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A ~yvy-collider is a possible extension of an e*e™ linear collider. The physics case of such a
machine will be reviewed and compared to the one of the eTe™ mode of the machine.

1 Introduction

At a linear collider beams are used only once so that it is possible to “convert” an electron
beam into a photon beam by colliding it with an intense laser a few millimetres in front of the
interaction point [1, 2, 3]. The high energy photons follow the electron flight direction so that
the focusing of the beams works as in the ete™ mode. Using one or two lasers the machine can
be used as an ey or v collider. If the appropriate laser wavelength is chosen the photon beam
has an energy of up to 80% of the energy of the incoming electron beam. Figure 1 (left) shows
the photon energy spectrum for the different choices of the electron and laser polarisation. To
achieve a high peak at maximal energy the helicity of the electron and laser beams must be
opposite. Figure 1 (right) shows the resulting beam polarisation for the different cases. The
setup that give the best energy spectrum also results in a large and stable polarisation in the
high energy peak. Since only the product of the electron and laser polarisation matters the -
beam polarisation can be varied by flipping both helicities simultaneously and the longitudinal
angular momentum of the v system can be dominantly J, = 0 or J, = 2. In reality the
spectrum gets distorted by two effects. To reach a high conversion probability the laser energy
must be high which leads to non linear effects distorting the high energy peak. In addition
there is a high chance that electrons interact a second time with a laser photon giving rise to
a large peak at low energies. The resulting spectrum is shown in Fig. 2 [3].

In addition to circular polarisation also linear polarisation is possible at a photon collider.
In this case the laser must be polarised linearly resulting in a less peaked energy spectrum.
The linear polarisation in the high energy beam is on the 30% level, the simultaneous circular
polarisation around 80%. The luminosity of a photon collider in the high energy part is around
10% of the eTe™ luminosity for identical beam parameters. Due to the missing beam-beam
effects the beams can be squeezed stronger so that a luminosity of £,, =~ 0.3L.+.- seems
possible.

Charged particles at the photon collider are produced via t-channel exchange which leads
to a well known cross section proportional to Q4. Especially for particles with unit charge they
are typically one order of magnitude larger than in eTe™. Neutral particles like the Higgs can
only be produced via loop diagrams, nevertheless the cross sections can be significant.

PHOTONO09 47



KLAUS MONIG

7 r 1 T LI T
[ x X=4.8 ]
L 'y 4
6 0.8 x ]
0.6 L ]
r d ]
> 04 .
[ a b/ ¢ ]
4 02 r i
0 f
3 —02 ]
2 -0.4 - ]
-0.6 F b
1 [
-0.8 B

P N R AN R E N A ARV SR B P IR o s RS T W
0 01 02 03 0.4 05 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09
y=w/E yiw/Eo

Figure 1: Left: normalised photon energy spectrum from Compton scattering for different
electron and laser polarisation; right: photon circular polarisation for different electron and laser
polarisation. Because of parity conservation in Compton scattering the missing combinations
can be obtained from the shown ones by flipping all involved helicities [2].

2 Higgs Physics

Higgses are produced at the photon collider mainly by the loop graph shown in Fig. 3. All
charged particles that couple to the Higgs contribute. In the Standard Model the cross section
is dominated by the top-quark and the W-boson and there is a large sensitivity of the production
cross section to new heavy charged particles coupling to the Higgs. At the photon collider the
Higgs must be identified in a channel with a large branching ratio like H — bb or H — W+W—
and the observable I'(H — vv) x BR(H — X X) is measured. For a light Higgs BR(H — bb)
can be measured with a precision of around 2% in the ete™ mode [5]. For mpy = 120 GeV
about 10000 events per year will be produced at the photon collider. For Higgs production
J. = 0 is needed. For this polarisation state fermion pair production is suppressed by a factor
m? /s so that the background is manageable. Because of the Q*-dependence of the background
cross section a good b-tagging, especially b-c separation, is mandatory.

Detailed MC studies including all experimental and theoretical effects exist [6, 7]. The final
mass spectrum is shown in Fig. 4 (left). T(H — ~v) x BR(H — bb) can be measured with a
precision of better than 2%. Combining with the BR(H — bb) measurement from the ete™
mode [5] this leads to a measurement of the coupling gz~ of around 1.5%.

For a heavier Higgs the decay mode H — W™W™ must be used. This mode has the
disadvantage of a much larger Standard Model background. However the interference with
the vy — WHW ™ amplitude can also be used to measure the phase of the coupling [8]. The
reconstructed WW mass spectrum is shown in Fig. 4 (right). Figure 5 (left) shows the possible
precision of T'(H — ~) as a function on mg. For relatively light Higgses the precision is similar
as in the bb-mode. Figure 5 (right) shows the predicted change in T'(H — ) x BR(H — WW)
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Figure 2: Luminosity spectrum for /s, = 500 GeV including non-linear effects and multiple
interactions calculated with CAIN [4].

Figure 3: Feynman-graph for Higgs production at the photon collider.

and in the phase of the coupling for a 2HDM model. It can be seen that the phase brings
additional information to distinguish the model from the SM or to measure model parameters.

For supersymmetric Higgses the photon collider has a real discovery window. If the A is
significantly heavier than the Z the A, H and H* are almost mass degenerate and the ZZH
and ZZA couplings vanish. The relevant production modes in ete™ are thus eTe™ — HA and
ete” — HTH™ and the mass reach is v/s/2 [5]. For medium tan 3 and m4 > 200GeV also the
LHC cannot detect the supersymmetric Higgses [9]. At the photon collider the loop induced
s-channel production still works and the mass reach remains 0.84/s,,. Detailed studies show
that the H and A can be reconstructed (see Fig. 6, left) and that it can bee identified with 50
in at most two years of running (Fig. 6, right) [10].

Another possibility at the linear collider is the use of linear beam polarisation. With a
linearly polarised laser a linear beam polarisation of around 30% can be achieved. As can
be seen from Fig. 1 this leads, however, to s smaller circular polarisation and a less peaked
energy spectrum. With linear beam polarisation a CP-even Higgs will only be produced if the
polarisation direction of the two beams is parallel while for CP-odd states it must be orthogonal.
A 3-year run has been simulated running for one year each at maximal linear polarisation with
parallel and orthogonal direction and for one year with maximal circular polarisation [11].
Figure 7 (left) shows the mass spectrum for mass-degenerate H,A with linear polarisation. Due
to the smaller circular polarisation the background is much higher than in Fig. 6. Figure 7
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Figure 4: Possible reconstructed mass spectrum for 4y — H — bb (left) [6] and vy — H — WW
(right) [8].
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Figure 5: Left: relative precision of I'y, for H — WW as a function of mp; right: prediction
for the change of I', x BR(H — WW) and the phase of the coupling for different parameters
in a 2HDM model [8].
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Figure 6: Left: mass spectrum for H, A production at a photon collider; right: H,A discovery
range for one year of running at the photon collider. The parameters are defined in [10].

(right) shows the possible cross section measurements for pure CP states. In the case of one
pure state, CP can be established with 50. If the H and A are mass-degenerate the two cross
sections can be measured separately with a 20% precision.

G=0,[1+(2+1)<P>]

(2] o
T L
qc, — H [5) —— H(#=1) Acylog = 7%
>
2 — A I — Ag=0) Af = 22%
* 150 15 L o
—— bb+cc L ‘ significance 4.5 ¢
° -
—— sum ‘ PP e
T
100 1 L —_— /*
* o .}
50 05
0 ! AEJ:":::\D‘:BL_ I I 0 L | | |
200 250 300 350 400 -1 0 1

W__ [GeV]

corr <P,P,cos2A¢>
Figure 7: Left: reconstructed mass spectrum for vy — H, A — bb with linear polarisation;
right: possible cross section measurement for vy — H — bb and vy — A — bb with one year
each on maximal linear polarisation with parallel and orthogonal orientation and one year with
zero linear and maximal circular polarisation [11].

The photon collider might also have the possibility to measure tan [12]. The coupling
of the 7 to the H and A is proportional to tan 8 and Higgses can be produced via 77-fusion
(vy — ArT7~, HrT77). The cross section is in the fb range (see Fig. 8) so that O(100) events
per year are expected allowing to measure tan 3 to a few percent [12]. However an experimental
study to estimate the reconstruction efficiency and backgrounds is still missing.
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Figure 8: Cross section of the process vy — Ar+7~, HTT7~ as a function of the A,H mass
[12].

3 Supersymmetry

In «~ superpartners are produced in pairs so that the reach is somewhat lower than in eTe™.
However there is a possible discovery window in ey using the process ey — é,X). The mass
reach for this process is m(é,) + m(x9) < 0.94/s,, which might be larger than the eTe™ reach
for slepton pair production (0.5y/s,,) if the mass difference é, — X9 is large. One needs right
handed electrons to produce the €, which simultaneously reduces the single-W background that
otherwise would be huge. An experimental simulation indicates that this channel can indeed
be identified at an ey collider [13]. The resulting mass spectrum is shown in Fig. 9 (left).
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Figure 9: Left: mass spectrum for ey — é,X and corresponding backgrounds after cuts [13];
right: effective cross section for yvy — )Ndr X7 for the two beam polarisation sates [14].
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In the yy-mode all charged superpartners are produced in pairs. The cross sections are large,
however the background, typically WW-production, is large as well. The cross sections can be
calculated reliably in QED so that the measured event rates are directly proportional to the
decay branching ratios. Figure 9 (right) shows the effective cross section® of the process vy —
Xy — WHWIRY — qqqaxixy for a SUSY scenario with mex =180 GeV, myo = 96 GeV
and BR(XT — XYW*) = 26% [14]. At \/s,, = 600 GeV this results in 8000 signal events per
ABR(%y —3W) _

R e
is possible. In the SUSY fits for ILC [15] this result improves the precision of tan 8 by more
than a factor two. However no decay-mode sensitive variables from eTe™ have been included

in the fit up to now.

year. With an efficiency of 24% and a purity of 11% a measurement of

4 Coupling measurements

The photon-collider is only sensitive to the coupling of charged particles to photons, which
has, however, the advantage that there are no ambiguities between the couplings to Z-bosons
and photons. The monopole coupling (charge) is given by electromagnetic gauge invariance
so that higher order couplings are accessible in the measurements. The best studied case is
the YW W couplings which can be measured in vy — WW and ey — v, W [16, 17]. The
cross section is large (~ 80pb), however there is no sensitivity enhancement due to gauge
cancellations. Because of the unknown longitudinal momentum the WW-system can only be
fully reconstructed if both W-bosons decay hadronically. However, with symmetric beams the
polar angle ambiguity 6 < 7 — 6, that arises because the W-charge cannot be measured, does
not matter. In the vy-mode both polarisation states are sensitive to the triple gauge couplings.
The J=0 state is, however, problematic since the luminosity cannot be measured accurately.
Figure 10 compares the sensitivities to £ and A, at the different machines. For x,, which is
the more interesting coupling because of the lower mass dimension, the e™e™-mode of the ILC
is the by far most sensitive possibility. For A, the 7y and ey modes are more sensitive than
eTe™, however the LHC has a similar potential.

5 Conclusions

Depending on the physics scenario the photon collider can be an important addition to the
eTe~-mode of the ILC. For the interpretation of the data from the photon collider and for the
final decision if the photon collider should be built data from ete™ are needed, so the the vy
mode should run after eTe~. This is also technically the preferred solution because the photon
collider is more challenging with respect to the beam parameters and more difficult to set up.
To exploit fully the physics case of the photon collider also the highest possible beam energy is
needed.

For these reasons it is important that the design of the ILC includes the photon collider as
an option that can run with maximum luminosity after or interleaved with the eTe™ mode.

IThe effective cross section is obtained by folding the yy — )H')Zl_ cross section with the luminosity spectrum.
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Figure 10: Sensitivity to k-, and A, at the different machines [3].
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