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(1) IDT report

(2) Snowmass ITF(Implementation Task Force report)

(3) Conference information:
July 6-13: ICHEP 2022 (Bologna, Italy)

https://agenda.infn.it/event/28874/program
Two ILC accelerator related talks

Angeles Faus-Golfe “The CLIC and ILC accelerator status and plans”
https://agenda.infn.it/event/28874/contributions/170185/

Philip Burrows “Current Status of the ILC and CLIC projects”
https://agenda.infn.it/event/28874/contributions/169166/

July 17-26: Snowmass Community Summer Study Workshop
http://seattlesnowmass2021.net/

https://agenda.infn.it/event/28874/program
https://agenda.infn.it/event/28874/contributions/170185/
https://agenda.infn.it/event/28874/contributions/169166/
http://seattlesnowmass2021.net/
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E-mail from IDT-EB chair



Implementation Task Force report
https://indico.fnal.gov/event/54953/sessions/20614/attachments/156153/203696/ITFreportDRAFT.pdf
As Kaoru mentioned in an email he sent to the IDT-WG2-Sources Group, there was a snowmass accelerator meeting. 
https://indico.fnal.gov/event/55116/
Concerning ITF draft, we pointed out about the positron source;
1) Table.13 "Performance achievability" score 3 (high risk)

We insist the R&D of the undulator scheme is not that low level.
At least >100 GeV electron beam is not necessary to validate the scheme.
and also the risk of the e-driven source is more or less the same as in other linear collider projects such as CLIC and CCC. (It 

seems they are evaluated to be 1.)
2) Technical risk of the ILC positron source is ranked 3 in Table.7, judging from the color.  But Table.13 says score 2. Isn't this 
inconsistent?
3) If the above claims are acceptable, ILC entry in the summary table (Table.14) should be changed accordingly.

After serious discussion in the meeting it was agreed that
a) the "Performance achievability" in Tab.13 should be lowered to 2
b) Rank 2 is adopted as the technical risk in Tab.7 consistently as Table.13.
c) Table.14 will be changed accordingly.
We insisted we have the e-driven source as the backup. On the other hand the policy of ITF is to adopt a single design for 
each project.
Hence, we understand that the above evaluation is intended to the undulator scheme.For us the rank 2 is acceptable because 
it agrees with the number in our own evaluation sheet submitted around February.

IDT-WG2 meeting on July 12, 2022

Draft was released last week and I circulated it to the IDT-WG2 steering members .

https://indico.fnal.gov/event/54953/sessions/20614/attachments/156153/203696/ITFreportDRAFT.pdf
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International discussion for realisation of a large-scale accelerator facility as a global project
Together with the time critical R&D work on the accelerator, this is one of the two tasks we need to perform. 

June 14
IDT-WG2 meeting



Snowmass accelerator

IDT-WG2 meeting on July 12, 2022

https://snowmass21.org/accelerator/start

Next page
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Draft was released last week and I circulated it to the IDT-WG2 steering members .
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IDT-WG2 meeting on July 12, 2022

Our comments are 
1. in Table 7 (Techninical Risk) ILC and HEILC, the positron 
column should be the same gray as CCC, CLIC, etc. 
2. change "Performance Achievability" from 3 to 1 for the 
positron source in Table 13
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https://indico.fnal.gov/event/55116/
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