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We explore the potential of a future ete™ collider in the 0.5 TeV center-of-mass energy range to
detect intermediate or heavy Higgs bosons in the standard model. We first briefly assess the logistics
for finding a Higgs boson of intermediate mass, with Mz < myg < 2Mw. We then study in detail
the possibility of detecting a heavy Higgs boson, with mg > 2Mw, through the production of pairs
of weak bosons. We quantitatively analyze the sensitivity of the process ete™ — vIWTW~(ZZ2)
to the presence of a heavy-Higgs-boson resonance in the standard model. We compare this signal
to various backgrounds and to the smaller signal from ete™ — ZH — utu~"WtW~(ZZ), assum-
ing the weak-boson pairs to be detected and measured in their dominant hadronic decay modes
WtW~=(ZZ) — 4 jets. A related Higgs-boson signal in 6-jet final states is also estimated. We
show how the main backgrounds from e*e™W*W ™~ (ZZ), evW Z, and tf production can be reduced
by suitable acceptance cuts. Bremsstrahlung and typical beamstrahlung corrections are calculated.
These corrections reduce Higgs-boson production by scattering mechanisms but increase production
by annihilation mechanisms; they also smear out some dynamical features such as Jacobian peaks
in pr(H). With all these corrections included, we conclude that it should be possible to detect a
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heavy-Higgs-boson signal in the voW*W ~(ZZ) channels up to mass mg = 350 GeV.

PACS number(s): 14.80,Gt, 13.10.+q

I. INTRODUCTION

The structure of the electroweak symmetry-breaking
mechanism is a fundamental issue in particle physics
today. A promising way to probe this structure is to
study the production of pairs of W and Z bosons at
high-energy colliders, since the longitudinally polarized
states W and Zp derive their origins and interactions
from the symmetry-breaking sector; in particular, heavy
Higgs bosons may appear as resonances. The prospects
for detecting heavy Higgs bosons, with mg > 2M 7z, have
been analyzed extensively for future pp supercolliders [1].
However, it has been argued that high-energy linear ete~
colliders provide a cleaner experimental environment for
a detailed investigation of Higgs-boson characteristics [2].
In the present paper we address the problem of detect-
ing Higgs bosons at possible future ete~ machines with
center-of-mass (c.m.) energies in the 0.5 TeV range. In
a way, our analysis is complementary to Ref. [3], where
signals and backgrounds for a very heavy Higgs boson at
a 1.5 TeV ete™ collider have been studied—neglecting,
however, radiative corrections due to bremsstrahlung and
beamstrahlung.

In the standard model (SM) there is a single scalar
Higgs boson H, and the principal e*e~ production chan-
nels are

ete” - 2* - ZH (ZH production) ,

(1a)

ete” mvo(WH*(W™)* - vsH  (WW fusion)

(1b)

for which the Feynman diagrams are shown in Fig. 1.
The cross section of Eq. (1a) peaks near c.m. energy
V3 = Mz + v/2my and falls off with increasing energy
due to the s-channel dependence of the Z-boson prop-
agator [4]. Contrariwise, the cross section of Eq. (1b),
based on t-channel vector-boson exchanges, logarithmi-
cally increases with energy and eventually surpasses that
of Eq. (1a) [5]. The ZZ-fusion mechanism analogous to
Eq. (1b) has weaker couplings and hence a much smaller
cross section. Figure 2 shows the various cross sections
versus /s for my = 100 and 150 GeV. Results for other
my values can be found in Ref. [6]. It is interesting to
note that below the nominal ZH-production threshold
the ZH mechanism (with a subsequently decaying vir-
tual Z boson) is nevertheless dominant.

At the CERN ete~ collider LEP 2, operating at
/s = 200 GeV, the Higgs-boson discovery limit will be
mp S 90 GeV assuming high luminosity [7]. An impor-
tant task of the Next Linear Collider (NLC) is, therefore,
the search for an intermediate-mass Higgs boson (IMHB)
in the window Mz < myg < 2Myw . With a total decay
width of 'y < 100 MeV, an IMHB would be relatively
long lived [1]. Thus, the cross sections for the produc-
tion of an IMHB via Eqs. (1a) or (1b) and its subsequent
decay into a certain channel may be simply obtained by
multiplying the curves in Fig. 2 by the respective branch-
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams for Higgs-boson production
in ete™ collisions via (a) ZH associated production (with
subsequent Z-boson decay) and (b) WW and ZZ fusions.

ing fraction. In Ref. (8] the branching fractions of an
IMHB were studied in detail. We now update that anal-
ysis in the following respects. We include electroweak
radiative corrections at one loop for all fermionic rates
[9]. In addition, we include second-order QCD correc-
tions for the quarkonic widths [10] adopting the physical
input parameter m, = 4.25 GeV from Ref. [11]. We also
take into account the QCD corrections to the two-gluon
mode, which are realized by H — gg(g9) and H — gqg
and lead to an enhancement by some 60% [12]. Our re-
sults are illustrated in Fig. 3. Figures 2 and 3 summarize
the opportunities for an IMHB search at the NLC (up
to initial-state radiation corrections that we evaluate be-
low).

In the remainder of this work we shall focus attention
on the production of a heavy Higgs boson, with myg >
2Mw. The dominant SM decay modes are then into four
quarks via H — VV — ¢g qG (where V denotes a generic
weak boson, V = W, Z). In our subsequent discussion it
will be assumed that the V'V pairs are measured in the
corresponding four-jet final states VV — j;317374, with
invariant masses m(j1j2) = m(jsjs) = My.

At first sight, the simplest and cleanest heavy Higgs
signal appears to be in the dimuon plus four-jet channel

(2)

selecting invariant mass m{u*u~) = My; the Higgs-

ete” - ZH - ptpu~ VvV,

BARGER, CHEUNG, KNIEHL, AND PHILLIPS 46

1

Ll

T
(a) my=100 GeV

\
\
\
\
)

T 1 T 11rir

0.1

T llllllll

1 L\Illllll

o (pb)

0.0t

llllll

1

L /. L
0.5

1 1 Ll
1

N

1 T T

T T T 1T r
(b) m,=150 GeV

\‘1 NN

3

T T rrrrur

- ¢ ] » -
ete"—-W'W vi—Hvy_

e*e"=Z"H—~Hff el

1

0.1

T ll‘flll'

1 l\l Illlll

o (pb)

0.01

lllllll

L Ill”l]

Zete~~2"Z"e*e"~He'e"

YA |
0.5 1 2

V5 (Tev)

FIG. 2. Cross sections for Higgs-boson production in
ete™ collisions vs c.m. energy /s, assuming (a) mag =
100 GeV and (b) my = 150 GeV. The solid curves represent
ZH associated production, allowing for Z-boson virtuality
below the nominal ZH threshold. The dashed (dot-dashed)
curves represent WW (ZZ) fusion.
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boson resonance appears here as a peak in the myy dis-
tribution, but the event rate is suppressed by the small
branching fraction B(Z — ptp~) = 0.034 [13]. It is
therefore attractive to investigate also the invisible Z de-
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cay to neutrinos, which has a six times larger branching
fraction, B(Z — vP) = 0.20 [13]; this leads one to con-
sider the channel

ete” - vbVV (3)

summed over all neutrino flavors, where there is again a
resonance peak in myy. The Higgs-boson signal in this
channel receives contributions not only from ZH produc-
tion but also from the WW-fusion mechanism. This is
both an advantage and a challenge; it further enhances
the event rate and also offers the opportunity to separate
and compare these contributions and hence to test the
relative strengths of the HZZ and HW+W~ couplings,
predicted by custodial SU(2) symmetry. The WW-fusion
contribution to ete~™ — VW +tW~(ZZ) is not gauge in-
variant by itself however; the complete set of lowest-order
Feynman diagrams for this process is contained in the
generic set shown in Fig. 4. The Higgs-boson signal in
channel (3) thus has a background from the nonresonant
contributions of Fig. 4; it also gets backgrounds from the
processes

ete =Y WHW—(Z22), (4a)
ete - FvW¥Z (4b)

when one or more charged leptons escape undetected.
Processes (3) and (4a) were previously discussed in
Ref. [14].

Another channel to consider is

TR
P
Ha o
WW%W

HH
wwmw

FIG. 4. Generic lowest-order Feynman diagrams for the
processes ete™ — £1£,V1 V.
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that benefits from a big branching fraction B(Z — jj) =
0.70 [13]. The Higgs-boson signal here appears as a
peak in the inclusive my v spectrum, selecting final states
where the jets reconstruct three weak bosons, and sum-
ming over all possible V'V pairings. This signal is there-

31gnal On the other hand, this channel suffers from a
large combinatorial background; even if the assignment
of jj pairs to weak bosons in a given event happens to
be unique, we will have to sum over three possible bo-
son pairings, obtaining signal/background = 1/2 at best.
Complications due to jet branchings, jet overlaps, and de-
marcation between jets are also more critical here than
in the four-jet final states, where only the total hadronic
invariant mass is ultimately interesting. A proper study
of this channel would require detailed jet simulations,
that we do not attempt here; however, we can infer the
potential signal approximately from our ppjjjj results.

In addition to intrinsic nonresonant backgrounds and
the processes of Eq. (4), significant backgrounds are to
be expected from top-quark pair production,

ete™ —tt — (W) (bW ™), (6)
that can fake vo#VV, utu~VV, and ZVV final states
through various decay modes of the b quarks and W
bosons. These backgrounds cannot be precisely predicted
until the top quark is discovered, but for the energies of
present interest they depend rather weakly on the mass
m; in the range m; = 135 + 35 GeV indicated by SM
studies [15] and consistent with the experimental bound
[16] m; > 91 GeV. For illustration we shall show the
case m; = 150 GeV. We ignore backgrounds arising from
QCD interactions, where continuum light-quark or gluon
jets fake V' — jj decays; their cross section is suppressed
by additional coupling factors o and also by the exper-
imental requirement that m(jj) = my.

At high-luminosity e*e™ colliders, the actual c.m. en-
ergy and c.m. frame in which the hard e*e~ collisions of
present interest take place are strongly affected by elec-
tromagnetic radiation in the initial state, including both
bremsstrahlung (which is universal) and so-called beam-
strahlung effects [17] (which depend on properties of the
beams near their intersection). Any practical calculation
of signals and backgrounds referring to laboratory condi-
tions should therefore take account of these corrections
[18].

In the present paper we evaluate the SM Higgs signals
and backgrounds in the channels (2)-(6) above, including
the contributions of all Feynman diagrams of Fig. 4. We
discuss how cleanly the Z H-production and WW-fusion
contributions can be separated in the vZV'V channel and
how their event rates compare (after selection cuts) with
the ZH-production signals in the utu~VV and six-jet
channels. We take the example of an ete™ collider with
c.m. energy /s = 0.5 TeV, which is at the lower end of
the energy range 0.5-2.0 TeV currently being considered
and is arguably the easiest to achieve. We include ef-
fects of initial-state electromagnetic bremsstrahlung plus
beamstrahlung, taking typical examples of beam param-
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eters for illustration. After incorporating suitable selec-
tion cuts and the initial-state radiation corrections, we
conclude that it should be possible to detect a heavy-
Higgs-boson signal in the voW*+W ~(ZZ) channels up to
mass my = 350 GeV.

II. WEAK-BOSON PAIR PRODUCTION IN THE
STANDARD MODEL

We first consider in turn the leading contributions at
tree level to the production of weak-boson pairs plus two
leptons. An array of generic Feynman diagrams is shown
in Fig. 4; a detailed explanation of the diagrams for the
various processes is given in Appendix A. The external
fermion lines can be labeled e, v, or u and the external
weak bosons are labeled W or Z. When the external par-
ticles are specified, standard selection rules determine the
labeling of almost all the other lines. However, a virtual
neutral-boson line sometimes represents both Z and -,
while the flavor of the final neutrinos is sometimes v, and
sometimes to be summed over v, vy, and v;. The cor-
responding helicity amplitudes are given in Appendix A,
using the techniques of Ref. [19]. All the electron masses
are kept finite in the formulas and in the calculations in
order to regulate the mass singularities.

The differential cross sections do /dmyy for the various
reactions are shown for the case myg = 200 GeV in Fig. 5;
the total integrated cross sections are shown versus my
in Fig. 6. No cuts are imposed here except in the puVV
channel, where we require

|m (utu~) — Mz| <15GeV )

since we are interested only in muon pairs from Z de-
cay. Here and in subsequent figures we omit all smearing
effects arising from experimental resolution in measure-
ments of invariant masses and transverse momenta.

The cross section for ete"W+W~ production is ex-
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ceptionally large due to photon exchange processes. The
voW+W = channel is particularly sensitive to Higgs-
boson contributions. The pronounced edges at my =
2Mw and my = 2Mz in Fig. 6 indicate the onset of the
resonance region for the s-channel Higgs-boson exchange.

A.etes - voWtw-

The contributing Feynman diagrams are depicted in
(8)-(d), (£), (h)=(0), (p), (), (s), (t), and (v)-(y) of
Fig. 4 for the “scattering” channel, where fermion lines
1 and 4 are taken to represent incoming particles, and
in (a), (c), (f), (g), (h), (3), and ()—(y) of Fig. 4 for
the “annihilation” channel, where fermion lines 1 and 2
represent incoming particles. The corresponding helic-
ity amplitudes are given in Appendices A1 and A 2, re-
spectively. Diagrams (a)-(g) contribute via WHW~- —
W+W — scattering, but of these only (a) and (b) contain
Higgs-boson exchanges and represent the dynamics of the
symmetry-breaking sector that we wish to separate. The
other diagrams depend on scattering or bremsstrahlung
via the standard gauge couplings.

We stress that both the “scattering” and “annihila-
tion” channels of ete™ — vOUW W™ contribute to the
Higgs-boson signal. In Fig. 5 the curve for this process
includes both contributions; their interference is found to
be negligible. Previous calculations at /s = 1.5 TeV [3]
neglected all annihilation-channel contributions; this ap-
proximation is not justified at 1/s = 0.5 TeV as Fig. 7(a)
illustrates. We note in passing that our calculations of
the scattering contribution at /s = 1.5 TeV reproduce
the results of Ref. [3].

Figure 7(a) shows separately the “scattering” and “an-
nihilation” contributions to the do /dpy distribution ver-
sus missing transverse momentum pr- for my = 200 GeV.

From simple kinematics the distributions terminate at
(Br)max = (8 —4MZ) /(2V/3) 224 GeV. The lo-
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Differential cross sections do/dmyv for the production of two leptons plus two weak bosons vs the V'V invariant

mass myv, where V = W or Z, for the case my = 200 GeV. No cuts are imposed apart from the dimuon mass requirement
of Eq. (7) in upVV channels and the fake-V mass requirement of Eq. (8) in t¢ background cases. All contributions from both
scattering and annihilation processes are included: (a) vOV'V signal and background channels, (b) u*u~VV channels.
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FIG. 6. Total cross sections vs mg: (a) vPV'V signal and background channels without cuts, (b) g*x~VV channels with
[m(pp) — Mz| < 15 GeV. The cross section for e*e™ — ete”W*W ™ is relatively large so one-fifth of it is shown. The fake-V
mass requirement of Eq. (8) is imposed in the tf background cases. The cross sections corresponding to four jets in the final
state may be obtained by multiplication with [B(V — j4)]? = 0.5.

cation of the Jacobian peak in the annihilation chan-
nel corresponds approximately to the maximum p; for
which the intermediate Z and H bosons in ete~ —
ZH — voWW are both on mass shell, (§r),cax

{[s — (Mz +mg)?] [s — (Mz — mg)?] /3}1/2/2 =
198 GeV. For higher p one or both bosons are off mass
shell, which explains the sharp fall beyond the peak. We
conclude that the scattering and annihilation contribu-
tions can be separated by their pr spectra [or equiva-
lently by their pr(VV) spectra, since |prp| = |pr(VV)|
in the v#VV final state]. In Fig. 7(b) we also sepa-
rate the pr spectrum of ete~™ — vPH into the contri-
butions from WW-fusion and ZH associated produc-
tion; see Fig. 1. Now the distributions terminate at
(Pr)max = (8 — M%) / (24/3) = 210 GeV, but the posi-
tion of the Jacobian peak in the ZH curve is unchanged.

For mp = 200 GeV, a pr > 175 GeV cut can single out
the contribution of the ZH diagram, assuming the c.m.
energy to be 0.5 TeV. We shall see later that initial-state
radiation corrections smear the c.m. energy and with it
the pr dependence; nevertheless, it remains true that ZH
production and V'V fusion contribute in distinctively dif-
ferent ways and can in principle be separated by a de-
tailed study of the . dependence of the signal.

B.ete- - vZZ

The contributing Feynman diagrams are depicted in
(a), (c), and (f)—(u) of Fig. 4 for the scattering channel
and in (a), (b), (h)-(k), and (p)—(u) for the annihilation
channel with appropriate particle labeling. The helicity
amplitudes are given in Appendices A3 and A 4. This
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FIG. 7. Differential cross sections without cuts for (a) ete™ — vZW*W ™ and (b) ete™ — v H vs the missing transverse
momentum pr, assuming my = 200 GeV. Scattering and annihilation contributions are shown separately in (a); WW-fusion
and Z H production are shown separately in (b). The contributions due to annihilation channels are summed over three neutrino

flavors.
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case too has contributions from “scattering” and “an-
nihilation” channels, and both contain the Higgs-boson
signal. However, the cross section is much smaller than
that for ete™ — voW+W~-. The major background
in this channel arises in the annihilation channel from
ete” — ZH with H —» ZZ — Zvp decay [Fig. 4(b)]; it
comes from the Higgs boson itself, via a different decay
mode from the one we are studying, and gives the broad
enhancement at large myy in Fig. 5(a).

C.ete- —weteWHw-

The contributing Feynman diagrams are depicted in
(a), (), (f), (g), (i), (k), and ()—(y) of Fig. 4 and ex-
plained in Appendix A5. Although this channel has
contributions from Higgs-boson-exchange diagrams, it is
essentially a background to the Higgs signal, because it
is overwhelmingly due to <y-exchange contributions. In
Figs. 5(a) and 6(a) we can see that this background is po-
tentially much bigger than the signal in the voW+W~
channel. But with a suitable pr(VV) cut and central-
electron vetoing, we shall show that this background
can be reduced to an unnoticeable level. The calcula-
tion of this process together with the process ete™ —
v WHW— above is almost identical to the case q¢ —
W+W~q'q discussed in Ref. [20], where matrix elements
are, however, not listed.

D.ete —ete~ZZ

The contributing Feynman diagrams are (a), (b), (h)-
(k), and (p)—(u) of Fig. 4 with the appropriate substitu-
tions (see Appendix A 6). This channel has characteris-
tics similar to Sec. IIC, but the cross section is exceed-
ingly small because of the small Zee coupling.

E. ete — e*tvWFZ

The contributing Feynman diagrams are (b)—-(r), (t),
(u), and (w)—(y) of Fig. 4; the corresponding amplitudes
are listed in Appendix A 7. This process gives another
background to the signal; the cross section depends on
mpy because of the Higgs-boson-exchange diagram 4(b).
With a pr(VV) cut and central-electron vetoing it can
be greatly reduced, as explained below. Furthermore, if
it became possible to distinguish accurately between W
and Z from the invariant masses of their decay dijets,
then this background could be removed.

F.ete —» utpy wWtw-(Z2)

The amplitudes in these cases precisely equal the
lepton annihilation amplitudes for the ete™ —
ete"W*+W~(ZZ) cases, described in Secs. IIC and
IID above. In addition to the H — WW~(ZZ2) di-
agrams that give the Higgs-boson mass peaks in the
myy distributions, there are weak-boson scattering and
bremsstrahlung diagrams that contribute backgrounds.

In the ptu~ZZ channel there is also a contribution
from ete~ — ZH production with H — ZZ — ptp~Z

BARGER, CHEUNG, KNIEHL, AND PHILLIPS 46

decays [Fig. 4(b)]; this appears as a background to the
Higgs signal in the mzz distribution, if both these Z
bosons are assumed to decay hadronically. Since we
have here a ZZZ final state, the event rate in the Higgs
peak (and background) could be tripled if we included
all three ZZ pairings in the mzz distribution. However,
this procedure would make sense only if the hadronically
decaying Z bosons could be clearly distinguished from
W bosons (it would be nonsensical in p*p~W+W ™ final
states) and we do not pursue it here.

G. ete~ — tt — bBW+W— — bbf1f2fsfa

We calculate this background process at the tree level,
including full spin correlations down to the final W —
fif; decays into fermions, following the techniques of
Ref. [19]. Very heavy quarks decay before they have
time to hadronize or depolarize [21], so we treat the
t — bW decays at the quark level with 100% branch-
ing fraction. When semileptonic b decays are needed, we
first hadronize the b quark to a B hadron in the labora-
tory frame via the Peterson [22] model with parameter
€ = 0.05, consistent with LEP studies [23], and then use
the free-quark b — cfv decay matrix elements following
the spectator model of heavy-quark decays. The basic
ete~ — tf cross section is relatively large, of order 700-
500 fb for m; = 100-200 GeV at /s = 500 GeV.

This final state can be mistaken for voVV if (a) one
W boson decays leptonically W — £v, (b) the charged
lepton escapes detection while the neutrino gives large
pr, and (c) the final bb pair fakes a V — jj decay. This
background can be reduced by requiring large pr and by
vetoing central leptons, the same criteria that suppress
the other backgrounds. We note that leptonic 7 decays
give final e or p while hadronic 7 decays give identifi-
able narrow jets; although the technical details for veto-
ing central 7’s must differ from those for vetoing central
electrons and muons, we shall here treat them all the
same as a first approximation. In Figs. 5(a) and 6(a) we
show the potential tf background in the voV'V channel,
before making selective cuts, for the case m; = 150 GeV.
We first calculate the cross section for £vjjjj production,
summing the contributions from ¢ = e, u, 7, and requir-
ing that the fake V' generated by b and b jets has invariant
mass within 15 GeV of the W or Z mass:

Mw —15GeV < m(bb) < Mz + 15GeV. (8)

This cross section is divided by the square of the branch-
ing fraction B(V — jj) = 0.70 to convert it to an effec-
tive voVV cross section. Then myy denotes the invari-
ant mass of the hadronically decaying W plus the fake
|4

the property that three of the jets have invariant mass
m(jjj) = ms. We could therefore in principle sup-
press this background completely by vetoing final states
where any three jets satisfy |m(jjj) — m: < 15 GeV,
say, once the top quark has been discovered and m; is
known. The price paid would be the loss of some of the
H — VV — jjjj signal, but this price varies greatly
according to the values of m; and my. If my = 150 GeV,
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for example, this invariant mass veto would destroy about
90% (70%) of the Higgs-boson signal for mpy = 200 GeV
(250 GeV), which is probably too much to pay. But if
m; = 100 GeV, the corresponding Higgs signals would be
reduced by only 45% (20%) instead, while for my = 300
or 350 GeV the loss of signal would be less than 10%. All
this assumes of course that the eventual detectors would
allow sufficiently accurate multijet invariant mass recon-
structions. In our present analysis we do not apply this
three-jet mass veto, since it would introduce a confus-
ing multiplicity of cases to discuss; however, it remains a
potentially helpful cut for future application.

Top-quark pair production can also be mistaken for
uuV'V production if two of the heavy flavors decay into
muons. Two primary top semileptonic decays give the
wrong jet multiplicity, but one primary t decay plus
one secondary b decay to muons can fake puV'V if the
hadronic debris from the two b quarks (after one semilep-
tonic decay) combines to fake V' — jj. With smaller
probability, two secondary b decays to muons can also
fake uuV'V, if the hadronic debris from the b quarks does
not obscure the two remaining genuine W bosons; we
shall ignore this contribution and other small effects aris-
ing from semileptonic charm decays. These backgrounds
can be suppressed by requiring the dimuon invariant mass
to be close to Mz and by vetoing events with large pr.
They can be suppressed further by adding some isolation
requirement on the muons, since Z — ppu typically gives
isolated muons whereas b and ¢ decays give muons in or
near jets, but we do not pursue this further here.

In Figs. 5(b) and 6(b) we show the potential tf back-
ground in the ppuV'V channel, before making selective
cuts, for the case m; = 150 GeV. We calculate the cross
section for ppujjjj production, requiring that the dimuon
invariant mass satisfies the constraint Eq. (7) and that
the fake V from b + b hadronic debris satisfies the con-
straint Eq. (8). This cross section is divided by the square
of the branching fraction B(V — jj) = 0.70, to reduce it
to an effective uuV'V cross section. Then myy denotes
the invariant mass of one true W plus one fake V, as
before.

Finally, t£ production can also be mistaken for ZVV —
6-jet production if all the W bosons and B hadrons decay
hadronically and the two b jets fake a V' — jj configura-
tion. This background is suppressed a little by the decay
branching fractions and rather more by the constraint
m(bb) =~ My. It could be suppressed completely by ve-
toing m(jjj) ~ m: configurations, as discussed above,
but we do not apply this veto in our present work.

III. RESULTS AFTER KINEMATIC CUTS

At /s = 0.5 TeV there are seldom any events for W
bosons having absolute rapidity |y| > 1.5, and there is not
much difference between rapidity cuts of 1.0 and 1.5. Fur-
thermore, experimental acceptance will force some such
cut upon us anyway, since jet measurements will be im-
possible close to the beam axis. In our calculations we
shall therefore make the cut

ly(Ml<1 9)

to approximate the experimental acceptance, with no se-
rious loss in signal.

In the voVV channel, the backgrounds from ete™ —
ete”W+W = (mainly due to y-exchange processes), from
ete~ — evW2Z, and from ete~ — tf are potentially
dangerous; see Figs. 5 and 6. Our strategy to reduce the
first two backgrounds is similar to that in Ref. [3]. We
first suppress the contribution from the y-exchange poles
by a cut

pr(VV) > 45 GeV (10)

which effectively removes the double-y pole contribution
to ete™ — ete"W*W~. In addition, we veto events
with a visible electron. We assume that e* will be iden-
tifiable if they have high energy and are emitted in the
central region (neglecting the possibility of losing elec-
trons in jets); we therefore veto all events that contain
et with

E,+ >50GeV  and |cos(f+)| < cos(0.15) . (11)

This proves to be very effective in reducing the
ete"W*W~ background, but less in suppressing the
evWZ background. The tf background is little sup-
pressed by the pr(VV) cut but is considerably reduced
by vetoing all central leptons; for this we extend the cri-
teria of Eq. (11) to apply to all charged leptons e, u, and
7. Our cuts are very similar to the ones used in Ref. [3].

The results for v#V'V signal and background channels
are summarized in Fig. 8 for the differential cross sec-

I I I

°F V/5=0.5TeV my=200 GeV 3
i P (VV)>45Gev  [y(v)|<1 ]
VO Central lepton vetoing for —
_ E E,>50 GeV and |cos§p|<cos(0.15) 7
> L ]
S - 1
S o -

ALY \ee\-ﬂ ee—evWZ E
2 ]
.s -
T 92 -
b E
© ee—vvZZ 1
ee—eeWW 1
163 —
E 3

|°‘4 | 3 v

200 300 400 500

myy (GeV)

FIG. 8. Contributions to the vV'V signals and back-
grounds, with acceptance cuts but without initial-state ra-
diative corrections, for the case my = 200 GeV. Differential
cross sections are shown for ete™ — vis(ete™,ev)VV vs the
VV invariant mass myv, where V = W, Z; here |y(V)| < 1,
pr(VV) > 45 GeV, and central e* vetoing by E,+ > 50 GeV
and |cos(f.+)| < cos(0.15) has been applied. These curves
receive contributions from both scattering and annihilation
channels. The background from ete~ — tf production is
also shown, with the fake-V mass constraint of Eq. (8) plus
the corresponding pr(VV) and |y(V)| cuts and a veto on all
central leptons e, u, 7.
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tion versus the invariant mass myy of the weak-boson
pair, and in Fig. 9 for the total cross section versus myg;
see also upper entries of Table I. With the above cuts
the total cross sections for ete~™ — ete"W*TW~ and
ete~ZZ are now exceedingly small, being of order 0.1
and 0.01 fb, respectively. We see that there is an excel-
lent Higgs-boson signal with little background, especially
for the mass range 160 GeV < my < 225 GeV, where
the H - WW, ZZ resonance signal exceeds 20 fb with
a total nonresonant background of about 40 fb. For an
assumed annual integrated luminosity of 50 fb~!, 2-jet
branching fractions B(W — jj) =~ B(Z — jj) = 0.7, and
perhaps 50% instrumental efficiency, a 20 fb signal trans-
lates into 250 signal events per year in the H — VV — 4-
jet channels. It should be possible to detect much smaller
signals than this.

Further details of the ete™ — voVV signals and
backgrounds are given in the upper entries of Table I,
where total cross sections are listed for a range of Higgs-
boson mass values (excluding bremsstrahlung and beam-
strahlung corrections, as do all our calculations so far).
The intrinsic background in the voWW channel, i.e.,
the cross section without the resonance peak in mww,
may be estimated by calculating with some small Higgs-
boson mass, mg = 50 GeV say; this approximation
agrees closely with the heavy-Higgs-boson calculations
outside the resonance peak and interpolates smoothly un-
der the peak. Subtracting this background from the total
vOWW cross section gives an estimate of the Higgs sig-
nal in this channel. The sum of the intrinsic and other
(misidentification) backgrounds gives the total integrated
background. In the voZ Z channel, the principal intrinsic
background comes from ZH production with H — Zvo
decay, which cannot be obtained from any light-H calcu-
lation; a rough estimate of this background is provided
by taking 2/3 of the integrated v#ZZ production, with
the remaining 1/3 being due to the signal. Note however
that for discussions of the significance of each signal, we
should compare with the part of the background lying

TABLE 1.

50 T T T T
V5 =0.5 Tev
a0l pr(VV)>45GeV |y(V)|<1 -
central lepton vetoing
30 ]
a
hot
® 20| —
I ——— ettt
ee—~vvZZ
10 ] -
———ttewz -
o } -
o] 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
my (TeV)
FIG. 9. Total cross sections for the vOVV signals and

backgrounds vs mg from ete™ — vIWI*W™, viZZ,
evW*Z, and tf, imposing the same cuts as in Fig. 8. The
ete™ = ete"WTW™ and ete™ ZZ contributions after cuts
are extremely small, of order 0.1 and 0.01 fb.

under the resonance peak that is an order of magnitude
smaller than the integrated background in each channel
given by our tables.

The Higgs-boson signals in the ZH — upVV chan-
nels do not suffer from potentially large backgrounds
and therefore do not need strong cuts for their extrac-
tion. However, the tf background has typically large
pr = pr(VV) due to the leptonic W-boson decay, un-
like the signal or the other backgrounds; we therefore
choose to suppress tf contributions by requiring

Pr <40GeV . (12)

Cross sections in fb for the various channels contributing to the V'V Higgs-boson

signals and backgrounds, demanding |y(V)| < 1, pr(VV) > 45 GeV, and vetoing central leptons
[with E;+ > 50 GeV and |cosf,+| < cos(0.15)]. For each channel and value of my, the upper
entry does not include the effects of beamstrahlung and bremsstrahlung. In the lower entry, these
effects are taken into account for the Palmer G (DESY/Darmstadt narrow-band) design. The
corresponding numbers for the continuum production of vUW W, simulated by the choice muy = 50
GeV, are 5, 2.9 (4.5). Subtracting this from the vDW W result leaves the corresponding Higgs-boson
signal. In the v#ZZ channel, the signal is about % of the given cross section. The numbers for the
tt background are 16, 31 (19), assuming m; = 150 GeV.

myg = 175 GeV myg = 200 myg = 250 mpy = 300 myg = 350
vIWW 42 29 16 9.8 6.9
31 (42) 18 (25) 8.9 (14) 5.0 (8.9) 3.5 (5.9)
vbZZ 1.3 13 8.8 5.4 2.7
0.62 (0.83) 6.9 (9.5) 4.0 (6.1) 1.8 (3.5) 0.69 (1.6)
ete"WwW 0.15 0.15 0.14 0.13 0.12
0.15 (0.15) 0.16 (0.16) 0.15 (0.16) 0.15 (0.16) 0.15 (0.15)
ete= 22 0.016 0.014 0.01 0.009 0.009
0.08 (0.02) 0.05 (0.02) 0.016 (0.015) 0.011 (0.011) 0.008 (0.011)
evWZ 13 12 9.4 8.5 7.4
13 (14) 9.2 (10) 6.6 (8.5) 4.8 (7.4) 4.1 (6.7)
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In addition to the u*u~ mass constraint of Eq. (7) and
the fake-V mass constraint of Eq. (8), we also impose the
rapidity cut of Eq. (9), approximating the likely exper-
imental acceptance, both on the vector bosons and on
the utpu~ system. The total cross section and myy de-
pendence differ little from the uncut distributions shown
in Figs. 5(b) and 6(b) (apart from tZ contributions), so
we do not plot them again. Details of the integrated
upVV signals and backgrounds are given in Table II

In the pyuWW channel the background is estimated by
calculating with a light Higgs boson, as in the voWW
channel (Table I). In the ZZZ — upuZZ channel, where
the final ZZ are assumed to decay into four jets, the
principal background comes from H — ZZ — ppjj de-
cays; this accounts for about 2/3 of the integrated cross
section while the remaining 1/3 comes mostly from the
H — ZZ — jjjj signal. We note that the net signal
cross sections in the puuV'V channels (Table II) are about
10-20 times smaller than those in the ¥»#V'V channels
(Table I).

The net Higgs signal in the ZH —6-jet channel is re-
lated to that in the ZH — ppjjjj channel by the ratio
of branching fractions B(Z — jj)/B(Z — ptu~) = 20,
as remarked in Sec. I, if we continue to apply essentially
the same acceptance cuts both to the muons and to the
jets. We can therefore use the latter signal to estimate
the former; folding in the V' — jj branching fractions,
we see from Table II that the Higgs-boson signal in 6-jet
final states falls from about 15 fb at myg = 175 GeV to
about 3 fb at my = 350 GeV. Theete™ — VVV — 6-jet
background is harder to estimate; it depends on detailed
questions of jet resolution, etc. However, the minimal
combinatorial background from the ZH — ZV'V process
is at least twice the signal. Also, we find that the effective
tf = VVV — 6-jet background (with bb faking a V') is of
order 75 fb for m; = 150 GeV, if we simply impose the
mass and rapidity cuts of Egs. (8) and (9). Compared to
the vDV'V case, the signals in this channel have similar
strength but the backgrounds are much bigger and more
problematical.

Finally we recall that the effects of experimental res-
olution, arising from calorimeter fluctuations, semilep-
tonic decays in jets, etc., remain to be added to our
present calculations. These effects will somewhat smear
the sharp peaks in invariant masses and transverse mo-

TABLE II.

menta that we show. There are also important correc-
tions from initial-state radiation, that we now discuss.

IV. EFFECTS OF BREMSSTRAHLUNG AND
BEAMSTRAHLUNG

It is well known that cross sections measured in high-
energy ete™ collisions are greatly affected by QED radia-
tive corrections. (However, we can as a first approxima-
tion neglect weak corrections, which are known to vary
between —7% and +6% for the ete™ — ZH cross sec-
tion at /s = 0.5 TeV [24].) In general, the main effect is
due to bremsstrahlung from the initial state, which low-
ers the effective c.m. energy available in the main process
and leads to a typical smearing of the distributions in the
subprocess c.m. energy v/3. The size of the effect can be
easily estimated by considering the large leading loga-
rithms. In O(a™) they are of the form (/7)™ In"(s/m2)
(n = 1,2,...), which follows from Sudakov’s theorem
[25]. In an inclusive experiment there are no similar loga-
rithms due to final-state particles. This is guaranteed by
the Kinoshita-Lee-Nauenberg theorem [26], which states
that mass singularities associated with outgoing parti-
cles cancel when all final states with the same invari-
ant mass are summed up. For /s = 0.5TeV one has
(a/m)In(s/m?) =~ 7%. It is, therefore, clear that any
predictions for processes at the NLC that ignore initial-
state bremsstrahlung will vary from crude to completely
inadequate. By analogy to the situation at the Z peak
it is clear that in the presence of a not-too-broad Higgs
resonance even a rigorous treatment to O(a) would still
fail to lead to reliable predictions. An O(a?) calcula-
tion in connection with soft-photon exponentiation [27]
would be in order. Unfortunately, full O(a?) results
are only available for the class of processes where the
electron-positron pair annihilates into a neutral gauge
boson [28]. However, the pattern in which the leading
logarithms arrange themselves is universal for all reac-
tions with an ete™ initial state. Leading-order initial-
state bremsstrahlung is most conveniently included by
convoluting the reduced cross section with exponentiated
splitting functions for the incident electron and positron
beams [29]. These splitting functions characterize the
probability of finding an electron (positron) with a given
longitudinal-momentum fraction inside the original elec-

Cross sections in fb for the utu~VV channels after imposing the cuts

(W), ly(utu )l < 1, [m(utp™) - Mz| < 15 GeV, pr < 40 GeV. For each channel and value
of myg, the upper entry does not include the effects of beamstrahlung and bremsstrahlung. In the
lower entry, these effects are taken into account for the Palmer G (DESY/Darmstadt narrow-band)
design. The corresponding numbers for the continuum production of uuWW, simulated by the
choice myg = 50 GeV, are 0.64, 0.26 (0.55). Subtracting this from the uuWW result leaves the
corresponding Higgs-boson signal. In the uuZZ channel, the signal is about % of the given cross
section. The numbers for the tf background are 0.26, 0.23 (0.26), assuming m; = 150 GeV.

myg = 175 GeV mpyg = 200 myg = 250 mpy = 300 mpyg = 350
upWw 2.2 1.5 1.2 1.0 0.82
0.87 (1.8) 0.71 (1.4) 0.54 (1.1) 0.41 (0.87) 0.31 (0.7)
upZZ 0.11 1.2 0.86 0.56 0.28
0.19 (0.13) 0.57 (1.0) 0.42 (0.8) 0.24 (0.51) 0.092 (0.24)
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tron (positron) after multiple-photon emission and can
be obtained by solving QCD-like evolution equations.
In our analysis we adopt Eq. (20) of the first paper of
Ref. [29] neglecting the numerically insignificant contri-
bution of those 5% terms which do not participate in the
exponentiation. For ete™ reactions in the continuum it
is evident that initial-state bremsstrahlung should tend
to reduce (enhance) a cross section which is increasing
(decreasing) with increasing energy.

A completely novel feature which will be faced at the
NLC is the so-called beamstrahlung phenomenon [17],
which is an unavoidable consequence of the quest for lu-
minosities which exceed current achievements by 3 orders
of magnitude. It occurs when particles in one bunch un-
dergo bremsstrahlung upon entering the electromagnetic
field of the other bunch. These particles thus interact
coherently with a sizable part of the opposite bunch.
The intensity of the emitted beamstrahlung therefore
increases with the strength of the fields generated by
the bunches, which in turn grows with the particle den-
sity of the bunches and hence with the luminosity per
bunch crossing. Beamstrahlung effects delicately depend
on the details of the machine operation and a realistic
estimate of their characteristics can only be obtained
through Monte Carlo simulation. In our analysis we gen-
erate beamstrahlung (and bremsstrahlung) events using
the program package BEAMSPEC by Barklow [30].

The optimization of a linear-collider design proceeds
in a multidimensional parameter space with a network
of constraints [31]. The currently existing concepts for a
500 GeV NLC fall into three broad categories [32]. (1)
SLAC and KEK propose a traveling-wave copper struc-
ture at room temperature, operating at 11.4 GHz (X
band), and a gradient of 50-100 MV/m. There is an
option with high luminosity but strong beamstrahlung
(Palmer G) and an alternative with moderate beam-
strahlung at the cost of a factor 2-4 in luminosity (Palmer
F) [31]. (2) DESY/Darmstadt proposals extend the
present SLAC Linear Collider (SLC) technology to higher
energies, using a warm traveling-wave copper structure,
operating at 2.8 GHz, and a gradient of 17 MV/m. The
original wideband version [33] suffers from a large intrin-
sic linac energy spread, which impairs the resolving power
for very narrow structures. This drawback has been
largely removed in the narrow-band version [34]. (3) The
Cornell TeV Energy Superconducting Linear Accelerator
(TESLA) design [35] proposes to use a superconducting
standing-wave radio-frequency structure at 1.3 GHz with
a gradient of 25 MV/m. Thanks to very long bunches
and large spot sizes, beamstrahlung is reduced to a level
comparable to initial-state bremsstrahlung.

It has become customary [36] to characterize the beam-
strahlung spectrum by a dimensionless beamstrahlung pa-
rameter Y, which is defined by T = vB/B,., where v =
Ey/m.c? is the ratio of the initial beam energy to the elec-
tron mass, B is the average magnetic field inside a bunch,
and B, = m2c®/eh = 4.4 x 10'3 G is the Schwinger crit-
ical field. For T < 1, the beamstrahlung energy loss is
a monotonically increasing function of T [31]. For the
above designs the numbers are 0.385 (Palmer G), 0.108
(Palmer F), 0.065 (DDwb), 0.013 (DDnb), and 0.008
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(TESLA) [32]. To start with, we consider the Palmer G
design to mark the most disadvantageous scenario. Fig-
ures 10-13 and the lower entries in the tables display
the characteristic features of bremsstrahlung and beam-
strahlung for a collider of this type. For comparison, we
then repeat the central parts of our analysis assuming
the more favorable DESY/Darmstadt narrow-band de-
sign; see Figs. 14, 15 and parenthesized entries in the
tables. The corresponding results for TESLA are very
similar to those for DESY/Darmstadt.

We first illustrate the implications for intermediate-
and high-mass Higgs-boson production rates. Figure 10
shows the ete~ — vUH cross sections via the ZH-
production and WW-fusion subprocesses versus mpg
at /s = 0.5 TeV, before and after corrections for
bremsstrahlung and beamstrahlung. We see that these
corrections enhance the ZH-production mechanism for
myg S 200 GeV; here the increase in cross section from
smearing to lower c.m. energy wins over threshold effects,
but for higher mpy the threshold suppression takes over.
Production via WW fusion is reduced for all my val-
ues, since the cross section falls monotonically as V3 is
decreased.

Figure 11 illustrates some characteristic features of
beamstrahlung and bremsstrahlung on the v¥H signals
from WW fusion and ZH associated production, assum-
ing myg = 200 GeV. Figure 11(a) shows the v/3 de-
pendence after these corrections are taken into account;
without corrections the entire process would occur at
V3 = 0.5 TeV. As expected, the WW-fusion process,
which has a cross section rising with §, contributes mostly

~

at the top of the § range; the ZH-production process,
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FIG. 10. Total cross sections at /s = 500 GeV for
ete~ — vDH, before and after bremsstrahlung and beam-
strahlung (Palmer G) corrections, as a function of my. Both
W W-fusion and Z H-production channels are shown. Dashed
(solid) curves denote results with (without) QED radiative
corrections.
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FIG. 11. Differential cross sections for ete™ — v H, before and after bremsstrahlung and beamstrahlung (Palmer G)
corrections: (a) do/dv/3 and (b) do/dpy. Both WW-fusion and Z H-production channels are shown, assuming my = 200 GeV.
Dashed (solid) curves denote results with (without) QED radiative corrections.

with a falling cross section, contributes across a wide
range of 3. Figure 11(b) shows the g distributions before
and after corrections; we see that contributions from the
upper pr range (that require close-to-maximum values of
v/3) are strongly suppressed, and the Jacobian peak near
maximum pp is smeared out.

In Fig. 12 we investigate the impact of bremsstrahlung

and beamstrahlung on ete™ — voW*tW— differential
cross sections, distinguishing between the scattering and
annihilation channels; this contains the Higgs-boson sig-
nals previously shown in Fig. 11, but now the intrinsic
backgrounds are also present. Figures 12(a) and 12(d)
display the v/3 dependences. Figures 12(b) and 12(e)
show the distributions versus invariant mass my w; ob-
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FIG. 12. Differential cross sections, before and after bremsstrahlung and beamstrahlung (Palmer G) corrections, for ete™ —
voW W™ in the scattering channel, assuming my = 200 GeV: (a) do/dV/3, (b) do/dmyv, and (¢) do/dpy. The corresponding
distributions for the annihilation channel are shown in (d), (e), and (f). Dashed (solid) curves denote results with (without)

QED radiative corrections.
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viously, the smearing in § has no effect on locations and
widths of the Higgs resonance peaks, but the height of
each peak and the distribution of its intrinsic background
can be changed. Figures 12(c) and 12(f) show the smear-
ing of the g, distributions.

The lower entries in Tables I and II give the final cross
sections for the signals and backgrounds in the voVV
and ppVV channels, after adding bremsstrahlung and
Palmer G-type beamstrahlung corrections to the previ-
ous results shown in the respective upper entries; we re-
call that this is the worst beamstrahlung scenario. In the
viVV channels, the Higgs signal is appreciably reduced
while the background from evW Z is somewhat less re-
duced (or even increased). The tf background is doubled,
partly because tt production is increased but mostly be-
cause the cuts become less effective at lower v/3. Never-
theless, a healthy signal remains right through the mass
range illustrated here. For my = 300 (350) GeV the
total signal would amount to 2.7 (0.8) fb compared to a
total background of 40 (39) fb, of which the component
under the mass peak would be only about 4 (1.3) fb; see
Fig. 13. If we assume as before an annual integrated lu-
minosity of 50 fb=! and 50% instrumental efficiency and
take dijet branching fractions B(V — jj) = 0.7, then for
mp = 300 GeV there would be about 30 events/year in
ground of about 50 events/year in the mass bin below
the Higgs resonance peak. For my = 350 GeV there
would be about 10 signal events/year, with about 15
background events/year below the peak. It appears that
a Higgs signal would be detectable in this channel for
a mass up to myg = 300 GeV quite readily, and up to
mpy = 350 GeV eventually. The net Higgs-boson signal
in the puVV channels is smaller by a factor of 15-40,
depending on my.

Figure 13 shows the total Higgs signals and back-
grounds in the v#VV and puuV'V channels versus invari-
ant mass myy. All the cuts (8)-(11) for v#VV and
(7), (8), (9), (12) for puuVV have been applied here,
and bremsstrahlung and Palmer G beamstrahlung cor-
rections have been included. In Fig. 13(a) all the sig-
nals and backgrounds for v#VV channels are shown for
myg = 200 GeV. In Fig. 13(b) we show the sum of vUW W
and v Z Z differential cross sections, since these channels
would be practically indistinguishable in their hadronic
decay modes VV — jjjj, for myg = 200, 250, 300, and
350 GeV. At the same time the major backgrounds from
ete~™ — evWZ and from ete~ — tt, for the same choices
of my, are added to the corresponding Higgs-boson sig-
nal. Similarly, Fig. 13(c) shows the combined differential
cross sections of the uypWW and puuZZ signals and the
tt background for the same choices of mg. This figure
neatly summarizes our principal heavy-Higgs-boson re-
sults in the Palmer G case.

We now examine the performances of the
DESY/Darmstadt and TESLA designs with regard to
beamstrahlung suppression. In Fig. 14 we compare for
mpy = 200 GeV the v/3 dependences of the differential
cross sections do/dv/3 for voH production which arise
from Palmer G and DESY/Darmstadt (narrow band).
We consider separately the contributions from WW fu-

sion in Fig. 14(a) and from ZH associated production
in Fig. 14(b). The curves for Palmer G are the same
as in Fig. 11(a). We see that the distributions for
DESY /Darmstadt are much more massed close to the
nominal value /s = 500 GeV, i.e., the average energy
loss of the incident beams by beamstrahlung is drasti-
cally reduced. In particular, the plateau in the curve of
Z H production is absent for this design.

The parenthesized numbers in the tables have been ob-
tained by adopting the DESY/Darmstadt design param-
eters; the TESLA design gives almost identical results.
The results lie throughout much closer to the uncorrected
case than to the case of Palmer G. We conclude that the
smearing effects of beamstrahlung do not necessarily rep-
resent a serious danger for Higgs hunting at a 500 GeV
NLC. It is an issue of machine architecture and opera-
tion to reduce unwanted beamstrahlung to the level of
(unavoidable) bremsstrahlung.

Finally, in Fig. 15 we repeat the analysis of Fig. 13 for
the DESY /Darmstadt design. The myy distributions
shown in Fig. 15(a) are much closer to the uncorrected
case of Fig. 8 than to the Palmer G case of Fig. 13(a). In
particular, the bumps at the upper end of the myy range
in the distributions of the eeVV (VV = WW, ZZ) chan-
nels, which can be traced to those annihilation diagrams
where the V' bosons are emitted from the initial state
[see Figs. 4(x) and 4(y)], are much less washed out here
than in the case of Palmer G. Furthermore, the signal
peaks are more prominent than for Palmer G; however,
as we have noted already in the context of Figs. 12(b)
and 12(d), their locations and widths are insensitive to
beamstrahlung. These observations are substantiated by
Figs. 15(b) and 15(c). The signals are somewhat bigger
and the backgrounds are somewhat smaller than for the
Palmer G design; we conclude once more that a Higgs
signal would be detectable in the v&#VV channel up to
my = 350 GeV.

V. SUMMARY

We have studied standard-model Higgs-boson signals
at a possible future e*e™ collider with c.m. energy /s =
0.5 TeV. Our results may be summarized as follows.

(i) For an intermediate-mass Higgs boson in the range
Mz < mpg < 2Mw, the ZH-production channel
offers the biggest production cross section, even be-
low the nominal ZH threshold; see Fig. 2. We have
updated the branching fractions into different de-
cay modes, which determine the detectability, for
this mass range; see Fig. 3.

(ii) For a heavy Higgs boson, with myg > 2My,, the
most promising signals are in the channels ete™ —
vibH — voVV, where V = W,Z and V — jj
dijet decays are detected. Various backgrounds
from other voVV, evVV, eeVV, and tf produc-
tion mechanisms can be greatly suppressed by a
V-rapidity cut, a missing transverse momentum
[= pr(VV)] cut, and a central-lepton veto. A de-

of order mpy = 300-350 GeV; see Table I and
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Figs. 13(b) and 15(b). Assuming an annual inte-
grated luminosity of 50 fb~1, 50% instrumental ef-
ficiency, and a pessimistic beamstrahlung scenario,
a mass value my = 300 (350) GeV would im-
ply about 30 (10) signal events per year in a nar-
row m(jjjj) peak, with about 50 (15) background
events under this peak.

(iii) Another, smaller, Higgs-boson signal appears in the
channel ete™ — ZH — ptu~VV. This is not
threatened by large backgrounds and requires no
stringent cuts. For the same assumed luminosity
(3) events/year above a relatively small background
may be expected for my = 250 (300) GeV; see
Table II and Figs. 13(c) and 15(c). This signal
arises entirely from the ZH diagram. The cross
section for this signal is a factor of 10-40 times
smaller than that in the voVV channels.

(iv) A third Higgs-boson signal appears in the channel
ete™ — ZH — 6 jets. The signal here is compa-
ground is much larger; precise predictions would
require detailed jet simulation studies.

(v) We have used minimal illustrative cuts to bring the
backgrounds under control. Further suppression of
the tt backgrounds can in principle be achieved by
vetoing voV'V candidate events where m(jjj) ~
my, and ppV'V candidate events where one muon
is not isolated. The m(jjj) cut can however be
damaging to the Higgs-boson signal, depending on
m; and my.

(vi) The vUH signal receives contributions both from
Z H-production and from W W -fusion mechanisms.
These contributions can in principle be separated
on the basis of their different pr(V'V') dependences
in the vOVV channel, or by comparing the voVV
and ppV'V signals. If these contributions are mea-
sured separately, they will allow a direct compari-
son of the ZZH and WW H coupling strengths.

(vii) Bremsstrahlung and beamstrahlung corrections are
very important. They lower the subprocess c.m.

|
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energy and momentum, enhancing annihilation
channels and suppressing scattering channels of
Higgs-boson production, and smearing out some
kinematical features such as Jacobian peaks in
pr(VV). Our calculations of heavy-Higgs-boson
signals include both initial-state bremsstrahlung ef-
fects and illustrative calculations of beamstrahlung.
The net effect in our present cases is to reduce sig-
nals and increase backgrounds.

The measurability of heavy-Higgs-boson signals at
an ete™ collider with /s = 0.5 TeV is illustrated
most dramatically in Figs. 13 and 15. Here all
major backgrounds and all our selection cuts plus
bremsstrahlung and illustrative beamstrahlung ef-
fects are fully included; experimental smearing in
the H — V'V invariant mass distribution is still to
be added.

(viii)
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APPENDIX A: FEYNMAN AMPLITUDES

In this appendix we list the matrix elements for all the
considered processes, from which explicit helicity ampli-
tudes can be directly computed. To start with, we intro-
duce some general notation:

W (f)=—a¥ (f) = %, (A1)
92(f) =9z (%—f - waw) ; (A2)
g (f) = —gz%i, (A3)
92(f) =eQys, (A4)
9 (f) =0, (A5)
' H=gl(H+a (" (V=7W2), (A6)

1 .

DX (k) = WM T TR () My T x (k%) =T x0(k?) (with X =~,W,Z, H), (A7)
o o 1 — &)kkP

Py’ (k) = [g ?+ (?15'2—)—1\45_} DY(k), (A8)
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(k1 k2;s€1,€2) = (k1 —

for V=2
for V=+.

ecotOw
gvww =19 ¢

Here Qf and T3y are the electric charge (in units of
the positron charge) and the third component of weak
isospin of the fermion f, g is the SU(2) gauge coupling,
and gz = g/cosOw, Tw = sin?0Oy, with Oy being
the weak mixing angle in the standard model. Dots be-
tween four-vectors denote scalar products and gop is the
Minkowskian metric tensor with gop = —g11 = —ga2 =
—g33 = 1; £ is a gauge-fixing parameter.

In Fig. 4, p; (i =1,...,4) denote the momenta flowing
along the corresponding fermion lines in the direction
of the arrows. We shall always denote the associated
spinors by the symbols u(p;) and @(p;) for the ingoing
and outgoing arrows, which is usual for the annihilation
and creation of fermions, respectively. When an ingoing
arrow represents the production of an antifermion with
physical momentum p; (momentum label —p;), the sym-
bol u(—p;) is defined to mean v(p;). A similar convention
applies to fermion (antifermion) spins, although the spin
labels are not written explicitly below. The symbols x*
in Figs. 4(e) and 4(g) denote the Goldstone bosons in Ry
gauge.

Finally, when adding the contributions from annihila-
tion and scattering together, a relative sign change has to
be introduced between the two sets of formulas given be-
low. The spin labels of the spinors u and %, and the polar-
ization labels of the € are not shown explicitly. To obtain
the final cross section, we sum over all the final fermion
(antifermion) spins and weak-boson polarizations, and
average the initial fermion (antifermion) spins.

M) = —gZM‘?VDH(Iu +k2)J1 - Ja€1 - €2,
M® = _g?2MZEDH(py —pa —k1)J1 -1z - €2,
MO =g2l2]y - 1J) €2 — Jo- €3]y - € —

kz)ael < €2 + (2k2 + kl) . 6163 -
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(2k1 + k2) - €3€T, (A9)

(A10)

[
1. ete~ — vEW+W~ lepton scattering contributions

Lepton scattering comes from the generic diagrams de-

picted in Figs. 4(a)—(d), (f), (h)—(0), (p), (q), (s), (t), and
(v)—(y) with the substitutions

l—-e™ 29 V,,
3> v, 4—e,
Vi-W-, VoW,

In this channel fermion lines 1 and 4 represent the incom-
ing particles. It is convenient to introduce the following
shorthand notation:

ui=u(p:), T=up), e =c¢€k),

Jf = 279" (e)u1 DY (p1 — p2) ,

J5 =tg7*g" (€)us DY (ps — pa)

@ =ai¢;9" (e) (A11)

OETALEr
+m
(m) _ ¢ kJ 2¢JgW(e)u“

YT k)
_ _ Do+ ki +Ei+m
ugzm ) _ug':")¢1gW(e) (p 2+ k :_k;2 — m,2 )
’ Br—ki— ki +m (m)
WA = TR SRt U,

where m, m’ denote the (finite) electron mass or the
(zero) neutrino mass in fermion propagators. Then the
amplitudes read

J2 - Ji€1 - €],

MD = 3" ghwwPy? (k1 + k2)Ta(p1 — p2,ps — pai J1, 2)Tp(ky, kas €1, €2) ,

V=~,Z
M =

V=+,Z

> Foww Py’ (p1 — p2 — k1)Ta(p1 — p2, —k1; J1, €)Ta(—kz, 03 — pa; €2, Ja)

MOD = 3™ Py — py — k) [B 70" (e)us + Tavag” (v)ul?)]

V=v,Z2
[ -(0)

D v09" (vus + Haveg” (e)usf)] |

MEm) = Z —!JVWWP‘? (p1 — p2 — k1)Ta(p1 — P2, —k1; J1,€1)

V=+,Z

x [@2 709" (v)us + Beveg” (e)ulf)] |
MP) = N —gyww Py (p1 — p2 — k1)Ta(—k2, P3 — pa; €2, J2)

V=+,Z
(

x [ 759" (e)ur + Bavpg” ()Y ,

(A12)
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M®PD = g0 1, 6W (e)uy + Gia 29" (e)uspy”

Mt — ag‘;’{"’hgw(e)ug + ﬂ4llgw(€)u(1%’:;n) J

M(U) = Z —ngwDV(k1 -+ kg)ﬁ4y(k1,k2;€1,€2)gv(e)(
V=~,Z2

]54+k1+k2+m
s+ k1 + k2)? —

/19" (e)us,

M® = —gzww D? (ks + kz)ﬁdlgw(e)wy(kl, ko; €1, €2)9% (V)us,

(p3 — k1 — k2)?
z - — _ +m
M = 3" —gywwDV (k1 + k2)ta/29" (€) o L klfl_ k{j;? — mgy(kl, ka;€1,€2)g" (e)ua,

V=~,2

_ + ko
MW = —gzyw D? (k1 + ko)uol (K1, k2; €1, 62)QZ(V)MJ29W(€)U1 .

(p2 + k1 + k)

2. ete~ — VDWW~ lepton annihilation contributions

Lepton annihilation contributes via the generic diagrams depicted in Figs. 4(a), (c), (f), (g), (h), (), and (1)—(y)
with the substitutions

l—oe, 2> e
3—-v, 4—v,
Vi—» W, V2—>W+.

Here fermion lines 1 and 2 represent the incoming particles. Redefining

IV =U27ag" (e)u1 DY (p1 — p2)
(A13)

J2a = U47ag? (V)usD? (p3 — pa) ,
we find the amplitudes

M@ = _

2
g M&VDH(kl + kg) €1 €2J1Z -Ja,
w

MO =N —guwwazww [2e1-€J) - o —e1-J ea-Jo—e1-Joea- I ],
V=~,Z2

MWD = 3" [ngwgzwwp‘f;‘/ﬁ(m —p2 — k1)Ta(—k1,p1 — P2 €1, J7 )T p(p3 — pa, —k2; J2, €2)
V=~,2
+gvwwazww P2 (p1 — p2 — k2) Ta(p1 — pa, —k2; JY , €2) Ta(—k1,p3 — pa; €1, Jz)] )
3
€(pr —p2 — k1) —

—tan?fy V=2
{ tan Ow ifV=’Y}+(k1Hk2)’

M(g) —_ Z g2$WMI%VJ]Y -€1J2 - €2
V=~,Z2

M®B) = PP (p, — py — k) By Yag W ()i vs9" (e)us

MWD = ngﬂ(Pl p2 — k1) UZ’YagW(e)uu u(mgw(e)u% )
(m)

MO = Z —gvww P3P (01 — p2 — k2)Ta(p1 — p2, —k2; JY , €2) Tg1 789" (e)us
V=~,Z
(A14)

M™ = S~ —guww P (p1 — p2 — k1)Ta(—k1,p1 — p2s €1, I ) as759" (e)ufy’ ,
V=~,Z

M® = —gzww PSP (p1 — p2 — k2)Tal(—k1,p3 — D4 €1, J2) “22 Y vs9" (e)us

MO = —QZWWP[?;‘/ (p1 — k1)Ta(p3 — pa, —k2; J2, €2) U239 (e)ull )
MP= =7 Jog? (w)u) + uz«/zgz(e)u2110) + a7 2% (e)us
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MO =af P (uizs® + 3 WY ¢V (s + a7 9% (v)us,
V—‘Yv

+E+
M = gz D2 b + ) b, ki, g 0) Lt BB g2z,

M®) = —g7ww DZ (ky + ko) u4J1zgz(V)(—I$Lu—F(k1, ka; €1, €2)9% (V)us,,

k2)2
@ = . B—k—k+tm
M = E —gvww DV (k1 + k2) T2/29% (e) 7 V(kl,kzyél,ﬁz)y (e)ur,
Ve z (p1 — k1 — k2)

W = - Viky + ko) @ ko vy PetkitEt+m .
M V§Z gvww D" (k1 + k2) G2V (k1, k2; €1, €2)9 (6)(p2+k TR = -/29 (e)ur

3. ete~ — vDZZ lepton scattering contributions

Lepton scattering comes from the generic diagrams depicted in Figs. 4(a), (c), and (f)-(u) with the substitutions

l—-e™, 2-uv,,
3o v, 4—e”
i—=2Z, Va—2Z.

b

Here fermion lines 1 and 4 represent the incoming particles. Redefining

J1a = ﬁz’YagW(e)ul DW(P1 - Dp2),
J2o = ﬁnagw(e)us DY (ps — pa),
P~k +
u;(,’:} = (p,t_ & ;2 m2 F‘Jg (f)uz ’
(A15)

_(m) _ - z ,+Ki+m
ui‘;r,zf = uifjg (f) (pt t+ k]_;z — m2 9
—(m,m’) _ -(m) Ptk tEi+m/

SGugs = Uak 29 (F2) (p2 2+ ki + chJ)2 -—m?2’

# br—ki— ki +m 2z (m)
= (pr—ki—k J)z it (2t gy

where f, f1, and f; in the subscript denote the fermions to which the external Z bosons are attached. We find the
amplitudes

M@ = _

2
S MZDH(ky+ky)er-eaJy o,
w

M(°)=—g2(1—xw)[261 -62.]1 'Jz — €1 ~J1€2 -J2—€1 -J262'J1] y
M) = g2 PP (01 — pa — k1)Tal(—k1,p1 — D2; €1, J1)T5(p3 — pa, —ka; Ja, €2)

M(g)z_l_giwg;%vMavel.Jlez.Jz T— 2_§k1)2_ 7
MR = P3P (o1 = p2 = ) [B27a™ (e)ufT) + 8, 7a0™ (e)“l]
x [aveg™ (eyusl), + a3 va0™ (e)us) (A16)
ME™ = _goww PSP (p1 — pa — k1)Ta(—k1,p1 — P2; €1, J1)

x [aa759" (e)us3, + B2 09" (€)us] ,

M®O = gy PEP(p1 — p2 — k1)L (D3 — pa, —k2; Ja, €2)
[u2’7ﬁgw(e)“11 ) +af) ﬂﬁgw(e)ul] ,
MO =aQ) Jog% (e)uT) + 8530, 020" (€)ur + Gaf2g™ (e)uiTym) |

M =TT g™ (eyuiR, + BE19™ ()us + Baig™ ()ufis),



3742 BARGER, CHEUNG, KNIEHL, AND PHILLIPS 46

In the case of M{(F=%) it is understood that similar contributions with (k1 < k2, €1 « €) are to be added due to
identical Z bosons in the final state.

4. ete — vDZZ lepton annihilation contributions
Lepton annihilation contributes via the generic diagrams depicted in Figs. 4(a), (b), (h)—(k), and (p)—(u) with the
substitutions

l—e, 2—e,
3—v, 4—-v,

i-2Z, Va—2Z.
Here fermion lines 1 and 2 represent the incoming particles. Redefining

Jia = ﬁz’hxgz(e)ulDZ(Pl - p2),

(A17)
J2a = UaYag? (v)us D% (p3 — ps) ,
we find the amplitudes
2
M) = —(T—QTVV-SEM%;DH(IQ +k2)J1-Jo2€r- €2,
2
MO = —(l_—ng‘jngvDH(Pl —p2—ki)er-Jiez- Jo,
ME=R) = PO (py — py — k1) [127ag” ()T + BT Yag? ()] (A18)

. 0 —
x [a4159% W)l + 2, 1597 Wus]

M@= =gl 7297 (e)ulT) + Gafag? (e)uSTy ™) + a3y 297 (e)us
—u - 0 — 0,0 _(0,0
M =D 1197 W), + Gaf 197 (V)ulysr, + B 197 (V)us -

For the above amplitudes, except for M(®), similar contributions with (k1 « k2, €1 <« €2) have to be added due to
identical Z bosons in the final state.

5. ete” — ete"W*+W~: Scattering and annihilation contributions
Both scattering and annihilation contributions arise from the generic diagrams depicted in Figs. 4(a), (c), (f), (g),
(i), (k), and (1)-(y) with the substitutions

l—oe, 2o e,
3—e7, 4—e,

Vi-W-, VoWt

Here fermion lines 1 and 4 (1 and 2) are taken to represent the incoming particles in the case of scattering (annihilation).
To obtain the full answer, both sets of diagrams have to be added with a relative minus sign between them. Redefining

J1E =127a9"* (e)ur DV (p1 — p2)
(A19)
J32 =s7ag"? (€)usDV? (p3 — pa),
we find the amplitudes
2

M@ =__9 M D (ky + ko) e1 - e2JE - IZ
1 —Tw
M(c) — Z —gViWW IV WW [251 . 62.]1‘/1 . J2V2 — €1 - J1v1€2 . J¥2 — €1 * J2‘12€2 . .]]‘./1] 3
VlaV2=7vz
MDD = 3" [gvlwwgvzwwp‘i‘/ﬂ(pl — p2 — k1)Ta(—k1,p1 — p2; €1, Y1 )T 5(3 — pa, —k2; 32, €2)
V1,Va=v,Z

+gviww gvaww Pl (p1 — p2 — k2) Ta(p1 — pa, —ka2; JY, €2) Tg(—Fky, ps —p4;€1,J¥2)] ,
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M9 = FPrwMZL I e J)? - €y d
Vl:é"/,z wer TH E(p1 — p2 — k1)? — ME,
—tan?fy fVi=Vo=2Z2
-1 fVi=W=y + (k1 < k2),
tan Ow otherwise

MO = PR (p1 = py = k1) Bavag™ (e)ulP a5 759" (e)us
M® = P2 (p1 — pa — k) By vag" (e)urtavag™ (e)usy ,

MO = 3" —gviww PP (01 — p2 — k1)Ta(—k1,p1 — i €1, JY2) 359 759" (€)us,
Vi=~,Z

(A20)
M™ = 5™ —guww P (01 — p2 — k2)Ta(p1 — D2, —k2; IV, €2) Giavpg™ (€)Y,

Vi=v,Z2

MM = Z —gv;waﬁ‘/ﬂ(pl—pz—kz)ra(~k1,p3 pa; €1, J3 2 )Uzz’mgw(e)ul,
Va=v,Z

MO = Z —gvgwwp;?fzﬁ( — py — k1)l (D3 — pa, —ka; J3?, €2) G2vpg" (e)uu,

Va=+v,Z
MED = 3 @D gV )l + aaflg" (e)ulTy” + AT (]
V2='Y,Z

MO0 = S (a7 g% )l + 2l g% (euf® + a7V g% (e)us] |
Vi=v,Z

MO = - DVa (ks + ko) Bl (ks ka; €1, 2)g¥2 (e) P Fr 2 +m v, vy
vl,‘:é—,,z gvuww D2 (k1 + k2) @af(k1, k2; €1, €2)g "2 (e) (p4+k1+k2)2—-m2'/1 9 (e)us,

- - +m
M@ = 3" —gy,ww D" (k1 + k2) Gaf7 g% (€) (pfs_ k’fl klgz 5V(k1, k2 €1, €2)9"2 (€)us
V1,Va=v,Z2

+
M= 37 “.¢JV1WWDV‘(k1+k2)uz~/‘/’gv’(‘3)(Iﬁ1 Iclél kkzz mzy(kl’k%fl’e?)g ‘(e)ur,
Vlyl,2=7yz 2)

+ K1+ K2+
M(y) = Z —ngVVWz)V1 (kl + kz) ﬂzy(kl, kz; €1, 62)gV1 (6) ¢2 kkl kk22 m ./ V2 (6)11,1 .
Vi, Va=v,Z (p2 + k1 + k2)

6. ete — ete~ZZ: Scattering and annihilation contributions
Both scattering and annihilation contributions arise from the generic diagrams depicted in Figs. 4(a), (b), (h)—(k),
and (p)—(u) with the substitutions

l—-e™, 295 e
3—e, 4—e,
is2Z, Voo Z.

Here fermion lines 1 and 4 (1 and 2) are taken to represent the incoming particles in the case of scattering (annihilation).
To obtain the full answer, both sets of diagrams have to be added with a relative minus sign between them. Redefining
Tl =U27a9" (€)1 DY (p1 — p2) ,

(A21)
J3o =U47ag” (e)usDY (p3s — p4) ,

we find the amplitudes
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ﬁ
2
M = “a-g—w)zMavDH(kl +ha) I Iy e e
2
MO = _(1—g—xw)2M3VDH(p1 -p2—k)e-Je-Jf,
MO = 3 PP(ps s ko) [Er00" (AT + 708" ] &
V=~,Z

X [ﬁnﬁgv(e)ugs'fl + ﬁi’;bﬁgv(e)wx} ,

ME = 3 [al5ady ¥ (ulT) + aal 0¥ (i) + af Ty ¥ (et
V=~,2

M9 = 3 [aFogY oV (uls) + aufY ¢¥ uSTT) + 3l ¢V (e)us) -
V=~,Z

For the above amplitudes, except for M(® | similar contributions with (k1 < k2, €1 < €2) have to be added due to
identical Z bosons in the final state.

7. ete~ — etvW~—2Z: Scattering and annihilation channels

Both scattering and annihilation contributions arise from the generic diagrams depicted in Figs. 4(b)-(r), (t), (u),
and (w)—-(y) with the substitutions

l—-oe, 2—-v,
3—e, 4—e,
W-oWw-, VWL, 2Z2.

Here fermion lines 1 and 4 (3 and 4) are taken to represent the incoming particles in the case of scattering (annihilation).
To obtain the full answer, both sets of diagrams have to be added with a relative minus sign between them. Redefining
Jia = 827ag" (e)ur DY (p1 — p2),

(A23)
Jdo =U47ag” (€)usD” (p3 — pa),
we find for the amplitudes
—J—zWMSVD”(m —p2—ki)er - Jrez - JZ
Z —gvwwezww [261-Jie2-Jy —€1-JY e2-J1—€1 €21y |,

V=+,2

MD = N guwwazww Pgf (k1 + k2)Talkz, k1; €2,€1)T5(ps — paspr — p2; JY , J1)
V=+,Z

M(E)Z g2wWM2 61'62J -JV 5
Lo, oM e el B g

y —tan?fy ifV = 2Z,
tanfy fV =+,

M = Z gvww gzww P3f (p1 — p2 — k2)Ta(—ka, p1 — p2; €2, J1)Ta(—k1,p3 — pa;e1, JY )
V=~,Z
M@ = ZewMl - JY e+ J ¢
vg:;,zg WEW T 2 o — e — k2)? - MG,
y —tan28y ifV = Z,
tanfw fV =1,

MEB = PEA(p1 — pr — k1) Trvag? (Vuf? [a50v59% (€us + Tavag? ()ulf]

23,¢ (A24)
+ 30 PF(er—p2 = k) T vag” (e)u [Bavng” ()ulf + ) 7m0 (€)us]
V=~,Z

+ P (o1 — p2 — k) Tarag® (uly) [a2759" (e)uT) + 03, 709" (e)ua |
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M=) = Z —gvww Py? (p1 — p2 — k1)Ta(p1 — pa, —k1; J1,€1)

V=~,Z
(m)

x [% e89" (€)us + ﬁmg"(e)ugé‘,l]

— gzww PP (01 — p2 — k2)Ta(—k2, p1

+ > —gvwwPi
V=v,Z2
(0)

— pas €2, J1) Tavag” (e)uld
— pg — k2)Ta(—k1,p3 — paj €1, 75 )

x (a5, 789" (e)us + Bavsg™ ()ufT2] |

M=) = Z [ﬁé’f’]é’gv( )ugln)e + ﬁgu
V=~,Z

_ 0,0 _(0
+ a2 g% (vyulyy), + Gy JE g

7Y 9Y (eus + 85T ¥ ()

(0,m)

Z(wyul) + aafZ g% (i

(0,m)

M@ =a{ 1197 (e)uy + taf1g" (C)U§1’3,)u +a2/19" (e)uizsy, »

M@ = —gzww PP (k1 + k2)Ta(ka, ki; €2, €1) Gaf19" (e)

M® = _goww PP (ki + ka)Ta(k2, k1; €2, €1) ﬁz»’zzgz(l’)(

MW =

V=~,Z

Z —9zww PRl (k1 + k2)Ta(ks, k1; €2, €1) ﬁz’YﬁgW(e)(

Ps— K1 — ke

ok k20 (O

'E"—ka—z)z’mgw(e)ul ,

Ptk +ka+m
+ k1 + k)2 -

Jggv (e)ur -

The matrix elements for ete~ — Je"W*Z can be obtained from those above by CP conjugation.
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