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ILC

physics vs technology

• We’ve known since 30’s that TeV scale is important GF~(300GeV)–2

• Fermi talked about globatron

• didn’t know what energy is sufficient for physics: √s=1.5–3TeV?


• We’ve known since 60’s that we should go linear

• mature design since Technical Design Report in 2013

• extendable to higher energies


• Lots of technical progress since then

• SCRF gradient, yield (European X-FEL~0.1 ILC)

• low emittance


• Higgs discovery

• now we now √s=250GeV is already great physics

• European Strategy: Higgs factory = highest priority

• ILC the “only” realistic project right now


• “Pre-lab” four-year process incl. international negotiations

• need to finalize engineering design

• proposal submitted to MEXT, under review

physics and technology finally met each other!
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標準理論

力の粒子
レプトン

クォーク ヒッグス



どう標準理論を超えるか？

• 標準理論では説明できない謎

• ニュートリノの質量

• ダークマター

• ダークエネルギー

• インフレーション

• 消えた反物質


• 理論的な予想

• ヒッグス粒子が突破口に

原子
ダークマター
ダークエネルギー



History of Colliders

lepton vs hadron

1. precision measurements of neutral current (i.e. polarized 
e+d) predicted mW, mZ


2. UA1/UA2 discovered W/Z particles

3. LEP/SLC nailed the gauge sector


1. precision measurements of W and Z (i.e. LEP + Tevatron) 
predicted mt and mH


2. Tevatron discovered top, LHC discovered a Higgs particle  
3. ILC nails the top & Higgs sector


1. precision measurements at ILC predicts ???
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ILC++
Energy

low-energy

collidersbeam dump
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ILC upgrades
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What is Higgs boson really?

What is the next energy scale?
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baryogengesis + DM

SU(2) x U(1)
SU(2) x U(1)

SU(3)SU(3)

SMdark sector

Bdark=Ldark νR
LSM→BSM

Eleanor Hall, Thomas Konstandin, Robert McGehee, HM + Géraldine Servant

arXiv:1911.12342

Higgs

ndark γ’ – γ mixing
e+e–

π0
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Introduction Higgs to invisible

Caterina Doglioni - 2019/05/13 - European Strategy Update

Comparison to direct detectionBSM scalar mediator

Higgs portal, plot for direct searches
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• Limits on BR can be translated to 
limits in the DM-nucleon plane 

arXiv:1708.02245 
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Caveat: EFT validity 
in Higgs-DM 

interaction not 
guaranteed beyond 

HL-LHC

e+e–

HL-LHCChinese Physics C Vol. 41, No. 6 (2017) 063102

(bb̄)(⌧+
⌧
�), (⌧+

⌧
�)(⌧+

⌧
�), (jj)(��), and (��)(��) de-

cay channels. For a decay topology of h ! 2 ! 3 ! 4
where intermediate resonances are involved, we choose
the lightest stable particle mass to be 10 GeV, the mass
splitting to be 40 GeV and the intermediate resonance
mass to be 10 GeV, which applies to (bb̄)+/ET, (jj)+/ET,
(⌧+

⌧
�)+/ET. For a decay topology of h! 2! (1+3), we

choose the lightest stable particle mass to be 10 GeV and
the mass splitting to be 40 GeV, which applies to bb̄+/ET,

jj+ /ET, ⌧+
⌧
�+ /ET. For the Higgs invisible decays, we

take the best limits in the running scenario ECFA16-S2
amongst the Zh associated production and VBF search
channels [12–14].

For the Higgs invisible decays at lepton colliders, we
quote the limits from current studies [16–18]. These lim-
its do not depend on the invisible particle mass using the
recoil mass technique at lepton colliders.
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95% C.L. upper limit on selected Higgs Exotic Decay BR

Fig. 12. The 95% C.L. upper limit on selected Higgs exotic decay branching fractions at HL-LHC, CEPC, ILC and
FCC-ee. The benchmark parameter choices are the same as in Table 3. We put several vertical lines in this figure
to divide di↵erent types of Higgs exotic decays.

From this summary in Table 3 and the correspond-
ing Fig. 12, we can clearly see the improvement in exotic
decays from the lepton collider Higgs factories. These
exotic Higgs decay channels are selected such that they
are hard to be constrained at the LHC but important for
probing BSM decays of the Higgs boson. The improve-
ments on the limits of the Higgs exotic decay branch-
ing fractions vary from one to four orders of magni-
tude for these channels. The lepton colliders can im-
prove the limits on the Higgs invisible decays beyond the
HL-LHC projection by one order of magnitude, reach-
ing the SM invisible decay branching fraction of 0.12%
from h ! ZZ

⇤
! ⌫⌫̄⌫⌫̄ [56]. For the Higgs exotic de-

cays into hadronic particle plus missing energy, (bb̄)+/

ET, (jj)+/ET and (⌧+
⌧
�)+/ET, the future lepton colliders

improve on the HL-LHC sensitivity for these channels by
roughly four orders of magnitude. This great advantage
benefits a lot from low QCD background and the Higgs
tagging from recoil mass technique at future lepton col-
liders. As for the Higgs exotic decays without missing
energy, the improvement varies between two to three or-
ders of magnitude, except for the one order of magnitude
improvement for the (��)(��) channel. Being able to re-
construct the Higgs mass from the final state particles
at the LHC does provide additional signal-background
discrimination power and hence the future lepton collid-
ers improvement on Higgs exotic decays without miss-

ing energy is less impressive than for those with missing
energy. Furthermore, as discussed earlier, leptons and
photons are relatively clean objects at the LHC and the
sensitivity at the LHC on these channels will be very
good. Future lepton colliders complement the HL-LHC
for hadronic channels and channels with missing ener-
gies.

There are many more investigations to be carried
out under the theme of Higgs exotic decays. For our
study, we take the cleanest channel of e+e� !ZH with
Z ! `

+
`
� and h !exotics up to four-body final state,

but further inclusion of the hadronic decaying spectator
Z-boson and even invisible decays of the Z-boson would
definitely improve the statistics and consequently result
in better limits. As a first attempt to evaluate the Higgs
exotic decay program at future lepton colliders, we do
not include the case of very light intermediate particles
whose decay products will be collimated, but postpone
this for future study when the detector performance is
more clearly defined. There are many more exotic Higgs
decay modes to consider, such as Higgs decaying to a
pair of intermediate particles with un-even masses [25],
Higgs CP property measurements from its decay di↵eren-
tial distributions [57–60], flavor violating decays, decays
to light quarks [61], decays into meta-stable particles,
and complementary Higgs exotic productions [62]. Our
work is a first systematic study evaluating the physics

063102-12
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Higgs → dark sector → SM



SiD 
Marcel Stanitzki 

ILD 
Ties Behnke

optimizations? 
new technologies? 

new concepts?
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beam 
dump
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off IP

light dark 
matter search?

nuclear 
physics?
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FIG. 1: Schematic experimental setup. A high-intensity
multi-GeV electron beam impinging on a beam dump pro-
duces a secondary beam of dark sector states. In the basic
setup, a small detector is placed downstream so that muons
and energetic neutrons are entirely ranged out. In the con-
crete example we consider, a scintillator detector is used to
study quasi-elastic �-nucleon scattering at momentum trans-
fers �> 140 MeV, well above radiological backgrounds, slow
neutrons, and noise. To improve sensitivity, additional shield-
ing or vetoes can be used to actively reduce cosmogenic and
other environmental backgrounds.

.
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FIG. 2: a) ��̄ pair production in electron-nucleus collisions
via the Cabibbo-Parisi radiative process (with A0 on- or o�-
shell) and b) � scattering o� a detector nucleus and liberating
a constituent nucleon. For the momentum transfers of inter-
est, the incoming � resolves the nuclear substructure, so the
typical reaction is quasi-elastic and nucleons will be ejected.

Figure 3: Schematic of the experimental setup. A high-intensity multi-GeV electron
beam impinging on a beam-dump produces a secondary beam of dark sector states. In
the basic setup, a small detector is placed downstream with respect to the beam-dump
so that muons and energetic neutrons are entirely ranged out.

e↵orts to search for dark photons independently of their connection to dark matter,
the success of these e↵orts relies on the assumption that the A

0 is the lightest particle
in its sector and that its primary decay channel only depends on ✏. Furthermore, if
the A

0 decays predominantly to SM particles, this explanation of the (g�2)µ anomaly
has been ruled out (see discussion in Sec. 5).

If, however, the A
0 couples to a light DM particle � (mA0 > m�), then the pa-

rameter space for reconciling theory and experiment with regard to (g � 2)µ remains
viable. For large values of ↵D, this explanation of the anomaly is under significant
tension with existing constraints, but for ↵D ⌧ ↵EM this explanation is still viable
and most of the remaining territory can be tested with BDX@JLab (see discussion in
Sec. 5).

In the remainder of this section, we review the salient features of LDM production
at an electron fixed-target facility. Secondly, we give an overview of the status of LDM
models parameter space, and the capabilities of present, and near future proposals
to make progress in the field. Finally, we highlight how BDX uniquely fits in this
developing field.
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Figure 4. The sensitivity of NA64 to DarkPhotons with the full statistics collected in 2016 - 2018. Left
plot: in terms of the mixing strength ✏. Right plot: in terms of the variable y, assuming ↵D = 0.1 and
mA0 = 3m�, shown together with the predictions of some popular thermal Dark Matter models.

lengths shifting fiber read-out. Immediately after WCAL there is a veto counter V2, the
tracking detectors, the signal counter S4. They are followed by the ECAL that was used in
the invisible mode and the same detectors downstream of it (VETO and HCAL). The energy
of the e+e� pair is measured by the ECAL.

The candidate events were selected with the following criteria chosen to maximize the
acceptance of signal events and to minimize the number of background events, using both MC
simulation and data: (i) No energy deposition in the V2 counter exceeding about half of the
energy deposited by the minimum ionizing particle (MIP); (ii) The signal in the decay counter
S4 is consistent with two MIPs; (iii) The sum of energies deposited in the WCAL+ECAL is
equal to the beam energy within the energy resolution of these detectors. At least 25% of the
total energy should be deposited in the ECAL; (iv) The shower in the WCAL should start to
develop within a few first X0, which is ensured by the preshower part energy cut; (v) The cell
with maximal energy deposition in the ECAL should be (3,3) (vi) The lateral and longitudinal
shape of the shower in the ECAL are consistent with a single e-m one. This requirement does
not decrease the e�ciency to signal events because the distance between e� and e+ in the
ECAL is very small. The rejection of events with hadrons in the final state was based on the
VETO and/or the energy deposited in the HCAL.

In order to check various e�ciencies and the reliability of the MC simulations, we se-
lected a clean sample of ' 105 µ+µ� events with EWCAL < 0.6Ebeam originated from the
QED dimuon production in the dump. This rare process is dominated by the reaction
e�Z ! e�Z�; � ! µ+µ� of a hard bremsstrahlung photon conversion into the dimuon pair
on a dump nucleus. We performed various comparisons between these events and the corre-
sponding MC simulated sample, and applied the estimated e�ciency corrections to the MC
events. These corrections do not exceed 20%.

In order to further increase the sensitivity to short-living X bosons (higher ✏) the following
optimization steps were performed before the 2018 run: (i) Beam energy increased to 150
GeV (ii) Thinner counter V2 was prepared and installed immediately after the last tungsten
plate inside the WCAL box. In addition, the vacuum pipe was installed immediately after the
WCAL, the distance between the WCAL and ECAL was increased.
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EPJ Web of Conferences 212, 06005 (2019) https://doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/201921206005
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ILC-250 (1 year)

ILC-250 (20 years)

γ + N → a + N

✓ An order of magnitude better sensitivity than other beam dump experiments

YS, D.Ueda arXiv: 2009.13790
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✓ Multiple scattering of electrons

✓ Axion production angle (iWW approximation)
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higher energies
• main reason to go linear: extendable!


• 350GeV:  threshold


• 400GeV: open top


• 550GeV: 


• 1TeV: Higgs self coupling, vector boson scattering


• multi TeV: SUSY, extra dim, Z’, ….
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ILC Nb 35-50MV/m 0.5–1.5TeV
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Interface with 
machine

Detector and 
technology R&D

Software and 
computing

Physics potential 
and opportunity

Coordinate the 
interactions between the 
accelerator and facility 
infrastructure planning 
and the needs of the 
experiments

Provide a forum for discussion 
and coordination of the 
detector and technology R&D 
for the future experimental 
programme

Promote and provide 
coordination of the 
software development 
and computing 
planning

Encourage and develop ideas 
for exploiting the physics 
potential of the ILC collider 
and by use of the beams 
available for more 
specialised experiments  
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Regular ILC Software tutorials

• organising a series of monthly seminars tutorials

• Wednesdays
• 06:30 PDT / 15:30 CEST / 22:30 JST
• 60~90 minutes

• first one will be on June 23:
• DELPHES ILC card (Filip Zarnecki)
• “make your first ILC Higgs plot” (Jenny List)

• second one on July 21:
• Introduction to iLCSoft (Thomas Madlener) 

• future candidates: SGV, LCFIPlus, PandoraPFA, 
ddsim/DD4hep,…

• what do you want to see covered ?
• send your suggestions to:                                         

ilc-swc-coreATml.post.kek.jp

grow and educate the community and newcomers

https://agenda.linearcollider.org/category/273/

Table 1
• Upcoming Tutorials:
• Aug 18th,  LCFIPlus:  https://agenda.linearcollider.org/event/9318/
• Sep 15th,  SGV fast simulation: https://agenda.linearcollider.org/event/9319/

https://agenda.linearcollider.org/event/9318/
https://agenda.linearcollider.org/event/9319/


5

Future open scientific meetings

u Initially: regular monthly open scientific meetings, 
each organised by 2–3 Topical Groups – frequency will increase gradually 
as more people join.  Schedule:

– Thursday 17th June, 3pm CEST
– Thursday 15th July, 3pm CEST
– Thursday 12th August, 3pm CEST
– Thursday 16th September, 3pm CEST

u All listed on indico (linked from main WG3 Physics webpage)
https://agenda.linearcollider.org/category/266/

u Sign-up for mailing lists, overall WG3 and topical lists: 
https://agenda.linearcollider.org/event/9154/

Global Interpretations and BSM talks
including:  Status update on EFT fits

Connecting UV models to EFTs
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