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1. M otivation for Low -Energy Supersym m etry

T he Standard M odel of particle physics provides an extrem ely successfiil descrip—
tion of all particle physics phenom ena accessible to present day accelerators. No un—
am biguous experin ental deviation from the Standard M odelhave yet been con m ed.
H owever, theorists strongly believe that the success of the Standard M odel w ill not
persist to higher energy scales. T hisbelief arises from attem pts to enbed the Standard
M odelin a m ore fundam ental theory.W e know that the Standard M odelcannot be the
ultin ate theory, valid to arbitrarily high energy scales. Even in the absence of grand
uni cation of strong and elctroweak forces at a very high energy scale, it is clkear that
the Standard M odelm ust bem odi ed to incorporate the e ectsofgravity at the P lanck
scale Mp 7 10*° GeV).In this context, it isamystery why the ratiomy =M p * 10 1
is 5o an all. This is called the hierarchy problem 48 M oreover, in the Standard M odel,
the scale of the electroweak interactions derives from an elem entary scalar eld which
acquiresa vacuum expectation valueofv = 2my =g= 246 G eV .H owever, ifone couples
a theory of scalar particles to new physics at som e arbitrarily high scale , radiative
corrections to the scalar squared-m ass are of O ( ?), due to the quadratic divergence
In the scalar sslfenergy Which indicates quadratic sensitivity to the largest energy
scale, , In the theory).Thus, the \natural" m ass for any scalarparticke is Which is
presum ably equalto M p ). 0 foourse, In order to have a successfiil electrow eak theory,
the H iggsm ass m ust be of order the ekctroweak scal. T he fact that the HJggsm ass
m ust not be equalto itsnaturalvaluie ofM , is called the \naturahess" problem £ 2 That
is, the bare H iggs squared-m ass and the squared-m ass shift arising from the radiative
corrections are both expected to take on their naturalvaluesofO M PZ ). Toend up w ith
the physical H iggs squared-m ass of O m 2 ), which is 34 orders of m agnitude sm aller
than M 2, requires a m iraculous cancelation (or \ ne-tuning") am ong the param eters
of the fundam ental theory.

It is instructive to consider the follow Ing historical precedent. In the 1920’s, quan—
tum m echanicsbecam e the successfil standard m odelof fiindam entalphysics. But, this
theory also possessed a disturbing hierarchy problam :why ism =M, / O 10 ??)? A
calculation of the electron selfenergy using non-relativistic perturbation theory [see
Fig.1l(@)] yields a m ass shift that is linearly divergent. T hat is, the natural value for
m . is the high energy scale . This behavior is not surprising. A fter all, classically,
the selfenergy of an electron of radius r is e’=r which diverges linearly as 1=r ! 1 .
T he linear divergence persists in the relativistic singleelectron quantum theory.How is
this naturalness problm solved in quantum electrodynam ics? T he solution is rem ark—
able. Invent a new symm etry called charge conjigation invariance (C).Now, double
the known particle spectrum : for every particlke, introduce a partner called an \an-
tiparticke". The C symm etry guarantees that the antiparticle has the sam e m ass and
Interaction strength as itspartmer.Now, ket us reconsider the perturbation theory com —
putation of the electron selfenergy. Now, there is a seocond diagram to consider [see
Fig.1b)], nwhich e'e iscreated from the vacuum , thed  anniilates the incom —



Ing electron, whik the e jist created continues to propagate. In old-fashioned tim e
ordered perturbation theory, both tim e orderingsm ust be Included as shown m Fig.1.
D ue to the C symm etry, the lrading lnear divergence cancels between the two graphs,
laving a logarithm ic divergence. The m ass shift of the electron is thus proportional
to €m.In .The naturalhess problam is solved, since even for = M ; , the radiative
correction to the electron m ass is ofthe sam e orderasm .0 foourse, antijparticles were
not invented to solve the naturalness problm of the shglke-<elkctron quantum theory.
N evertheless, the cancelation of the linear divergence In D irac’s theory ofelectrons and
positrons, which was discovered by W eisskopf in 1934, was regarded as an in portant
advance In the developm ent of quantum electrodynam icst

(a) (b)
Figure 1

To solve the naturahess problem of electroweak theory, we m in ic the steps just
outlined. In this case, we \Invent" a new symm etry called supersym m etry, which trans—
fom s ferm ions Into bosons and vice versa. N ext, we doubl the particle spectrum : for
each partick we introduce a supempartner which di ers in soin by half a uni. As
In D irac’s theory of electrons and positrons, the quadratic divergence of the scalar
squared-m ass is exactly cancelled when the virtual exchange of superpartners is added
to the contrlbutions of the Standard M odel. Thus in a supersymm etric theory, the
radiative corrections to the m asses of both femm ions and bosons are at m ost logarith—
m ically sensitive to the high energy scale . O f ocourse, the historical precedent does
not provide an exact analogy.Because CPT symm etry In quantum eld theory mustbe
exactly conserved, antijparticles m ust be m assdegenerate w ith their particlke partmers.
In contrast, supersym m etry cannot be an exact sym m etry ofnature, since experin ental
data In ply that supersym m etric particles are not m ass degenerate w ith their partners.
N evertheless, if the scale of supersym m etry breaking is of order 1 TeV or below , then
the naturahess problem of the Standard M odelwould be resolved. In such theories of
\Iow -energy" supersym m etry, thl‘el;supersym m etry breaking scale is tied to the scale of
electroweak symm etry breaking2(®



In addition to providing a potential solution of the naturalhess problem of the
Standard M odel, supersymm etry provides an attractive theoretical fram ework that
m ay pem it the consistent uni cation of particle physics and gravity ¢ e T therefore
deserves serious consideration as a theory of fundam ental particlke interactions.

2. TheM inim al Supersym m etric Standard M odel M SSM )

Them Inin al supersym m etric extension of the Standard M odel (M SSM ) consists
oftaking the Standard M odeland adding the corresponding supersym m etric partnerss+ 1g
In addition, theM SSM containstwo hyperchargeY = 1 H iggs doublkts, which isthe
m Inin al structure for the H iggs sector of an anom aly-free supersym m etric extension
of the Standard M odel. T he supersym m etric structure of the theory also requires (@t
least) two H iggs doublets to generate m ass forboth \up"-type and \dow n"-type quarks

(@nd charged Jotons) H142 A 11 renom alizabk supersymm etric interactions consistent
wih (global) B L conservation B =Dbaryon number and L = lpton number) are
Included. F Inally, the m ost general soft-supersym m etry-oreaking tem s are added &2
supersym m etry is relevant for explaining the scale of electrow eak interactions, then the
m ass param eters associated w ith the soff-supersym m etry-breaking tem s must be of
order 1 TeV orbelow %% Som e bounds on these param eters exist due to the absence of
supersym m etric particle production at current accelerators; sect? fora com plete listing
of supersym m etric particle m ass lm is. A dditional constraints arise from lin its on
the contrbutiong of virtual supersym m etric particle exchange to a variety of Standard
M odelprocesses£? T he in pact of precision electrow eak m easurem ents at LEP and SLC
on theM SSM param eter space is discussed brie y in section 4.

A s a consequence of B L invariance, the M SSM possesses a discrete R -parity
nvariance, where R = ( 1p® {1425 g particle of spin S L% Note that this ormula
In plies that all the ordinary Standard M odel particles have even R -parity, whereas
the corresponding supersym m etric partners have odd R -parity. The conservation of
R parity in scattering and decay processes has a crucial Im pact on supersym m etric
phenom enology. For exam ple, starting from an initial state involving ordinary R -

en) particles, i follow s that supersym m etric particles m ust be produced in pairs.

In general, these particles are highly unstabl and decay quickly into lighter states.
However, R parity invariance also in plies that the lightest supersym m etric particle

(LSP) is absolutely stable, and must eventually be produced at the end of a decay
chain Iniiated by the decay of a heavy unstabl supersym m etric particke. In order to
be consistent w ith_cosn ological constraints, the LSP is alm ost certainly electrically
and color neutrallt Consequently, the LSP is weakly-interacting in ordinary m atter,
ie. it behaves lke a heavy stabl neutrino and w ill escape detectors w ithout being
directly cbserved. T hus, the canonical signature for R -parity conserving supersym m et—
ric theordes ism issing (transverse) energy, due to the escape of the LSP. Scm e m odel
builders attem pt to relax the assum ption ofR -parity conservation.M odels of the type
must break B L and are therefore strongly constrained by experin entt? In such
m odels, the LSP isunstabl and supersym m etric particles can be singly produced and



destroyed in association wih B orL viclation. T hese features kead to a phenom enology
of broken-R -parity m odels that is very di erent from that ofthe M SSM .
T he param eters of the M SSM are conveniently describbed by considering sepa—

rately the supersym m etry-conserving sector and the supersym m etry-breaking sector.
Supersymm etry breaking is accom plished by ncliding the m ost general set of soft—
supersym m etry breaking tem s; these tem s param etrize our ignorance of the funda—
m entalm echanism of supersym m etry breaking.A carefiill discussion ofthe conventions
used In de ning theM SSM param eters can be und in #2 Am ong the param eters of the
supersym m etry conserving sector are: (i) gauge couplings: g;, g, and g%, correspond-
ing to the Standard M odel gauge group SU (3) SU ) U (1) respectively; (i) H iggs
Yukawa couplings: o, uys,and 4 Which are3 3 matricesin avor space); and (iii) a
supersym m etry-conserving H iggsm assparam eter . T he supersym m etry-breaking sec—
tor contains the ollow Ing set of param eters: (i) gaugho M a pranam assesM 3, M , and
M ; associated with the SU 3), SU (2), and U (1) subgroups of the Standard M odel;
(i) scalarm assm atrices for the squarks and skptons; (iii) H iggssquark-squark trilin-—
ear Interaction tem s (the so-called \A -param eters") and corresponding tem s involving
the skptons; and () three scalar H iggs m ass param eters| two diagonal and one o —
diagonal m ass tem s for the two H iggs doublts. These three m ass param eters can
be reexpressed in termm s of the two H iggs vacuum expectation values, v; and v,, and
one physical Higgsm ass. Here, v; (v;) is the vacuum expectation valie of the H iggs

eld which ocouples exclusively to down-type (Up-type) quarks and leptons. N ote that
Vi+ v = (246GeV)? is xed by theW m ass, whik the ratio

tan = Wn=V1 (l )

is a free param eter of the m odel.

T he supersym m etric constraints in ply that the M SSM H iggs sector is autom at—
jcally CP-conserving (@t treedevel). Thus, tan  is a real param eter (conventionally
chosen to be positive), and the physical neutralH iggs scalars are C P -eigenstates. N ev—
erthelss, the M SSM does contain a num ber of possible new sources of CP violation.
For exam pl, gaugino m ass param eters, the A -param eters, and may be com plkx.
Som e com bination of these com plex phasesm ust be less than oforder 10 2{10 3 (bra
supersym m etry-breaking scale of100 G €V ) to avoid generating electrjc dijpolem om ents
for the neutron, electron, and atom s In con ict w ith cbserved data B H ow ever, these
com plex phases have little in pact on the direct searches for supersym m etric particles,
and are usually ignored In experin ental analyses.

Befre describing the supersym m etric particle sector, ket us consider the H iggs
sector of the M SSM 2 There are ve physical H iggs particlkes in thism odel: a charged
Higgs pair # ), two CP-even neutral H iggs bosons (denoted by h® and H ° where
m 1,0 my o) and one CP-odd neutral H iggs boson (A °). The properties of the H iggs
sector are determ Ined by the H iggs potential which is m ade up of quadratic tem s
Wwhose squared-m ass coe cients were m entioned above eg. (};]] and quartic interaction
tem s. T he strengths ofthe Interaction tem s are directly related to the gauge couplings



by supersymm etry.Asa resul, tan [de ned in eg. {I)]and one H iggsm ass determ ine:
the H iggs spectrum , an anglke  which indicates the am ount of m ixing of the origihal
Y = 1 Higgs doublkt states in the physical CP-even scalars], and the H iggs boson
couplings.W hen one-loop radiative corrections are ncorporated, additionalparam eters
of the supersym m etric m odel enter via virtual loops. T he in pact of these corrections
can be signi cant 2324 For exam pk, at treeJevel, the M SSM predictsm 0 my £244
If true, this would in ply that experin ents to be perform ed at LEP 2 operating at
itsm axinum energy and lum inosity would rule out the M SSM if h® were not found.
However, this H iggs m ass bound can be viclated when the radiative corrections are
incorporated. For exam pk, n 2% the Hllow ing approxin ate upper bound was cbtained
form,o @ssuming mazo > my) in the Iimit ofmy, m ¢ M ¢ Where top-squark
& {& ) m ixing is neglected]
(" # ! )

16 *m: m; m { 3m2 )

2 2
mho<mz+

M ore re ned com putatjonis- Which include the e ects of top-squark m ixing at one-
Joop, renom alization group In provem ent, and the leading tw o—loop contributions) yield
muyo < 125GeV form = 175 GeV and a top—squark mass ofM = 1 TeV . C kearly, the
radiative corrections to the H iggs m asses have a signi cant in pact on the search for
the M SSM H iggs bosons at LEP #¢

Consider next the supersym m etric particle sector of the M SSM . The gluino is
the color octet M aprana fem ion partner of the gluon with massM ¢ = M 3] The
supersym m etric partners of the electrow eak gauge and H iggsbosons (the gauginos and
higgsinos) can m ix. A s a resul, the physical m ass eigenstates are m odeldependent
linear com binations ofthese states, called charginos and neutralinos, w hich are obtained
by diagonalizing the corresponding m ass m atrices. T he chargino m ass m atrix depends
onM,, ,tan andmy é: The correspoonding chargino m ass eigenstates are denoted
by e and e}, wih masses

Mé;e; = %jf"'ﬂzj?"‘szq 35+ MoF+ 2m]
#1-5)
43 3M ,F  4m;; sn®2 + 8m. sin2 Re( M) ; ?3)

where the states are ordered such that M Mg . IECP-viclating e ects are gnored
(In which case, M , and are realparam eters), then one can choose a convention where
tan and M, are positive. N ote that the relative sign of M , and  is m eaningful.
The sign of is convention-dependent; the reader iswamed that both sign conventions
appear in the literature.) The sign convention or inplicit in eg. 3) is used by the
LEP ocollaboration?? i their plots of exclusion contours in theM , vs. plane derived
from the non-observation of Z ! e] e; .The4 4 neutralinom assm atrix depends on



M,,M,, ,tan ,m;,and theweak mixing angke £ The corresponding neutralino
elgenstates are usually denoted by e? 1= 1;:::4), according to the convention that
M Mg Mg Mg .Typicaly, el isthe LSP.

It is com m on practice In the literature to reduce the supersym m etric param eter
freedom by requiring that all three gaugino m ass param eters are equal at som e grand
uni cation scal. Then, at the electroweak scale, the gaugino m ass param eters can be
expressed In term s of one ofthem (say, M ,) and the gauge coupling constants:

0
el

Ms= @=M,; M;= (5g%=3¢")M, : @)

Having m ade this assum ption, the chargino and neutralino m asses and m ixing angles
depend only on three unknown param eters: the gliino mass, , and tan .However,
the assum ption of gaugino m ass uni cation could prove false and m ust eventually be
tested experin entally.

T he supersymm etric partners of the quarks and Jptons are spin—zero bosons:
the squarks, charged skptons, and sneutrinos. For a given ferm ion f, there are two
supersym m etric partners 5 and fi which are scalar partners of the corresponding left
and right-handed ferm ion. (There isno ez .) However, in general, f5 and f; are not
m ass-elgenstates sice there is ff -z m xing which is proportional in strength to the
corresponding elem ent of the scalar squared-m ass m atrixZ? :

2 mqg@qg tan ); for\down"-type £

M = 5
LR m, @, oot ); for\up"-type £, ©)

wherem 4 (m,) is the m ass of the appropriate \down" (\up") type quark or lkpton.
Here, A4 and A, are (unknown) soft-supersym m etry-breaking A {param eters and

and tan have been de ned earlier. T he signs ofthe A param eters are also convention—
dependent; se?? Due to the appearance of the ferm ion m ass in eq. (§), one expects
M 1z tobe an allcom pared to the diagonal squark and skpton m asses, w ith the possible
exoegption of the top-squark, shoe m . is Jarge, and the bottom —-squark and tau—sbp‘lclon

iftan 1.The (diagonal) L and R -type squark and skpton m asses are given by?
MéL = M;+mi+m§oos2 (% %sjn2 W) (6)
MéR = Mé+mi+§m§oo52 s’ (7)
Mg = Mg+mi mpoos2 ¢ 3si’® y) ®)
Mé = M];+m(2:1 %méoosZ sin? W 9)
MZ = M2+ jmj cos2 (10)
MZ = MZ+mZ mjcos2 G sif ) (11)
M; = Mé+m(2a mﬁoosZ sin? Woe @2)

The soft-supersym m etry-breaking param eters: M e Mg Mg, Mg, and M  are un-

known param eters. In the equations above, the notation of rst generation femm ions



has been used and generational indices have been suppressed. Further com plications
such as Intergenerationalm ixing are possbl, although there are som e constraints from
the noncbservation of avor-changing neutral currents F@8CNC) 22

3. Reducing the Supersym m etric P aram eter Freedom

One way to guarantee the absence of signi cant FCNC'’s m ediated by virtual
supersym m etric particle exchange is to posit that the diagonal soft-supersym m etry—
breaking scalar squared-m asses are universal in | avor space at som e energy scale (or-
m ally taken to be at or near the P lanck scalk) 28342 R enom alization group evolition
isused to determ ine the low -energy values for the scalarm ass param eters listed above.
This assum ption substantially reduces the M SSM param eter freedom . For exam ple,
supersym m etric grand uni ed m odels w ith universal scalarm asses at the P lanck scale
typically give®i M . Mg < Mg Mg Mg with the squark m asses som ew here be-
tween a factor of 1{3 larger than the skpton m asses (heglecting generational distinc—
tions) .M ore speci cally, the st two generations are thought to be nearly degenerate
Inmass,whikeM &, and M e, are typically reduced by a factorof1{3 from the other soft—
supersym m etry-breaking m asses because of renom alization e ects due to the heavy
top quark m ass. A s a result, four avors of squarks (W ith two squark eigenstates per

avor) and £ will be nearly m assdegenerate and som ew hat heavier than six avors
of nearly m assdegenerate skptons (W ih two per avor for the charged skptons and
one per avor for the sneutrinos). On the other hand, the % m ass and the diagonal
& and & m asses are reduced com pared to the comm on squark m ass ofthe st two
generations. In addition, third generation squark m asses and tau-skpton m asses are
sensitive to the strength of the respective £ {f; m ixing as discussed below eq. ).

Two additional theoretical fram eworks are often Introduced to reduce further
theM SSM param eter freedom 283384 The rst involves grand uni ed theordes GUT s)
and the desert hypothesis (i.e. no new physics between the TeV -scalke and the GUT -
scalke) . Perhaps one of the m ost com pelling hints for low-energy supersymm etry is
the uni cation of SU (3) SU () U (1) gauge couplings predicted by supersymm et-
ric GUT m odels?®s W ith the supersymm etry breaking scale of order 1 TeV or be-
low). The uni cation, which takes place at an energy scale of order 10'® Gev, is
quite robust (and depends weakly on the details of the GUT -scale theory) . For ex—
ample, a recent ana]ysj§4 nds that supersymm etric GUT uni cation inplies that

sfmy) = 0129 0010, not Including threshold corrections due to GU T -scale par-
ticles (which could din inish the value of M z)). This result is com patble w ith the
world averageof s(m ;)= 0:117 0:005% In contrast, gauge coupling uni cation in the
sin plest nonsupersymm etric GUT m odels failsby m any standard deviationsg? G rand
uni cation can im pose additional constraints through the uni cation of H iggs-ferm ion

Yukawa couplings ( ¢).There is som e evidence that , = Jeads to good low -energy
phenom enolbgy 2% and an mtriguing possibility that n the M SSM  (In the param eter
reginewheretan ' m=my) = = . m ay be phenom enologically viabke ! How -

ever, such uni cation constraints are G U T -m odel dependent, and do not address the



origin ofthe rst and second generation fem ion m asses and the CKM m ixing m atrix.
F inally, grand uni cation im poses constraints on the soft-supersym m etry-oreaking pa—
ram eters. For exam ple, gaugino m ass uni cation leads to the relations given in eq. ).
D jagonal squark and skpton soft-supersym m etry-breaking scalar m asses m ay also be
unied at the GUT scale (analogous to the uni cation of H iggs—ferm ion Yukawa cou-—
plings).

In order to fiirther reduce the num ber of independent soft-supersym m etry break—
Ing param eters (W ith orw thout grand uni cation), an additional sim plifying assum p—
tion is required. In the m InIn al supergraviy theory, the soft supersym m etry-oreaking
param eters are often taken to have the follow ing sim ple form . R eferring to the param e-
ter list given above eq. (1), the P Janck-scale values of the soft-supersym m etry-breaking
termm s depend on the ollow ng m Inin al set of param eters: (i) a universal gaugino m ass
mi—; (i) a universal diagonal scalar m ass param eter m o Wwhose consequences were
describbed at the beginning of this section]; (iii) a universal A param eter, Ay; and ()
three scalar H iggs m ass param eters| two comm on diagonal squared-m asses given by
JoF+ m% and an o -diagonal squared-m ass given by By ¢ Which de nesthe P Janck—
scale supersym m etry-breaking param eter By), where  is the P landk-scale value of
the -param eter. A s before, renom alization group evolution is used to com pute the
Jow —energy values of the supersym m etry-breaking param eters and determ ines the su-
persym m etric particle spectrum . M oreover, In this approadh, electroweak symm etry
breaking is lnduced radiatively if one of the H iggs diagonal squared-m asses is forced
negative by the evolution. This occurs in m odels w ith a large H iggstop quark Yukawa
coupling (ie. arge m). As a result, the two Higgs vacuum expectation values (or
equivalently, m ; and tan ) can be expressed as a function of the P lanck-scale super-
gravity param eters. T he sin plest procedures 224 isto remove , and B, in favor ofm ,
and tan (the sign of  isnot xed in thisprocess).In this cass, theM SSM spectrum
and its interactions are determ ned by m g, Aq,m 1, tan , and the sign of , (h addi-
tion to the param eters of the Standard M odel) . H ow ever, the m Inin al approach above
is probably too restrictive. T heoretical considerations suggest that the universality of
P lanck-scale soft-supersym m etry breaking param eters is not generic2$ In the absence
of a fundam ental theory of supersymm etry breaking, further progress w ill require a
detailed know ledge of the supersym m etric particle spectrum in order to detemm ine the
nature of the P landk-scale param eters.

4. Challenges for Supersym m etry Searches

T he veri cation of low-energy supersym m etry requires the discovery of the su—
persym m etric particles. O nce superpartners are discovered, it is necessary to test their
detailed properties to verify the supersym m etric nature of their interactions. Further-
m ore, one can explicitly test m any ofthe additionaltheoretical assum ptions of section 3
that were Introduoced to reduce the supersym m etric param eter freedom .

The search for supersym m etry at present and future colliders falls into two dis—
tinct classes. At colliders whose energies lie below supersym m etric particle production



threshold, indirect e ects of supersymm etry m ay be cbservabl. For exam ple, In the
H iggs sector, ifm 5o m 0, then the properties of h’ w ill be nearly indistinguishable
from the Higgs boson of the m inin al Standard M odel?} Sm all deviations from the
Standard M odel H iggs sector could signal the existence of additional H iggs states, as
expected in theM SSM .0 ne can also search fordeviations from Standard M odelpredic-
tions due to the e ects of virtual supersym m etric particle exchange. Such e ects could
be revealed In the m easurem ent of precision electroweak cbservables. In both cases,
one is ghting the decoupling lim it. That is, In the lm it that soft-supersymm etry—
breaking m asses (collectively denoted by M gysy ) becom e large, the M SSM below su—
persym m etric threshold precisely reproduces the predictions of the Standard M odel.
At colliders whose energies lie above supersym m etric particle production threshold,
the direct e ects of supersym m etric production and decay are detectable. In this case,
once superpartners are discovered, one must elicidate the details of the low-energy
supersym m etric theory.

TheM SSM (W ith orw ithout constraints in posed from the theory nearthe P lanck
scake) provides a fram ew ork that can be tested by precision electroweak data.T he level
of accuracy ofthem easured Z decay cbservables at LEP and SLC is su cient to test
the structure of the one-oop radiative corrections of the electroweak m odel;#2 and is
thus potentially sensitive to the virtual e ects of undiscovered particles. Combining
the m ost recent LEP and SLC_ electrow eak results?? w ith the recent top-quark m ass
m easuram ent at the Tevatron /2% a weak preference is undé?#? oora light H iggs boson
m ass of orderm 5 , which is consistent w ith the M SSM H iggsm ass upper bound noted
In section 2.M oreover, for Z decay observables, the e ects of virtual supersym m etric
partick exchange are suppressed by a factor ofm 2=M 2 ., , and therefore decouple in
the Im it of Jarge supersym m etric particle m asses. It follow s that for M SZUSY m; (n
practice, it is su cient to have all supersym m etric particle m asses above 200 G €V ) the
M SSM yields an equally good t to the precision electroweak data as com pared to the
Standard M odel t.On the other hand, there are a few tantalizing hints in the data
for deviations from Standard M odel predictions. Indeed, if Ry, Z ! o= @z !
hadrons) is con m ed to lie above its Standard M odel prediction due to the pressnce
of new physics, then a plausbl candidate for the new physics would be the M SSM
w ith som e light supersym m etric particles (e.g.a light chargino and top-squark and/or
a light CP-odd scalar, A°) close in mass to their present LEP bounds£9%? Such a
soenario would be tested by the search for supersym m etric particles at LEP 2 and the
Tevatron.

If Jow -energy supersymm etry exists, it should be discovered at either upgrades of
existing colliders or at the LHC 28¢2 D ue to itsm ass reach, the LHC is the de nitive
m achine for discovering or excluding low -energy supersymm etry. Table 1 summ arizes
the supersymm etry m ass discovery potential for hadron colliders. A variety of signa-—
tures are considered. M any of the supersym m etry searches rely on the m issing energy
signature as an indication of new physics beyond the Standard M odel. M ultiZdeptonic
signatures also play an In portant role In supersymm etry searches at hadron collid—
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Tabl 1. D iscovery reach of various options of future hadron colliders2? T he numbers are

subct to 15% ambiguity. A lso, the clean trilpton signals are sensitive to other m odel
param eters; representative ranges from Reffl are shown where j jis typically much larger
than the soft-breaking electrow eak gaugino m asses.For > 0, the leptonic decay of eg m ay

be strongly suppressed so that 3" signals m ay not be cbservable even if charginos are just

above the LEP bound.

Tevatron I Tevatron IT M ain Inector Tevatron D iTevatron LHC
Signal 001/ ' 01 ? 1 10/ 1! 161t 10/H 1!
18 Tev 18 Tev 2Tev 2Tev 4 Tev 14 Tev

F.a@ 9 g (150) g (210) g (270) g (340) g (450) g (1300)
YU @ 9 | g (160) g (210) g(270) §(320) g (1000)
all! 3'@ g) | g (150-180) g (150260) g (150430) ¢ (150-320)
E.@ 9 g (220) g (300) g (350) g (400) g (580) g (2000)
‘Y@ 9 | g (180-230) g (325) §(385-405) g (460) g (1000)
all! 3@ g) | g (240-290) g (425-440) g (550) g(550) > g(1000)
t ! ced | t; (80-100) t (120)
& ! be, |  (80-100) 1 (120)

®t) ! | | | | 1 (250)
A | ~(50) ~(50) ~(100) ~(250-300)

ers. (Such signals can also be exploited in the search for R parity-violating low -energy
supersymm etry.) A com prehensive analysis can be found in #?

Suppose that a signal is observed in one of the expected channels. Thiswould not
be a con m ation of low-energy supersym m etry, unlss there is con m ing evidence
from other expected signatures. T his presents a form idable challenge to experin enters
at the LHC . Can they prove that a set of signatures of new physics is low -energy su—
persymm etry? Can they extract param eters of the supersymm etric m odels w ith any
precision and test the details of the theory? T hese are questions that have only recently
attracted seriously study. It is in this context that a fuiture e e collider NLC) can
be nvaluable. If the lightest supersym m etric particles were produced at LEP 2 or the
NLC, precision m easuram ents could begin to m ap out in detail the param eter space
of the supersymm etric m odel. In particular, beam polarization at the NLC provides
an critical tool for studying the relation between chirality and the properties of super-
symm etric particles£2 O ne can then begh to dem onstrate that there is a correlation
between the kft and right-handed electrons and their skpton partners as expected
In supersym m etry. M oreover, the determm nation of superparticle m asses allow s one to
test theoretical assum ptions at various levels. For exam ple, the universality of slkepton
m asses can be tested at the 1% Jevel. M ore experim entally challenging is the test ofthe

11



G U T <elation am ong gaugino m asses feq. (4)].H owever, one can still test eq. (4) at the
few percent level by combining skepton and chargino signals, based on the m easured
m asses and polarization dependence of the cross sections. See’? for fiirther details.

M any theorists believe that the prospects for supersym m etry are excellent. N ever-
theless, the search for supersym m etry at future collidersm ay revealm any surprises and
raise new challenges for both theorists and experin entalists. If low -energy supersym —
m etry is discovered it w ill have a profound e ect on the developm ent of 21st century
theories of fiindam ental particles and their interactions.
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