inform ation regardingtheP 0 m ass,wem ustscan fortheresonance.The(very

conservative,see[24]fordetails)estim ateforthelum inosity required forscanning

a given 5 GeV intervaland eitherdiscovering orelim inating theP 0 in thatinterval

atthe3� levelisplotted in Fig.6.IftheP 0 isaslightasexpected in theextended

BESS m odel,then theprospectsfordiscovery by scanning would beexcellent.For

exam ple,a P 0 lying in the � 10 GeV to � 75 GeV m ass intervalcan be either

discovered or elim inated at the 3� levelwith just 0:11 fb� 1 oftotallum inosity,

distributed in proportion to the lum inosities plotted in Fig.6. The L thatcould

beachieved attheselow m assesisbeing studied [26].A P 0 with m P 0 � mZ would

bem uch m oredi�cultto discoverunlessitsm asswasapproxim ately known.A 3�

scan ofthem assintervalfrom � 105 GeV to 160 GeV would requireabout1 fb� 1

ofintegrated lum inosity,which ism orethan could becom fortably achieved forthe



conservative R = 0:003% L valuesassum ed attheFerm ilab-97 workshop.

D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

There is little doubt that a variety ofaccelerators willbe needed to explore

allaspects ofthe physics that lies beyond the Standard M odeland accum ulate

adequate lum inosity for this purpose in a tim ely fashion. For any conceivable

new-physicsscenario,a m uon colliderwould be a very valuablem achine,both for

discovery and detailed studies. Here we have reviewed the trem endousvalue ofa

m uon colliderforstudying any narrow resonance with �+ �� (or�� �� )couplings,

focusingon neutrallightHiggsbosonsand theHiggs-likepseudo-Nam bu-Goldstone

bosons thatwould be present in alm ost any technicolor m odel. A m uon collider

could wellprovide the higheststatisticsdeterm inationsofm any im portantHiggs

orPNGB fundam entalcouplings. In particular,itm ight provide the only direct

m easurem entofthevery im portant�+ �� coupling.M easurem entofthiscoupling

willvery possibly allow discrim ination between a SM Higgsboson and itslighth0

SUSY counterpart. Com parison ofthe �+ �� coupling to the �+ �� coupling (one

m ay beableto approxim ately determ inethelatterfrom branching ratios)willalso

be ofextrem e interest. ForHiggsphysics,developing m achine designs thatyield

the highestpossible lum inosity atlow energies,while m aintaining excellentbeam

energy resolution,should bea priority.
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