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ABSTRACT

Thissum m ary discussessom eofthetopicswhich wereofoverarchinginterestat

the Sym posium . These included,correctionsto perturbative Q CD predictions;

heavy quark physics;electroweak sym m etry breaking;and physics ofthe top

quark.

1. Introductory R em arks.

Even with thebestofwill,itisim possibletosum m arizein 40m inutesthe30talks

given atthe Sym posium . Thus,instead Iwilltry to concentrate on a few topicsof

overarching interest. These included,corrrectionsto perturbative QCD predictions;

heavy quark physics;electroweak sym m etry breaking;and physicsofthe top quark.

Therewere m any otherinteresting topicsdiscussed attheSym posium [perturbation

theory resum m ation; renorm alons; CP and autom orphism s; m ass shifts in strong

m agnetic �elds;sym m etry pattern ofm ass m atrices;etc.] which I,unfortunately,

cannotproperly coverin thissum m ary. Iapologize forthisand referthe interested

readerto theappropriatecontributionsin theseProceedings.

2. C orrections to Perturbative Q C D .

One ofthe recurring them esin the Sym posium wasthatperturbative QCD has

its lim itations. Perturbative QCD gives accurate predictions as long asthe expan-

sion param eter for the process in question is really �s. However,when this is not

really thecase,to obtain reliablepredictions,onem ustincludecorrectionswhich de-

pend in detailon the physicsofthe problem .Three exam pleswere discussed atthe

Sym posium ,each ofwhich illustrated a particularway in which therelevantphysics

dictated how to augm ent the perturbative QCD calculations. Brodsky1 considered

threshold e�ectsin heavy quark production in e+ e� collisions;Berger2 discussed re-

sum m ing initialstate brem sstrahlung in top production athadronic m achines;and

W ise3 explained the role thatcoloroctetcontributionshave in hadronic production

ofcharm onia. In each ofthese exam plesthe underlying physicswhich causesm odi-

�cationsto perturbative QCD isquite clear. Indeed,forthe processesdiscussed by

Brodsky and Bergeranalogousphenom ena occuralso in QED.Nevertheless,each of

these exam ples isa challenging area forQCD,ifone wants accurate predictions to

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9601239v1


com parewith experim ent.

Threshold production ofpairs ofcharged ferm ions is sensistive to Coulom b ex-

change.Fore+ e� ! �+ �� near�-threshold onem ustinclude them ultiple Coulom b

rescattering ofthe produced pairs. Sim ilarly,forheavy quark-antiquark production

for � =
q

1� 4m 2
Q =s ! 0 one m ust take into account ofthe gluonic Coulom b

rescattering. For both QED and QCD one incorporates these e�ects through the

introduction ofa Coulom b factor,which sum sup them ultiple exchangesofphotons

orgluons:

S(x)=
x

1� e� x

with

x =

(
�

�
� QED

�

�

4

3
�s QCD

ThisCoulom b factorm odi�estheangulardistribution atthreshold,so thatthecoef-

�cientofcos2� isnotsim ply �2 but�2S(x):

d�

d

� [2� �

2 + �
2
S(x)cos2�]:

W hat Brodsky points outis that when one does the sum m ing ofthe Coulom b ex-

changesatthresholdproperly,oneobtainsinthisCoulom bfactortherunningcoupling

responsibleforthebinding ofquarkonia �V ,sincethesam ephysicsisinvolved.Thus

forQCD really onehas

x =
4�

3

�V (�
2s)

�
:

This being the case,it m ay be possible to extract the coupling responsible for the

charm onium bound statespectrum by studyingthethreshold angulardistribution for

e+ e� ! c�c.A realquestion,however,isifthisangulardistribution isre
ected faith-

fully in the angulardistribution ofthe corresponding charm ed hadrons,orwhether

hadronization e�ectsm ask entirely theCoulom b rescattering physics.

Berger2 discussed anotherexam plewhereto properly calculatethephysicsofthe

problem oneagain hastosum up thee�ectsofsoftgluons{in hiscase,radiated gluons

form theinitialstate.AttheTevatron theproduction oftopquarkscom esdom inantly

from the process q�q ! t�t. In contrast,atthe LHC this willoccurm ostly through

gluon fusion. In the usualfashion,the hadronic cross section fortop production is

then given by theconvolution oftheparton crosssection and thequark and antiquark

distribution functions

�t�t(s)=

Z

dx1dx2 q(x1)�q(x2) �̂t�t(x1x2ŝ)

Thepartoniccrosssection �̂t�t isknown to O (�
2
s).However,nearthreshold thereare

large correctionsarising from the brem sstrahlung ofa softgluon (pg ! 0)from the



initialstatequarksorantiquarks.Thesinglebrem sstrahlung ofa gluon introducesa

factor

sb=

Z
1

0

dz[1+ 2�sln(1� z)]

which,although �nite,islarge due to the softgluon contribution atz ! 1 (pg ! 0

corresponds to z ! 1). Thus,one should really consider also m ultiple soft gluon

em ission.AsBergerdiscusses,onecan actually resum thebrem sstrahlung logarithm s

(�sln(1� z))n from m ultiple gluon em ission and eventually one obtains a fullen-

hancem entfactoroftheform 4

E � �s((1� z)2=3m 2)ln
2
(1� z):

However,from theaboveform ula oneseesthatasz! 1 onegetsinto scalevaluesof

�s which areno longerin theperturbativeregim e.

Therearedi�erentapproachesofhow tohandlethis.Forinstance,in thisSym po-

sium Berger2 discussed how onecan usea principalvalueregularization prescription

to estim ate the infrared sensitive partofthe enhancem entfactor. However,the im -

portantm essage isthat,because ofthese threshold e�ects,there isa bitofthe top

crosssection attheTevatron thatisuncalculable in perturbativeQCD.In fact,as

Bergerreported,whathe and Contapanagos5 do isto e�ectively setthe resum m ed

contribution to zero for� < 0:005 in the partoniccrosssection because they cannot

trustthe answerbelow thisvalue.They obtain in thisway forthe top crosssection

at
p
s= 1:8 TeV,assum ing m t = 175 GeV,thevalue

�t�t(1:8 TeV)= (5:5� 0:3)pb :

Heretheerrorisan estim ateoftheuncertainty com ing from thestructurefunctions

and the scale uncertainties. Because the resum m ed contribution contributes about

0.5 pb to thetop crosssection,theerrorcom ing from theexcluded region near� = 0

probably isnotsigni�cant.Nevertheless,itwould beniceto havean estim atealso of

itspossiblem agnitude.

W ise3 discussed som e aspects ofcharm onium production in hadronic collisions.

Thisisa topicofconsiderableinterestsincerecentdata attheTevatron showed that

the production of ; 0 and � is m uch larger than was expected from a perturba-

tiveQCD quarkonia calculation6.Schem atically,quarkonium production isgiven by

convoluting the partonic cross-section for producing gluons ofa certain fractional

m om entum with thegluon fragm entation function forquarkonia:

d�(p)=

Z

dz �̂(z)P(p=z)D g! Q �Q (z)

A naiveestim ateofthegluon fragm entation function can beobtained by considering

the sam e graphswhich contribute to quarkonium decay.Thisgivesforstateswhose



decay involve two gluons

D g! Q �Q (z)�
�2s

�

j j2

m 2
Q

f(z)� �
2

sv
3+ 2L

:

Here v isthe relative velocity ofthe bound quarksand L isthe angularm om entum

associated with theproduced quarkonia.

In histalk,W ise3 em phasized thatbecause one isdealing with bound state pro-

duction onecannotjustnaively apply thesam eideasthathold in quarkonium decay.

Thus,forexam ple,fortheL = 1 �-statesbesidesthenaive resultforD g! � � �2sv
5,

one can im agine7 also production via an L = 0 coloroctetinterm ediate state which

then decays via soft gluon em ission to the �. Such a color octet contribution still

involvesa factorofv5 butnow isproportionalto �s not�
2
s

D
8

g! � � �sv
5

and hence,in principle,can give a m uch largercontribution. Sim ilarconsiderations

hold for production,wherethenaivequarkonium estim ategivesfortheproduction

oftheL = 0 c�cstate

D g!  � �
3

sv
3
;

while the contribution arising from an L = 0 color octetinterm ediate state,which

then decaysinto a  by em itting two softgluons7,gives

D
8

g!  � �sv
7
:

One gains a factorof�2s but at the price ofa v
4 factor. So here it is not so clear

whetherthecoloroctetcontribution can givean enhancem ent.

Because detailed bound state calculationsare notsim ple to do,itisdi�cultto

estim ate reliably how m uch each ofthe above m echanism sreally contributesto the

gluon fragm entation function into quarkonia.Thus,itm ightbevery usefulto havea

diagnostictestwhich m ay help distinguish am ong these di�erentm echanism .W ise3

suggested one such diagnostic in his talk,involving the alignm ent ofthe produced

quarkonia.IfthecoloroctetL = 0contribution dom inatesin productionthen,since

thesoftglounsareirrelevantin thedecay,oneexpectsthattheproduced  should be

transversally aligned.Hence the produced leptonsfrom the decay  ! ‘+ ‘� should

have an angulardistribution proportionalto 1+ cos2�.Unfortunately,thepractical

situation isnotso sim ple since about30% ofthe  ’scom e from radiative decaysof

produced �’s (� ! 
 ) and so this dilutes the purity ofthe signal. Furtherm ore,

detecting theasym m etry in theproduction angleishard experim entally for ’spro-

duced atlargetransversem om entum ,duetothesubstantialkinem aticalboostofthe

produced leptons.

Stillwithin QCD,butnow in thenon-perturbativesector,weheard also ofsom e

nice work in the Sym posium connected with novelquarkonia,like B c and baryons



containing two di�erentheavy quarksQQ 0q.Ifonehassystem slikeB c orQQ
0qwith

two heavy quarksofquitedi�erentm asses,then m asse�ectscan lead to substantial

di�erences. For instance,as Chang8 and Oakes9 discussed,the hyper�ne splitting

between 3S1 and
1S0 in the B c system isonly about70 M eV com pared to 125 M eV

in charm onium and 100 M eV in bottom onium . Forthe double heavy baryons,one

approach discussed byChang8 istoconsiderthem asbound statesofaheavydiquark{

lightquark system :

QQ
0
q� �3Q Q 0q :

Thissystem isthen notthatdissim ilarfrom a heavy-lightm eson,like B c.However,

thediquark (bc)ism uch lesstightly bound than them eson (b�c)8,with

M bc ’ 6:6 GeV versus M B c� b�c ’ 6:3 GeV :

3. H eavy Flavor D ecays.

Thephysicsofheavy quark system sisan im portanttesting ground forourtheo-

reticalunderstanding ofQCD and oftheelectroweak interactions.In addition,heavy

quark decayso�erthe opportunity forexploring furtherthe stillpoorly understood

phenom ena ofCP violation. The activity in this �eld,which was m irrored in this

m eeting,roughly splitsinto two pieces:

i) Im provem ents and re�nem ents in dynam icalcalculations ofweak decay m atrix

elem entsby a variety oftechniques: parton/quark m odels;chiralperturbation

theory;1=N c m ethods;latticecalculations;and QCD sum rules.

ii) Exploration ofareas where one can probe better the standard m odel,or look

for signs ofnew physics. These included CP violation in charged-B decays;

new waystodeterm inetheanglesin theunitarity triangle;studiesofnon-CKM

CP-violating phases;and thephysicsof� lepton decays.

The talks of T.Huang10 and W .Bardeen11 in this Sym posium provided two

exam plesofattem ptsatbetterestim atingdynam icalparam etersinweakdecayswhich

are ofconsiderable phenom enologicalinterest. Huang10 discussed SU(3) breaking

e�ectsforthepredictionsofvariousquantitiesobtained byusingheavyquarke�ective

theory (HQET),using QCD sum rulesasa tool.Hisresultsareasfollows:

i)Theratiosofweakdecayconstantsreceiveabouta10% SU(3)breakingcorrections

fB s

fB d
= 1:18� 0:05;

fD s

fD
= 1:13� 0:03 :

These results are quite com patible with lattice calculations. Furtherm ore,as

Oakes9 pointed out,thedoubleratio oftheabovequantitiesisquiteinsensitive



to SU(3)breaking. These results are im portantforphenom enology since,for

exam ple,the B s � �B s m ass di�erence �m s can be derived from the B d � �B d

m assdi�erence and CKM param etersoncefB s
=fB d

isknown.

ii)TheIsgur-W isefunction and theoperatorscoe�cientsoftheHQET Lagrangian

arequiteinsensitiveto SU(3)breaking,with correctionsofordera few percent.

However,Huang10 �nds thatthe slope param eters in the Isgur-W ise function

obey �2s > �2u;d,which isthe opposite behaviorofthatobtained in chiralper-

turbation theory.

Bardeen11 discussed another param eter ofphenom enologicalim portance for B

physics, the, so-called, bag constant B B d which gives a m easure ofthe �B = 2

m atrix elem ent:

hB dj
�d
�(1� 
5)b�d


�(1� 
5)bj�B di=
8

3
fB dM

2

B dB B d :

Becausethism atrix elem ententersin theexpression fortheB d� �B d m assdi�erence,

changesin thevalueofB B d a�ecttheconstraintsoneobtainsfortheCKM param eters

obtained from the experim entalvalue ofthism assdi�erence. Both lattice m ethods

and QCD sum rulesgive valuesforB B d very close to unity. Bardeen calculatesthis

quantity using 1=N c m ethods.

The leading contribution for B B d in a large N c expansion corresponds to intro-

ducing the vacuum state in the above m atrix elem ent and leads to B B d = 3=4.

Non-leading contributions com e from the connected m atrix elem ents involving the

2-currentcorrelation

corr =

Z

d
4
qhB djJ�(q)J

�(�q)j�B di

To proceed,Bardeen11 usesdi�erenttechniquesto evaluatetheaboveintegralin dif-

ferentregionsofm om entum q,m atchingthesecalculationsattheirinterface.W riting

q� = m bv
�+ k�,Bardeen11 usesHQET tocalculatefor�Q CD < k,butusesan e�ective

m eson theory fork < �Q CD .

Both the HQET and the e�ective m eson theory give integralsforthe correction

factorwhich areboth infrared and ultravioletsensitiveand m atching thesecontribu-

tionsgives two conditions. One ofthem isa m atching scale which turnsoutto be

� ’ 600
p
�s M eV.Theotherisa condition on thecoupling strength in thee�ective

theory and Bardeen obtainsg2 = 1=3.Rem arkably,becauseofthissecond m atching

condition,theresultforB B d thatBardeen
11 obtainsisuna�ected by thenonleading

correctionsin 1=N c:

B B d =
3

4
[1� 0:1(1� 3g2)]�!

3

4
:

AsBardeen pointsout,itisnotclearhow generalthisresultis.Forinstance,in his

e�ectivem eson calculation hehasincluded B �

d statesbutnot,forinstance,B
� �

d states.



The inclusion ofthese further states could change the coupling strength m atching

condition and thustheresultforB B d.Nevertheless,itistroublingthatthereappears

tobeadiscrepancy between thevalueobtained forB B d in latticeand QCD sum rules

calculationsand in this1=N c calculation.

In theSym posium Lam 12 alsodiscussed thelargeN c lim it,butapplied tobaryons

which in thislim itare justlarge collectionsofquarks:B � N cq.AsN c ! 1 these

statesarenecessarily heavy,ifthequarkscarryanym ass.Lam described in particular

how to reconcile,in a specialkinem aticallim it,the fact thatbaryonic decays to n

m esonsarehighly suppressed in thelargeN c lim it,with

A(B ! B
0
nM )� O

�

N
2� n

2

c

�

;

while individualFeynam n graphsare allofO (N n=2
c )and,apparently,grow with N c.

The reconciliation ise�ected by having an in�nitetowerofresonancesin thetheory

in thelargeN c lim it,with alltheM B B � couplingsbeing appropriately related.

Also som ewhattheoreticalwasthenicediscussion ofC.-S.Huang13 ofhow to re-

covertheresultsofHQET in aBethe-Salpeterform alism .Oneexpectsthistoem erge

in an analogousway that one recovers in the non-relativistic lim it the Schr�odinger

equation from theBethe-Salpeterequation.Nevertheless,itwasniceto seehow this

obtainsin detail,recovering both thespin sym m etry asM Q ! 1 (provided onehas

vectororscalarkernels)and theHQET form ofthe1=M q corrections.

Huang13 applied this covariant form alism to a m odel calculation of exclusive

sem ileptonicdecays,whereheextracted theIsgur-W isefunction,and to otherheavy

quark non-leptonicdecays,likeD � ! D �.Sim ilarcalculation tothesewerediscussed

attheSym posium by C.-S.Kim 14,who used a parton m odelforhiscalculations,and

byL.-H.Chan15 whoused an e�ectivelow-energyLagrangiansim ilartothatdiscussed

by Bardeen11.

Kam al16 also presented a m odelinvestigation,in his case concerning the color

suppressed decaysoftheB m esonsinto K and  K �.Kam alrem arked thattheusual

calculation,whereonedropsthecolorpiecesin thee�ectiveLagrangian afterFierzing

the currents and where one uses factorization,cannot reproduce the experim ental

valuesforeithertheratio ofthesem odesorthepolarization in the K � m ode:

R =
B R(B !  K �)

B R(B !  K )
= 1:71� 0:34; PL(B !  K

�)= 0:78� 0:07 :

Thesetwo assum ptions(using N c = 3)givea sm alla2 am plitude,with

a2 = c2 +
1

N c

c1 ’ 0:1

W hat Kam al16 pointed out was that everything works out{both here and in color

suppressed D -decays{ifthere is about a 10% non-factorizable contribution and an



analogous O (10% ) contribution from the color pieces in the e�ective Lagrangian.

Thesecontributions,e�ectively,conspiretochangethea2 am plitudetoanew e�ective

am plitude,with

a
e�

2
’ c2 :

So Kam al’sresultsare sim ilarto justim agining dropping the 1=N c contributions{a

suggestion m adeearlierin theliterature17.

M uch m orem odel-independentwasthediscussion ofPaschos18 attheSym posium

ofinclusive sem ileptonic B -decays. Because one issum m ing overallhadronic �nal

states,the inclusive rate can be written in term s ofa current com m utator taken

between B states:

W �� =

Z

d
4
xe

� iqx
hB j[J�(x);J�(0)]jB i;

where q� is the m om entum transfer to the �nallepton pair. This quantity can be

calculated in a controlled way form ostofthe allowed phase space by using a com -

bination ofa light-cone expansion and HQET.Thus,one expectsthatthe inclusive

sem ileptonic rate should be reliably calculable in term s ofthe parton m odel,aug-

m ented by them atrix elem entsofO (1=m b)operators[D
2 and � � G]arising from the

light-cone expansion. Unfortunately,these expectationsare notrealized in practice

sincetheexperim entalsem ileptonicbranching ratio

B sL =
�(B ! X ‘�e)

�(B ! all)
= 10:6� 0:3

isquitea bitsm allerthan thetheoreticalprediction of12-13% .

Paschos18 discussed som epossibilitiesforreconcilingtheorywithexperim ent.This

can happen readily ifone,som ehow,underestim ated thestrength ofthenon-leptonic

B -decays. The favored idea here isthatthe m ode b! c�cs isunderestim ated. How-

ever,to bring theory and experim ent in concordance one would need to boost up

this m ode so m uch that it would lead to too m uch charm production (N c � 1:3),

in con
ictwith observation. Itispossible thatthe discrepancy isthe e�fectofnew

physics,wherea favored e�ectiveoperatoristhatgiven by

Le� �
1

M 2
new

(�bs)R (�qq):

However,it m ay also just be that we,again,have failed to correctly calculate the

relevant non-leptonic m atrix elem ent. History perhaps gives credence to this last,

m ore hum ble,hypothesis. Forkaons,the �I = 1=2 enhancem ent is a factor of20

which, even today, is only partially understood. W e also have not really totally

explained the factorof2 di�erence between the charm lifetim es,�(D + )=�(D0)� 2.

So perhapsweshould notbetooconcerned by a 20% discrepancy in thesem ileptonic

B -decays!

D.-S.Du19 in histalk attheSym posium suggested thatoneshould consideranew

thepossibility ofhaving ratherlargeCP-violating asym m etriesin charged B -decays.



Thisisan old suggestion20 which,however,seem stobedi�culttorealizein practice.

To obtain a CP-violating asym m etry in B � -decays requires the interference oftwo

am plitudes with both di�erent weak CP-violating phases and strong rescattering

phases. Although this occurs in practice,in generalone ofthe am plitudes or one

ofthe phase di�erences is sm alland the net asym m etry is then also sm all. Du19

suggeststhatthism ay nothappen fordecayslikeB � ! �� �o whereoneisinterfering

a spectatordecay am plitude with a (space-like)Penguin am plitude.Du getsa large

e�ectby assum ing thatthesizeofthespace-likePenguin am plitudeisrelated to the

Brodsky-Lepage21 form factor:

h��jJj0i�
i�s

M 2
B

:

Thisgiveshim an am plitudewhich iscom parablein sizeto thespectatordecay am -

plitudeand in which therescatteringphaseism axim um .Becausethetwoam plitudes

in question involve Vub and Vtd,respectively,the weak phases are also com parable.

So,in principle,onecould getlargee�ects.Unfortunately,itisdi�cultto judgehow

reliable the Penguin estim ate ofDu19 is. At any rate,he has raised an interesting

issue.

Tau decayswerealso discussed attheSym posium ,both asa beautifullaboratory

forapplyingcurrentalgebraanddispersion relationtechniques22 andasaplacetolook

fornew physics23.Truong22 em phasized thatthecurrentalgebra softpion relation in

thelim itofp� ! 0:

hB �jV�jAi=
1

f�
hB jA �jAi;

when used with the Pad�e techniques to build-in unitarity, can be very powerful.

Indeed,by these m eans it is possible to m ake successfulpredictions for m ultipion

�-decays(� ! n���),including resonance channels,like� ! ����.Nelson
23 instead

concentrated on whatlim itson new physicscould be obtained from �-decaysatthe

proposed Beijing tau-charm factory. He showed that,by looking at the � ! ���

and � ! A1�� decaysand analyzing the� and A1 polarization through theirfurther

decays,onecan obtain lim itson thescaleassociated with new V-A interactionsofthe

� which areofO (� � 1 TeV).Nelson23 also showed thatonecould testforpossible

CP-violating asym m etries in the charged �-decays to quite a reasonable level. For

instance,writing theam plitudefor�� ! �� �� asr
� = jrjei�,ata tau-charm factory

onecould hopeto determ ine�r=r to about0.1% and �� to about1�.

4. Electrow eak Sym m etry B reaking.

The third subject ofgreat interest at the Sym posium was electroweak physics.

Heretherearea few factswhich wereagreed by allthespeakers,eitherim plicitly or

explicitly:



i)Thestandard m odelgivesan am am zingly accuratedescription ofa largebody of

precise electroweak data24;25.An exam ple being provided by thevery accurate

valueofsin2�e� = 0:2315� 0:0004.

ii)Thephysicsunderlying thebreakdown ofSU(2)� U(1)! U(1)em occursatscale

ofO (1 TeV).

iii)Thelargem assofthetop quark,with m t � O (v)and wherev = (
p
2 G F )

� 1=2 ’

250 GeV is the scale associated with the Higgs vev,is signi�cant. Although

whatexactly thisistelling usisnotyettotally clear26;27.

Thefocusofthediscussion attheSym posium wason thedisputable aspectsofthe

above points. Forexam ple,are there hintsofsm alldiscrepancieswith the standard

m odelin thedata? Or,whatreallyisthephysicswhich isattherootofthesym m etry

breakdown? Or,whatistherealsigni�cance ofhaving top so heavy?

Probably the centralissue ofparticle physics today is what is the m echanism

which causesthe SU(2)� U(1)breakdown. Two cam psexist. Partisansofthe �rst

cam p believe that the breakdown is due to the vev ofsom e elem entary scalar(s)

�eld(s).25 Thisistheoriginalm echanism suggested forthespontaneousbreakdown of

thestandard m odel.However,to m akethism echanism naturalthebeliefnow isthat

oneneedsto havealso som esupersym m etry which survivesto low energy.Partisans

ofthesecond cam p believeinstead thatthespontaneousbreakdown ofSU(2)� U(1)

isdue to the form ation ofcondensates ofsom e underlying ferm ions28. Thatis,the

breakdown ofSU(2)� U(1)isdynam ical.Itispossiblethatwhatcondensestobreak

the sym m etry isjustht�ti,butgenerally itisassum ed thatthe condensing ferm ions

areferm ionsofa new theory{technicolor.

Ifthe �rstoption above isthe truth and one hassom e low energy supersym m e-

try,then eventually oneshould seeplenty ofsignals.Allknown excitationswillhave

superpartners and their spectrum willinform us ofhow precisely the supersym m e-

try isbroken down in nature. Furtherm ore,since to im plem entthe supersym m etry

one needs at least 2 Higgs doublets,one should also observe the scalar excitations

connected with an extended Higgssector.25 In general,a relatively lightHiggsboson

(M h � M Z)issym ptom atic ofsupersym m etry. One knows from directsearches at

LEP that the standard m odelHiggs boson has a m ass M H > 65 GeV. As Ellis25

discussed attheSym posium ,from indirect�tsto precision electroweak data onein-

fersthatM H = 76+ 100
� 50 GeV. Optim istically,he concluded thatsuch a "lightHiggs"

perhapsisalready a hintofsupersym m etry.W hetherthisisso only tim e(and m ore

data!) willtell.

Thebreakdown oftheelectroweak sym m etry by aHiggsvev which isstabilized by

supersym m etry is,in m anyrespects,am uch "safer"option than dynam icalsym m etry

breaking.Principally thisisbecauseitdoesnottiethescaleofSU(2)� U(1)breaking

to the physicsscale responsible forgenerating the Yukawa couplingsofthe Higgsto



theferm ions,which areresponsibleforferm ion m asses.Thiscannotbeavoided when

the sym m etry breaking is dynam icaland,in these latter theories,one is forced to

have the ferm ion m ass generation scale near to the O (TeV) scale ofSU(2)� U(1)

breaking.

Sim m ons28 discussed attheSym posium how thelargem assofthetop m akeslife

even m ore di�cult. Typically,when the electroweak breakdown is caused dynam i-

cally,one generatesferm ion m asses though e�ective 4-ferm ion interactions between

the ordinary quark and leptons and a new set offerm ions (techniferm ions) whose

condensation causes the breakdown. This ETC m echanism 29 provides an e�ective

Lagrangian oftheform

Le� �
1

M 2
(�TT)(�  )

whereM isthescaleoftheETC interactionswhich connecttheordinary ferm ions 

with thetechniferm ionsT.Thebreakdown ofSU(2)� U(1)occursasa resultofthe

form ation ofa h�TTi condensate. Because ofthe above e�ective interactions,these

condensatesalso givem assto theordinary ferm ions.Sincetop hassuch a largem ass

and

m t �
h�TTi

M 2
;

theferm ion m assgenerating scaleM cannotbevery large.28 Becausetheelectroweak

breakingscaleassociated with theh�TTicondensateisofO (TeV)[i.e.h�TTi� (TeV)3]

the scale M � O (10 TeV),at m ost. The presence ofsuch "low scales" for new

physicsassociated with ferm ion m assgeneration,in general,producesunwanted 
avor

changing neutralcurrentsand onem ustdeviserathercleverschem es30 to avoid these

troubles.Furtherm ore,thetechnicolorcondensatesthem selvesproducesm allchanges

in the expectationsofprecision electroweak testsand these changesare notfavored

experim entally. Forinstance,asKang24 discussed,the so-called S param eter is,in

general,positiveasa resultofhaving h�TTicondensates,whiledata prefersS < 0.

Sim m ons28 pointed outan especially seriousproblem forclassesofETC m odels

precisely in the area where there appearsto be som e discrepancy between the data

and the standard m odel.24;25 Thisisin the ratiosofthe widthsofthe Z into b�band

c�cstatesto thetotalwidth.Experim entally,onehas

R b =
�(Z ! b�b)

�(Z ! hadrons)
= 0:222� 0:002; R c =

�(Z ! c�c)

�(Z ! hadrons)
= 0:154� 0:008;

while thestandard m odelexpectationsarecentered around 0.216 and 0.173,respec-

tively. Sim m ons noted that form odels where the ETC interactions com m ute with

SU(2),then the sam e interactionswhich give a m assto the top also give a speci�c

shifttoR b,butnoshiftin R c.Unfortunately,thesem odelsgiveashift(ofabout4% )

in the w rong direction and therefore are strongly disfavored by the data.One can,

however,inventm odelswheretheETC interactionsand SU(2)do notcom m uteand



changethesign oftheR b shift[essentially,oneneedsto changea ~� � ~� interaction to

a 1� 1interaction].However,theresulting m odelsarea bitreconditein thatdi�erent

fam iliesaretreated di�erently and onem ay run intosom eproblem swith universality.

5. Physics ofTop.

Thediscovery ofthetop quark atFerm ilab31 wasoneoftheyear’shighlights.The

resultsofCDF and DO areasfollows:

m t = 178� 11� 9 GeV; �t�t(m t)= 6:8+ 3:6
� 2:4 pb (CDF)

m t = 199+ 19+ 14
� 21� 21 GeV; �t�t(m t)= 6:4� 2:2 pb (DO)

Atthe Sym posium the sensitivity ofthese resultsto possible new physics contribu-

tionswerediscussed by Parke26 and C.-S.Li32,who speci�cally considered thee�ects

ofpossible supersym m etric corrections to the top production cross section. B.-L.

Young27 instead speculated on possible non-standard couplings for the top,which

m ay bem oreevidentbecauseofitslargem ass.

Although speculation ofnew physicsassociated with thetop isfairgam e,thereis

already really nottoo m uch room to m anuever.Forinstance,thecom bined valuefor

thetop m asscom ingfrom theCDF and DO m easurem ents,hm ti= (181� 12)GeV is

actuallyin quitegoodagreem entwiththatobtainedthroughtheprecision electroweak

tests(when theHiggsm assisconsidered a freeparam eter)reported by Ellis25:m t =

(155 � 14) GeV. The average ofboth these values gives a top m ass ofhhm tii =

172� 10 GeV.Forthism assthe latestcalculation ofthe top crosssection reported

by Berger2 here,of�t�t(m t)= 5:5� 0:3 pb,isin reasonableagreem entwith theCDF

and DO values.So,itcould wellbethatalso fortop everything isstandard!

The discussion ofParke26 atthe Sym posium em phasized whatphysicscould ex-

plain possibledisagreem entsbetween theory and experim ent.Although hepresented

a m ore speculative interpretation for the present data,this exercise is very useful

nevertheless. Asusual,a good way to testsensitivity to new physicsisto introduce

contactterm sdescribingnew interactionsofthetopwiththeordinaryquarks,respect-

ing the sym m etriesofthe standard m odel. Parke26 discussed 4-ferm ion interactions

ofthetype

Le� =
g23

�2
1

(�q1q)(�t1t)+
g23

�2
8

(�q�q)(�t�t)

and indicated thatpresentdata boundsthescales�1 and �8 to beabovea TeV.He

also discussed m ore speci�c m odels,like the coloron m odel33 where the colorSU(3)

group ofQCD arisesasa resultofthespontaneousbreakdown ofan SU(3)� SU(3)

group. The octet ofgauge bosons which acquire m ass{the colorons{ have a m ass

M � �8 but have di�erent couplings to ordinary quarks (� tan�) than to top (�

cot�).Such a coloron m odel33 predictsdistinctive transverse m om entum distortions

fortop production and structurein theinvariantm assoftheproduced t�t-pairs.26



B.-L.Young27 discussed anotheraspectofpossibleanom aliesconnected with top.

Ifthe sym m etry breakdown ofthe electroweak theory isdynam ical,itisnaturalto

expectanom alousinteractionsofthe Nam bu-Goldstonebosonswith the ferm ionsin

thetheory

Le� �
�

�
� 
� @

�
� + :::

By theequivalence theorem ,discussed here by Y.-P.Kuang34,these couplingseven-

tually give rise to anom alous vertices ofthe ferm ions with the gauge bosons. For

top these anom alous vertices could be of signi�cant strength, since one expects

� � O (m t=�)and � to be in the TeV range. Therefore,because ofthe large m ass

oftop,one could be sensitive to new phenom ena connected with the way the elec-

troweak sym m etry breaks down. These anom alous vertices,as Young27 discussed,

could beresponsibleforthesm alldiscrepancy in R b and could also giveriseto other

phenom ena,like 
avor changing decays ofthe top,which m ay be observable som e

day.35

6. C oncluding R em arks.

M y conclusionsarevery sim ple.Thishasbeen an exciting and fun m eeting to be

at,with plenty ofphysicsbubbling up!Such a m eeting would nothavebeen possible

withoutallthehard workdonebytheOrganizers.On behalfofalloftheparticipants,

Iwould liketo thank them fortheirsplendid hospitality.
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