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Measurements of hadronic final states in e+e− collisions at centre-of-mass (CM) energies below
the Z peak can notably extend the FCC-ee physics reach in terms of precision quantum chromo-
dynamics (QCD) studies. Hadronic final states can be studied over a range of hadronic energies√

shad ≈ 20–80GeV by exploiting events with hard initial- and final-state QED radiation (ISR/FSR)
during the high-luminosity Z-pole run, as well as in dedicated short (about one month long) e+e−

runs at CM energies
√

s ≈ 40GeV and 60GeV. Using realistic estimates and fast detector simu-
lations, we show that data samples of about 109 hadronic events can be collected at the FCC-ee
at each of the low-CM-energy points. Such datasets can be exploited in a variety of precision
QCD measurements, including studies of light-, heavy-quark and gluon jet properties, hadronic
event shapes, fragmentation functions, and nonperturbative dynamics. This will offer valuable
insights into strong interaction physics, complementing data from nominal FCC-ee runs at higher
center-of-mass energies,

√
s ≈ 91,160,240, and 365GeV.
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1 Introduction

Measurements of hadronic final states in e+e− collisions offer a powerful avenue to study multiple aspects
of the strong interaction in a very clean and controlled experimental and theoretical environment. These as-
pects include precise extractions of the quantum chromodynamics (QCD) coupling αS, the study of hadronic
jet properties and jet observables, the testing and tuning of parton showers, extraction of parton-to-hadron
fragmentation functions (FFs), and the study of nonperturbative phenomena such as hadronization and color
reconnection [1–5]. These measurements offer crucial insights into QCD phenomena, enhancing the pre-
cision of Standard Model (SM) studies, including electroweak and Higgs measurements, and searches for
physics beyond the SM. To date, detailed QCD studies in e+e− collisions have been carried out at low
center-of-mass (CM) energies

√
s ≈ 3–10GeV, corresponding to (mini)jet energies E j ≈ 1.5–5GeV, at the

BEPC/BEPC-II collider (BES/BES-III experiments) and at B factories (BaBar, and Belle/Belle-II). Such stud-
ies have mostly focused on light- and heavy-quark hadron spectroscopy, as well as observables such as the
R(
√

s) = σ(e+e− → hadrons)/σ(e+e− → µ
+

µ
−) ratio [6]. At CM energies of

√
s ≈ 10GeV, the excellent

statistics and particle identification (PID) capabilities of B-factories have enabled, in addition, determinations
of parton-to-hadron FFs with high precision [4, 7, 8], including for their transverse-momentum-dependent
counterpart [9], polarisations/helicities, and single-identified hadrons [10], with further opportunities for future
studies [5]. However, the range of validity of perturbative calculations at the CM energies reached by these
machines is relatively limited, given that partons/jets have maximum energies of order E j ≈ 5GeV, emphas-
izing the need for higher collision energies.

In the intermediate-energy range (
√

s ≈ 10–60GeV), QCD measurements exist from PETRA(12–47GeV)
at DESY [11–13], PEP(29GeV) at SLAC [14], and TRISTAN(50–64GeV) at KEK [15, 16], although with large
statistical and systematic uncertainties compared to today’s state-of-the-art. The combined number of e+e−

annihilation events recorded by these experiments is one order-of-magnitude smaller than that collected at
LEP-I energies. Moreover, such measurements were performed with detectors based on technologies that,
while advanced at the time, have by now been superseded. Only a fraction of the recorded data was used for
QCD physics analyses. Table 1 provides estimates of the number of hadronic events recorded at TRISTAN,
PETRA, and PEP. Examples of the experimental uncertainties for typical QCD measurements in this energy
range are presented in Fig. 1 for energy-energy correlators (EEC) measured by TOPAZ at TRISTAN [15] (top
left), αS determinations from PETRA event shapes and jet rates [17] (top right), fits of low-z parton-to-hadron
FFs from TRISTAN and PEP (among other) data [18–20] (bottom left), and measurements of the R ratio [21]
(bottom right).

The LEP/LEP-II experiments probed the highest e+e− CM energies to date,
√

s ≈ 88–210GeV correspond-
ing to jet energies E j ≈ 44–105GeV, with an extended QCD program comprising the measurement of several
observables (cf., e.g., the reviews [1–3] for detailed accounts). It is therefore of interest to understand to what
extent the tenfold energy gap between the CM energies of B factories and the Z pole can be covered by
measurements at a future e+e− facility.

The baseline program of the Future Circular Collider (FCC-ee) [26, 27] considers e+e− collisions at four
interaction points (IPs) and at four nominal CM energies:

√
s ≈ 91,160,240,360GeV, studies corresponding

to a total number of 4×1012, 8×108, 1.5×108, 1.7×107 expected hadronic final-state (HFS) events, respect-
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1 Introduction

Table 1: Estimates of the number of eligible hadronic events at TRISTAN, PETRA, and PEP. The numbers for
PETRA are estimated by scaling by a factor of four the JADE results from Ref. [22], i.e. assuming the
numbers for the MARK-J, TASSO, and CELLO experiments are reasonably similar. The numbers for
TRISTAN were estimated scaling those from Ref. [15] to the total luminosity.

Accelerator CM energy range (GeV) Lint (pb−1) Number of eligible
multihadron events

TRISTAN 50–64 900 [23] 1.1×105 [15]
PETRA 12–47 760 [22] 2×105 [22, 24]

PEP 29 315 [25] 1.44×105 [25]
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Figure 1: Examples of existing QCD measurements using e+e− annihilation hadronic events over
√

s ≈
10–80GeV, showing the size of their (typically large) experimental uncertainties: EEC asymmetry
measured by TOPAZ [15] (top left), fits of FFs at low hadron momenta [18–20] (top right), αS extrac-
tions from event shapes and jet rates [17] (bottom left), and R(

√
s) ratio [17] (bottom right).

ively [28]. The Z-pole (
√

s ≈ 91GeV) and WW (
√

s ≈ 160GeV) runs at the FCC-ee will provide data samples
that are many orders-of-magnitude larger than the corresponding O(17×106) and O(5×104) events collec-
ted at LEP at the same energies. The FCC-ee multimillion-events data samples will enable detailed studies
of heavy- and light-quark jets with maximum energies Ej ≈ 40–180GeV from Z(∗),W,H → qq decays, as well

as of O(105) gluon jets with Ej ≈ 60GeV from the H → gg decays alone1. Although an even larger sample

1The use of gluon data from Higgs decays for QCD studies must be carried out under the assumption that the H → gg partial width
is SM-like or, alternatively, ensuring that the analysis considered is agnostic to the details of the loop-induced H → gg decay.
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1 Introduction

of lower-energy gluon jets can be also studied at the Z-pole run (via Z → bb g with double-tagged b jets), the
range of E j ≈ 5–40GeV jet energies, as well as the overall properties of hadronic final states in events with
total invariant mass

√
shad ≈ 20–80GeV, will remain poorly explored. This note presents the case for QCD

studies in e+e− collisions below the Z-pole at the FCC-ee, and assesses the means to perform the potential
collection of such sets of data.

From a theoretical viewpoint, the information encoded in data collected at different CM energies can be
used to disentangle more effectively the effect of hadronization corrections to collider observables in ways
that cannot be achieved with data at a single CM energy. In order to make this point more concrete, let us
focus on classes of key observables such as global event shapes or jet rates, generically denoted by the
dimensionless variable v, measured in e+e− → Z∗/γ

∗ → jets. In the perturbative regime, v ≫ ΛQCD/
√

shad
where ΛQCD is a typical hadronic scale and

√
shad is the scale of the hadronic final state (which can be smaller

than
√

s in the presence of initial- and/or final-state QED radiation), the differential cross section dσ ≡ dσ/dv
can be schematically parametrized as,

dσ ∼ dσ
(P) +dσ

(NP) . (1)

Here, dσ
(P) denotes the perturbative part of the theoretical prediction, which depends on the observable v as

well as on ratios of scales characteristic of the scattering process, such as
√

shad and heavy-quark masses
mQ (e.g., that of the charm or bottom quarks). The quantity dσ

(NP) denotes the nonperturbative correction
to the cross section due to hadronization that, in the limit v ≫ ΛQCD/

√
shad, can be expanded in powers of

ΛQCD/
√

shad, typically starting with a linear term, i.e.

dσ
(NP) ∼ Ω(v)

(
Λ QCD√

shad

)
+O

(
Λ

2
QCD

shad

)
, (2)

with a coefficient Ω(v) that depends on the observable itself. Due to this scaling, measurements at different
hadronic energies help disentangle these effects from the perturbative contribution to an observable’s theoret-
ical prediction, which can be exploited to gain valuable insight into their field-theoretical description. Moreover,
low-energy measurements are crucial to improve models of hadronization dynamics and their tuning in Monte
Carlo (MC) event generators, which will be essential in analyzing high-precision measurements for Z and H
decays, as well as for simulations at the WW and tt thresholds. A second aspect that will be possible to study
with runs at different CM energies is the impact of mQ effects, e.g. the dead cone [29], on collider observables,

which commonly scale as O(m2
Q/shad) in dσ

(P). One can use these data to test and improve the theoret-
ical description of charm and bottom quarks and their hadronization in theoretical calculations as well as in
event generators, which will be instrumental in the study of the properties of heavy-quark jets. Finally, data at
different CM energies allows for alternative extractions of the strong coupling αS using e.g. event-shape ob-
servables. Although these extractions would arguably not be competitive with the one foreseen at the Z-boson
resonance via inclusive Z decays into hadrons [30], they can be used to shed new light on a long-standing
discrepancy between different αS fits from event shapes (we refer the reader to the discussion in Ref. [17]).

In summary, a comprehensive set of QCD measurements performed at the FCC-ee across a broad range
of CM energies will provide unique insights into nonperturbative phenomena and enhance the understanding
of heavy-quark mass effects on a range of key collider observables. A machine such as FCC-ee offers two
possible strategies to access lower hadronic energies. The simplest and most straightforward solution is to
make use of events with initial- or final-state (ISR/FSR) hard QED radiation during the

√
s = mZ run, and

exploiting a fraction of the enormous, O(6×1012) events, sample to be collected (Section 2). ISR/FSR events
are characterized by the emission of one (or more) hard photon(s), mostly collinear to the e± beam, thereby
reducing the effective CM energy

√
s′ of the colliding e+e− pair, and boosting the hadronic final state relative

to the LAB frame. A complementary option is to set up and perform dedicated runs at individual e+e− collision
energies below mZ . Given the very large instantaneous luminosities available above the injection beam energy
of Ebeam = 20GeV from the top-up booster, such runs could presumably be done within a short running time,
about one month at each energy point, as estimated in Section 3.

4



2 Low-
√

s hadronic data samples from ISR/FSR events at the Z pole run

2 Low-
√

s hadronic data samples from ISR/FSR events at the Z pole run

The LEP collider never operated e+e− collisions significantly below
√

s = mZ , but all LEP experiments col-
lected ISR/FSR events, characterized by the emission of one or more photons that lower energy flowing into
the hadronic final state, and exploited them for QCD physics analyses. Based on the LEP experience, we first
estimate the expected size of the ISR/FSR data samples that can be collected at FCC-ee, and we then study
the purity and efficiency of the HFS event selection criteria by means of a fast simulation based on the IDEA
detector concept [31].

2.1 Estimates of the size of ISR/FSR event samples

As a reference, we use the L3 study of Ref. [32] which featured Lint ≈ 140 pb−1 integrated over a large span
of hadronic CM energies. With this setup, it is possible to estimate the number of HFS events suitable for QCD
analyses to be collected at FCC-ee at reduced CM energies, assuming similar ISR/FSR event selection criteria
and scaling the corresponding sample sizes to the O(106) times larger luminosities. The selection criteria
applied in Ref. [32] were meant to collect a data sample for the measurement of event shape observables,
and is very similar to the analyses carried out by other LEP experiments, e.g., by OPAL [33] and DELPHI [34].
The typical ISR/FSR data samples collected by L3, as well as the corresponding number of events estimated
for FCC-ee at the Z pole, are listed in Table 2. Here one can see that hadronic samples with O(109) events
can be collected at each reduced CM energy

√
s′, derived from the energy of the ISR/FSR photon Eγ as

√
s′ = 2×Ebeam

√
1− Eγ

Ebeam
(in the CM frame). The selected event samples at the FCC-ee would be 103 larger

than those collected by all previous experiments in e+e− collisions at dedicated intermediate CM energies
(Table 1).

Table 2: Characteristics of the hadronic data samples collected via ISR/FSR events by the L3 experiment [32],
and the estimated number of events that could be obtained at FCC-ee (4 IPs combined) with the
expected Lint = 205 ab−1 at the Z pole (rightmost column).

Type
√

s′ (GeV) ⟨
√

s′⟩ (GeV) Lint (pb−1) Sel. Eff. (%) Purity (%) # Sel. Evts (L3) # Sel. Evts (FCC-ee)
30–50 41.4 142.4 48.3 68.4 1247 1.8×109

Reduced 50–60 55.3 142.4 41.0 78.0 1047 1.4×109

CM 60–70 65.4 142.4 35.2 86.0 1575 2.2×109

Energy 70–80 75.7 142.4 29.9 89.0 2938 4.2×109

80–84 82.3 142.4 27.4 90.5 2091 3.0×109

84–86 85.1 142.4 27.5 87.0 1607 2.2×109

Z pole 91.2 91.2 8.3 98.5 99.8 248 100 4.5×1012

An additional advantage of the FCC-ee with respect to LEP experiments is their comparatively enlarged
geometric detector acceptance. The FCC-ee tracker (calorimeter) is expected to reach polar angles down
to θ ≈ 100 (100) mrad, instead of θ ≈ 250 (200) mrad at LEP. Such an extended acceptance (covering the
|cosθ | ≲ 0.99, instead of |cosθ | ≲ 0.96, range) allows the full reconstruction of hadronic ISR/FSR events
down to

√
shad ≈ 10–20GeV, instead of the minimum

√
shad ≈ 30GeV reached at LEP. This is shown in Fig. 2

(left) by comparing the number of events (the blue rhombus and red triangle curves) as a function of the
reconstructible visible mass distribution, mHFS, i.e., the invariant mass of all non-neutrino particles within the
acceptance, defined as2

mHFS =

√(
Σ

N
i Ei

)2
−
(

Σ
N
i P⃗i

)2
, with N = all visible particles in the detector. (3)

The curves are obtained at the generator-level with PYTHIA 8 [35] without detector effects, except by requiring

2This quantity is meant to be a proxy for the CM energy of the hadronic system. For events with an identified FSR photon, the photon
is excluded from the sum.
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full containment of the hadronic events within different acceptance ranges. As an additional piece of inform-
ation, Fig. 2 (right) shows the number of ISR/FSR events for e+e− → uu ,dd ,ss and e+e− → cc ,bb final
states, separately. This plot shows the expected number of light- and heavy-quark events, divided into those
that have ∆m/m = |√shad,true−mHFS|/

√shad,true < 5% (well reconstructed signal, mHFS is close to the true CM
energy of the HFS) and those that have ∆m/m = |√shad,true −mHFS|/

√shad,true > 5% (badly reconstructed,
background-like).
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Figure 2: Number of ISR/FSR events as a function of the HFS mass (in 5-GeV bins) corresponding to a run
with 1012 e+e− → qq events at

√
s= 91.2GeV, generated with PYTHIA 8 [35]. The left figure shows

the number of hadronic events fully contained within a detector with geometric acceptance down to
θmin = 100 mrad (FCC-ee-like) and 200 mrad (LEP-like) as a function of the generator-level hadronic
CM energy. The same plot also shows the number of hadronic events for well-reconstructed light-
quark (u, d, s) and heavy-quark (c, b) jets for a coverage down to θmin = 100 mrad. The right figure
shows the number of e+e− → uu ,dd ,ss and e+e− → cc ,bb events as a function of their visible
hadronic invariant mass, for those well (∆m/m = |√shad,true − mHFS|/

√shad,true < 5%) and badly
(∆m/m = |√shad,true −mHFS|/

√shad,true > 5%) reconstructed for a detector with acceptance down to
θmin = 100 mrad.

2.2 Simulated ISR/FSR event selection studies

From the past LEP studies [32–34], it is also possible to identify the challenges one faces in the analysis of
the ISR/FSR events, such as the presence of O(1%) background events from e+e− → τ

+
τ
−(γ) processes,

and the O(10%) contamination from photons coming from hadron decays and from misidentified photons (e.g.
a π

0 misidentified as a photon). Also, for ISR/FSR events above
√

s′ ≈ 40GeV, one increasingly faces spillover
from escaping particles and misreconstruction of events at or near the Z peak, where the cross section is vastly
higher. The ISR/FSR event selection strategy and the impact of the backgrounds are assessed next using
FCC-ee fast simulations.

The processes with the largest cross section in e+e− collisions at
√

s ≈ mZ are γγ →hadrons (including

both direct and resolved processes3, albeit all peaking at low HFS masses) and the production of two or
four fermions in the final state accompanied by ISR/FSR photons (including also FSR gluon radiation from

3Here, direct refers to configurations in which the photon interacts as a pointlike particle, while resolved refers to configurations in
which it effectively interacts as a hadronic state, typically treated in the framework of Vector Meson Dominance (VMD).
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quarks). Several of these processes will have a boosted qq pair with m(qq)< 2×Ebeam in the final state, and
will be observed in the detector as multihadron events. To obtain a realistic picture of the HFS in the detector
and be able to reconstruct the centre of mass of the boosted hadronic system, it is necessary to simulate all
background processes and apply realistic event selection procedures.

The ISR/FSR analyses from previous LEP studies [32–34] can be applied to the simulated FCC-ee Z-pole
samples to select events with quarks and gluons in the final state with well-reconstructed kinematics in three
different scenarios: a) assuming the production of a single high-energy ISR/FSR photon, b) assuming the
production of a ISR/FSR photon collinear to the beam, and c) assuming negligible ISR/FSR emission. The
requirements to select each type of such events are as follows:

a) Enough visible hadrons in the final state within the detector acceptance4, requiring that the total visible
energy Evis does not deviate much from 2×Ebeam. In addition, a well isolated high-energy5 photon with
energy Eγ is registered in the detector. The HFS without the photon is clustered into two jets which

should satisfy the triangle condition, see Eq. (3) of Ref. [34] for details6. This selection aims at selecting
wide-angle high-energy ISR/FSR events and reconstruct their kinematics correctly.

b) Enough visible hadrons in the final state within the detector acceptance4, requiring that the total visible
energy Evis does not deviate much from 2×Ebeam −|Pvis,z|, where Pvis,z is the longitudinal component
of the total visible momenta. The latter condition implies an existence of a single ISR photon radiated
parallel to the beam and not registered in the detector, which is almost completely responsible for the
momentum imbalance in the event7. The events should also fail the criterion a). This selection is
designed to select events with ISR/FSR photons collinear to the beam direction and reconstruct the
kinematics of these events correctly.

c) Enough visible hadrons in the final state within the detector acceptance4, requiring that the total visible
energy Evis does not deviate much8 from 2×Ebeam, and that the thrust vector direction is contained
within the detector acceptance range9. The events should also fail the criterion a). This selection is
aimed at selecting events without significant ISR/FSR and reconstruct the kinematics of these events
correctly.

The three event-selection criteria outlined above were applied to the simulated FCC-ee data samples at the
hadron-level as well as smeared to take into account detector effects. The ISR/FSR signal and background
events were generated with the SHERPA 3.0.1 MC event generator [36, 37], and the smearing was performed
using the DELPHES card [38] corresponding to the IDEA detector [31, 39]. The distributions of the visible HFS
invariant mass for the events that passed the selections at the smeared level are shown in Fig. 3. This figure
indicates that it is relatively easy to select e+e− → hadrons events of the type c), with mHFS ≈ 91GeV with
≈ 100% purity, i.e. coming from e+e− → qq process with negligible ISR/FSR. On the other hand, the selection
a) will provide samples of e+e− → hadrons+ γISR/FSR events with purity ≈ 90% for 20 < mHFS < 55GeV, and
the selection b) can be used to obtain samples of e+e− → hadrons+ γISR/FSR events with ≈ 90% purity for
30 < mHFS < 70GeV. These findings are quite consistent with the L3 experiment results (Table 2).

Figure 4 compares the correlation between the reconstructed (mHFS) and the true (parton level) HFS mass

4E.g., at least five tracks or calorimeter objects.
5Eg., at least Eγ = 10GeV.
6The photon energy can be also estimated clustering the remaining HFS into two jets j1 and j2 and using the sinus theorem:

Eγ,triangle = 2×Ebeam × |sin j1 ∧ j2|
|sin j1 ∧ j2|+ |sin j1 ∧ γ|+ |sin j2 ∧ γ| .

Eγ should lie in the [Eγ,triangle − 10GeV,Eγ,triangle + 5GeV] interval and the photon should be isolated from the jets such that
min( j1 ∧ γ, j2 ∧ γ)> 0.5.

7Therefore the requirement (P⃗vis ∧beam < 3◦ or P⃗vis ∧beam > 177◦) is imposed.
8E.g., less than 5 GeV.
9|cosθT |< 0.9.
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Figure 3: Distribution of the visible HFS invariant mass for multiple processes in e+e− collisions at
√

s =
91.2GeV that pass the three kinematic selection criteria a), b), c), outlined in the text. The ISR/FSR
photon is excluded from the HFS mass calculation. All final states but qq̄, qq̄γ , and τ

+
τ
− are strongly

suppressed by the selection requirements. The full visible signal in the detector will be the sum of the
displayed processes. Left: Events passing selection a), with large purity for qqγ samples. Center:
Events passing selection b), with high purity for qq̄ samples with collinear radiation. Right: Events
passing selection c), with large purity for qq̄ samples with negligible ISR/FSR emission.

(m(qq)) for the selected events. These preliminary studies indicate that with a 5-GeV bin width10 for m(qq),
between 50% and 90% of the events have mHFS reconstructed within the true bin. The resolution of recon-
structed HFS invariant-mass is sufficient for many studies, but it is intrinsically limited by fluctuations of energy
escaping detection (e.g., taken away by neutrinos). Therefore, for certain precision studies (e.g., αS extrac-
tions from event shapes, where the ISR-based studies [40] have larger uncertainties than those from dedicated
low-

√
s runs [41]), the data from dedicated low-energy runs (discussed next) may be strongly preferred over

that measured in ISR/FSR events.

3 Potential dedicated low-
√

s runs at FCC-ee

An alternative option to study HFS in e+e− collisions below
√

s = mZ is to perform dedicated FCC-ee runs at
low CM energies. The lowest nominal CM energy at FCC-ee can be achieved in collisions at the design initial
energy (Ebeam = 20GeV) of the e± beams injected from the top-up booster [42], i.e.

√
s = 2×Ebeam = 40GeV.

Table 3 lists the cross section for the e+e− → qq process (ISR included) over
√

s = 40–80GeV, computed
with SHERPA 3.0.1. In the previous section it was shown that data sets with O(109) hadronic events can be
obtained via ISR/FSR studies at the Z pole, and we now want to estimate how many days (t = 0.86× 105s
of physics) it would take to collect the same number of HFS events in dedicated low-

√
s runs. The simplest

scenario is to assume that the luminosity follows the standard Lorentz γL-dependence driven by the beam

10A finer than 5-GeV binning could potentially be obtained with more sophisticated methods of event selection and kinematic recon-
struction ( e.g. more sophisticated combinations of the kinematics information on the photon, HFS and beams). Further refined
studies will be necessary to explore more in detail the reach of ISR/FSR events.
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Figure 4: Correlation between the true mass (m(qq)) and the HFS mass reconstructed at the detector level
(mHFS) for e+e− → hadrons+ γFSR events passing the selection a) (left), and for e+e− → hadrons
ISR events passing the selection b) (right). The values are normalized across the x axis and the
color coding scale is given in %.

energies11, namely L ∝
√

s. The number of days required to collect O(109) HFS events in such a scenario
are listed in Table 3. One would need about one month of running time, including 1–3 weeks of operation
(depending on the

√
s and actual Lint achieved) plus 1-week of additional beam-setup time [43], for each

single CM-energy point.

Table 3: Integrated luminosity (Lint) and time (days) needed to collect 109 hadronic events (4 IPs combined)
in dedicated FCC-ee runs at low CM energies

√
s = 40–80GeV (with corresponding cross section,

including ISR, indicated), assuming that the instantaneous luminosity follows a L ∝
√

s scaling.
√

s (GeV) σ(e+e− → qq) (ISR incl.) Integ. lumi and time needed to collect 109 HFS events
(pb) Lint (ab−1) time

80 413 2.5 6 days
70 182 5.5 14 days
60 162 6.2 20 days
50 200 5.0 18 days
40 289 3.5 23 days

The technical feasibility of operating the FCC-ee at CM energies below the Z pole has not been studied,
but parametric simulations of the accelerator settings have been kindly provided by K. Oide [44], starting off
from the beam settings for the Z-pole run, without further modifications of the machine. The results of such
simulations are shown in Table 4 for runs at

√
s = 40,60GeV. The last row of the table lists the achievable

luminosities that quantitatively support the L ∝
√

s scenario of Table 3, and therefore the possibility to obtain
the desired O(109) HFS data samples within about 1-month of operation. Naturally, such a possibility should
be investigated with dedicated realistic studies taking into account all relevant machine and detector aspects.

4 Summary

Measurements of hadronic final states (HFS) in e+e− collisions at centre-of-mass (CM) energies between
those achieved at B factories (

√
s ≈ 10GeV) and the Z pole (

√
s ≈ 91GeV) are scarce and subject to large

experimental uncertainties. HFS in such an energy range can be exploited to perform multiple precision QCD
measurements in the very clean e+e− collision environment. These involve the study of light-, heavy-quark

11Such a dependence is approximately confirmed with the simulated collider parameters of Table 4.
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Table 4: FCC-ee collider parameters for the default Z-pole run (45.6-GeV column) and for potential runs at√
s = 40,60GeV (two rightmost columns) [44].

FCC-ee collider parameters for Z and Ebeam = 30GeV, Nov. 28, 2024.
SR: symchrotron ratioation, IB: +intrabeam scattering, BS: +beamstrahlung

Beam energy [GeV] 45.6 30 20

Layout PA31-3.0
# of IPs 4
Circumference [km] 90.658728
Bend. radius of arc dipole [km] 10.021
Energy loss / turn [GeV] 0.0390 0.0072 0.0014
SR power / beam [MW] 50 9.3 1.8
Beam current [mA] 1294
Colliding bunches / beam 11200 60000 60000
Colliding bunch population [1011] 2.18 0.407 0.407
Hor. emittance at collision εx [nm] 0.70 0.48 0.86
Ver. emittance at collision εy [pm] 2.3 0.98 1.71
Lattice hor. emit. εx,lattice (SR/IB/BS) [pm] 1.05 / - / - 0.31 / 0.54 / 0.48 0.14 / 0.93 / 0.86
Lattice ver. emittance εy,lattice [pm] 1.05 0.53 1.06
Arc cell Long 90/90
Momentum compaction αp [10−6] 28.66
Arc sext families 75
β∗
x/y [mm] 130 / 0.7

Transverse tunes Qx/y 218.145 / 222.220
Chromaticities Q′

x/y +2 / +5

Energy spread (SR/IB/BS) σδ [%] 0.039 / - / 0.121 0.026 / 0.032 / 0.061 0.017 / 0.046 / 0.0598
Bunch length (SR/IB/BS) σz [mm] 4.70 / - / 14.6 2.4 / 3.0 / 5.8 1.9 / 5.1 / 6.6
RF voltage 400/800 MHz [GV] 0.103 / 0 0.05
Harm. number for 400 MHz 121200
RF frequency (400 MHz) MHz 400.787129
Synchrotron tune Qs 0.0340 0.0436 0.0371
Long. damping time [turns] 1181 4140 14000
RF acceptance [%] 1.41 2.36 2.09
Energy acceptance (DA) [%] ±1.0
Beam crossing angle at IP θx [mrad] ±15
Crab waist ratio [%] 50
Beam-beam ξx/ξy

a 0.0032 / 0.1009 0.0054 / 0.1010 0.0061 / 0.1052
Piwinski angle (θxσz,BS)/σ

∗
x 22.3 10.9 9.4

Lifetime (q + BS + lattice) [sec] 10900 61000 59000
Lifetime (Touschek) [sec] - 6100 7100
Lifetime (lum)b [sec] 1320 1930 3100
Luminosity / IP [1034/cm2s] 145 102 65

aincl. hourglass.
bonly the energy acceptance is taken into account for the cross section, no beam size effect.

1

and gluon jets properties, event shapes and fragmentation functions, valuable to advance our understanding
of nonperturbative QCD as well as the theoretical description of heavy-quark mass effects.

A future collider such as FCC-ee offers two complementary options to access e+e− collisions at hadronic
CM energies

√
shad ≈ 20–80GeV, either exploiting initial- or final-state radiation (ISR/FSR) events during the

very high-luminosity Z-pole run, and/or in dedicated short (about 1-month long) e+e− runs at
√

s ≈ 40GeV
and 60GeV. Using past ISR/FSR studies at LEP as a reference, we estimate that data samples with O(109)
hadronic events can be collected at the FCC-ee at different low CM energy points. Fast simulation studies for
e+e− → qq collisions and different background processes, at

√
s= 91.2GeV, smeared with the IDEA detector

response and implementing the ISR/FSR selection criteria used at LEP, indicate that it is possible to obtain
such data samples with reasonable purity for each 5-GeV bin in effective CM energy over

√
shad = 20–80GeV.

More elaborate studies, including simulations for different detectors, can be performed but we trust that such
main conclusion will remain true. The technical feasibility of operating the FCC-ee at CM energies below the
Z pole has not been studied, but simulations of the accelerator settings, starting off from the beam parameters
for the Z-pole run without modifications of the machine, indicate that O(109) HFS data samples can also be
collected within about 1-month of operation at the lowest energy achievable by the machine (

√
s ≈ 40GeV)

and at an intermediate energy point (
√

s ≈ 60GeV). The data collected through both approaches is of key
importance for the physics program at the FCC-ee. Whereas the collection of the ISR/FSR events is already
implicit in the baseline FCC-ee program, that from dedicated 1-month-long runs will have a superior precision
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and purity, but require specific machine and detector studies.
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