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1. M otivation for Low -Energy Supersym m etry

TheStandard M odelofparticlephysicsprovidesan extrem ely successfuldescrip-
tion ofallparticle physics phenom ena accessible to present day accelerators.No un-
am biguousexperim entaldeviation from theStandard M odelhaveyetbeen con�rm ed.
However,theorists strongly believe that the success ofthe Standard M odelwillnot
persisttohigherenergy scales.Thisbeliefarisesfrom attem ptstoem bed theStandard
M odelin am orefundam entaltheory.W eknow thattheStandard M odelcannotbethe
ultim ate theory,valid to arbitrarily high energy scales.Even in the absence ofgrand
uni�cation ofstrong and electroweak forcesata very high energy scale,itisclearthat
theStandard M odelm ustbem odi�ed toincorporatethee�ectsofgravityatthePlanck
scale(M P ’ 1019 GeV).In thiscontext,itisam ystery why theratiom W =M P ’ 10� 17

isso sm all.Thisiscalled thehierarchy problem .1{3 M oreover,in theStandard M odel,
thescaleoftheelectroweak interactionsderivesfrom an elem entary scalar�eld which
acquiresavacuum expectation valueofv = 2m W =g= 246GeV.However,ifonecouples
a theory ofscalarparticlesto new physicsatsom e arbitrarily high scale �,radiative
correctionsto the scalarsquared-m assare ofO (�2),due to the quadratic divergence
in the scalar self-energy (which indicates quadratic sensitivity to the largest energy
scale,�,in thetheory).Thus,the\natural" m assforany scalarparticleis� (which is
presum ably equalto M P ).Ofcourse,in orderto havea successfulelectroweak theory,
the Higgsm assm ustbe oforderthe electroweak scale.The factthatthe Higgsm ass
m ustnotbeequaltoitsnaturalvalueofM P iscalled the\naturalness"problem .6 That
is,thebareHiggssquared-m assand thesquared-m assshiftarising from the radiative
correctionsareboth expected totakeon theirnaturalvaluesofO (M 2

P ).Toend up with
the physicalHiggssquared-m assofO (m 2

W ),which is34 ordersofm agnitude sm aller
than M 2

P ,requiresa m iraculouscancelation (or\�ne-tuning")am ong the param eters
ofthefundam entaltheory.

Itisinstructivetoconsiderthefollowinghistoricalprecedent.In the1920’s,quan-
tum m echanicsbecam ethesuccessfulstandard m odeloffundam entalphysics.But,this
theory also possessed a disturbing hierarchy problem :why ism e=M P ’ O (10� 22)? A
calculation ofthe electron self-energy using non-relativistic perturbation theory [see
Fig.1(a)]yieldsa m assshiftthatislinearly divergent.Thatis,the naturalvalue for
m e is the high energy scale �.This behavior is not surprising.After all,classically,
the self-energy ofan electron ofradiusr ise2=r which divergeslinearly as1=r ! 1 .
Thelineardivergencepersistsin therelativisticsingle-electron quantum theory.How is
thisnaturalnessproblem solved in quantum electrodynam ics? Thesolution isrem ark-
able.Invent a new sym m etry called charge conjugation invariance (C).Now,double
the known particle spectrum :for every particle,introduce a partner called an \an-
tiparticle".The C sym m etry guaranteesthatthe antiparticle hasthe sam e m assand
interaction strength asitspartner.Now,letusreconsidertheperturbation theory com -
putation ofthe electron self-energy.Now,there is a second diagram to consider [see
Fig.1(b)],in which e+ e�  iscreated from thevacuum ,thee+  annihilatestheincom -
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ing electron,while the e� justcreated continues to propagate.In old-fashioned tim e
ordered perturbation theory,both tim eorderingsm ustbeincluded asshown in Fig.1.
Dueto theC sym m etry,theleading lineardivergencecancelsbetween thetwo graphs,
leaving a logarithm ic divergence.The m ass shift ofthe electron is thus proportional
to e2m eln�.The naturalnessproblem issolved,since even for� = M P ,theradiative
correction totheelectron m assisofthesam eorderasm e.Ofcourse,antiparticleswere
notinvented to solve the naturalnessproblem ofthe single-electron quantum theory.
Nevertheless,thecancelation ofthelineardivergencein Dirac’stheory ofelectronsand
positrons,which wasdiscovered by W eisskopfin 1934,4 wasregarded asan im portant
advancein thedevelopm entofquantum electrodynam ics.5
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Figure1

To solve thenaturalnessproblem ofelectroweak theory,wem im ic thestepsjust
outlined.In thiscase,we\invent"anew sym m etry called supersym m etry,which trans-
form sferm ionsinto bosonsand viceversa.Next,wedoubletheparticlespectrum :for
each particle we introduce a superpartner which di�ers in spin by half a unit.As
in Dirac’s theory ofelectrons and positrons,the quadratic divergence ofthe scalar
squared-m assisexactly cancelled when thevirtualexchangeofsuperpartnersisadded
to the contributions ofthe Standard M odel.Thus in a supersym m etric theory,the
radiative correctionsto the m assesofboth ferm ionsand bosonsareatm ostlogarith-
m ically sensitive to the high energy scale �.Ofcourse,the historicalprecedent does
notprovidean exactanalogy.BecauseCPT sym m etry in quantum �eld theorym ustbe
exactly conserved,antiparticlesm ustbem ass-degenerate with theirparticlepartners.
In contrast,supersym m etry cannotbean exactsym m etry ofnature,sinceexperim ental
data im ply thatsupersym m etricparticlesarenotm assdegeneratewith theirpartners.
Nevertheless,ifthescale ofsupersym m etry breaking isoforder1 TeV orbelow,then
thenaturalnessproblem oftheStandard M odelwould beresolved.In such theoriesof
\low-energy" supersym m etry,thesupersym m etry breaking scaleistied to thescaleof
electroweak sym m etry breaking.1{3
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In addition to providing a potentialsolution ofthe naturalness problem ofthe
Standard M odel,supersym m etry provides an attractive theoreticalfram ework that
m ay perm it the consistent uni�cation ofparticle physics and gravity.7{9 It therefore
deservesseriousconsideration asa theory offundam entalparticleinteractions.

2. T he M inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel(M SSM )

Them inim alsupersym m etricextension oftheStandard M odel(M SSM )consists
oftakingtheStandardM odelandaddingthecorrespondingsupersym m etricpartners.10

In addition,theM SSM containstwo hyperchargeY = � 1 Higgsdoublets,which isthe
m inim alstructure forthe Higgssector ofan anom aly-free supersym m etric extension
ofthe Standard M odel.The supersym m etric structure ofthe theory also requires(at
least)twoHiggsdoubletstogeneratem assforboth \up"-typeand \down"-typequarks
(and charged leptons).11,12 Allrenorm alizable supersym m etric interactionsconsistent
with (global) B � L conservation (B =baryon num ber and L =lepton num ber) are
included.Finally,them ostgeneralsoft-supersym m etry-breaking term sareadded.13 If
supersym m etry isrelevantforexplainingthescaleofelectroweak interactions,then the
m ass param eters associated with the soft-supersym m etry-breaking term s m ust be of
order1 TeV orbelow.14 Som eboundson theseparam etersexistdueto theabsenceof
supersym m etricparticleproduction atcurrentaccelerators;see15 foracom pletelisting
ofsupersym m etric particle m ass lim its.Additionalconstraints arise from lim its on
thecontributionsofvirtualsupersym m etricparticleexchangeto a variety ofStandard
M odelprocesses.16 Theim pactofprecision electroweak m easurem entsatLEP and SLC
on theM SSM param eterspaceisdiscussed briey in section 4.

Asa consequence ofB � L invariance,the M SSM possessesa discrete R-parity
invariance,whereR = (� 1)3(B{L)+ 2S fora particleofspin S.17 Notethatthisform ula
im plies that allthe ordinary Standard M odelparticles 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 crucialim pact on supersym m etric
phenom enology.For exam ple, starting from an initialstate involving ordinary (R-
even) particles,it follows that supersym m etric particles m ust be produced in pairs.
In general,these particles are highly unstable and decay quickly into lighter states.
However,R-parity invariance also im plies that the lightest supersym m etric particle
(LSP) is absolutely stable,and m ust eventually be produced at the end ofa decay
chain initiated by the decay ofa heavy unstable supersym m etric particle.In orderto
be consistent with cosm ologicalconstraints,the LSP is alm ost certainly electrically
and colorneutral.18 Consequently,the LSP isweakly-interacting in ordinary m atter,
i.e.it behaves like a heavy stable neutrino and willescape detectors without being
directly observed.Thus,thecanonicalsignatureforR-parity conserving supersym m et-
ric theoriesism issing (transverse)energy,due to the escape ofthe LSP.Som e m odel
buildersattem ptto relax theassum ption ofR-parity conservation.M odelsofthetype
m ust break B � L and are therefore strongly constrained by experim ent.19 In such
m odels,theLSP isunstableand supersym m etricparticlescan besingly produced and
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destroyed in association with B orL violation.Thesefeatureslead toaphenom enology
ofbroken-R-parity m odelsthatisvery di�erentfrom thatoftheM SSM .

The param eters ofthe M SSM are conveniently described by considering sepa-
rately the supersym m etry-conserving sector and the supersym m etry-breaking sector.
Supersym m etry breaking is accom plished by including the m ost generalset ofsoft-
supersym m etry breaking term s;these term sparam etrize ourignorance ofthe funda-
m entalm echanism ofsupersym m etry breaking.A carefuldiscussion oftheconventions
used in de�ningtheM SSM param eterscan befound in.20 Am ongtheparam etersofthe
supersym m etry conserving sector are:(i) gauge couplings:gs,g,and g0,correspond-
ing to the Standard M odelgauge group SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1) respectively;(ii) Higgs
Yukawa couplings:�e,�u,and �d (which are3� 3 m atricesin avorspace);and (iii)a
supersym m etry-conserving Higgsm assparam eter�.Thesupersym m etry-breaking sec-
torcontainsthefollowing setofparam eters:(i)gaugino M ajorana m assesM 3,M 2 and
M 1 associated with the SU(3),SU(2),and U(1) subgroups ofthe Standard M odel;
(ii)scalarm assm atricesforthesquarksand sleptons;(iii)Higgs-squark-squark trilin-
earinteraction term s(theso-called \A-param eters")andcorrespondingterm sinvolving
the sleptons;and (iv)three scalarHiggsm assparam eters| two diagonaland one o�-
diagonalm ass term s for the two Higgs doublets.These three m ass param eters can
be re-expressed in term softhe two Higgsvacuum expectation values,v1 and v2,and
one physicalHiggsm ass.Here,v1 (v2)isthe vacuum expectation value ofthe Higgs
�eld which couplesexclusively to down-type (up-type)quarksand leptons.Note that
v21 + v22 = (246 GeV)2 is�xed by theW m ass,whiletheratio

tan� = v2=v1 (1)

isa freeparam eterofthem odel.
The supersym m etric constraintsim ply thattheM SSM Higgssectorisautom at-

ically CP-conserving (at tree-level).Thus,tan� is a realparam eter (conventionally
chosen to bepositive),and thephysicalneutralHiggsscalarsareCP-eigenstates.Nev-
ertheless,the M SSM doescontain a num berofpossible new sourcesofCP violation.
For exam ple,gaugino m ass param eters,the A-param eters,and � m ay be com plex.
Som ecom bination ofthesecom plex phasesm ustbelessthan oforder10� 2{10� 3 (fora
supersym m etry-breaking scaleof100GeV)toavoid generatingelectricdipolem om ents
forthe neutron,electron,and atom sin conictwith observed data.21 However,these
com plex phaseshavelittleim pacton thedirectsearchesforsupersym m etricparticles,
and areusually ignored in experim entalanalyses.

Before describing the supersym m etric particle sector,let us consider the Higgs
sectoroftheM SSM .22 Thereare�vephysicalHiggsparticlesin thism odel:a charged
Higgs pair (H � ),two CP-even neutralHiggs bosons (denoted by h0 and H 0 where
m h0 � mH 0)and one CP-odd neutralHiggsboson (A 0).The propertiesofthe Higgs
sector are determ ined by the Higgs potentialwhich is m ade up ofquadratic term s
[whosesquared-m asscoe�cientswerem entioned aboveeq.(1)]and quarticinteraction
term s.Thestrengthsoftheinteraction term saredirectlyrelated tothegaugecouplings
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by supersym m etry.Asaresult,tan� [de�ned in eq.(1)]and oneHiggsm assdeterm ine:
the Higgsspectrum ,an angle� [which indicatestheam ountofm ixing oftheoriginal
Y = � 1 Higgs doublet states in the physicalCP-even scalars],and the Higgs boson
couplings.W hen one-loop radiativecorrectionsareincorporated,additionalparam eters
ofthe supersym m etric m odelentervia virtualloops.The im pactofthese corrections
can be signi�cant.23,24 Forexam ple,attree-level,the M SSM predictsm h0 � mZ.11,12

Iftrue,this would im ply that experim ents to be perform ed at LEP-2 operating at
itsm axim um energy and lum inosity would rule outthe M SSM ifh0 were notfound.
However,this Higgs m ass bound can be violated when the radiative corrections are
incorporated.Forexam ple,in,23 thefollowing approxim ateupperbound wasobtained
for m h0 (assum ing m A 0 > m Z) in the lim it ofm Z � m t � M et [where top-squark
(etL{etR)m ixing isneglected]

m
2

h0
<
� m

2

Z +
3g2m 4

Z

16�2m 2
W

( "
2m 4

t � m2tm
2
Z

m 4
Z

#

ln

 
M 2

et

m 2
t

!

+
m 2

t

3m 2
Z

)

: (2)

M ore re�ned com putations25 (which include the e�ects oftop-squark m ixing atone-
loop,renorm alizationgroupim provem ent,andtheleadingtwo-loopcontributions)yield
m h0

<
� 125 GeV form t = 175 GeV and a top-squark m assofM et = 1 TeV.Clearly,the

radiative corrections to the Higgsm asses have a signi�cantim pacton the search for
theM SSM HiggsbosonsatLEP.26

Consider next the supersym m etric particle sector ofthe M SSM .The gluino is
the color octet M ajorana ferm ion partner ofthe gluon with m ass M eg = jM 3j.The
supersym m etricpartnersoftheelectroweak gaugeand Higgsbosons(thegauginosand
higgsinos) can m ix.As a result,the physicalm ass eigenstates are m odel-dependent
linearcom binationsofthesestates,called charginosandneutralinos,which areobtained
by diagonalizing thecorresponding m assm atrices.Thechargino m assm atrix depends
on M 2,�,tan� and m W .27 The corresponding chargino m asseigenstatesare denoted
by e�

+

1 and e�
+

2 ,with m asses

M
2

e�+
1
;e�+

2

= 1

2

(

j�j
2 + jM 2j

2 + 2m 2

W �

"
�

j�j
2 + jM 2j

2 + 2m 2

W

�2

� 4j�j2jM 2j
2
� 4m4W sin22� + 8m 2

W sin2� Re(�M 2)

#1=2)

; (3)

wherethestatesareordered such thatM e�+
1

� Me�+
2

.IfCP-violating e�ectsareignored
(in which case,M 2 and � arerealparam eters),then onecan chooseaconvention where
tan� and M 2 are positive.(Note that the relative sign ofM 2 and � is m eaningful.
Thesign of� isconvention-dependent;thereaderiswarned thatboth sign conventions
appearin the literature.)The sign convention for� im plicitin eq.(3)isused by the
LEP collaborations28 in theirplotsofexclusion contoursin theM 2 vs.� planederived
from thenon-observation ofZ ! e�

+

1
e�
�

1 .The4� 4 neutralino m assm atrix dependson
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M 1,M 2,�,tan�,m Z,and theweak m ixing angle�W .27 Thecorresponding neutralino
eigenstatesare usually denoted by e�0i (i= 1;:::4),according to the convention that
M e�0

1

� Me�0
2

� Me�0
3

� Me�0
4

.Typically, e�01 istheLSP.
Itiscom m on practice in theliterature to reduce the supersym m etric param eter

freedom by requiring thatallthreegaugino m assparam etersareequalatsom egrand
uni�cation scale.Then,attheelectroweak scale,thegaugino m assparam eterscan be
expressed in term sofoneofthem (say,M 2)and thegaugecoupling constants:

M 3 = (g2s=g
2)M 2 ; M 1 = (5g02=3g2)M 2 : (4)

Having m ade thisassum ption,the chargino and neutralino m assesand m ixing angles
depend only on three unknown param eters:the gluino m ass,�,and tan�.However,
the assum ption ofgaugino m assuni�cation could prove false and m usteventually be
tested experim entally.

The supersym m etric partners ofthe quarks and leptons are spin-zero bosons:
the squarks,charged sleptons,and sneutrinos.For a given ferm ion f,there are two
supersym m etricpartners efL and efR which arescalarpartnersofthecorresponding left
and right-handed ferm ion.(There is no e�R .)However,in general, efL and efR are not
m ass-eigenstates since there is efL-efR m ixing which isproportionalin strength to the
corresponding elem entofthescalarsquared-m assm atrix29:

M
2

LR =
�
m d(A d � � tan�); for\down"-typef
m u(A u � � cot�); for\up"-typef,

(5)

where m d (m u)is the m ass ofthe appropriate \down" (\up") type quark orlepton.
Here,A d and A u are (unknown) soft-supersym m etry-breaking A{param eters and �

and tan� havebeen de�ned earlier.ThesignsoftheA param etersarealsoconvention-
dependent;see.20 Due to the appearance ofthe ferm ion m assin eq.(5),one expects
M LR tobesm allcom pared tothediagonalsquarkand slepton m asses,with thepossible
exception ofthetop-squark,sincem t islarge,and thebottom -squark and tau-slepton
iftan� � 1.The(diagonal)L and R-typesquark and slepton m assesaregiven by8

M
2

euL
= M

2

eQ
+ m

2

u + m
2

Z cos2�(
1

2
� 2

3
sin2�W ) (6)

M
2

euR
= M

2

eU
+ m

2

u +
2

3
m

2

Z cos2� sin
2
�W (7)

M
2

edL
= M

2

eQ
+ m

2

d � m
2

Z cos2�(
1

2
� 1

3
sin2�W ) (8)

M
2

edR
= M

2

eD
+ m

2

d �
1

3
m

2

Z cos2� sin
2
�W (9)

M
2

e�
= M

2

eL
+ 1

2
m

2

Z cos2� (10)

M
2

eeL
= M

2

eL
+ m

2

e � m
2

Z cos2�(
1

2
� sin2�W ) (11)

M
2

eeR
= M

2

eE
+ m

2

e � m
2

Z cos2� sin
2
�W : (12)

The soft-supersym m etry-breaking param eters:M eQ
,M eU

,M eD
,M eL

,and M eE
are un-

known param eters.In the equations above,the notation of�rst generation ferm ions
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has been used and generationalindices have been suppressed.Furthercom plications
such asintergenerationalm ixingarepossible,although therearesom econstraintsfrom
thenonobservation ofavor-changing neutralcurrents(FCNC).30

3. R educing the Supersym m etric Param eter Freedom

One way to guarantee the absence ofsigni�cant FCNC’s m ediated by virtual
supersym m etric particle exchange is to posit that the diagonalsoft-supersym m etry-
breaking scalarsquared-m assesareuniversalin avorspaceatsom eenergy scale(nor-
m ally taken to beatornearthePlanck scale).2,31,32 Renorm alization group evolution
isused to determ inethelow-energy valuesforthescalarm assparam eterslisted above.
This assum ption substantially reduces the M SSM param eter freedom .For exam ple,
supersym m etric grand uni�ed m odelswith universalscalarm assesatthePlanck scale
typically give33 M eL

� M eE
< M eQ

� M eU � M eD
with thesquark m assessom ewhere be-

tween a factorof1{3 largerthan the slepton m asses(neglecting generationaldistinc-
tions).M orespeci�cally,the�rsttwo generationsarethoughtto benearly degenerate
in m ass,whileM eQ 3

and M eU3

aretypicallyreduced byafactorof1{3from theothersoft-
supersym m etry-breaking m asses because ofrenorm alization e�ects due to the heavy
top quark m ass.Asa result,fouravorsofsquarks(with two squark eigenstatesper
avor)and ebR willbe nearly m ass-degenerate and som ewhatheavierthan six avors
ofnearly m ass-degenerate sleptons(with two peravorforthe charged sleptonsand
one peravorforthe sneutrinos).On the otherhand,the ebL m assand the diagonal
etL and etR m assesare reduced com pared to the com m on squark m assofthe �rsttwo
generations.In addition,third generation squark m asses and tau-slepton m asses are
sensitive to thestrength oftherespective efL{efR m ixing asdiscussed below eq.(5).

Two additionaltheoreticalfram eworks are often introduced to reduce further
theM SSM param eterfreedom .7,8,33,34 The�rstinvolvesgrand uni�ed theories(GUTs)
and the deserthypothesis(i.e.no new physics between the TeV-scale and the GUT-
scale).Perhaps one ofthe m ost com pelling hints for low-energy supersym m etry is
the uni�cation of SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1) gauge couplings predicted by supersym m et-
ric GUT m odels2,35 (with the supersym m etry breaking scale oforder 1 TeV or be-
low). The uni�cation, which takes place at an energy scale of order 1016 GeV,is
quite robust (and depends weakly on the details ofthe GUT-scale theory).For ex-
am ple,a recent analysis36 �nds that supersym m etric GUT uni�cation im plies that
�s(m Z) = 0:129� 0:010,not including threshold corrections due to GUT-scale par-
ticles(which could dim inish the value of�s(m Z)).Thisresultiscom patible with the
world averageof�s(m Z)= 0:117� 0:005.15 Incontrast,gaugecouplinguni�cationinthe
sim plestnonsupersym m etric GUT m odelsfailsby m any standard deviations.37 Grand
uni�cation can im poseadditionalconstraintsthrough theuni�cation ofHiggs-ferm ion
Yukawa couplings(�f).Thereissom eevidence that�b = �� leadsto good low-energy
phenom enology,38 and an intriguing possibility thatin the M SSM (in the param eter
regim ewheretan� ’ m t=m b)�b = �� = �t m ay bephenom enologically viable.39 How-
ever,such uni�cation constraintsare GUT-m odeldependent,and do notaddressthe
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origin ofthe�rstand second generation ferm ion m assesand theCKM m ixing m atrix.
Finally,grand uni�cation im posesconstraintson thesoft-supersym m etry-breaking pa-
ram eters.Forexam ple,gaugino m assuni�cation leadsto therelationsgiven in eq.(4).
Diagonalsquark and slepton soft-supersym m etry-breaking scalarm assesm ay also be
uni�ed atthe GUT scale (analogousto the uni�cation ofHiggs-ferm ion Yukawa cou-
plings).

In ordertofurtherreducethenum berofindependentsoft-supersym m etry break-
ing param eters(with orwithoutgrand uni�cation),an additionalsim plifying assum p-
tion isrequired.In them inim alsupergravity theory,thesoftsupersym m etry-breaking
param etersareoften taken tohavethefollowingsim pleform .Referringtotheparam e-
terlistgiven aboveeq.(1),thePlanck-scalevaluesofthesoft-supersym m etry-breaking
term sdepend on thefollowing m inim alsetofparam eters:(i)a universalgaugino m ass
m 1=2;(ii) a universaldiagonalscalar m ass param eter m 0 [whose consequences were
described atthe beginning ofthissection];(iii)a universalA-param eter,A 0;and (iv)
three scalarHiggsm assparam eters| two com m on diagonalsquared-m asses given by
j�0j

2 + m 2
0 and an o�-diagonalsquared-m assgiven by B 0�0 (which de�nesthePlanck-

scale supersym m etry-breaking param eter B 0),where �0 is the Planck-scale value of
the �-param eter.As before,renorm alization group evolution is used to com pute the
low-energy valuesofthe supersym m etry-breaking param etersand determ inesthe su-
persym m etric particle spectrum .M oreover,in this approach,electroweak sym m etry
breaking isinduced radiatively ifone ofthe Higgsdiagonalsquared-m asses isforced
negativeby theevolution.Thisoccursin m odelswith a largeHiggs-top quark Yukawa
coupling (i.e.large m t).As a result,the two Higgs vacuum expectation values (or
equivalently,m Z and tan�)can beexpressed asa function ofthePlanck-scale super-
gravity param eters.Thesim plestprocedure33,34 isto rem ove�0 and B 0 in favorofm Z

and tan� (thesign of�0 isnot�xed in thisprocess).In thiscase,theM SSM spectrum
and itsinteractionsaredeterm ined by m 0,A 0,m 1=2,tan�,and thesign of�0 (in addi-
tion to theparam etersoftheStandard M odel).However,them inim alapproach above
isprobably too restrictive.Theoreticalconsiderationssuggestthatthe universality of
Planck-scale soft-supersym m etry breaking param etersisnotgeneric.40 In theabsence
ofa fundam entaltheory ofsupersym m etry breaking,further progress willrequire a
detailed knowledgeofthesupersym m etricparticlespectrum in orderto determ inethe
natureofthePlanck-scale param eters.

4. C hallenges for Supersym m etry Searches

The veri�cation oflow-energy supersym m etry requires the discovery ofthe su-
persym m etricparticles.Oncesuperpartnersarediscovered,itisnecessary to testtheir
detailed propertiesto verify thesupersym m etric natureoftheirinteractions.Further-
m ore,onecan explicitlytestm anyoftheadditionaltheoreticalassum ptionsofsection 3
thatwereintroduced to reducethesupersym m etric param eterfreedom .

The search forsupersym m etry atpresentand future collidersfallsinto two dis-
tinctclasses.Atcolliderswhoseenergiesliebelow supersym m etricparticleproduction
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threshold,indirect e�ects ofsupersym m etry m ay be observable.Forexam ple,in the
Higgssector,ifm A 0 � m h0,then thepropertiesofh0 willbe nearly indistinguishable
from the Higgs boson ofthe m inim alStandard M odel.41 Sm alldeviations from the
Standard M odelHiggssectorcould signalthe existence ofadditionalHiggsstates,as
expected in theM SSM .Onecan alsosearch fordeviationsfrom Standard M odelpredic-
tionsdueto thee�ectsofvirtualsupersym m etricparticleexchange.Such e�ectscould
be revealed in the m easurem ent ofprecision electroweak observables.In both cases,
one is �ghting the decoupling lim it.That is,in the lim it that soft-supersym m etry-
breaking m asses(collectively denoted by M SU SY )becom e large,the M SSM below su-
persym m etric threshold precisely reproduces the predictions ofthe Standard M odel.
At colliders whose energies lie above supersym m etric particle production threshold,
thedirecte�ectsofsupersym m etricproduction and decay aredetectable.In thiscase,
once superpartners are discovered,one m ust elucidate the details ofthe low-energy
supersym m etric theory.

TheM SSM (with orwithoutconstraintsim posed from thetheorynearthePlanck
scale)providesafram ework thatcan betested by precision electroweak data.Thelevel
ofaccuracy ofthem easured Z decay observablesatLEP and SLC issu�cientto test
the structure ofthe one-loop radiative correctionsofthe electroweak m odel,42 and is
thus potentially sensitive to the virtuale�ects ofundiscovered particles.Com bining
the m ost recent LEP and SLC electroweak results43 with the recent top-quark m ass
m easurem entattheTevatron,44 a weak preferenceisfound43,45 fora lightHiggsboson
m assoforderm Z,which isconsistentwith theM SSM Higgsm assupperbound noted
in section 2.M oreover,forZ decay observables,the e�ectsofvirtualsupersym m etric
particle exchange aresuppressed by a factorofm 2

Z=M
2
SU SY ,and therefore decouple in

thelim itoflargesupersym m etricparticlem asses.ItfollowsthatforM 2
SU SY � m Z (in

practice,itissu�cienttohaveallsupersym m etricparticlem assesabove200GeV)the
M SSM yieldsan equally good �tto theprecision electroweak data ascom pared to the
Standard M odel�t.On the otherhand,there are a few tantalizing hintsin the data
fordeviations from Standard M odelpredictions.Indeed,ifR b � �(Z ! b�b)=�(Z !

hadrons)iscon�rm ed to lie above itsStandard M odelprediction due to the presence
ofnew physics,then a plausible candidate forthe new physics would be the M SSM
with som elightsupersym m etric particles(e.g.a lightchargino and top-squark and/or
a light CP-odd scalar,A 0) close in m ass to their present LEP bounds.46,47 Such a
scenario would betested by thesearch forsupersym m etric particlesatLEP-2 and the
Tevatron.

Iflow-energy supersym m etry exists,itshould bediscovered ateitherupgradesof
existing collidersoratthe LHC.48,49 Due to itsm assreach,the LHC isthe de�nitive
m achine fordiscovering orexcluding low-energy supersym m etry.Table 1 sum m arizes
the supersym m etry m assdiscovery potentialforhadron colliders.A variety ofsigna-
turesareconsidered.M any ofthesupersym m etry searchesrely on them issing energy
signature asan indication ofnew physicsbeyond the Standard M odel.M ulti-leptonic
signatures also play an im portant role in supersym m etry searches at hadron collid-
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Table 1.Discovery reach ofvarious options offuture hadron colliders.50 The num bers are
subject to � 15% am biguity.Also,the clean trilepton signals are sensitive to other m odel
param eters;representative ranges from Ref.51 are shown where j�jis typically m uch larger
than the soft-breaking electroweak gaugino m asses.For� > 0,the leptonic decay ofe�02 m ay
be strongly suppressed so that 3‘ signals m ay not be observable even ifcharginos are just
above theLEP bound.

Tevatron I Tevatron II M ain Injector Tevatron� DiTevatron LHC

Signal 0.01 fb� 1 0.1 fb� 1 1 fb� 1 10 fb� 1 1 fb� 1 10 fb� 1

1.8 TeV 1.8 TeV 2 TeV 2 TeV 4 TeV 14 TeV

E/
T
(~q� ~g) ~g(150) ~g(210) ~g(270) ~g(340) ~g(450) ~g(1300)

‘� ‘� (~q� ~g) | ~g(160) ~g(210) ~g(270) ~g(320) ~g(1000)

all! 3‘(~q� ~g) | ~g(150-180) ~g(150-260) ~g(150-430) ~g(150-320)

E/
T
(~q� ~g) ~g(220) ~g(300) ~g(350) ~g(400) ~g(580) ~g(2000)

‘� ‘� (~q� ~g) | ~g(180-230) ~g(325) ~g(385-405) ~g(460) ~g(1000)

all! 3‘(~q� ~g) | ~g(240-290) ~g(425-440) ~g(550) ~g(550) >
� ~g(1000)

~t1 ! ce�01 | ~t1(80-100) ~t1(120)

~t1 ! be�
�

1 | ~t1(80-100) ~t1(120)

� (~t1~t�1)!  | | | | | ~t1(250)

~‘~‘� | ~‘(50) ~‘(50) ~‘(100) ~‘(250-300)

ers.(Such signalscan also beexploited in thesearch forR-parity-violating low-energy
supersym m etry.)A com prehensive analysiscan befound in.49

Supposethatasignalisobserved in oneoftheexpected channels.Thiswould not
be a con�rm ation oflow-energy supersym m etry,unless there is con�rm ing evidence
from otherexpected signatures.Thispresentsa form idablechallengeto experim enters
atthe LHC.Can they prove thata setofsignaturesofnew physicsislow-energy su-
persym m etry? Can they extract param eters ofthe supersym m etric m odels with any
precision and testthedetailsofthetheory?Thesearequestionsthathaveonly recently
attracted seriously study.Itisin thiscontextthata future e+ e� collider(NLC)can
beinvaluable.Ifthelightestsupersym m etric particleswereproduced atLEP-2 orthe
NLC,precision m easurem ents could begin to m ap outin detailthe param eter space
ofthe supersym m etric m odel.In particular,beam polarization at the NLC provides
an criticaltoolforstudying therelation between chirality and thepropertiesofsuper-
sym m etric particles.52 One can then begin to dem onstrate thatthere isa correlation
between the left and right-handed electrons and their slepton partners as expected
in supersym m etry.M oreover,the determ ination ofsuperparticle m assesallowsone to
testtheoreticalassum ptionsatvariouslevels.Forexam ple,theuniversality ofslepton
m assescan betested atthe1% level.M oreexperim entally challengingisthetestofthe
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GUT-relation am onggauginom asses[eq.(4)].However,onecan stilltesteq.(4)atthe
few percent levelby com bining slepton and chargino signals,based on the m easured
m assesand polarization dependence ofthecrosssections.See49 forfurtherdetails.

M anytheoristsbelievethattheprospectsforsupersym m etry areexcellent.Never-
theless,thesearch forsupersym m etry atfuturecollidersm ayrevealm anysurprisesand
raise new challengesforboth theoristsand experim entalists.Iflow-energy supersym -
m etry isdiscovered itwillhave a profound e�ecton the developm entof21stcentury
theoriesoffundam entalparticlesand theirinteractions.
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