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B eyond the Standard M odel

Although theStandard M odel(SM )isin perfectagreem entwith (alm ost)allexperim ental

data,theorists are not content with it and believe that som ething m ust lie beyond it. It is

com m on to categorize the open problem s left by the SM into the problem of uni�cation,

which m otivatesthe search fora sim ple gauge theory thatcontainsallthe gauge forces,the

problem of 
avour,nam ely why are there so m any di�erent types ofquarks and leptons,

and what explains their weak m ixing and CP violation,and the problem of m ass. This

includes not only the question ofthe origin ofthe particle m asses,to which the SM answer

isan elem entary Higgsboson,butalso why allthe SM particle m assesare so sm all,to which

onepossibleanswerm ay beprovided by supersym m etry,asweshalldiscussin therestofthis

talk.Allthese problem sshould beresolved in a Theory OfEverything (TOE)which includes

gravity and reconcilesitwith quantum m echanics.Such atheory should also explain theorigin

ofspacetim e,why welivein fourdim ensionsand m any otherfundam entalproblem sofparticle

physicsand cosm ology.Theonly candidate we have forsuch a TOE isthesuperstring,which

willalso bediscussed attheend ofthistalk.

1. M otivations for Supersym m etry

Supersym m etry1 is a beautifultheory,but the m otivations for it to appear at accessible

energiesarerelated totheproblem ofm assm entioned above,nam ely theorigin ofthehierarchy

ofm ass scales in physics,and its naturalness in the presence ofradiative corrections2. The

question why m W is m uch less than m Planck or m G U T can be rephrased as a question: W hy

is G F � G N ,oreven why the Coulom b potentialinside an atom is m uch strongerthan the

Newtonian potential:

e2

r
<
� G N �

m 2

r
(1)

This hierarchy is valuable to radiative corrections. W e say that a theory is naturalifthe

radiativecorrectionsarenotm uch largerthan thephysicalvaluesofobservablequantities.For

exam ple,theleading one-loop correction to a ferm ion m asstakestheform

�mf = 0

�
�

�

�

m f ln

 

�

m f

!

(2)

which isnotm uch largerthan m f forany reasonablecut-o� � <
� m P .

Naturalnessis,however,aproblem foran elem entary Higgsboson,which in theelectroweak

sectoroftheSM m usthavea m ass

m H = 0

�r
�

�

�0� 1

� mW (3)

Theone-loop diagram sshown in Fig.1 lead to \large" radiativecorrectionsoftheform

�m
2
H ’ g

2
f;W ;H

Z � d4k

(2�)4

1

k2
= 0

�
�

�

�

�2 (4)
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Fig.1.Q uadratically-divergentone-loop diagram scontributing to m 2

H
,m 2

W
.

These are m uch largerthan the physicalvalue m 2
H ifthe cut-o� �,representing the scale at

which new physicsappears,isoforderm P orm G U T.

Supersym m etry solves the naturalness problem ofan elem entary Higgs boson2 by virtue

ofthe factthatithasno quadratic divergencesand fewerlogarithm ic divergences3 than non-

supersym m etrictheories.Theferm ion and boson diagram sshown in Fig.1haveoppositesigns,

so thattheirnetresultis

�m
2
W ;H ’ �

 

g2F

4�2

!

(�2 + m
2
F )+

 

g2B

4�2

!

(�2 + m
2
B ): (5)

Theleadingdivergencescanceliftherearethesam enum bersofbosonsandferm ions,andifthey

havethesam ecouplingsgF = gB ,asin a supersym m etric theory.Theresidualcontribution is

sm allifsupersym m etry isapproxim ately valid,i.e.,ifm B ’ m F :

�m
2
W ;H ’ 0

�
�

�

� �
�
�m

2
B � m

2
F

�
�
� (6)

which isno largerthan m 2
W ;H if

�
�
�m

2
B � m

2
F

�
�
�<� 1 TeV 2 (7)

Thispropertyprovidesthe�rstm otivationforsupersym m etryatlow energies.However,itm ust

beem phasized thatthisisaqualitativeargum entwhich should beregarded asam atteroftaste.

After all,m athem atically an unnaturaltheory is stillrenorm alizable,even ifit requires �ne

tuning ofparam etersto obtain the correctphysicalvalues. A second supersym m etric m iracle

istheabsenceofm any logarithm icdivergences:form any Yukawa couplingsand quarticterm s

in thee�ective potential3,

�� / � (8)

which vanishesiftherarecoupling � = 0.Thism eansthatcouplingsbetween lightand heavy

Higgses,which could devastatethehierarchy4,willnotappearvia quantum correctionsifthey

are absent at the tree level. The com bination ofEqs. (5)and (8)m eans thatifm W � mP

at the tree level,it stays sm allin allorders ofperturbation theory,solving the naturalness

problem and providing a contextforattacking thehierarchy problem .

obtained to weigh soft
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The m inim alsupersym m etric extension ofthe Standard M odel(M SSM )5 ischaracterized

by gauge interactionswhich are the sam e asthose in the Standard M odel(SM ),and Yukawa

interactions obtained from a cubic superpotentialwhich is an analytic function ofthe left-

handed �elds

W =
X

L;E c

�L LE
c
H 1 +

X

Q ;U c

�U QU
c
H 2 +

X

Q ;D c

�D QD
c
H 1 + �H 1H 2 (9)

The �rst three term s give m asses to the charged leptons,charge-2/3 quarks and charge-1/3

quarksrespectively. Two Higgsdoubletsare needed in orderto preserve the analyticity ofW

and to canceltriangleanom alies.Thisim pliesthe introduction ofthefourth term in Eq.(9),

which couplesthe Higgssuperm ultiplets. The quartic partofthe e�ective scalarpotentialis

determ ined by the gauge and Yukawa interactions,which leads to the relations between the

physicalHiggsboson m assesto bediscussed later.

In addition totheabovesupersym m etricpartsofthee�ectiveaction,supersym m etry break-

ing isnecessary to obtain m 2
F 6= m 2

B ,which isusually param etrized by softm assparam eters

forscalarsm 0i and gauginosM 1=2a,aswellassofttrilinearand bilinearcoe�cients A ijk and

B ij. In m uch the sam e way as gauge couplings in conventionalGUTs,these are subject to

renorm alization:

M 1=2a / �a ; ~M 2
0i
� M

2
0i
+ CiaM

2
1=2a

+ D iM
2
Z (10)

where the coe�cientsC ia and D i are calculable
6.Itisoften assum ed thatthe softsupersym -

m etry breaking param eters are universalat som e high renorm alization scale Q = M G U T or

M P :

M 1=2ajQ = M 1=2 ; M
2
0i
= M

2
0 (11)

This assum ption protects the low-energy theory against 
avour-changing neutralcurrents

(FCNC)7,butitisnotnecessarily true.Forexam ple,therecould benon-trivialrenorm alization

atscalesM G U T
<
� Q <

� M P ,so that:

(M 2
0)5

6= (M 2
0)10 (12)

in a context ofan SU(5) GUT8,and/or di�erences m ay em erge when the GUT degrees of

freedom areintegrated out,and/ortheinputparam etersm ay notbeuniversalatQ = M P
9:

M
2
O i
= fi (m oduli) (13)

where\m oduli"isafancy term forvacuum expectation valuesin astringtheory.Som esuch vi-

olationsofuniversality m ay beconsistentwith theFCNC constraints10,particularly forheavier

generations.

Ifoneneverthelessassum esuniversality,di�erentexperim entalconstraintscan becom bined

to com pilethephysicsreach,both presentand future,asin the(m 0;M 1=2)planeshown in Fig.

2,orthe (�;M 1=2)plane shown in Fig. 3 11. In each case,the diagonally-shaded regionsare

thoseexcluded by presentexperim entalconstraints.Also shown in Fig.2 areregionsexcluded

by theoreticalconsiderations.Both �guresshow them asscontoursforsparticlesthatcould be

studied with futureacceleratorssuch asLEP2 ortheLHC.
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Fig.2. Presentexperim ental(shaded)and theoretical(bricked)constraintsin the(m 0;m 1=2)plane,

assum ing universalsupersym m etry breaking11.

In addition to the search for supersym m etric particles, a prom ising avenue for probing

supersym m etryisthesearch forsupersym m etricHiggsbosons.Thetwocom plexHiggsdoublets

required in the M SSM contain eightrealdegreesoffreedom ,ofwhich three are eaten by the

W � and theZ 0 to givethem theirm asses,leaving �vephysicalHiggsbosonsto bediscovered.

Three ofthese (h;H ;A) are neutraland two (H � ) are charged. At the tree level,alltheir

m assesand couplingsare speci�ed in term softwo param eters,which m ay be taken asm A or

m h and tan� � v2=v1. These restrictions follow from the supersym m etric form ofthe Higgs

potential,and would im ply thatm h < m Z atthe tree levelbutthere are im portantradiative

corrections12

which depend strongly on them assofthetop quark,which isnow known13 to belarge:

�m
2
h ’

3g2

8�2

m 4
t

m 2
W

ln

 

m 2
~q

m 2
t

!

(14)
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Fig. 3. Present experim ental constraints and future LEP2 physics reach in the (�;M 2 �

m 1=2�2=�G U T )plane
11.

Theseraisetheupperbound on m h to aslargeas130 GeV,asseen in Fig.4
14.

Beforetheinclusion oftheseradiativecorrections,experim entalistsatLEP2could havebeen

quite sure of�nding the lightestneutralsupersym m etric Higgsh. Even with these radiative

correctionsincluded,they are stillable to explore a large fraction ofthe param eterspace,as

seen in Fig.5 11.W eseeheretheim portanceofincreasing thecentre-of-m assenergy ofLEP2

as high as possible. The search forsupersym m etric Higgs bosons at the LHC has also been

studied intensively during the pastyear,and Fig. 6 exhibitsthe dom ainsofparam eterspace

thatm ay be explored by theATLAS and CM S detectorsusing varioussupersym m etric Higgs

signatures15.W eseefrom Figs.5 and 6 thatLEP2 and theLHC between them should beable

to explore allofthe M SSM param eterspace,atleastifthe LEP2 energy reaches192 GeV as

isnow being proposed.

2. Possible Experim entalM otivations for

Supersym m etry

The precision electroweak data from LEP and elsewhere provide two (orthree?) tentative

indicationsfavouring a supersym m etric world view. One isthatthey favoura relatively light

5



0.2TRUEIN
Fig.4.Upperlim iton m h in theM SSM asa function oftan� forzero (dashed)and m axim al(solid)

m ixing,assum ing m ~q = 1 TeV
11.

0.2TRUEIN
Fig.5. Reach forHiggsbosonsin the M SSM atLEP2 with a centre-of-m assenergy of192 G eV.

The dark shaded regionsareexcluded theoretically11.

0.2TRUEIN

Fig.6.Reach forHiggsbosonsin the M SSM atthe LHC15.
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Fig.7.The valuesof�2 asa function ofM H from a global�t16 to the precision electroweak data.

Higgsboson16;17. Forseveralyears,global�tshave consistently given preferred valuesm H
<�

300 GeV,and arehighly consistentwith theprediction oftheM SSM thatm h ’ m Z � 40 GeV
12;14.Figure7 showsthe�2 function fora recentglobal�tin theSM ,which yields16

M H = 76+ 152
� 50 GeV (15)

The �2 obtainable in the M SSM is essentially identical18,whilst strongly-interacting Higgs

m odelssuch asthosebased on technicolourhavem uch larger�2 and aredisfavoured19.

The second indication favouring supersym m etry is that m easurem ents ofthe SM gauge

couplings�1;2;3 haveforsom etim e
20;21 favoured supersym m etric GUTsoverthem inim alnon-

supersym m etric GUT,which predicts22:

sin2�W (m Z)

�
�
�
�
M S

= 0:208+ 0:004(N H � 1)+ 0:006ln

 

400 M eV

�
M S

(N f = 4)

!
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Fig.8. G ee-whizz plotshowing how wellG UT predictionsofsin

2
�W agree with the experim ental

data.

= 0:214� 0:004 (16)

Thistendency hasbeen strongly reinforced by the higher-precision data recently provided by

LEP 23. Figure 8 gives an overview ofthe present theoreticaland experim entalsituation.

The qualitative success ofGUTsin predicting sin2�W isim pressive: itisonly when we blow

the verticalscale up by a factor of10 that we notice a discrepancy with the m inim alnon-

supersym m etric GUT prediction in Eq.(16),and only when weblow itup by a furtherfactor

of10thatwebegin towonderwhethertheLEP dataon sin2�W m ay fallbelow theprediction of

am inim alsupersym m etricGUT.However,itshould beem phasized thatsupersym m etricGUTs

contain m any param eters,reducing the precision oftheir predictions24;25: we shallreturn to

them later.

Anotherexperim entale�ectwhich hasexcited m uch interestrecently,includingspeculations

about supersym m etry,is the possible discrepancy between LEP m easurem ents and the SM

predictions for the rates for Z 0 decays into bottom and charm quarks R b and R c
23. Som e

authors have investigated whether this possible discrepancy could be accom m odated within

the M SSM ,if either supersym m etric Higgs bosons or stops and charginos are light26, just

above the m ass ranges excluded by direct searches. It is possible to explain R b, but it is

very di�cult to explain the centralexperim entalvalue ofR c,whose num ericaldiscrepancy

with the SM value is even larger,though a sm aller num ber ofstandard deviations23. M any

theoreticalm odelsshare thislack ofsuccessin explaining sim ultaneously R b and R c,and the

latterwould bevery surprisingifitweretobecon�rm ed.M y presentattitudeistowaitand see

how these experim entaldiscrepanciesdevelop27,and notyetto interpretthem asevidence for

supersym m etry. W ith the resolution ofthe hierarchy problem ,the indication ofa lightHiggs

boson and theGUT uni�cation ofthegaugecouplings,wem ay alreadyhaveenough m otivation

forsupersym m etry!

3. G rand U ni�ed T heories

Now isthe tim e to delve deeperin the gutsofGUTs,reviewing the extentto which they

accentuatethehierarchy problem ,studyingin m oredetailthecorrelation they providebetween

thevaluesof�s(M Z)and sin
2�W ,and reviewing theirpredictionsfornovelphenom ena such as

8



proton decay and neutrino m asses.

Thehierarchy problem reviewed in Section 2 can berestated asthequestion:\W hy isthe

electroweak Higgsboson light?" In the contextofthem inim alSU(5)GUT,thisquestion can

bereform ulated as:\W hy ism 2 � m3?",wherethesubscriptsdenotethedoubletand triplet

com ponentsofthe �ve-dim ensionalHiggsrepresentations. The enorm ousseparation between

thesem assesisdoneby hand in them inim alSU(5)m odel28:

m 3
m 2

�

= m 5

�
+2

� 3

�

� < 0jV24j0>=

�
0(M G U T)

0(M W )
(17)

which requiresinelegantand extrem e �ne-tuning between the bare and < 24 > contributions

m 5 and � 2� < 0jV24j0 > to the doubletm assm 2. An im provem entispossible in principle

in m issing-partnerm odels29,in which thetripletHiggscom ponentsrequirelargeDiracm asses

from couplingswith othertriplet�elds,butthere are no such partnersforthe doublet�elds,

which thereforerem ain light.Thisisan elegantidea,butitsrealization in conventionalGUTs

isvery com plicated,requiring severallargeHiggsrepresentations,such as30

SU(5): 50 + 50 + 75 + :::

SO (10): 3:16 + 2:10 + 3:45 + 54 + 126 + 126 (18)

The sim plest m issing-partner m echanism is that 31 in the 
ipped SU(5)� U(1) GUT32,in

which the GUT Higgsesoccupy 10 and 10 representations,and thetripletcom ponentsofthe

�ve-dim ensionalelectroweak Higgs representations couple to triplet com ponents ofthe GUT

Higgses to require large Dirac m asses. Exam ples of
ipped SU(5)� U(1) GUTs have been

derived in string theory33.However,theotherpotentialsolutionsto thehierarchy problem are

problem atic in string m odels: in general,these do notallow bilinear m ass term s ofthe type

required in Eq. (17),exotic representations like those in Eq. (18)are notfound34,and their

pattern ofcouplingsm ay also bedi�cultto arrange.

W e now explore in m ore detailthe supersym m etric GUT relation between �s(M Z) and

sin2�W
35. W hen one looks m ore carefully at the gee-whizz plots ofthe gauge couplings in

the M SSM m eeting ata single Grand Uni�cation scale around 1016 GeV,one �ndsa possible

m inordiscrepancy with them inim alsupersym m etricGUT asalready m entioned in thecontext

ofFig.8.Thesupersym m etric GUT prediction forsin2�W can bewritten in theform 24

sin2�W (M Z)

�
�
�
�
M S

= 0:2029+
7�em

15�3
+
�em

20�

�

� 3ln

�
m t

M Z

�

+
28

3
ln

�
m ~g

M Z

�

�
32

3
ln

�
m ~W

M Z

�

� ln

�
M A

M Z

�

� 4ln

�
�

M Z

�

+ :::

�

(19)

which involvesm any supersym m etry-breaking param eters.Itisconvenientto sum m arizethese

in thelum ped param eter36

TSU SY � j�j

 

m 2
~W

m 2
~g

! 14=19  

M 2
A

�2

! 3=38  

m 2
~W

�2

! 2=19 3Y

i= 1

0

@
m 3

~li
m 7

~qi

m 2
~ei
m 5

~ui
m 3

~di

1

A

1=19

(20)
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Fig.9.M inim alsupersym m etricSU (5)G UT predictionsfor�s(M Z )
39.

Ifonefurtherassum esuniversality attheGrand Uni�cation scale,then approxim ately

TSU SY ’ �

�
�2

�3

�3=2

’
�

7
(21)

Itshould be noted thatTSU SY � 300 GeV corresponds to squark m asses around 2 TeV.The

prediction (19)isto becom pared with theexperim entalvalue37

sin2�W (M Z)M S
= 0:2317� 0:0003+ (5:4� 10� 6) (m H � 100 GeV)+ :::

� (3:03� 10� 5)(m t� 165 GeV)+ :::

= 0:2312� 0:0003 for mH = 100 GeV; m t = 180 GeV (22)

wherethee�ectsofM H and m t havebeen indicated explicitly,butthereareadditionalsuper-

sym m etric corrections38 which m ay reach thepercentlevel.Thiscom parison yields39

�s(M Z)> 0:126 for TSU SY < M Z

or > 0:121 for TSU SY < 300 GeV (23)

asseen in Fig.9,with an errorofabout0.0015.

Before concluding thatsupersym m etric GUTsfavourvaluesof�s(M Z)above the present

world average,oneshould recallthatthere areim portantuncertaintiesin thism inim alsuper-

sym m etricGUT analysis.Foronething,therearein generalim portantGUT threshold e�ects,

which havebeen evaluated as

�heavy =
3

10�
�G U T ln

�
M H 3

M G U T

�

+ (positiveterm s) (24)

in m inim alsupersym m etric SU(5)24;40,while�heavy m ay benegative:

�heavy ’ � 4% (25)

in the SU(5)m issing doubletm odelofEq.(18) 41 and in 
ipped SU(5)� U(1)42.Asshown

in Fig. 10,the m issing-doublet m odelis in better agreem ent with the data on sin2�W and

�s(M Z) than is the m inim alSU(5) m odel43. M oreover,there could easily be m odi�cations

10
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Fig.10. The m issing-doubletm odel30 providesG UT threshold corrections�g

41 thatare in better

agreem entwith the data 39 than isthe m inim alsupersym m etricSU (5)G UT28.

ofthe uni�cation conditions �3 = �2 = �1 due to non-renorm alizable interactions scaled by

inverse powersofm P
44,which m ightyield an uncertainty

�� s(M Z)= � 0:006 (26)

In view ofallthese uncertainties,Itake the pointofview thatsupersym m etric GUTsare

stillin very good shape,whereasitshould berepeated thatm inim alnon-supersym m etricGUTs

areunquestionably in disagreem entwith them easured valuesofsin2�W and �s(M Z).

4. B aryon decay

Asiswellknown,in m inim alnon-supersym m etricSU(5)thepreferred nucleon decay m odes

are:

p! e
+
�
0
; e

+
! ; ���+ ; �

+
K

0
;:::

n ! e
+
� ; e

+
�
�
; ���0 ;::: (27)

and thebestavailablenum ericalestim ateoftheproton lifetim eis45

�(p! e
+
�
0)’ (1:4� 0:3)� 1032� 1 �

�
M G U T

6� 1014 M eV

�4

(28)

which isto becom pared with thepresentexperim entallim it46

�(p! e
+
�
0)> 5:5� 1032y (29)

Inview ofthetrendforhigher-energym easurem ents47 to�ndlargervaluesof�
N f= 4

M S
,which could

beaslargeas400 M eV corresponding to m G U T ’ (4 to 8)� 1014 GeV,Ino longerconsiderthe

con
ictbetween Eqs. (28)and (29)to be conclusive. However,m inim alnon-supersym m etric

GUTsareneverthelessexcluded by thesin2�W argum entdiscussed above.

The Grand Uni�cation scale m G U T isincreased to about1016 GeV in m inim alsupersym -

m etric SU(5),yielding a lifetim e for proton decay into e+ �0 far beyond the present exper-

im entallim it. However,dim ension-�ve operators in this m odelyield the alternative decays

11



p! ��K + ; n ! ��K 0 48,forwhich thepresentexperim entallim itsarelessstringentthan Eq.

(29)46

�(p;n ! ��K )>� 1032y (30)

The lim it (30) is (barely) com patible with theory for M X
<
� 1016 GeV 49. M issing-partner

m odels29;30 including 
ipped SU(5)� U(1)31 greatly suppressdim ension-�veoperators,which

are no longera problem . In the speci�c case of
ipped SU(5)� U(1),the grand uni�cation

scale m ay be som ewhat below 1016 GeV 42, particularly if one takes the lower end ofthe

presently-allowed range of�s(M Z),in which case p ! e+ �0 and related decays m ay occur

atobservable rates,though with branching ratiosdi�erentfrom m inim alnon-supersym m etric

SU(5) 50. Therefore,the Superkam iokande detector aboutto start next year m ay �nally be

ableto reassureusthatprotonsarenotforever!

5. N eutrino m asses and oscillations

There is no good reason why neutrino m asses should vanish,and grand uni�ed theorists

certainly expectthem to be non-zero. The sim plestform ofneutrino m assm atrix isthe see-

saw51

(�L ; ��R )

�
m M m D

m D M M

� �
�L

��R

�

(31)

where�R isa singletright-handed neutrino �eld,and

m
D = gH ��� < 0jH �I= 1=2 j0> (32)

isa genericDiracm asswhich isoforderthecharge-2/3 quark m assm 2=3 in m any m odels,and

m M ;M M are �I = 1;0 M ajorana m asses which are expected to be oforder M 2
W =M X ;M X ,

respectively.W hen onediagonalizesthem atrix (31),one�ndsm asseigenstatesofthegeneric

form

�L + 0

�
m W

m X

�

��R : m = 0

 

M 2
W

M X

!

�R + 0

�
m W

m X

�

��L : M = 0

�

M X

�

(33)

where\M X "should beunderstood asanywherebetween m P and O (�=�)2m G U T,depending on

them odel.Generically,(31),(32)and (33)yield theguessthat

m �i �
m 2

2

3 i

M X i

(34)

forthethreegenerationsi= 1;2;3 oflightneutrinos.

Thereareofcoursem any m orecom plicated m odelsofneutrino m assesincorporating m ore

�eldsand/orm ore couplings,butthissim ple see-saw m odelaccom m odatesin a very natural

way the apparent de�cit ofsolar neutrinos53,and correlates it with the astrophysicalwish

12



fora hotDark M atterparticle54.In m y view,itisbecom ing increasingly di�cultto retain an

astrophysicalexplanation forthesolarneutrinode�cit,particularlyin view ofthestrengthening

helioseism ologicalconstraintsonthesolarm odel,includingitscentraltem perature.Asreviewed

herebyW inter55,them ostappealinginterpretation ofthesolarneutrinode�citinvokesm atter-

enhanced neutrino oscillations56:

�e ! �� or � : �m 2 � 10� 5 ev2 ; sin22� �

8

><

>:

10� 2

or

1

(35)

Theoreticalprejudice(34)and thesm allvaluesofinter-generationalm ixing anglesobserved in

thequark sectorfavourthescenario

m �e � m �� � 3� 10� 3 eV � m �� ; sin22�e� � 10� 2 (36)

Scaling theinferred valueofm �� by m
2
t=m

2
c and allowing M 2=M 3 � 1=10 leadsnaturally to the

guessthat

m �� � 7 eV (37)

asfavoured in m ixed dark m atterm odelsofcosm ologicalstructureform ation,and

sin22��� � 10� 0(3) (38)

which m ay beaccessible to thenew generation ofacceleratorneutrino oscillation experim ents,

CHORUS and NOM AD atCERN,and E803 atFerm ilab54.

As reviewed here by W inter55,there are other suggestions ofm ass and oscillation e�ects

in atm ospheric neutrinos57 and the LSND experim ent58,butIpreferto waitand see whether

theseclaim sbecom econ�rm ed.

6. Further D ynam icalIdeas

6.1.Electroweak Sym m etry Breaking

Ithasbeen suggested59 thatthebreaking ofelectroweak sym m etry m ay bedriven by renor-

m alization ofthesoftsupersym m etry breaking param eters6 introduced earlier.Thisrenorm al-

ization m ay resolvetheapparentcon
ictbetween thepreferenceofthesuper-Higgsm echanism

forgeneratingm 2
0 > 0with therequirem entthatm 2

H < 0fortheelectroweak Higgsm echanism .

The dom inant renorm alization e�ects are those due to gauge couplings and the top Yukawa

coupling,which haveoppositesigns.Ifonefollowstherenorm alization down to su�ciently low

scalesQ,largetop Yukawa coupling m ay drivem 2
H (Q)< 0,triggering m W 6= 0 59.Thisoccurs

ata scaleQ hierarchically sm allerthan theinputscale,so that

m W

m P

= exp

 

� 0(1)

�t

!

; �t =
�2t

4�

m t = �t < H > (39)
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Typicaldynam icalcalculations59 yield m t in therangenow found by experim ent.

6.2.Supersym m etry Breaking

The above m echanism for electroweak sym m etry breaking requires soft supersym m etry

breaking to be put in a priori: It is also possible that the scale ofsupersym m etry break-

ingm ay bedeterm ined by quantum e�ects60.Consider,forexam ple,am odelwith no potential

atthetreelevelin som e
atdirection in thespaceofm oduli61,so thatitisindependentofthe

genericsupersym m etry breaking scale ~m :

@Veff

@~m
= 0 (40)

Onethen calculatesthequantum correctionstothepotential,which includethefollowingterm s

attheone-loop level:

�Veff 3 (
X

B

�
X

F

)�4
;(
X

B

�
X

F

)M 2�2
;(
X

B

�
X

F

)m 4ln
m 2

�2
(41)

where � is a cut-o� scale which we m ay identify with M P . The �rst term is absent in any

supersym m etric theory,sincethenum bersofbosonsand ferm ionsareequal.Thesecond term

m ay be absent in speci�c supergravity orsuperstring m odels62;63. Assum ing thatthis isthe

case64,the e�ective potentialenablesthe supersym m etry breaking scale and hence M W to be

determ ined dynam ically65.

Another suggestion is that supersym m etry breaking m ay occur non-perturbatively in a

hidden sectorofthetheory,triggered by gaugino condensation66.Itiseven possibleto im agine

m echanism swhich com binefeaturesofboth ofthesescenarios.Therearealso ideasthat,even

within a �xed overallscale ofsupersym m etry breaking,the ratiosofsupersym m etry breaking

param eters,i.e.,theinternaldirection in super-
avourspace,m ay bedeterm ined dynam ically

by radiativecorrections67.

6.3.Quark and Lepton M asses

Thenextstep in a program m eofdeterm ining dynam ically alllightm assscalesisto tackle

theferm ion m assproblem .Forexam ple,in m any superstring m odels,thetop m assisgiven by

m t = �t< H 2 > : �t = g� f (m oduli) (42)

whereg isthegaugecoupling and them oduli(vacuum param eters)m ay includeradiiofcom -

pacti�cation and other quantities which are to be treated as quantum �elds. These m oduli

are also often undeterm ined atthe tree level. Perhapsthese are also determ ined by quantum

corrections,in m uch thesam eway asm W and ~m 68.Such ascenario can bedeveloped notonly

14



fordeterm ining m t,butalso m b and m �
69.

7. T he C onstrained M SSM

It is apparent from the preceding discussion that the M SSM contains m any param eters

beyond those already present in the SM :m 0i;M 1=2a;�;tan�;Aijk;B ij;:::. In an attem pt to

reducethedim ensionality ofthisparam eterspace,itisdesirabletoim posenecessary (plausible)

phenom enologicaland theoreticalconstraints,which m ay includethefollowing:

� No sparticlesseen:W eknow from LEP1 that46

m ~l
; m ��

>
� 45 GeV (43)

and from theFerm ilab p�p colliderthat70

m ~q ; m ~g
>
� 150 GeV (44)

� No Higgsbosonsseen:W eknow from LEP that46

m h;A
>
� 50 GeV (45)

� Sm allFCNC:Asm entioned earlier,thisoccursnaturally ifthe m0i are universal
7,but

thisassum ption isnotnecessary10.

� b! s
: The factthatthisdecay hasbeen seen ata rate close to thatpredicted in the

SM constrainsM SSM param eters71.Ifthereareno lightsparticles,thisconstraintplaces

a stringentlowerbound on m H � ,which m ay,however,berelaxed ifsom eothersparticles

arelight.

� � ! e
: Thisisnotsuch a stringentconstraintatthe presenttim e,butm ightbecom e

so in thefuture72.

� g� � 2:Theforthcom ing BNL experim ent73 should im posesigni�cantconstraintson the

sparticlespectrum 74 when itachievesitsdesigned sensitivity.

� Neutron electric dipole m om ent: This im poses im portant constraints on possible CP-

violating phase param etersin the M SSM 75,which depend on the overallsparticle m ass

scale.

� Cold Dark M atterdensity:Thelightestsupersym m etric particleisa good candidatefor

Cold Dark M atter,since R-parity guaranteesitsstability in m any m odels,and itsrelic

density liesin thedesired range

0:1>� 
�h
2 >
� 1 (46)

forgeneric valuesoftheparam eters76.Theresulting constraintson theM SSM arequite

sensitive to them agnitudeofCP violation77.
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Fig.11. Fine-tuning upperlim itson the possible sparticle spectrum assum ing universal(dashed,

solid)ornon-universal(dash-dotted)squark m asses10.

Onem ayadd totheabovephenom enologicalconstraintssom etheoreticalconstraints,which

are m ore speculative and hence m ore interesting. These include dynam icalelectroweak sym -

m etry breaking59,possibly supplem ented by som eno-�ne-tuning requirem ent78:

�M W

M W

<
� �i

� I i

Ii
(47)

whereIi issom egenericinputparam eter,and �i param etrizestheam ountof�netuning.The

absenceof�netuningwasthebasicphenom enologicalm otivationforsupersym m etryintroduced

in Section 1,butitisa m atteroftastehow to quantify it:should �i belessthan 1? 10? 100?

105? Thisargum entcertainly favoursm 0;M 1=2
<
� a few hundred GeV 79,asseen in Fig.11.

Onem ightalso postulatethedynam icaldeterm ination ofotherscales,such as ~m ;m t;:::as

discussed above,orconstraintsarising from an infrared �xed-pointanalysis81. One m ay also

im posesom estring-m otivated Ansatzforsupersym m etry breaking,such as

m 1=2a = A = B = m 3=2 ; m 0i = 0 (48)

atthe string inputscale81. Thistype ofgam e isvery exciting and predictive,butone should

alwaysrem em berthat

Prob (Result)=

1Y

i= 1

Prob (Assum ption)
i

(49)

Afterexpressingthesewordsofcaution,letusnow lookatsom eexam plesofconstrained M SSM

calculations.

Figure 12 shows an exam ple82 in which the m easured value ofm t favours two possible

solutions,one with sm alltan� and one with large tan�. The large tan� solution has the

additionalattractive feature that it can accom m odate equality between the tand b Yukawa

couplings,asfavoured in som estring m odels.Thetwo solutionsyield di�erentpreferred ranges

ofsparticle m asses,as seen in Fig. 12. Another exam ple ofa M SSM scenario83 is shown in

Fig. 13,where the possible m asses ofthe sparticle species are plotted as a function ofthe

lightest chargino m ass. In this scenario,the right-handed sleptons have only barely escaped

detection atLEP1andthelightestcharginoshould bediscovered atLEP2,asshould thelightest
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Fig.12. Resultsfrom a constrained M SSM 82,indicating two preferred regionsatsm alland large

tan�,the latterbeing consistentwith equalt-and b-quark Yukawa couplings.

0.2TRUEIN

Fig.13. Resultsforthe sparticlespectrum in a constrained M SSM 83.

supersym m etric Higgsboson.Thisscenario also suggeststhatthep�p collideratFerm ilab m ay

beableto seedilepton and trilepton eventsdueto sparticlepairproduction and decay.

8. String T heory

Thisistheonly candidate we have fora Theory ofEverything (TOE).Itisan apparently

consistentquantum theory ofgravity,atleastattheperturbative leveland possibly also non-

perturbatively. It provides a fram ework for tackling the thorny issues ofspace-tim e foam ,

cosm ology,thecosm ologicalconstant,etc.Italsoprovidesafram ework forunifyingtheparticle

interactions. However,whereas initially it was thought that there m ight be a unique string

m odel,nam ely the D = 10 E 8 heterotic string
84,orperhapsonly a few m odels,subsequently

m any consistent string m odels have been found. These include a m ultitude of apparently

consistentcom pacti�cationsoftheoriginalheteroticstring85,butthem ostgeneralform ulation

ofsuch m odels is as heterotic strings directly in four dim ensions86. These di�erent m odels

m ay be regarded as di�erent vacua,i.e.,solutions ofthe classicalequations for the m oduli,

ofthe sam e underlying string theory. Allcouplingscorrespond to expectation valuesof�elds

(m oduli),forexam pleforthegaugecouplingsgi:

g
2
i =

k2i

< S >
(50)

where the ki are Kac-M oody levelparam eters to which we return later,and S is a type of
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dilaton �eld.

In allthisconfusing thicketofstring m odels,one can m ake som e generic predictions. For

exam ple,thestring uni�cation scaleatwhich �i= �j = �graviton can bepredicted
87

m SU ’ 5� 1017gG U T GeV (51)

Thereisalso a genericprediction form t,asm entioned earlier

�t= gG U T � f (m oduli) (52)

which leadsto thequalitativeexpectation thatm t=M W = O (1),with thepossibility ofdynam -

icaldeterm ination discussed earlier.

Am ongthetechniquesused in stringm odelbuildingarethecom pacti�cationsoftheD = 10

heterotic string85 m entioned earlier,orbifolds88,free ferm ionson the world sheet89,etc.,allof

which havebeen used toproducem odelswith gaugegroupsoftheform SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)n

90. M aking a string GUT is m ore problem atic,because these typically require adjointHiggs

representations(e.g.,the24 ofSU(5)),which arenotavailableifwem aintain space-tim esuper-

sym m etry and restrictourselvesto thelevelki= 1 34.Thiswasa m otivation forresuscitating


ipped SU(5)� U(1)31,which,asdiscussed earlier,also hasan elegantm issing-partnerm ech-

anism ,a see-saw neutrino m assm atrix,and proton decay ata ratewhich m ay beaccessibleto

Superkam iokande if�s(M Z)isin thelowerhalfoftherangepresently allowed by experim ent.

However,thisand otherstring m odelslose (oratleastweaken) the m inim alsupersym m etric

GUT prediction forsin2�W .Forthisand otherreasons,theoristshavebeen trying toconstruct

supersym m etricSU(5)and SO (10)GUTsusing higher-levelKac-M oody algebras91.Them od-

elsfound so fareitherhavem orethan threegenerations92 orotheradditionalchiralstu�93,but

developm entsin thisquestarevery prom ising and should bewatched.

Let us turn �nally to a dram atic new developm ent in string theory,which m ay dim inish

signi�cantly the apparent proliferation ofstring m odels. As discussed here by Rubakov94,it

has recently been realized that gauge theories with extended supersym m etries have95 am az-

ing duality properties96,which interrelate strong-and weak-coupling descriptionsofthe sam e

physics. Ithasalso been realized thatstring theoriespossessm any such duality properties97.

These include so-called T duality,ofwhich the sim plest exam ple is the equivalence between

a string com pacti�ed on a loop ofradius R and one com pacti�ed on a loop ofradius 1=R.

Thissym m etry relating di�erentm oduliisbelieved to be elevated to a sym m etry atleastas

large asSL(2;Z). String theory m ay also possessan S duality interrelating strong and weak

coupling < S >$ 1= < S > in Eq. (50),which m ay also be elevated to SL(2;Z) 98. Even

m oreexcitingly,m any exam pleshavebeen found ofstring-stringdualities,nam ely equivalences

between di�erenttypesofstring,one weakly coupled and one strongly coupled. Figure 14 is

a provisionalm ap ofsom e string dualities,which apparently include,forexam ple,an equiv-

alence between the D = 10 heterotic string com pacti�ed on a four-dim ensionaltorusT4 and

thetypeIIA string com pacti�ed on a K 3 m anifold
99,aswellasm any others.Oneofthem ost

striking dualitiesisthatbetween theheteroticSO (32)string and thetypeISO (32)string100,

with spinorsoftheform erinterpreted assolitonsofthelatter,and thetypeIIB string appears
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Fig.14. A provisionalm ap ofsom eofthestring dualitiesrecently discovered.

to be self-dual101. There are also duality sym m etries100 relating string theories with D = 11

supergravity102 and with superm em brane theories!103

Thisisa rapidly-m oving �eld with m any new resultsbeing obtained97. Ito�ersthe pos-

sibility that m any di�erent types ofstring m odelm ay sim ply be re-expressions ofthe sam e

underlying theory,whose m ost basic form ulation m ay welllie beyond the concept ofstring.

Any such developm entcould only com fortthebeliefthatwehavefound theTOE.

9. C onclusions

Therearegood theoreticaland experim entalm otivationsto hopethatweare�nally on the

brink ofdiscovering new physicsbeyond the Standard M odel. Precision data from LEP1 and

elsewheresuggestthattheHiggsboson islight,in agreem entwith theprediction ofsupersym -

m etry,and m ay wellbeaccessibletoLEP2.Theconsistency between m easurem entsof�s(M Z)

and sin2�W and the predictions ofsupersym m etric GUTsiscertainly encouraging,even ifit

doesnotyetenable usto determ ine with any accuracy the scale ofsupersym m etry breaking.

Thepersistentsolarneutrinode�citseem severm oredi�culttoexplain usingastrophysics,and

m ay betheharbingerofneutrino m assesand oscillations.

The exploration of large new dom ains ofsupersym m etry and GUT param eter space is

aboutto start,with the adventofLEP2,a new generation ofacceleratorneutrino oscillation

experim entspioneered by CHORUS and NOM AD,and a new generation oflargeunderground

experim entspioneered by Superkam iokande and SNO.W illourluck �nally change? W illthe

nextm eeting in thisseriesbecom ethe�rstSlepton-Photino Sym posium ?
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