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1. Introduction

This conference is a reunion of true SUSY believers, so there is no need to argue that
supersymm etry is really a symm etry of particle physics. It is clear that we are all facing here
a long overdue problm why SUSY has not been seen at low energies. If it is a \good", exact
symm etry, it must be realised In a soontaneously broken m ode, because only In this case can
we use it to m ake de nite predictions for superparticle m asses and couplings. T his is assum ing
that we understand the origin of its breaking { the superH iggs m echanisn . Unfortunately,
this part of the supersymm etric standard m odel is still m issing, which explains the rather
academ ic title ofthis talk; it is lntended as an introduction to the basic ideas and m echanisn s
of supersym m etry breaking.

In the standard m odel, electroweak symm etry is broken by a non-zero vacuum expecta-—
tion value (VEV) of the H iggs doublt. In the case of supersymm etry, the analogous order
param eters are the VEV s of auxiliary elds belonging to either chiral or vector m ultiplets. As
explained in standard textbooks [I], auxiliary elds are introduced in order to close the o -shell
supersymm etry algebra. Under a supersym m etry transfom ation, the ferm ion belonging to
a chiralmuliplt transform s as
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where A is the scalar partner of and F is the auxiliary com ponent of the muliplt. The
latter does not contain any physical degree of freedom . A fter using Jagrangian eld equation, it
becom es a function ofphysical eds: F = F A;:::). The VEV ofF isdetem Ined by further
use of equations ofm otion, including m inin isation of the scalar potential etc. If it tums out to
be non—zero,
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supersymm etry is broken spontaneously at m ass scale M . This is easy to understand. By
Jooking at eq.{l) we see that
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where Q is the supercharge operator. T hen
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0 the vacuum state which carries non—zero supercharge is not nvariant under supersym m etry
transform ations. Futhem ore, it can be shown that a m asskess ferm ion { the goldstino { must
be present In the spectrum , populating degenerate states obtained from the vacuum by SU SY
transfom ations. In the case of F type breaking this is exactly the ferm ion  which transfom s
under (1) into the auxiliary eld acquiring a non-zero VEV . Another type of SUSY breaking,
the socalled D -typebreakingm ay occur in the presence of vectorm ultiplets. A vectorm ultiplet
contains a gauge boson and a gaugino which transfom s as
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where F, , isthegauge eld strength and D isthe auxiliary com ponent ofthemuliplet. By an
argum ent sin ilarto 4), a non—zero VEV ofD breaks SUSY , w ith the gaugino identi ed asthe
goldstino. If supersym m etry is gauged, ie. prom oted to a local symm etry, then the goldstino
degrees of freedom are absorbed by the m assive soin % graviino as its helicity % com ponents.
T he com putation of F and D VEV sisa dynam icalproblem . It m ay be sin ple in the case
of weakly iInteracting globally supersymm etric theories and supergraviy, and possibly m ore
di cukt in the presence of strong interactions, but the basic idea is always the same: use eld

equations to detem Ine auxiliary VEVs. The form of eld equations depends on a particular



m odel. T he universal feature is the necessary presence ofm assless goldstinos In spontaneously
broken SUSY models. This provides an intuitive criterion for SUSY breaking: the breaking
can occur only ifthere isa m assless ferm ion In the spectrum { a potential goldstino. Them ost
sophisticated and rigorous version of this argum ent is called the W itten index theorem 2]. I
w ill discuss sgparately the cases of global SU SY , supergravity and superstring theory.

2. G lobally Supersym m etric R enom alisable QF T

A globally supersymm etric QFT is com pletely speci ed by the superpotential W ( ), an
analytic function of chiral super elds . The requirem ent of renom alisability restricts W ()
to a polynom ialofdegree 3 n ’s. The classical equations ofm otion for the auxiliary eldsare
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where g, and T?® are the gauge group couplings and generators, regpectively, and ¢ is the
Fayet-Tliopoulos param eter that m ay be non—zero for an Index a associated to a U (1) subgroup
only. The classical scalar potential is
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with the auxiliary elds given by eq.@). Th the weak coupling lim it, the potential can be
m Inin ised to determm ine allVEV s and to see whether supersym m etry is broken or not. For
Instance, show ing thatV > 0 In thevacuum iscom pletely su cient to prove that som e auxiliary

elds acquire non—zero VEV s and hence SUSY is broken. This procedure can be a posteriori
Justi ed ift happensthatall eldsareweakly Interacting at the SU SY breaking scale. A susual,
life isnot so sim ple: i tumsout that supersym m etry rem ainsunbroken in them Inin alextension
of the supersym m etric standard m odel. A com pltely new, \hidden" sector is necessary to
trigger SUSY breaking. For electroweak symm etry it was su cient to introduce one H iggs
doubltw ith a sin ple potential, w hereas in the case of supersym m etry one needs at least several
chiralmultiplets with a com plicated superpotential and/or Fayet—Tlliopoulos tem s associated
w ith exotic U (1)’s, each of them bringing In one m ore vector supem ultiplet. In these types of
m odels, the supersymm etry breaking scale M ¢ is Introduced by hand. A nother possibiliy is
non-perturbative supersym m etry breaking due to condensates, i.e.non—zero VEV s of com posite

elds plying the roke of auxiliary com ponents R, 3, 4]. M s can then be detem ined from the
strong Interaction scale of \supercolour" foroes that cause dynam ical supersym m etry breaking,
which may seem to be m ore natural than putting it in by hand. Supercolour theories are not
too di cul to construct; an im portant ingredient is the absence of the m ass gap, allow ing
the existence of com posite goldstinos. The m ain problm , however, comm on to weakly and
strongly coupled hidden sectors, is how to communicate SUSY breaking to the cbservable
sector of quarks, squarks etc. A com plicated system of \m essengers" [H]m ust be em ployed in
order to generate squark and gaugino m asses. The m ain virtue of this approach, advertised
by its proponents, is that the physics is fully contained below 1 TeV, staying away from the
traps and zasadzkas of quantum gravity, strings etc. In principle, this isa com pletely calculabl
schem e, but in practice all viable m odels are very com plicated and Involve a great deal of
theoretical uncertainity.

3. Local Supersym m etry and Standard Supergravity

A s a consequence of the supersymm etry algebra which includes also the m om entum op—
erator, gauging supersym m etry autom atically brings into the gam e gravity and the associated



param eters { the P lanck m assM p 16° G eV and the coupling 1=M; . The gravitiho s,
is the spin g gauge ferm ion of supersym m etry which belongs the gravitational supem ultiplet
together w ith the soIn 2 gravion. A llknown forces can be uni ed in the fram ework of su—
pergravity. T he theory is no longer renom alisable, but as far as SUSY breaking is concemed,
the lack of renom alisability can be tumed into advantage: higher dim ensional interactions
provide a natural \m essenger" system for comm unicating SUSY breaking to the cbservable
sector. A ssum ing that the scale of SUSY breaking VEV s In the hidden sector is of order ,
and that higher-din ensional interactions O ( ?) are responsble for the superH iggs e ects, we
havem 5, 33 P2 . A gravitino m ass of order of 1 TeV can be then generated by the hidden
sector dynam ics at 108 Gev.

Together w ith relaxing the renom alisability requirem ent, there com es a possble eld-
dependence of param etersw hich are constrained to be constant in the globalcase. It isencoded
In theK ahlerpotentialK , In the superpotentialW , and in the gauge functions f,, which depend
on chiralsuper elds [L]. W and f,’sareanalyticwhileK isreal. The chiralsuper elds (and the
corresponding scalars), generically denoted by A, willbe divided into the cbservable ones —q,
and the hidden ones— . In order to analyse SUSY breaking by hidden VEV s, it is convenient
to measure them in M, units, which can be done by a sin ple rescaling that renders all 's
din ensionless. The eld dependence can be seen in the ollow ing form ulas or the wave-function
factors Z , Yukawa ocouplings Y , and the gauge couplings g, :
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Since one ism ostly Interested in the VEV s ofhidden elds, expected to be much bigger than
the observable VEV s, one can expand In powers of g’'s:
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N ote that the hidden K ahler potential K is din ensionless w hile the superpotential W hasm ass
din ension 3, therefore its size is set by the scale ie. W 3. The supergravity version of

the auxiliary eld equations @) is
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TheD ocom ponents are also given by expressions sin ilarto eq.(4), however since F 4ypebreaking
is very easy to achieve, there is really no need to consider D -type breaking.
The form ula or the scalar potential is slightly m ore com plicated than eg.(}), and there is
one in portant di erence: it isnot positive de nie. There isalso anotherdi erence: In orderto
nd thevacuum i isno longer su cient tom Inin ise thispotential. T he gravitationalequations
of m otion, which In the supergravity case play the rok of gauge eld equations, are equally
In portant. Ifthem inin um ofthe potentialoccurs at non-zero vacuum energy, the graviational
badkground has a non—zero curvature. A at M inkow ski background requires V. = 0 at the
m inin um 2 which unlke in the globalcase, tums out to be com patile w ith broken SU SY .A fter
ensuring that the classicalm Inimum occursatV = 0 at the classical level, it isnot clearwhat to
do w ith quantum corrections. Because ofthis, the fam ous coan ological constant inevitably gets
in the way. There is no room for a ssparate \adjisting" of the cosn ological constant w ithout

32U nless one considers m ore com plicated, coam ological solutions w ith gpace-tin e dependent scalar elds.



ruining them ass relationsetc. that follow from soontaneosly broken supersymm etry. A possible
procedure is to construct a m odelw ith a vanishing tree-level coan ological constant, derive the
soectrum , couplings etc. and then analyse quantum corrections assum ing the existence of a
physical ultraviokt cuto [, il.

N on-vanishing VEV s ofhidden auxiliary com ponents trigger spontaneous supersym m etry
breaking, generating the gravitino m ass
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It is In portant to be aware that the second part of this equation, fam iliar to m odelbuiders, is
correct under the assum ption of V. = 0 at them ninum , it is therefore sensitive to a possble
ne-tuning of the cogm ological constant. Note that a hidden superpotential W 3 does
indeed generate m ;-, M 2. As a resul of higherdim ensional interactions between the
observable and hidden sectors in plied by the underlying supersym m etry, the observabl scalars
acquirem assesO (M 3-,) . T he exact expressions forthesem asses depend on detailsoftheK ahler
potential, eg. Z ; factors etc., therefore there is no reason to expect any specialm ass pattem.
W hen it com es to actualm odel building, there is no problm with constructing SUSY —
breaking hidden sector superpotentials B]. This can be achived even by one chiralmuliplet
with a lnear superpotential, ke in the Polonyim odel. In this case the hidden scale, hence
e ectively M g, is introduced by hand. A m ore \natural" scenario is o ered by no-scale m odels
@1, where the K ahler potential is ad jasted In such a way that a constant superpotential breaks
supersym m etry w ith an identically vanishing scalarpotentialat the tree level. M ¢ isdeterm ined
then by radiative correctionsto be ofthe sam e orderasthe electroweak scale. Thebottom line is
a softly-broken supersym m etric low -energy e ective eld theory obtained from the supergravity
lagrangian by taking the Imit ! O while keespingm s, xed [LU]. SUSY breaking can then
be param etrised by a nite number of param eters. In the sin plest supergravity m odels there
are at least ve such param eters: universal scalarm assm o, gaugino m assm ;-,, higgsino m ass
param eter , and two param eters, A and B, which specify the scalar potential. It is clear
however that in the absence of renom alisability there is no rigorous guiding principlke for
selecting one hidden sector or another, therefore it is not possibl to m ake a de nite prediction
for the structure of soft-breaking tem s.

To summ arise, supergraviy provides a natural setting or SU SY breaking and am essenger
system for feeding this breaking down to the supersym m etric standard m odel sector. O n the
other hand, the lack of renom alisability and the cosm ological constant problm do clearly
reduce its predictive power. F irst of all, supergraviy by itself gives no indication about details
ofhidden sectors that are necessary to derdive the properties of low -energy softly broken theory.
Furthem ore, even ifone starts from a de nitem odelat the classical level], it isnot clearw hether
a consistent treatm ent is possible for quantum corrections []]. Certainly, an ultraviokt cuto is
necessary In order to study the stability oftheM p { M 5 hierarchy and other phenom enological
problam s.

4. Superstring T heory

There is only one or at worst a few superstring theoriesi { heterotic, type I, II etc.
{ but there are m illions of fourdin ensional m odels corresponding to apparently degenerate
ground states of the sam e theory. The present understanding of short-distance superstring
dynam ics is not su cient to select one particular m odel, or a class of m odels, so it is better
to pursue a general analysis. Each particular m odel contains one param eter, the string m ass

® The reason for this hesitation should becom e clear at the end ofthe tak.



scale M M; , and its low -energy lin it is described by a supergravity theory with de nite K ,
W and f’s. The physical param eters like m asses and couplings depend then on the VEV s of
hidden and cbservabl scalar elds. As far as SUSY breaking is concemed, the findam ental
problem is to understand how M ¢ M can be generated by these VEV s. T he breaking m ay
Involve e ects associated w ith the extended string nature or itm ay be sin ply a eld-theoretical
phenom enon.

4.1 . Stringy SUSY Brreaking: Twisted and M agnetised Tori

M any four-din ensional superstring m odels can be constructed by starting from ten di-
m ensions and assum ing that six din ensions are com pacti ed on a torus or another m anifold.
T he geom etrical param eters that characterise com pact din ensions are often arbitrary. In the
e ective eld theory, this is re ected by the presence of m asskess elds, the m oduli, with the
V EV s corresoonding to six-dim ensional radii, angles etc. that ram ain undeterm ined at the clas—
sical level due to at directions of the scalar potential. In addition to the m assless m odes, a
typical soectrum also contains the tow ers ofK aluzaK lein excitationsw ith them asses quantised
In units of inverse radii  1=R.

The simplest and in som e sense unique m echaniam for \stringy" SUSY breaking at an
arbitrary scale is by tw isting the com pact tor, ie. by inposing a special type of boundary
conditions in com pact din ensions {I1;, 12]. A typical tw ist cuts out every second state of each
K aluzaK kein tower and elin inates the m asskss gravitino together w ith half of its tower. The
rem aining half of the gravitino tower starts wih a massive soin 3/2 particle which can be
denti ed as the gravitino of spontaneously broken supergravity with m 3., 1=R . In this
way, the SUSY breaking scake M ¢ 1=R beoom es tied up with a com pact radius. From the
supergravity point of view , tw isted tori give rise to stringy realisations of no-scale m odels w ith
vanishing potentials and zero cosn ological constant at the tree level. SUSY breaking is due to
aVEV ofthe auxiliary F -com ponent ofa supem uliplet containing them oduluisT whose VEV
determ nes R ; the m odulino plays the rok of the goldstino. A sm entioned before, WO Pi= R
ram ains arbitrary at the tree level. This atness of the potential is due to a special m oduli-
dependence of the K ahler potential that follow s directly from superstring theory. Furthem ore,
the loop corrections have no ulraviolt divergences since the string m ass scale M provides a
physical cuto .

The usual pattem of soft-breaking tem s Induced by tw isting is such that the scalar
partners of quarks and Jptons rem ain m assless at the tree level whereas gauginos receive a
common massm i, = miy [12,13]. Once supersymm etry is broken, the radiative corrections
lift the atness of the potential by generating a non-trivial potential for T . M inim isation of
this potential with respect to T and to the Higgs eld will x their VEVs. The new VEV
scake isde ned as the energy at which the m ass squared ofthe H iggs becom es negative and the
breaking of electroweak symm etry ooccurs, and is expected tobe My e Y M:) yhere Y is
som e Yukawa coupling. In thisway, M ¢ 1=R can be hirarchically an aller that M, provided
that h is not too large.

A low supersymm etry breaking scale M ¢ 1 TeV corresoonds to a large Intemal di-
mension. A com plktely new , higherdim ensional world opensup above 1 TeV . From the four-
din ensional point of view , the extra dim ensions would m anifest them selves by the presence of
In nite towers ofK aluzaK kein excitations. Na vely, this would seem to contradict superstring
uni cation at 107 G &V which isbased on the logarithm ic running of gauge coupling constants
w ith the assum ption ofa desert between M g and the uni cation m ass. T he reason why there is
no contradiction isthat K aluza-K lein states are organised In m ultiplets ofN = 4 supersym m etry.
An N =4 mulilet contains one vector boson, four two-com ponent spinors and six real scalars.
This Jeads to cancellation of the large radiative corrections am ong particles of di erent soin



and the evolution of gauge couplings ram ains logarithm ic, as In fourdin ensional theory, up to
the P lanck scake [14].

T he perspective of probing extra din ensions at future colliders seem s very appealing.
Among the various K aluzaK kin excitations of di erent soin, the easiest to detect are the
vectors w ith the quantum num bers of the electroweak bosons. They would decay into quarks,
Jeptons or into their SUSY partners; the lifetin e can be estin ated to be of order 10 2° seconds
[3.

T here exists anotherway of SUSY breaking which em ploys extra din ensions. A constant
m agnetic eld, associated with a U (1) gauge group, which points in the direction of extra
din ensions, generates m ass solittings w thin SU SY muliplets carrying non—zero U (1) charges
fl3]. Here again, M 1=R . The main di erence between twisted and m agnetised tori is
that in the latter case a non—zero potential, and a possbl electroweak symm etry breaking, are
present already at the tree level

To summ arise, twisted and m agnetised tori provide viable m echanisn s for low -energy
SUSY breaking in superstring theory. From the theoretical point of view the m ost im portant
problem that requires further clari cation isthe string description ofthe vacuum rearrangem ent
that leads to electroweak symm etry breaking and to the detem ination of M 5. For instance,
at the string level, a non-vanishing one-loop cosn ological constant lads to In nite tadpoles
at two loops, therefore a consistent prescription for handling these divergences is necessary in
order to obtain de nite predictions for the soft-breaking tem s.

4 2. G augino C ondensation

Fourdin ensional superstring theories usually contain very rich spectra that lnclude not
only the standard m odel sector but also hidden sectors which are very often associated w ith
a whole new non-abelian gauge group. D ynam ical supersymm etry breaking m ay then occur
as a non-perturbative e ect of hidden gauge interactions, much lke in the supercolour idea
m entioned before, and m ay be com m unicated to the observable sector via higherdin ensional
Interactions. A ssum ing that non-perturbative e ects take place at energies much lower than
M Mp , they can be descrbed within the fram ework of the e ective eld theory. This
approach can only be jisti ed a posteriori: once supersym m etry is found broken at M ¢ M,
one should argue that the respective physical m echanisn rem ains una ected by high-energy
string physics.

A s an exam ple of a sin plest hidden gauge sector, consider an asym ptotically free QF T
de ned by a pure supersymm etric YangM ills system with an arbitrary gauge group. Non-—
perturbative dynam ics of this theory have been studied extensively in the past In the context
of global supersym m etry. In particular, there is a m ass gap, and the lightest ferm ion, which is
expected to be the superpartner of the glueball, has a m ass of order of the strong interaction
scale  [16]. Since there is no goMdstino availble, supersymm etry rem ains unbroken even at
the non-perturbative level, as con med by W itten index theorem P]. On the other hand, a
non-perturbative e ect that does certainly occur is the gaugho condensation f1&] which gives
rise to
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where is the renom alisation scale, g( ) is the gauge coupling, and ( is the one-loop beta
function coe cient.

T here isan in portant di erence between globally supersym m etric gauge theories and the
e ective eld theories describbing gauge interactions In superstring theory. In the latter case,
the gauge couplings, sin ilarly to other physical quantities, corresoond to dynam icalparam eters
which are detemm ned by VEV s of som e scalar elds. In heterotic superstring theory, a typical



gauge function which determm nes the gauge coupling at the string scale has the fom
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w here the tree-level contribbution depends universally on the dilaton S w hil the one-loop thresh—
old corrections £ depend on them oduliT {I7,1§]. Asa resul, the auxiliary eld equations
receive additional term s nvolving gaugino bilinears:
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where F (BOSONS) is the bosonic part given by eq.fl1). In this way, gaugino condensation
breaks supersymm etry at M g =M 2 {[9]. The m issing godstino is ound as a com bination
of the dilatino and the m odulinos, as seen from egs.(14) and (15).

T he values of gauge couplings at the string scale, hence and M g, are all detem ined
by the dilaton and m oduliVEV s. In order to com pute these VEV s one has to detem Ine st
the e ective potential induced by non-perturbative e ects. This can be done by Integrating
out the gauge degrees of freedom in the e ective theory describing a coupled YangM ills {
dialton/m oduli system R0]. The nalresul isthe e ective superpotential
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The m odulidependence of W  and of the respective potential is due to the onedoop threshold
corrections £ (T'), eq.@12) . The form ofthese functions iswellknown, how ever there isno need
to go Into details to point out som e basic features of the potential. The strongest constraint
com es from the Invariance of superstring theory under duality transom ationsR ! 1=RM ?)
relating large and am all radius com pacti cations. T his duality is due to a com plete sym m etry
between K aluza-X len excitations and string w nding m odes. It isre ected In the e ective eld
theory, hence in the scalar potential, as a sym m etry underm odular transform ations T ! 1=T.
A potential symm etric under such a transform ation has an obvious stationary point at the
slfdualpoint T = 1. A more detailed analysis, using the explicit expressions for threshold
corrections, show s that this corresponds to a m ininum or that a true m nimum w ith respect
to T is located in the neighbourhood of the selfdualpoint. In this way, the radii are stabilised
at a typical value R 1= .

O n the otherhand, them inin isation ofthe potentialw ith respect to thedilaton S presents
amore di cul problem . From the dilaton-dependence of gauge couplings, eq.(¥4), i ©llows
that W exp ( 35S=2y). The repective potential allso exponentially at lJarge S and there
isno stable m inimum . There is of course a \rmunaway" vacuum at S ! 1 oorresponding to

! 0 and unbroken supersymm etry. It is not surprising that the theory prefers to relax In
a zero energy supersymm etric vacuum . It is very di cult to understand how a stable vacuum
can exist at nite S. The ormula [@4) which is responsble or the exponential suppression
of the superpotential is correct to all orders of perturbation theory {18]. A di erent dilaton
dependence of gauge couplings, induced by som e truly non-perturbative superstring e ects,
could I principle alter eq.@4) P11, 22]. However, a Iow M g requires gaugino condensation to
occur at M , and it is hard to In agine how genuinely superstring e ects could interfere
at such a low scale. The onset of these efects can be ssen In the e ective eld theory as
the appearance of interactions described by higherderivative supergraviyy, but all ofthem are
suppressed by the powers of =M .



To sum m arise, there is a serious selfconsistency problem wih QFT description of SUSY
breaking by gaugio condensationyi There ismuch further work needed In order to provide
superstring-theoretical description of non-perturbative QFT physics. From this point of view,
recent developm ents in dualities and other non-perturbative aspects of superstring theory look
very prom ising and go straight in the right direction.

5. New Results and P erspectives

Up to this point, there have not been m any new results reported In this review . In the
past year, most of eld-theoretical studies of SUSY breaking have focussed on the follow Ing
topics:

m odelbuilding w ith dynam ical SUSY breaking' 5]

general analysis of soft-breaking tem s in the e ective supergravity theory! 23]
studies of the e ective actions descrbing gaugino condensation! 24} 25]

m ass generation for the universal axion: @5]

strong-weak coupling duality-inspired dilaton stabilisation' P2].

R ecently, there have been m any exciting new developeamn ents In superstring theory that
bear excellent prognosis for a deeper understanding of SUSY breaking. M any m ysterious \du—
alities" P§] have been discovered which allow exact determ iation of som e physical quantities
NN = 2and N = 1 supersymm etric m odels. For nstance, a N = 2 prepotential which usu—
ally contains perturbative and non-perturbative contributions can be com puted In som e cases
exactly as a purely classical quantity in the dual theory P7]. A lldualities known so far relate
theories w ith equal num ber of supersym m etries, so they are not useful for SUSY breaking.
T here isno reason however w hy dualdescriptions should not exist forN = 1 superstrings w ith
Y ang-M ills sectors that break supersym m etry by gaugino condensation. Tt would not be sur-
prising ifthe dualdescriptions involved tw isted orm agnetised tord; the tw o previous subsections
m Ight In fact describe di erent aspects of the sam e physicalm echanian .

In summ ary, there is a clear advantage gained by prom oting supersymm etry to a local
symm etry: allknown intractions can be descrioed in one uni ed fram ew ork of supergraviyy. In
supergravity m odels, SUSY breaking is tranam itted from the hidden sector to the cbservable
sector In a very natural way. Superstrings take us much farther, by o ering a com pltely
calculable fram ework w ith a physical short-distance cuto . M any in portant aspects of SU SY
breaking In superstring theory have already been understood. It rem ains how ever to put several
pieces together to obtain a fully consistent picture; m ost lkely, it will include som e sort of
superstring { nonsupersym m etric string dualities. In this way, superstring theory may nally
o ersome m predictions that can be tested at future colliders.
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