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Abstract
Introduction e The HL-LHC is planned to be constructed for further Prototype design Stra tegy . COiI deforma tiOn . Ab‘?geom

High energy accelerator research organization, KEK, have engaged in development of the beam separation dipole toward the HL-LHC project. The new cross section for the full-scale prototype is under design.
exploration of the physics beyond the Standard Model

In this report we introduce strategy for designing the prototype and sensitivity to the final bs integral as a function of ROXIE2D inputs.
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