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Precision measurement of the integrated luminosity L at future Higgs factories, including ILC,
is of crucial importance for the cross-section measurements, and in particular for the line-shape
measurements at the Z-pole. Since there is no up-to-date estimate of the integrated luminosity
uncertainties arising from metrology effects at ILC, here we review a feasibility of the targeted
precision of L at foreseen ILC center-of-mass energies: 91.2 GeV, 250 GeV, 500 GeV and 1 TeV.
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1 Introduction

The realistic target for integrated luminosity precision at future Higgs factories is nat-

urally set by the number of expected events of processes of interest (i. e. e+e− −→ ZH at

250 GeV center-of-mass energy) in order to keep the dominance of statistical uncertainty in

cross-section measurements. In this respect, since the number of the Higgs bosons produced

at and above 250 GeV will typically be of order of 106, systematic uncertainty of the inte-

grated luminosity of 10−3 should suffice. At the Z-pole, however the target is set to 10−4 or

better, not only due to the number of Z0 bosons to be produced (O(109)), but also from the

requirements for precision electroweak measurements [1].

The feasibility of such a precision is challenged, in particular at the Z-pole, by numerous

requirements related to manufacturing, positioning and performance of the luminosity mon-

itor, in addition to the beam-induced effects affecting the initial and final states at low polar

angles (typically below 14 mrad). Moreover, uncertainty of the beam properties (transverse

and longitudinal sizes, energy and beam delivery to the interaction point IP) could also

impact the available phase space for detection of the final state particles and consequently

their count.

For the integrated luminosity measurement conventionally used process is low angle

Bhabha scattering (LABS), as a large rate, almost pure QED process with the theoreti-

cal uncertainty of the cross-section at the Z-pole known at 10−4 level [2], although neither

NLO electroweak corrections nor the multi-fermion production are implemented in the exist-

ing Bhabha MC tools [3]. Once the LABS cross-section (σ) is known in a certain phase space,

the number of Bhabha counts (N) can be used to measure L:

L =
N

σ
(1)

As mentioned above, numerous effects could lead to a change of the luminometer effective

acceptance and to a consequent change of the Bhabha count that will be directly translated as

the systematic uncertainty of the integrated luminosity. In this paper we discuss systematic

effects from the detector-related uncertainties arising from manufacturing, positioning and

alignment as well as from the properties of beams and their delivery to the IP. These effects

are referred to as metrology. As discussed in [3], the impact of metrology on integrated

luminosity measurement at ILC has not been estimated yet, up to a generic study for the

proposed TESLA collider [4] discused in [5].

The structure of the paper is following: Section 2 brings a brief overview of instrumenta-

tion of the very forward region at ILC and the considered systematic effects, while Section 3
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brings limits on the detector and beam-related parameters at center-of-mass energies foreseen

at ILC, assuming that the corresponding precision targets are reached.

2 Luminosity measurement at ILC

There was an extensive work by the FCAL Collaboration on luminometer design, per-

formance and prototyping, documented in [6], [7] and [8]. The FCAL Collaboration has

proposed instrumentation of the very forward region of the ILD detector at ILC [9] with

two SiW sandwich calorimeters, one for the fast luminosity estimate and measurement of

the beam properties (Beam Cal) and the other for measurement of the integrated lumi-

nosity (LumiCal). Feasibility of realization of these devices has been proven in several test

beam campaigns, demonstrating compactness of a calorimeter prototype with the effective

Molière radius of (8.1 ± 0.1 (stat.) ± 0.3 (syst.)) mm [8]. Systematic uncertainties from

the luminometer performance are discussed in [6], while the impact of beam related effects

on reconstruction of the luminosity spectrum is discussed in [7]. As pointed out, systematic

effects from metrology have not been quantified yet.

2.1 Instrumentation of the very forward region

The layout of the very forward region at ILD is given in Figure 1 [6]. At 2500 mm from

the IP, a luminometer will be centered around the outgoing beam at 7 mrad polar angle

with respect to the z-axis, preserving the symmetry of head-on collisions at ILC with the

crossing angle of 14 mrad. The geometrical aperture of the luminometer is 31-77 mrad,

where 90% of the shower is contained in the fiducial volume (FV), between 41-67 mrad. The

luminometer consists of 30 subsequent Si-W layers, each one radiation length thick, providing

longitudinal coverage for showers developed from high-energy Bhabhas. To provide precision

position measurement, Si sensors are finely segmented into pads (48 azimuthal sectors and

64 radial rings), each with 1.8 mm pitch in the transverse plain.

The study presented in this paper relies only on size of the fiducial volume and its effective

changes due to effects to be described (Section 2.3) without taking into consideration detector

performance based on the given choice of technology.

2.2 Event generation

We have simulated 10 million low angle Bhabha scattering events using BHLUMI V4.04

Bhabha event generator [10] for each energy considered. Bhabha events are generated from

20 mrad to 200 mrad, to allow events with non-collinear final state radiation to contribute.

Initial state radiation is also considered while beam-beam interactions are neglected. Also,
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Fig. 1: Layout of the very forward region of a detector at ILC, with luminometer placed

2500 mm from the IP.

we do not consider electromagnetic deflection of the final state due to interactions with the

field of the corresponding outgoing beam. These effects have been discussed in [7]. Also, in [7]

it has been shown that the luminometer at ILC will not be significantly affected by the four-

fermion background from the Landau-Lifshitz type of processes (‘two-photon’ exchange), so

we do not consider it here either. Bhabha cross-sections in the considered range of polar

angles are: 161.5 nb, 22.4 nb, 4.5 nb and 0.79 nb, at the Z-pole, 250 GeV, 500 GeV and

1 TeV center-of-mass energy, respectively. Expected integrated luminosities assume so called

H-20 staged run [11] of ILC at 250 GeV and 500 GeV with the corresponded integrated

luminosities of 2 ab−1 and 4 ab−1, to be complemented with 8 ab−1 of data at 1 TeV center-

of-mass energy and 100 fb−1 at the Z-pole. Figure 2 [12] illustrates estimated ILC running

time and integrated luminosities in the H-20 operating scenario.

We have applied asymmetrical event selection in polar angles (AS1), in a way that at one

side of the luminometer a full fiducial volume is considered, while at the other side inner and

outer radii of the fiducial volume are shrunken for 1 mm. Modification of the counting volume

is applied subsequently on the left and right arm of the luminometer, on the event-by-event

basis. This approach (with some variations between experiments) has been applied at LEP

[13], reducing the net systematic effects arising from left-right asymmetries. This, however,

requires luminometer positioned at the outgoing beams at colliders with a non-zero crossing

angle.
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Fig. 2: Integrated luminosity vs. ILC running time in the H-20 operating scenario.

2.3 Effects from metrology

We are considering following systematic effects that will be present due to the uncertain-

ties of the luminometer radial dimensions, positioning with respect to the IP and relative

positioning of detector halfs, as well as due to luminometer vibrations in the transverse and

longitudinal direction:

(1) Uncertainty of the inner radius of the luminometer’s counting volume (∆rin),

(2) uncertainty of the outer radius of the luminometer’s counting volume (∆rout),

(3) RMS of the Gaussian spread of the measured radial shower position with respect

to the true hit position1 (σr),

(4) uncertainty of the longitudinal distance between left and right halves of the lumi-

nometer (∆l) assuming that both halves are moving towards the IP or away from

it for ∆l/2,

(5) RMS of the Gaussian distribution of mechanical fluctuations of the luminometer

with respect to the IP in the radial direction (σxIP ),

(6) RMS of the Gaussian distribution of mechanical fluctuations of the luminometer

with respect to the IP in the axial direction (σzIP ),

(7) tilt of the luminometer (both arms) equivalent to a rotation around y-axis for a

certain angle (tilt).

1 True Bhabha position can be measured by placing a Si tracker plane in front of the luminometer with

the precision of several microns. In addition, this would provide electron-photon separation.
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Also, beam bunches are finite in sizes and interaction may occur anywhere inside bunches.

In addition, beam synchronization may cause longitudinal (axial) displacements of the IP.

Thus we consider:

(8) Radial (∆xIP ) displacements of the interaction point with respect to the lumi-

nometer,

(9) axial (∆zIP ) displacements of the interaction point with respect to the lumi-

nometer. From ∆zIP , maximal time shift in beam synchronization (∆τ) can be

determined.

Any asymmetry of the beam energies occurring either on event-by-event basis as a random

variation due to the beam energy spread (BS) or as a permanent bias of one beam energy

with respect to the other, will cause a boost (assumed longitudinal2) of the initial and

consequently of the final electron-positron system. The boost (βz) of Bhabha particles will

lead to an effective change of the luminometer acceptance seen from the final state electron

(positron) reference frame and to the consequent change of the Bhabha count. We thus

consider two additional systematic effects:

(10) Half-width of the Gaussian distribution of the beam energy spread (σEBS
) and

(11) bias in energy (∆E) of one beam with respect to the other.

Every effect is individually considered to lead to the overall relative change of count

of 10−4 (10−3) at the Z-pole (higher center-of-mass energies). In this respect, the maximal

tolerance is derived for the parameters under study.

3 Precision requirements for the integrated luminosity measurement

Precision requirements for the integrated luminosity measurement translates to a similar

precision of the center-of-mass energy, since the Bhabha cross-section scales with the center-

of-mass energy as ∝ 1/s . In the range of the ILC energies, center-of-mass energy should be

known at the level of several MeV at the Z-pole, to a few hundred MeV at higher center-of-

mass energies. The later seems to be feasible with experimental reconstruction of di-muon

processes at 250 GeV center-of-mass energy [14], providing
√
s absolute precision of the

order of the beam energy spread of 0.19% [15]. At the Z-pole, situation seems to be more

challenging. However, for the cross-section measurements of the s-channel processes with the

2 For the boost to be longitudinal, we assume that the initial state radiation is emitted along the z-axis (in

the head-on collisions) and that the final state radiation is emitted in the direction of a final state electron

(positron).
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similar cross-section dependence on s, uncertainties rising from the limited knowledge of the

center-of-mass energy will cancel out.

A whole set of effects will stem from the detector capability to measure energy and

position of scattered Bhabha electrons (positrons). We do not discuss these effects further,

since the performance of the luminometer in terms of energy and position reconstruction

is not yet known. In [8] it is demonstrated that the prototype of the luminometer with six

detector planes can reconstruct the signal hits with disipation of 440 µm in the front plane. In

this Section we shall consider the required precision for this performance of the luminometer

at various ILC center-of-mass energies.

3.1 Z-pole

Figures 3 (a) to 13 (a) illustrate dependences of the change of Bhabha count (∆N/N)

on metrology effects listed as 1 to 11 respectively. As the maximal value for each effect we

take the one corresponding to ∆L/L = ∆N/N = 10−4. If there is more than one value of

the metrological uncertainty corresponding to this luminosity (count) precision, the smaller

tolerance is taken (i.e. ∆rin,∆l,∆xIP ,∆zIP ).

As can be seen from Figures 3 (a) to 13 (a), the most challenging requirement at the

Z-pole comes from the precision of the inner radius of the counting volume of a luminometer.

If events are counted in a symmetrical way considering the full detector acceptance on both

sides, precision of the inner aperture of the counting volume of ∼ 1 µm is required. However,

the asymmetrical counting with sufficiently large reduction of the inner radius of the counting

volume at one side of the detector (i. e. ∆r = 1 mm) compensates for the counting loss at

the other side caused be the (smaller) variations of the counting volume, thus relaxing the

maximal uncertainty of the inner radius of the counting volume to ∼ 20 µm (Figure 3 (a)).

A full simulation of the luminometer response to showers produced by LABS is needed to

understand how the uncertainty of the inner aperture of the device transfers to the fiducial

volume as the counting region.

Other metrology effects related to luminometer positioning are ranging from a few hun-

dreds of micrometers to several millimeters, what should not be an issue for contemporary

laser positioning systems based on Frequency Scanning Interferometry. In a system imple-

mented in the ATLAS experiment, 1 µm absolute precision in positioning can be reached

over 1 m distance [16]. Luminometer should be aligned with the outgoing beam with a tilt

no larger than ∼ 14 mrad (Figure 9 (a)). A dedicated luminometer positioning system would

have to be developed to prove or disprove a feasibility of this precision. If the axial displace-

ment of the IP was caused by beam synchronization (Figure 11 (a)), the time shift between

beams should not be larger than ∼ 13 ps . Beam spread at the Z-pole should not be larger
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than ∼ 114 MeV (Figure 12 (a)), what can be accomplished assuming that the BES is not

larger than 0.25%. Eventual biases in energy of one beam with respect to the other should

not exceed ∼ 4.5 MeV.

3.2 Higher center-of-mass energies

Similarly like at the Z-pole, Figures 3 (b) to 13 (b) illustrate the dependencies of the rela-

tive change of Bhabha count (∆N/N) for metrology effects listed as 1 to 11 respectively. All

three center-of-mass energies share the same precision requirement on the relative systematic

uncertainty of the integrated luminosity of 10−3. Dependencies and limits on mechanical and

beam parameters are similar at considered center-of-mass energies, so they are collectively

given at the same figure per each effect. Sizes of the uncertainties are given in regions of

interest for the targeted precision of δL of 10−3 for each individual effect. Also, one should

assume that the LABS as a calibration process does not receive any new physics contribution

at the highest center-of-mass energy.

As can been seen from Figures 3 (b) to 13 (b), precision requirements for metrology are

typically relaxed few times up to an order of magnitude with respect to the ones at the

Z-pole. The tilt of the luminometer is tolerable below ∼ 35 mrad (Figure 9 (b)) what should

be a feasible precision of the angular position control with the laser interferometry based

systems. Yet, ILC, as well as the other future Higgs factories, requires a detailed study of

a customized solution for position monitoring of subdetectors in the very forward region.

Interesting question to be addressed in addition is what will be the impact of the push-pull

option [17] on the precision estimates presented in this paper.

The beam related requirements allow IP axial displacements up to 9 mm corresponding

to 30 ps time-shift in beam synchronization, while radial displacements of the IP can be

tolerated up to 600 µm what is a very large tolerance with respect to the vertical size of the

ILC nano-beams of 5.9 nm (at 250 GeV) [17]. The beam energy spread smaller than 500 MeV

(at 250 GeV ILC) will not affect the integrated luminosity measurement in a relevant way,

and it is two times larger than the beam spread in the current ILC design of ∼ 0.19% [17].

The same holds for higher center-of-mass energies. If an eventual bias on one beam energy

with respect to the other would be present, it should not be larger than 1 permille of the

beam-energy (Figure 13 (b)) what also seems to be realistic.

Approximate maximal tolerance of metrology parameters under study, extracted from

Figures 3 to 13 is listed in Table 1.
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Table 1: Minimal absolute precision of luminometer mechanical parameters and beam param-

eters, each contributing as 10−4(10−3) to the relative uncertainty of L at the Z0 pole (higher

energies). Values are approximated from Figures 3 to 13.

parameter Z-pole 250 GeV 500 GeV 1 TeV

∆rin (µm) 20 200 200 200

∆rout (µm) 60 600 600 550

σr (mm) 0.3 0.5 0.5 0.5

∆l (mm) 0.2 2.5 2.5 2.5

σxIP (mm) 0.35 0.65 0.65 0.65

σzIP (mm) 5 10 10 10.5

tilt (mrad) 14 35 35 35

∆xIP (mm) 0.3 0.6 0.55 0.6

∆zIP (mm) 4 8.5 8.5 9

∆τ (ps) 13 27 27 30

σEBS
(MeV) 114 500 1000 2000

∆E (MeV) 4.5 125 250 500
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Fig. 3: (a) Impact of uncertainty ∆rin of the luminometer FV inner radius on Bhabha

counting, at the Z-pole; (b) The same at 250 GeV, 500 GeV and 1 TeV center-of-mass

energies for AS1 event selection (Section 2.2).
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Fig. 4: (a) Impact of uncertainty ∆rout of the luminometer FV outer radius on Bhabha

counting, at the Z-pole; (b) The same at 250 GeV, 500 GeV and 1 TeV center-of-mass

energies for AS1 event selection (Section 2.2).
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Fig. 5: (a) Impact of the uncertainty σr of measured shower radial position with respect

to the true Bhabha position, at the Z-pole; (b) The same at 250 GeV, 500 GeV and 1 TeV

center-of-mass energies for AS1 event selection (Section 2.2).
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Fig. 6: (a) Impact of uncertainty of the longitudinal distance ∆l between left and right

halves of the luminometer, at the Z-pole; (b) The same at 250 GeV, 500 GeV and 1 TeV

center-of-mass energies for AS1 event selection (Section 2.2).
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Fig. 7: (a) Impact of radial fluctuations σxIP of the luminometer with respect to the IP, at

the Z-pole; (b) The same at 250 GeV, 500 GeV and 1 TeV center-of-mass energies for AS1

event selection (Section 2.2).
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Fig. 8: (a) Impact of axial fluctuations σzIP of the luminometer with respect to the IP, at

the Z-pole; (b) The same at 250 GeV, 500 GeV and 1 TeV center-of-mass energies for AS1

event selection (Section 2.2).
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Fig. 9: (a) Impact of rotation of the luminometer arms around the y-axis for a certain angle

(tilt), at the Z-pole; (b) The same at 250 GeV, 500 GeV and 1 TeV center-of-mass energies

for AS1 event selection (Section 2.2).
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Fig. 10: (a) Impact of radial displacements ∆xIP of the interaction point with respect to the

luminometer, at the Z-pole; (b) The same at 250 GeV, 500 GeV and 1 TeV center-of-mass

energies for AS1 event selection (Section 2.2).
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Fig. 11: (a) Impact of axial displacements ∆zIP of the interaction point with respect to the

luminometer, at the Z-pole; (b) The same at 250 GeV, 500 GeV and 1 TeV center-of-mass

energies for AS1 event selection (Section 2.2).
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Fig. 12: (a) Impact of the half-width σEBS
of the Gaussian beam energy spread at the

Z-pole; (b) The same at 250 GeV, 500 GeV and 1 TeV center-of-mass energies for AS1 event

selection (Section 2.2).
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Fig. 13: (a) Impact of the bias in energy ∆E of one beam with respect to the other, at the

Z-pole; (b) The same at 250 GeV, 500 GeV and 1 TeV center-of-mass energies for AS1 event

selection (Section 2.2).
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4 Conclusion

This paper presents the first review of metrology effects in integrated luminosity mea-

surement at ILC. We consider ILC operating energies at the Z-pole, 250 GeV, 500 GeV and

1 TeV center-of-mass energy. Each individual effect is assumed to contribute to the relative

uncertainty of the integrated luminosity at the level of 10−4 and 10−3 at the Z-pole and

higher energies, respectively. Overall, the authors would say that some of the metrology

requirements at the Z-pole might be challenging for the current state-of-the art technolo-

gies (inner radius of the counting volume, bias in a single beam energy, uncertainty of the

available center-of-mass energy), although asymmetric counting relaxes to some extent the

uncertainty of the inner radius of the counting volume. In addition, a dedicated system of the

luminometer position monitoring should be developed and customized to fit to the require-

ments for precision luminosity measurement. At higher center-of-mass energies, it seems that

the targeted precision of order of 10−3 is in line with the ILC beam properties, while preci-

sion limits in positioning and alignment of the luminometer quantified in this paper should

be achievable with existing laser-based technologies.
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