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We present calculations of cross

sections

for single W~ and Z production and

W-W~, W~Z, W, ZZ, and W*W ~ pair production within the standard model at e" e~ linear
colliders. We evaluate standard-model Higgs boson production in the channels e"e™ — e"e™ H,
e vW™H, and e"e” ZH. We also illustrate the enhancements in the W~W ~ cross section that

would result from a strongly interacting Higgs sector or from a H™~

blet+triplet model.

resonance in a Higgs dou-

PACS number(s): 13.10.+q, 14.70.—e, 14.80.Bn, 14.80.Ly

I. INTRODUCTION

High-energy experiments at e*e™ colliders have proved
to be very fruitful. The measurements at the CERN
ete™ collider LEPI and the SLAC Linear Collider
(SLAC) give precision tests of the standard model for
electroweak interactions [1]. In addition, interesting di-
rect limits have been placed on the Higgs boson mass and
the masses of supersymmetric and other new particles
[2]. As a means to continue to address these important
issues, the design of linear ete™ colliders with center-of-
mass energies in the range 0.3-2.0 TeV is being actively
pursued worldwide [3]. With an appropriate design, an
ete™ collider could also be operated as an e~e™~ collider
[4].
The construction of high-energy e~ e~ colliders has not
been pursued in recent times. The probable reason for
this lack of activity is the absence of s-channel resonance
production in e"e~ due to lepton number conservation.
However, precisely because direct channel resonances are
not expected, high-energy e~e™ collisions could be a
clean way to uncover physics beyond the standard model
(SM), and several new physics signals have recently been
discussed [5].

There are a number of interesting physics possibilities
for an e"e™ collider. In the context of supersymmetry,
searches could be made for chargino and scalar electron
pair production [6, 7]. For example, the chargino produc-
tion process e"e~ — x~x~ with x= — W™x° decays
gives W~ W™ final states. Searches could also be made
for doubly charged Higgs bosons [8-11], doubly charged
gauge bosons [12], or Wg production [13]. Massive Ma-
jorana neutrino exchange could allow e"¢e= — W-W~
production [14], although due to double (-decay con-
straints the cross section must be very small. Tests of
anomalous vector boson couplings could be made [15],
such as the WW+ coupling from the e"e™ — e W1,
process.
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In this paper we calculate SM expectations for single
and pair production of vector bosons in e~ e~ collisions
which are of interest for tests of electroweak theory and
as backgrounds to new physics possibilities. We calculate
the associated production of a neutral Higgs boson and
a weak boson. We also study the possibility of detect-
ing strong W~ W ™~ scattering and quantitatively evaluate
the enhancement of W~W~ production due to a doubly
charged Higgs boson. At the end, we will briefly dis-
cuss the effects of beamstrahlung and bremsstrahlung on
the effective center-of-mass energies and the effective lu-
minosities of the e~e~ colliders. We also consider the
advantages of having both e~ beams polarized.

II. SINGLE WEAK-BOSON PRODUCTION

Production of weak bosons occurs at order a® in the
processes

e e ve Wy, (1a)

e e —e Ze (1b)
whose Feynman diagrams are given in Fig. 1. The he-
licity amplitudes can be straightforwardly written down.
The resulting total cross sections are shown versus /s in
Fig. 2. At /s = 0.5 TeV, the W~ and Z cross sections
are approximately equal and have the value 7 pb; thus
with 10 fb~! luminosity about 7 x 10* each of single W
and single Z events would be produced at this energy.
In typical accelerator designs the beam hole region is
6 < 15° (or equivalently the beam hole pseudorapidity
range is |[7| > 2). We have evaluated the effect of mak-
ing such an acceptance cut on the leptons (e™,p™) or
quark jets from W and Z decays, including the full spin
correlations from the weak-boson production and decay
sequence. With the lepton (quark) decay products of the
weak bosons within the 15° < 6 < 165° acceptance region
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the cross sections at /s = 0.5 TeV are 1.4 (4.0) pb for W

and 0.15 (1.6 ) pb for Z, including the decay branching
fractions.

III. DOUBLE WEAK-BOSON PRODUCTION

Pair production of vector bosons occurs at order a* in
the processes

eTe” se e WHW—

(2a)

ee” 2e v W Z, (2b)
ee” s vW W™ | (2¢c)
e"e” e v.Wy, (2d)

e e ve e ZZ. (2e)
The Feynman diagrams for reaction (2c) are shown in
Fig. 3; the cross section for this process was evaluated in
Ref. [16].

The analogues of most of these processes at ete™ col-
liders have been calculated in Ref. [17]. The formulas
for the ete~ amplitudes given in Ref. [17] can be prop-
erly crossed to obtain the corresponding amplitudes for
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FIG. 2. Total cross sections for single weak-boson produc-

tion in e~ e” collisions versus the c.m. energy {/s.

®

e—e— collisions. The ete™ analogue of process (2d) was
not previously considered but these amplitudes can be
obtained by modifying the e"e~ — e v.W~Z ampli-
tudes, changing the Z couplings to the corresponding v
couplings.

Since the process e"e~ — e"v.W v is essentially the
photon-bremsstrahlung contribution to the single W pro-
duction, we impose acceptance cuts on the final state
to distinguish it from the single W process. The chosen
acceptance cuts are

pry > 10 GeV, |cosf.,| < cos(15°), O(v,egna) > 5°,

3)

where 6(v, ez..,,) represents the angle between the photon
and the final state electron three-momenta.

Figure 4 shows the total cross sections for reactions
(2a)(2e) versus /s for myg = 100 GeV. The value of
mpy = 100 GeV is taken as representative since the cross
section is insensitive to the value of mg for myg < 2Mw.
The large size of the W*W~, W~+, and W~ Z processes
is due to photon-exchange contributions.

IV. STANDARD-MODEL HIGGS PRODUCTION

In ete™ collisions the standard-model Higgs boson is
produced via ete™ — .v.H and ete™ — ZH processes.
In e~ e~ collisions single Higgs boson production can oc-
cur via the processes

e e e e H,
e e e v.WH,
e e —e e ZH.

(4a)
(4b)

(4c)

The tree-level Feynman diagrams for (4a) and (4b) are
shown in Fig. 5. The cross sections are shown in Fig. 6
versus /3 for my = 100 GeV and versus my at /s =
0.5 TeV; for mg = 100 GeV the e"e~ — e"e™ H cross
section is 9 fb. In comparison to the Higgs boson pro-
duction cross section at /s = 0.5 TeV in e*e™ collisions
are 60 fb for Z* — ZH and 95 fb for W*W* — H mech-
anisms [17]. Higgs boson production can also occur via
~~v and vZ fusion at the one-loop level.
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N FIG. 3. Representative Feynman dia-
w grams for W™ W™ production in e"e™ colli-
sions. Diagrams with the interchange of iden-
e‘ tical final-state particles (¢’s and W™’s) must
(® also be included, omitting the interchange of

W™ (k1) and W™ (kz) in diagram (c).
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For mpy close to Mz the Z-production processes (1b),
(2b), (2e) are large backgrounds to the Higgs boson pro-
cesses (4a), (4b), (4c), respectively. For example, for the
production of a 100 GeV Higgs boson at \/s = 0.5 TeV,
gle"e” > ee"H) =91fband g(ee” — ee  Z) =
7000 fb. The Higgs boson decays dominantly to bb while
the Z — bb branching fraction is 0.15. The H production
is central while the Z production is peaked at forward
and backward scattering angles; thus the Z background
can be selectively suppressed by angular cuts. In the fol-
lowing we consider the observability of e"e™ — e7e™ H
with H — bb decays.

The complete e"e~ — e~ e~ bb background includes
both e"e™ — e~ e~ Z with Z — bb and the two-photon
production of bb. Based on the fact that the two-photon
background can be reduced substantially by keeping the
photon propagators far off-shell, we impose the accep-
tance cuts

Ppre > 15 GeV and | cos | < cos(15°) , (5)

on both of the electrons in the final state. We also impose
the following acceptance cuts on the b’s in the final state:
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FIG. 4. Total cross sections for vector boson pair produc-

tion (W-W+, W™, W™Z, W™W~, ZZ)ine e collisions
versus the CM energy /s. The photon in the W™ case has
the acceptance in Eq. (3). The value my = 100 GeV is as-
sumed.
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FIG. 5. Representative Feynman dia-
grams for the production of the standard-
model Higgs boson in e”e” collisions. The
other diagrams can be obtained by the inter-
change p1 < p2.
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pre > 25 GeV and | cos | < 0.7 . (6)

The latter cuts are tailored to reduce the eeZ back-
ground, as the b’s from Z-boson production are much
more forward peaked than the b’s from Higgs boson pro-
duction.

After imposing (5) and (6), the Higgs boson signal is
1.4 fb for my = 100 GeV while the total eebb background
integrated over all m(bb) is 1.3 fb. The background has a
wide m(bb) invariant mass distribution (see Fig. 7) with a
peak at m(bb) = Mz due toe"e” — e"e” Z. The signal
is a sharp peak at the Higgs boson mass. We consider an
invariant mass resolution Amy for the bb pair of 10 GeV
and assume that all the signal falls within myg + Amy.
The signal and the background in such bins at various
Higgs boson mass values are summarized in Table L. In
this simple comparison we have assumed perfect b tagging
with only the bb final state counted as background, i.e.,
the other ¢ (¢ = u, d, s,c) final states are rejected. The
background for myg = 90 GeV is the largest because of
ee — eeZ. We conclude that the intermediate mass Higgs
boson in the channel e~e~ — e"e™ H with H — bb may
be observable with an integrated luminosity of at least
20 b~ L.

When my > 2myz, Higgs boson production with H —
ZZ decay can give an appreciable enhancement to the
e~e~ — e~e~ZZ production; for example, at mg =
200 GeV the cross section of e"e~ — e~ e~ ZZ is a factor
of 2 larger than that with myg = 100 GeV.

V. STRONG W, W; SCATTERING

If no light Higgs boson is found for my < 800 GeV, one
would anticipate that the interactions among longitudi-
nal vector bosons become strong [18]. An e~e™ collider
offers a unique opportunity to explore the weak isospin
I = 2 s channel {19] via the process W; W, — W W,
[20]. The simplest model for a strongly interacting
W, W sector is the exchange of a heavy Higgs boson.
This results in an enhancement of thee”e™ = vvW W™
production cross section compared to that expected from
the exchange of a light Higgs boson. This enhancement
due to a Higgs boson of mass 1 TeV can be defined as the
difference of the W; W, — W, W fusion contributions

Aoy = o(myg =1 TeV) —o(myg = 0.1 TeV) (7

to e"e~ — vwW W~ production. There is no apprecia-
ble numerical change between the choices my = 0.1 TeV

and myg = 0 for the light Higgs boson reference mass.
We find the values

53.6 — 50.9 = 2.7 fbat /s = 1.5 TeV,

Aoy = {86.5 —82.0=45fbat ﬁ =2 TeV. (8)
In the following we address the observability of this
strong Wy W, — W W, signal at /s = 2 TeV.
The complete standard-model cross section for e7e™ —
vvW W~ from all diagrams in Fig. 3 is abeut 20 times
larger than Ao. Hence the background contributions as-
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sociated with transverse W bosons (W W, , Wi W)
must somehow be selectively reduced by acceptance cri-
teria if we are to observe the strongly interacting W, W,
signal.

There are several different ways to accomplish the sub-
stantial background suppression [20-22]. The W; W,
scattering process gives large M(W~W ™) of order 1 TeV
with centrally produced W~ having large pr. Thus we
impose the kinematic cuts

pr(W) > 150 GeV, |cosfw| < 0.8, (9)

which retains about one-third of the signal and reduces
the SM backgrounds by more than an order of magnitude.
After those cuts, the heavy Higgs boson enhancement
becomes Aoy ~ 7.8 -6.3 =1.5 fb.

In hadronic W decays, the sign of the W charge
is not identified and the two-photon process e"e~ —
e~e"W¥W ™ may also present a substantial background
when the final electrons are not observed. From Fig. 4
the cross section for e“e~™ — e“e"WTW ™ is about a
factor of 30 larger than e”"e™ — vvW W ~. Moreover,
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FIG. 6. Cross sections for production of the standard-
model Higgs boson in e~ e collisions (a) versus /s at my =
100 GeV, (b) versus my at /3 = 0.5 TeV.
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FIG. 7. The differential cross section do/dm(bb) versus
the invariant mass m(bb) of the bb pair in the process e e™ —
e~ e bbat /s = 0.5 TeV, with the acceptance cuts of Egs. (5)
and (6). The peak at m(bb) ~ Mz is due to e"e™ — e"e™ Z
with Z — bb. The signal due to a Higgs boson of mass my =
120 GeV is illustrated.

e~"e” — e vW™Z could add to the background if the re-
constructed invariant masses in hadronic decays are not
sufficiently resolved to distinguish W from Z. In order
to suppress these backgrounds we veto events in which
an electron can be identified having [23]

E. > 50 GeV, (10)

With the acceptance of Eqgs. (9) and (10), the remain-
inge"e” e e WtW~ and e"e™ — e v, W~ Z back-
grounds are 60 fb and 10 fb, respectively.

A further improvement in isolating the W, W signal
derives from the fact that the p(WW) spectrum of the
signal is peaked around Mw and falls off rapidly at high
pr like 1/p%. Figure 8(a) compares the pr(VV) distri-
bution of the W, W signal with the backgrounds. Note
that the difference between the solid curve (with my =
1 TeV) and the dashed curve (with my = 0.1 TeV) is the
strong W, W[ enhancement. We impose the selection

|cosBe| < | cos(150 mrad)|.

TABLE 1. The Higgs boson signal in the production of
e"e” — e"e H for my = 60-140 GeV and the background
from e"e” — e e~ bb with the invariant mass of the bb pair
in the range my + Ampy, with Amy = 10 GeV. For simplic-
ity we take B(H — bb) = 1, and assume that all the signal
falls within my + Ampy. The acceptance cuts are pr. > 15
GeV and |cosf.| < cos(15°) on the final-state electrons, and
prs > 25 GeV and |cos8s| < 0.7 on the final-state b’s.

my Signal (fb) Background (fb)
60 1.4 0.02
70 1.4 0.03
80 1.4 0.27
90 1.4 1.1
100 1.4 0.86
120 1.3 0.02
140 1.3 0.01
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50 GeV < pr(VV) < 300 GeV (11)

for additional background suppression.

The signal gives W, bosons that are fast and moving
back to back in the transverse plane. The difference in
the transverse momenta of the two weak bosons is

Apr(VV) = |pr(V1) — pr(V2)|, (12)

presented in Fig. 8(b). The signal (difference of solid and
dashed curves) is enhanced by the cut

Apr(VV) > 400 GeV . (13)

With the additional cuts of Egs. (11) and (13) the sur-
viving signal is

Aoy ~38—28=101b. (14)
The efficiency for retaining the signal is 67%. The re-
maining backgrounds are 4.4 fb fore"e™ — e e W~ W+
and 4.7 fb for e"e™ — e"vW ™ Z. The resulting M(VV)
distributions after these cuts are presented in Fig. 9. At
high VV invariant masses the strong W, W scatter-
ing rate due to the exchange of a 1 TeV Higgs boson is
enhanced over the Wy W, Wy W, and W-W back-
grounds, while the background due to W~ Z still persists.

Next we estimate the signal rates for other strongly in-
teracting scenarios. We consider a chirally coupled scalar
boson (ms = 1 TeV and I's = 350 GeV), a chirally cou-
pled vector boson (my =1 TeV and 'y = 25 GeV) [20,
21], and the low-energy theorem (LET) amplitude (21,
24]). These calculations are carried out with the effec-
tive W-boson approximation (EWA) [25]. In this calcu-
lational method one is unable to obtain the exact kine-
matics for the final state of W~ W ™. In order to simulate
the acceptance effects of Egs. (11) and (13), we multiplied
the EWA calculations by the efficiency factor 67% found
in the heavy Higgs boson niodel.

The predicted cross sections at /s = 2 TeV with the
cuts discussed above are presented in Table II. Also given
in parentheses are the number of events with hadronic
W, Z decays for an integrated luminosity of 300 fb—1. In
Table II we see that the backgrounds (dominantly from
W~ Z production) to the signals are still substantial af-

8py(VV) (GeV)

ter the kinematic selection criteria. Because of the ab-
sence of an s-channel resonance, the signals are mostly
an overall enhancement on the My w spectrum. If we
can predict the SM backgrounds at a level of better than
10%, there is a chance that we can observe the strong
W =W~ scattering via the hadronic decay modes at sta-
tistical significance S/v/B > 4 for a 1 TeV scalar or a
vector particle, and at S/vB > 6.4 for the LET ampli-
tude with My w > 500 GeV.

If separation of W and Z peaks can be achieved in
the m;; mass distributions then the backgrounds would
be significantly further reduced. The use of Z —
ete~,utp~,bb (with b tagging), with combined branch-
ing fraction of about 22%, could be helpful in determining
the contribution of the W~ Z process.

T T T T T
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P r
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FIG. 9. Invariant mass distributions of the weak-boson

pairs produced in the reactions e"e” — wWW W™,
e"e"WTW™,e " vW ™~ Z after the acceptance cuts of Egs. (11)
and (13) have been applied to enhance the strongly interact-
ing W~ W ™ signal due to the exchange of a 1 TeV SM Higgs
boson.
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TABLE II.
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Cross sections at /s = 2 TeV from different models of strongly interacting W~ W ~

with cuts discussed in the text. Backgrounds are summed over W~ W~ with a light Higgs boson
exchange, WYW ~, and W~ Z. Entries are in units of fb and those in parentheses correspond to
the number of events with hadronic W, Z decays for an integrated luminosity of 300 fb~!.

M3 SM Scalar Vector LET Backgrounds
my =1 TeV mgs =1 TeV my =1 TeV

0.5 TeV 0.88 (130) 1.2 (175) 1.1 (167) 1.7 (245) 10 (1470)

0.75 TeV 0.44 (65) 0.72 (106) 0.63 (93) 1.0 (150) 3.5 (515)

1 TeV 0.15 (22) 0.31 (46) 0.26 (38) 0.48 (71) 1.0 (147)

VI. H-~ SIGNAL IN SCALAR
DOUBLET + TRIPLET MODEL

The charged Higgs boson in SUSY and other two-
Higg boson-doublet models can be pair produced [26]
via e"e” — vwvH~H~ via the W~W~ fusion subpro-
cess with H? exchange; see Fig. 10(a). If the H™ is not
degenerate in mass with W, this H~ H ™~ signal could be
spectacular and sensitive to the model parameters, such
as the ratio of vacuum expectation values tan 8 = vz /v;.

A search for a doubly charged Higgs boson in a model
with a scalar triplet could also be carried out at an e”e™
collider. What makes the e e~ collider unique in this in-
stance is that the doubly charged Higgs boson can be pro-
duced as an s-channel resonance via W~W~ — H™~ [see
Fig. 10(b)], followed by H=~ - W-W~,W~H~ and
possibly ff' decays [10], depending on the model param-
eters. Detailed analyses of the doublet plus triplet model
can be found in the literature [10] and we will not repeat
the discussion of the model here. The model contains
an SU(2) five-plet H;+’+‘°’_"_, a triplet H;”O'—, and 2
singlets HY and H?l. For simplicity, we assume that in
the Higgs boson potential [10] that there is no mixing be-
tween the singlets (therefore A3 = 0) and that all other
) couplings are of similar size (A\; ~ A2 ~ Ay > Aj).
There are then two independent parameters left in the
model: the mass parameter of the five-plet, ms, and
the mixing angle 8y between the Higgs boson doublet
and the triplet fields, which is related to the ratio of
the vacuum expectation values. Figure 11 presents the
My -w- distribution at /s = 0.5 TeV including the
resonance process e e~ — vwwH™~ — vwW~W™ with
ms = M(H~~) = 0.2 or 0.3 TeV, taking maximum mix-
ing tan @y = 1. A significant enhancement above the SM
background occurs.

Ve H- H™ V.
| |
| l
W= W~
HO
e e
(@) ()
FIG. 10. Representative Feynman diagrams for the pro-

duction of H™ and H™~ in e” e~ collisions. Diagrams with
the interchange of identical final-state particles (v’s and H ™ ’s)
must also be included.

VII. BEAMSTRAHLUNG EFFECTS

Since beamstrahlung is a collective phenomenon, it de-
pends very much on the design of the machine, e.g., the
number of particles in a bunch, the number of bunches in
the beam, and the shape of the beam. Systematic studies
of beamstrahlung at ete™ colliders have been made; see
Ref. [27]. Based on these analyses we briefly comment on
beamstrahlung effects on the luminosity and the center-
of-mass energy of an e"e™ collider.

In ete™ collisions, the forces on the charged particles
in one of the beams due to the electromagnetic field of
the opposite beam cause the particles to curve towards
the center of the beam, resulting in a more compact beam
and so the effective luminosity increases. For example, in
the Next Linear Collider (NLC) design [3] the luminosity
enhancement factor Hp is 1.4, while that for the DESY-
Darmstadt Linear Collider (DLC) design [3] is 2.8. The
effect of beamstrahlung on the luminosities in e~e™~ col-
lisions is exactly opposite, due to the fact that the force
from the opposite beam causes the particle to diverge
from the center of the beam. The decrease in the lumi-
nosity of the e~e™ colliders (assuming the same design as
the corresponding ete™ colliders) is a factor of 0.7 for the

to! T T T
e"e” » vy N W
Ve = 0.5 TeV
109 | =
M(H™")

=
[
S
N 10! | -
&
¥ 1072 | E
<
~
o
°

103 | .

]
10~4
100 200 300 400 500
M(WW) (GeV)

FIG. 11. The distribution in the W~ W™ invariant mass

for e" e~ — veveW W~ including the contribution of a dou-
bly charged Higgs boson of mass M(H™ ") = 0.2 or 0.3 TeV.
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TABLE III. A comparison of the cross sections of SM pro-
cesses for different polarizations (LL, LR, RL, and RR) of the
incoming electrons.

Process e"e” — Relation among the o’s

e v.W- oLL > O0Lr =0ORL > ORr =10
e e Z OLL > OLR = ORL > ORR

e e Wtw- OLL > OLR = ORL > ORR

e v.W=Z oLL > O0Lr =ORL > O0Rr =10
veVeW W™ oLy > OLRr =ORL =0Rr =0
e v.W ™y oLL > OLR =O0ORL > OrRr =10
e e Z7Z OLL > OLR = ORL > ORR

e e H OLL > OLR = ORL > ORR

e v.W™H oLL > O0OLR =0RL >O0Rr =0
e"e ZH OLL > OLR = ORL > ORR

NLC design and 0.36 for the DLC design. However, the
luminosity decreases can likely be reduced by altering the
designs. Bremsstrahlung does not change the luminosity.
The effect of beamstrahlung on the center-of-mass en-
ergy /s is easy to understand. The forces felt by one
of the beams due to the fields of the opposite beam in
either ete~ or e~e™ collisions are equal, though in oppo-
site directions. The accelerations of the charged particles
in the beam are therefore equal for ete~ and e~ e~ colli-
sions (again in opposite directions), and so the radiations
from the accelerated charges are the same. Thus, the re-
sultant decreases in the center-of-mass energies due to
radiation are the same for ete™ and e~e~ colliders. In
the DLC, NLC, the KEK Japan Linear Collider (JLC),
and the Cornell TeV Energy Superconducing Linear Col-
lider (TESLA) designs [3] the decreases in the center-of-
mass energies due to beamstrahlung effects can be con-
trolled better than that of bremsstrahlung, which is well
understood. Since the cross sections of all the processes
considered in this paper increase with ,/s, the decrease in
the effective center-of-mass energy due to beamstrahlung
and bremsstrahlung will decrease the cross sections.

VIII. ADVANTAGES OF POLARIZING
THE ELECTRON BEAMS

There are advantages of polarizing the colliding elec-
tron beams either left handed or right handed. Only the
left-handed fermions (ef, vz, uz, dr,...) and the right-
handed antifermions (e}, 7r, @r, dr,...) couple to the
SM W boson. By the use of polarized electrons the back-
grounds can be reduced according to the nature of the
signals of interest. For example, to search for the right-
handed W boson that exists in left-right models, it will be
advantageous to use ey beams in order to reduce the SM
W production. By colliding e; beams the strong W; W,
signal in the process e"e™ — v.v. W, W, (where Wi
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denotes longitudinal polarization) can be enhanced over
the WtW—, ZZ, and W~ Z backgrounds. Similarly, the
signals of H~~ and H~ H~ will be favored with the use
of e beams. In Table III we compare the relative sizes
of the polarized cross sections for the SM processes that
we have calculated in this paper. There are four possi-
ble polarization combinations (LL, LR, RL, and RR).
We denote, e.g., o1 as the cross section if both of the
incoming electrons are left handed.

IX. SUMMARY

We have calculated the standard-model cross sections
for single and double production of weak bosons, which
are SM backgrounds in the search for new physics in high-
energy e e~ collisions. Single and associated Higgs bo-
son productions have also been calculated and can give
observable signals, although the cross sections are gener-
ally not as large as those in e*e™ collisions. We have also
investigated the possibility of observing strong W, W
scattering, which occurs through the weak isospin I = 2
channel and is unique to e~e~ collisions. We have devel-
oped certain kinematic cuts to significantly reduce the
Wi W, Wy W, , WHW—, and W~ Z backgrounds to
the strong W W signal in hadronic decay modes. The
W~ Z background persists at large My w, which makes
the observation of strong W, W scattering difficult. On
the other hand, if doubly charged Higgs bosons exist, the
s-channel enhancement in W~W ™ final state would be
very substantial at an e~e™ collider. This survey of cross
sections and processes should provide useful benchmarks
for serious studies of the potential of such a machine for
new physics discovery.

Note added in proof. After this paper was submitted
for publication we received two papers [28] in which pro-
cesses (2b), (2c), and (2e) were evaluated. The cross
sections obtained in those papers agree with our results.
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