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We explore the production of squarkonium as well as squark and slepton pairs by gauge-boson
fusion at TeV e "e ™ colliders. Although squarkonium production rates are found to be too small to
be observable, gauge-boson fusion contributions to squark and slepton pair production can be siz-

able for a reasonable range of model parameters.

I. INTRODUCTION

The construction of e "e ™ colliders in the TeV energy
range will open a new window in the search for physics
beyond the standard model' (SM). One possibility for
such new physics is supersymmetry (SUSY); production
rates of and signals for SUSY partner production at
ete™ colliders via “conventional” s- and t-channel ex-
change have been thoroughly studied in the literature.? In
this paper we examine, instead, the production cross sec-
tions for pairs of squarks and sleptons, as well as squark-
antisquark bound states (i.e., squarkonium) via yy and
gauge-boson fusion mechanisms using the effective
gauge-boson approximation.> As we will see, our esti-
mates show that for a reasonable range of model parame-
ters yy and W W™ fusion yield significant production
rates for squark and slepton pair production which are
comparable in magnitude to those obtained via the usual
s-channel ¥ and Z exchanges. Squarkonium production
by this mechanism will, however, be shown to be too
small to be observable for any foreseeable integrated
luminosity if the wave function at the origin is approxi-
mately determined by the Coulomb short-distance part of
the potential. Alterations in the potential, e.g., due to
Higgs-boson exchange may alter these conclusions drasti-
cally as we will see below. Since the signatures for the
production and decay of SUSY particles at e *e ™ collid-
ers have been extensively discussed in the literature,’ we
will confine our attention to the estimates of production
rates for these particles using the gauge-boson fusion
mechanism at these new TeV e Te ™ colliders.

Section II contains a discussion of squark and slepton
pair production while squarkonium production is dis-
cussed in Sec. III. Our results and conclusions are given
in Sec. V.

II. SQUARK AND SLEPTON PAIR PRODUCTION

The usual mechanism for the production of squark and
slepton pairs in e *e ~ collisions is via s-channel y and Z

exchange (ete ™ —f fz) with a differential cross section
given by (N, =1 for sleptons, N, =3 for squarks)
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where z=cosf (0 being the e f scattering angle),
B=(1—4M?2/5)'/?, and

p__ s —M?)(s —M})+(T';M,)(T';M;)
Y s =M+ (D, M)[(s — M)+ (T, M, )?]

(2.2)

with the couplings normalized as (X; =7, 2Z)

L=eley, (v, —a,rsle+c/py—py) JFIXF . (2.3)

In the above expression for the cross section we have
neglected any possible z-channel exchange contributions
which occurs for @ production or when leptoquarks also
exist in the theory as in E4 superstring-inspired models.*

As discussed above, at high-energy e e~ colliders
there are additional production mechanisms which may
lead to potentially sizable cross sections for SUSY
partner production. One possibility is yy collisions
which leads to f f final states via etTe —ete yy
—ete ff. The production cross section in the
Weizacker-Williams—effective-gauge-boson  approxima-
tion’ is given by

olete " —eTe fF)

_rVsn dwlf\/E/z dw,

w2V wy Y M2, w, N(wON(w,)5y,
(2.4)
where (with E'=E —w and E=V's /2)
Nw=% E.ziE_'zl E _1
T E? m, 2
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and the subprocess cross section is

27’ PPN ~an. 118

8,y =25 N.Q" B(2—B2)—%(1—B4)lnl_g\
(2.6)
Here, Q is the electric charge of f with

B=(1—4M?/3)'/? and $=4w,w, <s. The diagrams con-
tributing to this process are shown in Figs. 1(A)-1(C)
with ¥=v and f'=f. Figures 2(a)-2(c) show a compar-
ison of the y¥ contribution to f f production to that for
ordinary s-channel ¥ and Z exchange for different choices
of f. In our analysis below, we will work in the weak-
eigenstate basis. Note that o(eTe " —ete f f) is the
same for f; and fp since it only depends on Q and N,
while (e te " — f f) also depends on T} (the third com-
ponent of weak isopin). As one might expect, for

=—1, the yy contribution is quite small in compar-
ison to the usual s-channel ¥ and Z terms unless M; 540
(100) GeV for T;=—1 (0) at Vs =1 (2) TeV but is
somewhat more significant when Q =%. In this case one
finds sizable yy_contributions for M, S70 (150) GeV for
T;=1(0) at Vs =1 (2) TeV e e~ colliders as shown in
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gles for f f result. In addition, since f’s are highly un-
stable (as well as quite massive) their decay products will
appear at even larger angles. Since planned detectors!
should go down to within a few degrees of the beam, f’s

Lo

a(fb)

Fig. 2(b). The situation is even better for Q = —1 where 103 N (b)
sizable yy contributions occur for M; $90 (200) GeV F Q=2/3 E
with T;=—1 (0) for Vs =1 (2) TeV colliders. Thus we L 1
see that for relatively light squark and slepton masses (in 102 -
comparison to V's) the vy contribution to the cross sec- FTWNT T~ E
tion for f f production can be quite significant. It should I~ o\ SN .
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FIG. 2. A comparison of the 7, f; (dashed) and fi fr (dash-
FIG. 1. Various subprocesses which contribute to the dot) s-channel production cross section via ¥ and Z exchange

VV—»]‘_? production process. The top (bottom) solid curve cor-
responds to Vs =1 (2) TeV while for the s-channel process the
Vs =2 TeV curves extend further to the right.

with that for (solid) yy —FF (for either f,.f, or fxfs) at
Vs =1and 2 TeV e*e ™ colliders for (a) @=—1, (b) 9=2, and

©o=-—1.
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produced in this manner should be easily observable.

Is it possible that gauge-boson fusion (V%) can also
yield a sizable contribution to f f production? Although
one might think a priori that their contribution is small,
there may be significant enhancements in the effective
couplings of longitudinal gauge bosons to SUSY partners
as noted in our earlier work.® Thus, in our calculation
below we will limit ourselves to cross-section estimates
based solely on purely longitudinally polarized gauge bo-
sons in the initial state. We first consider the
Z,Z, —f f subprocess; in the absence of the model-
dependent Higgs-boson-exchange contribution shown in
Fig. 1(D) the matrix element would cancel in the longitu-

dinal limit since 7 '=f. The Higgs-boson contribution is
proportional to®

3 giVVgiff

S , 2.7
=1 (?—mHi )+11",~mHi

where the sum extends over the three neutral Higgs fields
with the dominant source of model dependence lying in
gi]f and my . In order to circumvent this difficulty we

approximate the sum by a single Higgs-boson-exchange
term and introduce a new mass scale parameter u and a
dimensionless coefficient A. Since Fig. 1(E) does not con-
tribute in this limit, the effective action of the Higgs-
boson-exchange term is to shift the contribution from
Fig. 1(C), i.e., making the replacement

%
§-5 |1+ 3
S—mp+iTymy

(2.8)

so that the Z; Z, —f f subprocess cross section is given

by [since the § term in Fig. 1(C) cancels with the contri-
butions from Figs. 1(A) and 1(B)]
doz; Gf . A% 2ut

dz 7 B—mi)P+miTy

Nc(TB_xWQ)4-

(2.9

Thus the Z; Z; contribution to f 7 production is given
by (r=3/s)

dz

O gy = f4;w2/sd7' ) T]Ff(x)FLZ('r/x) [ _'le

(2.10)

In performing our calculation, we take the longitudinal Z
distribution functions (F7) given in Ref. 7 in the leading-
log approximation. In order to show the maximum size
of the Z; Z; contribution we will take A=1, u=500 GeV
and consider the case f=d, since this leads to a value of
N.(T3—x,Q)* which is the largest among the various
possible choices. More realistic choices of parameters
will, of course, yield smaller cross sections from this sub-
process. Figure 3 shows the Z, Z; contribution to d, d;
production with the above values of u and A, as a func-
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FIG. 3. f,f. production cross section from Z, Z; fusion as
a function of the squark mass for V's =1 and 2 TeV e*e ™ col-
liders different values of my and Ty/my: my=100 GeV,
'y /my =0.1 (dash-dot); my =300 GeV, 'y /my=0.2 (solid);
my =600 GeV, 'y, /my=0.3 (dot); my=1 TeV, L'y /my=0.5
(dash). u=500 GeV and A=1 have been assumed and the
V's =2 TeV curves extend further to the right.

tion of M,, for Vs =1 and 2 TeV and several choices of
my and I'y. It is clear that even for these relatively ex-
treme choices of the parameters the Z; Z, contribution is
not significant for SUSY-partner masses R 80 GeV. For
other values of u and A,o0 will scale as (0 being the cross
section shown in Fig. 3)

4

9
To

S
500 GeV

—2

(2.11)

s0, e.g., for A2=0.3 and 1 =300 GeV, the resulting value
of o is suppressed by a factor =25 compared to that in
Fig. 3. We thus conclude that Z; Z, fusion does not

make a significant contribution to f f production. It
should be noted that these conclusions may be softened to
some extent if f; and fz mix and form nondegenerate
mass eigenstates. Then the mass of the u- and z-channel-
exchange particle can be different from that produced in
the final state. Equation (2.9) now becomes

4627 _ Gi ol 1 —M"™)? | (u —M"?)
dz s t —M? u—M?
2 2
+3 |1+ Au

B—mZ)+iTymy)

X N, (T3 —xpQ )*sin’p cos’¢ (2.9

with ¢ being the f;-fr mixing angle. If M'—M, is
sufficiently large and ¢ is not too small one may be able to
enhance the Z; Z; contribution to the cross section.

The W W, —f,f | situation is somewhat different

since f '# 7 always holds and there is a potentially large
splitting between the masses of f’ and f. One finds the



2806
[ (a) 1
102 -3
ol -3
N ]
7 L ]
Y 100 = —~
10! - -
10-2 L
0 1000
10%

=TT
Lt

10!

T 1—r—rvm|

10°

a(fb)
AR

el

10~1

SN N EPRPNLIN DU EPRN
0 200 400 600 800 1000
M(GeV)

i,

10!

T vlrllrry T Hvrn[
s
/

a(fb)

1071

Covod

\ A

PR T N U R

200 400 600 800 1000
M,(GeV)

-
o

|

[
Ot T xuunl T »urm‘

FIG. 4. Cross section for W; W, — ff as a function of the
squark mass at Vs =1 and 2 TeV e*e” colliders. In (a)
S8M =150 GeV, u=250 GeV, A=0.1 (solid); M =50, n=250
GeV, A=0.1 (dash-dot); 8M =150 GeV, =500 GeV, A=1
(dash); 8M =50 GeV, u=500 GeV, A=1. (b) is the same as (a)
but with A——A. mz=300 GeV and I'y;/my=0.2 are as-
sumed in both (a) and (b). (c) =500 GeV and 6M =150 GeV
with my =100 GeV, 'y /my=0.1, A=+1 (solid, dash) and
my=1TeV, T'y/my=05, A==+1 (dash-dot, dot). The Vs =2
TeV curves extend further to the right.
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subprocess cross section to be (neglecting intergenera-
tional mixing)

daWW= GiB | (1 — M7y
dz “4ns | t—M?
2 2
+Ls 1+ 2}‘“ :
(2.12)
where
t=M2—13(1—PBz) . (2.13)

In this case we find that the integrated cross section,
given by Eq. (2.10) with the replacement Z — W, is quite
sensitive to variations in SM(=M'—M) as well as A and
4 but not extremely sensitive to variations in my and I' .
This is shown explicitly in Figs. 4(a)-4(c) where N,=3
has been assumed. In Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), my and 'y are
held fixed while u, A, and 8M are varied whereas in Fig.
4(c) u, A, and 6M are held fixed while my and 'y are
varied for A==11 with very little effect on o for either
case except in the lower-M, region. Note the effect on
the cross section of changing the sign of A. It is clear
from these figures that for a reasonable range of parame-
ters W W™ fusion can make a potentially significant

contribution to f; f; production (=~10 fb) for M, <200
(400) GeV at Vs =1 (2) TeV colliders. If one includes
contributions from transverse gauge-boson degrees of
freedom, these cross sections can only be enhanced so
that this conclusion will only be strengthened.

III. SQUARKONIUM PRODUCTION

The possibility that squarks can form color-singlet
bound states leads to interesting phenomenology dis-
cussed by a number of authors.*%® The S wave, 0t
squarkonium states (which should be the lowest lying)
cannot be made directly in ordinary e *e ~ annihilation in
the s channel unless new Yukawa interactions, which can
occur in some Eg superstring-inspired models,* are also
present. However, since 07+ squarkonium (§) has a
large decay rate to pairs of gauge bosons, especially when
longitudinal coupling enhancement are taken into ac-
count, one might hope that the process ¥V — S may have
a significant cross section. First, we consider § produc-
tion by vy fusion for which we find®

oleTe —eTe™S)
_16a® , l Vs

v — IS —>yy)f(M/Vs), (3.1)

e

where M is the mass of S and the function f is given by

f(x)=024+x%)4n(1/x)—(1—x%)(3+x?) (3.2)
and
2
F(§-+W)=3‘;r—fa“l¢(o>iz . (3.3)
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If one assumes that for large M the finding is essentially
Coulombic then

l¢(0)12=i[§as(M)M]3 (3.4)
although the actual value of |#(0)|2 may be significantly
large due to Higgs-boson exchange. Figure 5 shows the
vy fusion cross sections for Q=2 and —1 with Vs =1
and 2 TeV as functions of M assuming Coulombic wave
functions with a; running with A=200 MeV. Clearly o
is far too small for § to be observed if this were the only
production mechanism.

The Z, Z, fusion contribution to § production can be
written as

ozleTe " —ete™S)
_ 2G,%M§( )

v 2)2
77_2 e e

F(S_')ZLZL

g(M/Vs) (3.5)

while that from W, W, fusion is given by
GiMy, DS—>W/ W)
2m? M3

opleT e >vw8)= g(M/Vs),

(3.6)

where v, = —1+2xy, a,= —1 (x},=sin’0,,~0.230) and

the function g is given by
g(x)=2(1+x3)In(1/x)—2(1—x2) . (3.7

The §— VV width can be calculated using the results of

Ref. 6, i.e.,
3 [_M ;
327M? M?

172

TS —VV)=|y(0)|2 |T]?

(3.8)

with
|TI>=[ A(M?/M2—1)+C]+2C? (3.9)

and
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FIG. 5 Cross section for yy production of squarkomum
with 2, —1 at Vs =1 TeV (dash, dash-dot) and at Vs =
TeV (sohd dot)
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FIG. 6. Z,Z, contribution to squarkonium production for
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curves extending further to the right.
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AM2(c2+c})

=———"——+2C, (3.10)
Mp—M}—M"?

where one defines the couplings

(3.11)

so that C=c2+c}+8c. 8c is the Higgs-boson-exchange
contribution analogous to Eq. (3.7),

giVVgi]f

Sc=—Y ———,
i Mz_Miz

(3.12)

and is simply a constant for a fixed value of M. Assum-

ing Coulombic wave function we find [using a, =a,(M)]
- 128GiM3 A M2
N§—-2,Z )=—SalM(T;—xyQ)* ,
B 972 wO 2
NS—-w/w,)
SGEMY, s |7’
=——a;M{1+A— |1+2 |—
Py 1 2 Y;
raAq2
A A/IZ ) (3.13)
4My,

and 8M is defined above with A'=8c / (cz—|—c§) We first
turn to the Z; Z; case; to maximize the S—Z; Z, width

we use A'=1 and take S to be a d;d, bound_state which
given the largest value of (T, -—xWQ . Figure 6 shows
the cross.section for e te "—ete ~S via Z; Z, fusion as
a function of M for Vs =1 and 2 TeV. Although the
Z, Z, contribution to S production is significantly larger
than that for yy, it is still far too small to be observable
for any reasonable value of the integrated luminosity.
Figures 7(a) and 7(b) summarize the situation for the
W' W, contribution to S production for different A’
values and two different values of 8M. The production
rate is relatively sensitive to both of these parameters but
one always finds cross sections which are more than an
order of magnitude too small to allow S production by
this mechanism.

It should be pointed out that it may be possible, espe-
cially for heavy squarks, that Higgs-boson exchange be-
tween f and f may include an additional attractive poten-
tial over and above that from gluon exchange.” For a
certain range of parameters for which this Higgs-boson
exchange dominates, |#(0)|?> may be enhanced by more
than 1-2 orders of magnitude which may allow for the
observation of this production mode. Without this possi-
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ble enhancement these cross sections are far too small to
be seen at ¢ "e ~ colliders in the TeV energy range.

IV. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

We have considered the production of squark and slep-
ton pairs and squarkonium bound states at TeV e e~
colliders via yy and longitudinal-gauge-boson fusion.
We have found that the yy subprocess can make a

reasonably sizable contribution to 77 and ## production

for light partner masses up to =~200 GeV at V's =2 TeV

but is quite small for the case of dd production. Corre-
spondingly, Z; Z; fusion was found to yield cross sec-
tions which were quite small (<1 fb) for sfermion masses
above ~100 GeV even for a very optimistically chosen
set of parameters. On the other hand, W, W, fusion
was found to yield significant cross sections for pair pro-
duction over a reasonable range of parameter space for
masses at high at 400 GeV at Vs =2 TeV. Thus 7y and
gauge-boson fusion may yield significant contributions to
ff production at least for a limited mass range. This
conclusion is only strengthened if one includes the contri-
butions due to transversely polarized gauge bosons in the
initial state since this only results in an increase in our
cross-section estimates.

Squarkonium production via yy was found to have a
very tiny cross section (S107°-107* fb) and Z; Z; and
W W, cross sections in the 1072—-107!-fb range were
obtained assuming purely Coulombic wave functions. If
Higgs-boson exchange dominates ordinary gluon ex-
change in the binding of the squarkonium then cross sec-
tions in the few-fb range could be obtained making squar-
konium production visible with integrated luminosities in
the 10—fm ! range. Without such enhancements squar-
konium production by ¥y and gauge-boson fusion mech-
anisms would be unobservably small.

A further detailed analysis of squark slepton produc-
tion by yy and gauge-boson fusion may lead to even fur-
ther interesting results. After this work was completed,
our attention was brought to Ref. 10 where the possibility

of W, W, —TTbeing enhanced was first discussed.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The author would like to thank the Phenomenology In-
stitute at the University of Wisconsin—Madison for its
hospitality and use of its facilities. The author would also
like to thank X. Tata for discussions related to this work.
This research was supported in part by the University of
Wisconsin Research Committee with funds granted by
the Wisconsin Alumni Research Foundation, and in part
by the U.S. Department of Energy under Contract Nos.
DE-AC02-76ER00881 and W-7405-ENG-82 (KA-01-01),
Office of Basic Sciences.

IFor a discussion of new-physics signals at TeV e "e ™ colliders,
see C. Ahn et al., SLAC Redbook Report No. SLAC-0329;
in Proceedings of the Workshop on Physics at Future Accelera-
tors, La Thiule, Italy, 1987 edited by J. H. Mulvey (CERN

Report No. 87-07, Geneva, Switzerland, 1987), Vols. I and IIL
2A recent review is given in H. Baer et al., Int. J. Mod. Phys. A
(to be published).
3G. L. Kane, W. W. Repko, and W. B. Rolnick, Phys. Lett.



40 SQUARK AND SQUARKONIUM PRODUCTION BY GAUGE-BOSON . . .

148B, 367 (1984); S. Dawson, Nucl. Phys. B249, 42 (1985); J.
Lindfors, Phys. C 28, 427 (1985); S. Dawson and S. Willen-
brock, Nucl. Phys. B284, 449 (1987); D. Dicus, ibid. B287,
397 (1987).

4For a review of Eg superstring-inspired models, see J. L.
Hewett and T. G. Rizzo, Phys. Rep. (to be published); V.
Barger, K. Hagiwara, and K. Igi, Phys. Rev. D 38, 2149
(1988).

5For a general discussion of yy production of new particles us-
ing the Weizacker-Williams approximation, see A. Ali, in
Physics at LEP, LEP Jamboree, Geneva, Switzerland, 1985,
edited by J. Ellis and R. Peccei (CERN Yellow Report No.
86-02, Geneva, 1986), Vol. II, p. 81.

6M. J. Herrero, A. Mendez, and T. G. Rizzo, Phys. Lett. B 200,
205 (1988).

"We follow the work of W. W. Repko and W.-K. Tung, in

2809

Proceedings of the 1986 Summer Study on the Physics of the
Superconducting Supercollider, Snowmass, Colorado, edited by
R. Donaldson and J. Marx (Division of Particles and Fields of
the APS, New York, 1987), p. 159.

8C. R. Nappi, Phys. Rev. D 25, 84 (1982); D. V. Nanopoulos, S.
Ono, and T. Yanagida, Phys. Lett. 137B, 363 (1984); J. A.
Grifols and A. Mendez, ibid. 144B, 123 (1984); P. Moxhay, Y.
J. Ng, and S.-H. H. Tye, ibid. 158B, 170 (1985); P. Moxhay
and R. W. Robinett, Phys. Rev. D 32, 300 (1985); V. Barger
and W.-Y. Keung, Phys. Lett. B 211, 355 (1988).

9H. Inazawa and T. Morri, Phys. Lett. B 203, 279 (1988); H.
Inazawa, T. Morii, and S. Tanaka, University of Kobe Report
No. KOBE-89-01, 1989 (unpublished).

10J, F. Gunion, H. Herrero, and A. Mendez, Phys. Rev. D 37,
2533 (1988).



