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A bstract

In these kctures I give a short review of the man theoretical ideas
underlying the extensions of the Standard M odel of elem entary particlke
Interactions.

1 INTRODUCTION

Studying physics beyond the Standard M odelm eans looking for the conditions of the Universe
in the rstbillionth ofa second, when its tem perature was above 10 K . T his clearly requires a
gigantic ntellectual leap in the investigation. Tt is even m ore striking that m odem accelerators
can reproduce particle collisions sim ilar to those that continually occurred in the them albath
In the very 1rst instants of our Universe. W e are now entering the age .n which, wih the
pint e ort of experin ents and theory, we are lkely to unravel the m ystery of the findam ental
principles of particle Interactions lying beyond the Standard M odel.

T he Standard M odel [I|] describes the interactions of three generations of quarks and Jptons
de ned by a non-Abelian gauge theory based on the group SU3z SU, U;. The precision
m easurem ents at LEP have given an extraordinary con m ation ofthe validiy ofthe Standard
M odel up to the electroweak energy scale (for reviews, see refl [2]), and we have no m
experim ental indications for failures of this theory at higher energies. Our belief that the
Standard M odel is a low -energy approxin ation ofa new and fundam ental theory isbased only
on theoretical, but welkm otivated, argum ents.

First of all, the electroweak sym m etry breaking sector isnot on m experim ental ground.
T he H iggs m echanisn , which is invoked by the Standard M odel to generate the Z° and W
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m asses, predicts the existence of a new scalar particle, still to be discovered. From the theoret—
ical point of view , the H iggsm echanism su ers from the socalled \hierarchy" or \naturalness"

problem which, as discussed in sect. 5, kads us to believe that new physics m ust take place at
the TeV energy scale.

Furthem ore, the com plxity of the ferm ionic and gauge structures m akes the Standard
M odel ook like an Inprobable findam ental theory. To put it In a lss qualitative way, the
Standard M odel contains m any free param eters (eg. the three gauge coupling constants, the
nine ferm ion m asses and the four C abibbo{K obayashi{M askawa m ixing param eters); these cor-
respond to in portant physical quantities, but cannot be com puted in the context ofthe m odel.
Sin plifying the Standard M odel structure and predicting is free param eters are therefore basic
tasks of a sucoessfiil theory.

In these kectures I review them ain current ideas about theoriesbeyond the Standard M odel,
keeping the discussion at a qualitative level and m aking no use of advanced m athem atics. M ore
com prehensive review s can be found i refs. B] forGUTs), §] (for supersymm etry) and [H]

(for technicolour) .

2 GUT SUs

The rst attam pts to extend the structure of the Standard M odel have led to the construction

of Grand Uni ed Theories (GUTs) []. The basic idea is that gauge interactions are described

by a single sim plk gauge group, which contains the Standard M odel SU; SU, U; asa
subgroup and as a low -energy m anifestation. At rst thism ay seam inpossble, since a sinple
gauge group contains a single coupling constant gy and the strong, weak and electrom agnetic
couplings have di erent num erical values. H owever it should be ram embered that, In a quan-
tum el theory, the coupling constants depend on the energy scale at which they are probed,
as a consequence of the exchange of virtual particles surrounding the charge. T he evolution of
the gauge coupling constants as a function of the energy scale can be com puted using renor—
m alization group techniques and perturbation theory, and the relevant equations are described
In sect. 7. There, we will also nd that, as we include the quantum e ects of all Standard

M odelparticles, the three gauge coupling constants approach one another as the energy scal is
raised. Forthem om ent, ket us assum e that the three gauge couplingsm ect at a single value for
a speci c energy scale M x ) and study possble GUT candidates describbing the physics above
M y wih a single gauge coupling constant gy .

The sin plest exam pkeofaGUT isbased on the group SUs. Each ferm ion fam ily is contained
In al0 + 5 rpresentation of SUs. This can be understood from the decom position In tem s
of the Standard M odel group:

SUs ! SU; SU, U,
10 1 @il 2)ue + Bi2iglg t 111 (1)
5 ! Bilizde + 1;2; 3)y :

H ere the num bers inside the bradkets respectively denote the SU3 and SU, representations and



the U; quantum numbers. Equation {}) shows that the degrees of freedom for all the (left-
handed) elds In one Standard M odel fam ily are described by the two SUs elds 10 and 5. In
GUTsnot only is the gauge group uni ed, going from SU; SU, U; to SUs In this speci ¢
exam ple, but also the fem jonic spectrum is sin pli ed. Asquarks n QCD com e w ith di erent
colours, In GUT s di erent quarks and Jeptons are jist di erent aspects of the sam e particle.
This also explains the sin ple Integer relations am ong the electric charges of di erent quarks
and Jleptons.

3 EXPERIMENTAL TESTS FOR GUTs

T heoretical elegance is of course not a su cient argum ent to convince us that GUT s have
anything to do w ith Nature. W e need to establish GU T s predictions which can be confronted
w ith experin ental data. The basic idea 0of GU T s, gauge coupling uni cation, provides such a
prediction. Indeed at the GUT scale M x we can com pute the weak m ixing angle:
2 2
sin? e_2 = Laé) = 3 . @)
g Tr@~) 8

Here T; is the third isospin-com ponent and Q is the electric charge. The trace in eq. @), taken
over any SUs representation, ollows from a correct nom alization of the GUT generators.
Before comparing eq. @) with experin ent, one has to rescake i to the ow energies where
coupling constants are m easured. W e will do this in sect. 7, and show that eg. @) gives a
successfiil prediction for a class of theories w hich we have not yet introduced, supersym m etric
GUTs. W e anticipate here that, if gauge coupling uni cation has any chance to succeed, the
uni cation scale M y must be extrem ely Jarge, of the order of 10'°{10'® GeV, which, in the
them alhistory of our Universe, brings us to consider events occurring in the rst 10 3°{10 *
S.

Since we have prom oted the gauge group to SUs, we expect new gauge bosons and therefore
new foroes which m ay have experin ental consequences. T he decom position of the SUs gauge
bosons In tem s of Standard M odel ones is:

SUs ! SU; SU, U,
24 1 (8;1;0)g+ (1;3;0)y + (1;1;0)s + (3;2; 2)x + Bi2;3)x

Together w ith the fam iliar degrees of freedom for the glions (g) and the electroweak gauge
bosons W ;W %;B), we nd new particles X and X ) which carry both colour and weak
quantum numbers. The gauge bosons X and X a ect weak Interactions, but m odify standard
processes only by an amount My =M y )?, a fantastically sm all num ber, whose e ect is com —
plktely undetectable even In the m ost precise m easuram ents. N evertheless, the X -m ediated
Interactions m ay not be so invisble. Let us Inspect the Interactions between X ;X and the
ferm ionic currents, which are dictated by SUs gauge invariance:

Q)

Xn h
L = %x Gk e+d E+" u u +
N .

C
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N otice that one cannot assign a conserved baryon (B) and lkpton (L) quantum number to
X and X ; the new Interactions violate both B and L. In the Standard M odelB and L are
accidental global sym m etries, In the sense that they are just a consequence of gauge invariance
and renom alizability. It is not surprising that B and L are then violated in extensions of the
Standard M odel, in particular in GUT s where quarks and lptons are di erent aspects of the
sam e particlke.

T he experim ental discovery of processes that violate B and L would be clear evidence for
physics beyond the Standard M odel. O ne of the m ost In portant of such processes is proton
decay, which has the dram atic consequence that ordinary m atter is not stabl. It is easy
to see from eg. @) that the X boson m ediates the transition uu ! e&'d. W hen dressed
between physical hadronic states, this transition is converted into the proton decay m odes

+ 0.+ 0.F

p! e % %e ;& ' ,and o on. The calculation of the proton lifetin e yields

4
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The uncertainties in the num erical coe cient in eq. (3] come mainly from the di culy in
estin ating them atrix elem ents relating quarks to hadrons. Forreasonable GUT masses, M x /
10'°{10'°® GeV, eq. (§) predicts a proton lifetim e 10°* {10%° tim es larger than the age of the
Universe. It is faschating that experin ents can probe such slow processes by studying very
large sam ples of m atter. The present experin ental bound on the lifetin e of the decay m ode

+

p! e, the dom hant proton decay channelin SUs, is [1]
! & %>55 10% yr: 6)

T his bound already sets in portant constraints on possibble GUT m odels.

GUTs also provide a fram ework In which the creation of a prin ordial baryon asym m etry
can be understood and com puted. A though this isnot an experin entaltest, it is clearly a very
attractive theoretical feature. O bservations tell us that the present ratio ofbaryons to photons
in the Universe is a very smallnumber, ng=n = 4{7 10 '°. Ifngp=n isthen extrapolated
badk in tim e follow ing the them alhistory ofthe Universe, one nds that the excess ofbaryons
over antibaryons at the tin e of the big bang must have been 5 hg ng)=ns 3 10 8.
W e nd it disurbing to consider that the present cbserved U niverse is determ ined by a peculiar
hiialocondition prescribbing that foreach three hundred m illion baryons there are three hundred
m illion m inus one antibaryons.

T he hypothesis ofbaryogenesis isthat 5 = 0 at the tim e ofthebigbang and that the an all
coam ic baryon asymm etry was dynam ically created during the evolution of the Universe. The
physics responsible for the creation of y must necessarily Involve Interactions which violate
B . GUTs are therefore a natural fram ework for baryogenesis and it has been proved ] that
they have all the necessary ingredients to generate the cbserved value of the present baryon

densty.



4 SO pAND NEUTRINO M ASSES

I have presented SUs as the sinplest GUT, but m odels based on larger groups can also be
constructed. P robably the most interesting of them [g] is based on the orthogonal group
S0 19, which contains SU5 as a subgroup. The 16-din ensional spinorial representation of SO 1
decom poses Into 10 + 5+ 1 under SUs. W e recognize the ferm ion content of one Standard
M odel fam ily. Tt is quite satisfactory that quarks and lptons w ith their di erent quantum

num ber assignm ents can be described by a single SO ;¢ particle, for each generation.

In addition to the ordinary quarks and Jeptons contained in the 10 + 5 0f£SUs, the spinordial
representation of SOy, contains also a gauge singlet. This can be Interpreted as the right-
handed com ponent of the neutrino, allow Ing the possbility of D irac neutrino m asses. The
neutrino m ass term can now be w ritten in the form

(LE)M (§R)+h3C:r' (7)

where, for sim plicity, we are considering only the onegeneration case. The di erent entries of

the neutrino m ass m atrix M
T D

M = DT s 8)
can be understood in tem s of symm etry principles. The term S transfom s as a singlet under
the Standard M odel gauge group and therefore is naturally generated at the scale where the
SO symm etry isbroken,S M x . Theothertwotem s, T and D , transform respectively asa
triplet and a doublkt under the weak group SU,; therefore they can be generated only affer the
Standard M odel gauge group is broken. H owever, vacuum expectation values of triplet elds
Jad to an Inoorrect relation between the strengths of neutral and charged weak currents. W e
conclude thereforethat T /¥ 0andD ' m¢,wherem ¢ is a typical form ion (quark or charged
lepton) m ass. A fter diagonalization of them atrix in eq. @), we nd one heavy eigenstate w ith
m ass oforderM y and one (nainly left-handed) eigenstate w ith m ass {10]:

|
. me 2 10°Gev
m '’ = 10 °ev : 9)
My Gev My

In the context ofthe SO ;0 GUT, not only do we expect neutrinos to bem assive, but we also
understand in tem s of symm etries why their m asses m ust be much an aller than the typical
scale of the other ferm ion m asses.

5 THE HIERARCHY PROBLEM

The hierarchy (or naturalness) problem [11)] is considered to be one of the m ost serious theoret-
ical drawbadks of the Standard M odel and m ost of the attem pts to build theories beyond the
Standard M odel have concentrated on its solution. It sorings from the di culty In eld theory



In keeping fundam ental scalar particlesmuch lighter than .., them axinum energy scale up
to which the theory ram ains valid.

It is intuitive to require that if a particle m ass ismudch an aller than .y, there should
exist a (possbly approxin ate) symm etry under which the m ass tem is foroidden. W e know
an exam pl of such a symm etry for spin-one particles. T he photon is, theoretically speaking,
naturally m assless since the gauge symmetry A ! A + @ frbids the occurrence of the
photon mass term m?A A . Sinilarly, we can identify a symm etry which protects the m ass
of a ferm ionic particlke. A chiral symm etry, under which the lft-handed and right-handed
ferm jonic com ponents transform di erently ! e ; r! e r; 6 ,Prbdsthemass
term m [ g + he. Scalar particles can be naturally light if they are G oldstone bosons of
som e broken global sym m etry since their non—-linear transform ation property / ! ' + a forbids
themasstem m?’ 2,

In the case of the H iggs particlk, required In the Standard M odelby the electroweak sym —
m etry breaking m echanian , we cannot rely on any of the above-m entioned sym m etries. In the
absence of any symm etry principle, we expect the H iggs potentialm ass param eterm 2 to be
of the order of Z_.. Even ifwe arti cially set the classical value of m § to zero, it willbe

generated by quadratically divergent quantum ocorrections:

mi=— 2. (10)

max ’

where measuresthe e ect ofa typical coupling constant.

O nem ay argue that in a renom alizabl theory, the bare value ofany param eter isan in nite
(or, In other words, cut-© dependent) quantity, w ithout a precise physical m eaning. Since all
divergences can be reabsoroed, one can jist choose the renom alized quantity to be equal to
any appropriate value. H owever, we believe that a com plete description of particle interactions
In a naltheory willbe free from divergences. From thispoint ofview , the cancellation between
a bare value and quadratically divergent quantum corrections looks like a conspiracy between
the nfrared (elow ,.x) and the ultraviokt (@bove ,.x) com ponents of the theory. W e do
not accept such a conspiracy, but, on the otherhand, we know that the param eterm fl sets the
scale for electroweak symm etry breaking and it is therefore directly related tom % . W e thus
require that the quantum corrections in eq. (1() do not exceed mZ . This inplies an upper
bound on  ax:

r ___

max & —My  TeV : 11)

W e can conclude that the Standard M odel has a natural upper bound at the TeV scale, where
new physics should appear and m odify the ultraviolt behaviour of the theory.

T he hierarchy problem becom es m ost apparent when one considers GUT s. Here the H iggs
potential of the m odel contains two di erent m ass param eters: one is oforderM x and sets the
scalke for the breaking of the uni ed group; the other isof order M  and sets the scale for the
ordinary electrow eak breaking. By explicit calculation, one can show [[4]that these param eters
m ix at the quantum Jlevel and the hierarchy of the two m ass scales can be m aintained only at
the price of ne-tuning the param etersby an amount M x =M ).



6 SUPERSYMMETRY

Supersymm etry f13], contrary to all other ordinary symmetries n eld theory, transform s
bosons to fem ions and vice versa. This m eans that bosons and ferm ions sit in the same
supersymm etric multiplet. In the sinplest version of supersymm etry (the socalled N = 1
supersymm etry), each com plex scalar hasa W eyl ferm ion com panion and each m asskss gauge
boson also has a W eyl ferm ion com panion; sin ilarly the spin2 graviton has a soin-3/2 com -
panion, the gravitino. Invariance under supersym m etry in plies that particles inside a super-
muliplet are degenerate In m ass. It is therefore evident that, In a supersym m etric theory, ifa
chiral symm etry forbids a ferm ion m ass tem , it fordoids also the appearance of a scalar m ass
tem , such as the notorious H iggs m ass param eter. The hierarchy problem discussed in the
previous section can now be solved. Indeed, it has been proved that a supersym m etric theory
is free from quadratic divergences f14]. T he contrbution tom  proportionalto 7. ineg. @Q)
com ing from a bosonic loop is exactly cancelled by a loop Involving ferm ionic particles. Since
the dependence on iax hasnow disappeared, we can extend the scale of validity of the theory

w ithout provoking any hierarchy problem .

&t should also be mentioned that when supersymm etry is prom oted to a local symm e-
try, which m eans that the transform ation param eter depends on space-tin e, then the theory
autom atically inclides gravity and is called supergraviy. B ecause of this characteristic, super-
symm etry is believed to be a necessary Ingredient for the com plete uni cation of forces.

Here we are Interested In the m inin al extension of the Standard M odel com patible with
supersymm etry. Each Standard M odel partick is acoom panied by a supersym m etric partner:
scalarparticles (squarks and skptons) are the partners ofquarks and ¥ptons, and fermm jon parti-
ckes (eg. gluinos) are the partners ofthe Standard M odelbosons (e.g. gluons) . Supersym m etry
also requires two H iggs doubkts, as opposed to the single H iggs doublet ofthe Standard M odel,
and their ferm ionic partnersm ix w ith the ferm ionic partners of the electrow eak gauge bosons to
produce particles w ith one unit ofelectric charge (charginos) orno electric charge (heutralinos).

Supersym m etry ensures that the couplings of all these new particles are strictly related to
ordinary couplings. For instance, the couplings of squarks to one or two glions, of gliinos to
glions, of squarks and gliinos to quarks are sokly determ ined by 5, the QCD gauge coupling
constant.

T he supersym m etric generalization ofthe Standard M odel is therefore a wellkde ned theory
where allnew Interactions are described by the m athem atical properties of the supersym m et—
ric transformm ation. A s such, however, the theory is not acosptabl since it predicts a m ass
degeneracy between the ordinary and the supersym m etric particles; in N ature, therefore, su—
persymm etry is not an exact symm etry. In order to preserve the solution of the hierarchy
problam we need to break supersymm etry while m aintaining the good ultraviolet behaviour of
the theory. It has been shown [L3] that ifonly a certain set of supersym m etry-breaking tem s
w ith dim ensionful couplings are ntroduced, then the quadratic divergences still cancel, but the
m ass degeneracy is ram oved. Let us generically callm ¢ the m ass that sets the scale for the
din ensionfiil couplings which softly break supersymm etry. This scale has a de nite physical



m eaning, since allnew supersym m etric particles acquire m asses of orderm 5 . It is the energy
scale at which supersym m etry has to be looked for in experin ents.

By explicit calculation one nds that, In a softly broken supersym m etric theory, quadratic
divergences cancel, but some nite temm s of the kind ( = )m é remain. From eqg. @Q) we
recognize that m g behaves as the cuto of quadratic divergences in the Standard M odel. This
isnotentirely surprising since, nthelmitmg ! 1 ,allsupersym m etric particles decouple and
one should recover the ulrraviolet behaviour ofthe Standard M odel. T herefore we conclude that,
In a softly broken supersym m etric theory, the cuto of quadratic divergences has a physical
m eaning since i is related to m g, the m ass scale of the new particles. M oreover, follow Ing the
sam e argum ent that ked usto eq. 1) we nd that these new particles cannot be m uch heavier
than the TeV scale, if supersym m etry solves the hierarchy problem . In sect. 8, Iw illm ake this
argum ent m ore quantitative.

A Yhough technically successfill, itm ay appear that the introduction ofthe soft supersym m etry—
breaking tem s is too arbitrary to be entirely satisfactory. But, on the contrary, it has a very
appealing explnation [14]. Let us rst prom ote supersymm etry to supergravity, possbly a
necessary step towards com plete uni cation of forces. Then assum e that supergraviy is either
soontaneously or dynam ically broken In a sector of the theory that does not directly couple
to ordinary particles. In this cass, graviy comm unicates the supersym m etry breaking, and
the low -energy e ective theory of the supersym m etric Standard M odel contains exactly allthe
term s which break supersym m etry w ithout introducing quadratic divergences.

From this point of view, the appearance of the soft-breaking tem s can be understood
In tem s of welkde ned dynam ics. However, we do not yet know which m echanian breaks
supersymm etry and therefore we are not able to com pute the soft-breaking temrm s. This is
unfortunate because these de nethem ass spectrum ofthe new particles. A llwe can do now isto
keep them as free param eters and hope they w illbe determ ined by experin entalm easurem ents
or calculated, if theoretical progress ism ade. In the m Inim al version of the theory, there are
only four such param eters but, if som e assum ptions are relaxed, the num ber of free param eters
can grow enomm ously.

7 SUPERSYMMETRIC UNIFICATION

In the previous section, we have extended the Standard M odel to include supersymm etry in
order to solve the hierarchy problm . W e can now incorporate w ithin this m odel the ideas of
grand uni cation, and construct a supersymm etric GUT [L7].

A sdiscussed In sect. 3, the rsttestofa GUT isgauge coupling uni cation. At the one-loop
approxin ation the evolution ofthe SU; SU, U; gauge coupling constants w ith the energy
scale Q2 is given by

di_ b , . 0)
dt 4

2 ) = ———  i= 1;23 12)



wheret= logM ?=0?). The coe cientsb ; take into acoount the num bers of degrees of freedom
and the gauge quantum num bers ofallparticles nvolved In virtualexchanges. Forthe Standard
M odel, we nd

4 19 4 41 20
by = 7+§(Ng i b= E+§(Ng 3) i b1=€+§(Ng 3) i 13)
where N 4 is the num ber of generations. In the supersym m etric case allnew particles in uence

the running of the gauge coupling constants and m odify the b, param eters,

1
by= 3+2N45 3); by=1+2N45 3); bl=11+?O(Ng 3): 14)
Assum ing Ny = 3 and gauge coupling uni cation, ie. 3(0) = ,(0) = 5=3 ;(0), we can
com pute the QCD ocoupling M 3 ) ( sMz))and si® y ( L+ ,Mz)= 1Mz)] 1) asa

function ofM g , taking M,)= 1279 01 ( * 1 Ty 21). T he results ofthe theoretical
calculations in the Standard and supersymm etric m odels are shown In  g. 1, together w ih
the experin ental result f4]. Uni cation of couplings is clearly inconsistent w ith the Standard
M odel evolution for any valie of M x . This rules out any sinple GUT which breaks directly
Into SU3; SU, U,,wih only ordinary m atter content. Inclusion of additional light particles
or Intermm ediate steps of gauge sym m etry breaking m ay reconcike the Standard M odelw ih the
dea of uni cation. O f course, in this case, any prediction from gauge coupling uni cation is
necessarily lost. M ore Interesting is the supersymm etric case in which uni cation is achieved
in them inim alversion ofthemodel, with M y ’ 10'® GeV .From the historical point of view,
it is amusing to notice that in 1981, when supersymmetric GUTs were rst proposed, the
experin entaldata 18] were com patble w ith standard G U T s, but disfavoured supersym m etric
uni cation; see g.1.

8 ELECTROW EAK SYMMETRY BREAKING

A s a realistic theory of particle interactions, the supersymm etric m odel should describe the
correct pattem of electroweak symm etry breaking. This is obtained by the H iggs m echanian .
A salready m entioned In sect. 6, supersym m etry requires two H iggs doublets, as opposad to the
single one of the Standard M odel. A long the neutral com ponents of the two H iggs elds, the
scalar potential is:

g+ d°

2
VHGHED) =miHF+mifA)f miEH]+ ho)+ 5 HYF HIT (15)

where g;g° are respectively the SU, and U; gauge coupling constants. The m ass param eters
m%;m% and m 3 orighate from soft-breaking temm s and are therefore of the order of m 5, the
m ass scale Introduced in sect. 6. T he stability of the potential for Jarge values of elds along
the direction H ) = H ) requires

mZ+m:>2m3y: (16)



Since electroweak symm etry isbroken, theorigh H Y = HJ = 0m ust correspond to an unstable
con guration, which in plies:
m’mi<mj: a7

It is often assum ed that the soft-breaking tem s satisfy som e universality conditions around
My . Notice that, should for instance m? = m3, egs. ({6) and (1) cannot be sinulane-
ously satis ed and electroweak symm etry rem ains unbroken. N evertheless, before draw Ing any
conclusion, we have to include the renom alization e ects of changing the scale from M yx to
the electroweak scale My . These e ects are In portant as they are proportional to a large
logarithm , g™ Z=M 2 ), and they have been system atically com puted up to two loops [19].
G enerically, the e ect of gauge Interactions is to increase them asses aswe evolve from M x to
My . Therefore, ifallm asses are equal at M y , we expect gluinos to be heavier than charginos
and neutralinos, and sim ilarly squarks to be heavier than skptons, because of the dom nant
QCD e ects. On the other hand, Yukawa interactions decrease the m asses in the renom aliza—
tion from high to low energies. T herefore, the stops w ill be the lightest am ong squarks, since
the top quark coupling gives the dom inant Yukawa e ect.

Let usnow consider the evolution of the H iggsm ass param eters. A s they do not feelQCD
forces at one loop, their gauge renom alization is not very signi cant. The Yukawa coupling
e ect is in portant form 3, because H, is the Higgs eld responsbl for the top quark m ass,
but not form ?. Therefore, as an e ect of the heavy top quark, m 2 decreases and it is likely to
be driven negative around the weak scale, whilem ? rem ains positive. Form? > 0 andm 3 < 0,
egs. {14) and (1) can be easily satis ed and electroweak symm etry is broken RO].

In conclusion, the supersym m etric m odel is consistent w ith electroweak sym m etry breaking
and the m echanian involved is appealing In several ways. F irst of all, the breaking is driven
by purely quantum e ects, a theoretically attractive feature. Then it needs a heavy top quark,
which agrees w ith the Tevatron discovery. F inally, we have found that the dynam ics itself
chooses to break down SU,. In a supersymm etric theory, colour SU; could spontaneously
break if squarks get a vacuum expectation value, but this does not happen since squark m asses
squared receive large positive radiative corrections.

The m inin ization of the H iggs potential in eq. @5) gives:

M 2 g2+govz=mf m  tan®

2 e w1 o
2m 2
S e as)
2
where
0 v 0 \
hHlJ_=p—§oos ;hH21=p—§sm : (20)

Equation {18) can be interpreted as a prediction ofM ; in tem s of the soft supersymm etry—-
breaking param eters (a;) which determ inem 2;m 2, and m %. Unfortunately, we are not abk to
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com pute supersym m etry breaking, and therefore we can only use eq. (I§) asa constraint which
xes one of the param eters a; In tem s of the others.

W e can alo use eg. f18) to de ne a quantitative criterion for cbtaining upper bounds on
Supersym m etric particle m asses from the naturalness requirem ent R1]. I is intuitive that, as
the supersym m etry-breaking scalem s grow s, eq. f18) can hold only w ith an increasingly precise
cancellation am ong the di erent tem s. W e therefore require, for each param eter a;:

aj @M ZZ
M ZZ @ai

; @1)

where M 7 isgiven by eq. {1§) and is the degree of ne tuning. Equation (A1) can now be
translated into upper bounds on the supersym m etric particlke m asses. Independently of speci ¢
universality assum ptions on supersymm etry-breaking tem s, we nd R2], for instance, that the
chargino and the gluino are respectively lighterthan 120 and 500 G €V, if ne tuningsno greater
than 10% ( = 10) are required.

9 HIGGS SECTOR

Supersymm etry requires two H iggs doublets and therefore an extended spectrum of physical
H iggs particles. O ut of the eight degrees of freedom of the two com plex doublts, three are
eaten In the H iggsm echanisn and ve corresoond to physical particles. These form two real
CP-even scalars (h;H ), one realCP-odd scalar (&), and one complex scalar H © ). Aswe have
seen In the previous section, the H iggs potential contains three param eters (m ;m 5;m 5) and
one of them is xed by the electroweak symm etry-boreaking condition, eq. (18). T herefore, all
tree-level m asses and gauge couplings of the ve H iggs particles are com pletely described by
only two free param eters.

A nother in portant feature of the supersym m etric H iggs potential is that the quartic cou—
pling is given in tem s of gauge couplings, see eq. (15). In the Standard M odel case, the
quartic H iggs coupling m easures the H iggsm ass. T herefore, it is not surprisng to nd that in
supersym m etry the m ass of the lightest H iggs is bounded from above:

my < My, Jjoos2 J: (22)
Supersym m etry does not only provide a solution to the hierarchy problm by stabilizing the
H iggs m ass param eter, but also predicts the existence of a H iggs boson lighter than the z°.
Note that eq. £2) holdsonly at the classical kevel. T here are in portant radiative corrections
to the lightest H iggsm ass proportionaltom; R3]:
n2s S ME o Ms
h 2 VP v
T he upper bound given in eq. 2) is then m odi ed, and the resul is shown in g.2 R5]. For

extrem e values of the param eters, m;, can be as heavy as 150 G &V, but it is generally m uch
Jighter.

@23)
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This is an excellent opportunity for LEP 2, where the Standard M odel H iggs boson can
be discovered via the processe’e ! hZ? in essentially the entire kinem atical range my, <
P s M, . In the supersymm etric case, the search is m ore involved, because of the extended
Higgs sector. For tan close to 1, the supersymm etric H iggs boson resem bles the Standard
M odel counterpart and the LEP2 search is unchanged. For large values of tan , the cross—
section fore'e ! hZ? is reduced and can becom e uncbservable at LEP2. However, at the
sam e tin e, the CP-odd H iggs boson A beocom es light and the cross-section for the process
e"e ! hA isthen sizeable. The two di erent H iggs production m echanism s are therefore
com plem entary and allow the search for the supersym m etric H iggs boson at LEP 2 form ost of
the param eters. N evertheless, a com plkte exploration of the whole supersym m etric param eter
space w illbe possble only at the LHC, at the beginning of the next m illenium .

T he discovery of a light H iggs boson is certainly not a proof of the existence of supersym —
metry at low energies. However, in the Standard M odel, vacuum stability inposes a ower
bound on the H iggsm ass as a function of the top quark m ass P4]. Thisisshown in g.2 R5],
where the validiy of the Standard M odel is assum ed up to the P lJanck m ass. For com parison,
the upper bound on the supersymm etric H iggs m ass is also shown in g. 2. Notice that, for
m < 175 G&V, the H iggs discovery can discrin nate between the supersym m etric m odel and
the Standard M odelwih ,.x = M p;. A lhough this is not strictly true form > 175 G&V,
it is clear that the H iggs search can in general give good indications about the scale of new
physics.

10 SUPERSYMMETRY AND EXPERIM ENTS

If the H iggs search is certainly an in portant experin ental test, evidence for low -energy super—
symm etry will com e only from the discovery of the partners of ordinary particles.

T hem ost in portant feature of supersym m etry phenom enology is the existence of a discrete
symm etry, called R -parity, which distihguishes ordiary particles from their partners. This
is not an accidental symm etry, In the sense that it is not an autom atic consequence of su—
persymm etry and gauge nvariance. N evertheless, it is usually assum ed, or else dangerous B —
or L-violating interactions are introduced. It can be understood as a consequence of gauge
symmetry in GUT m odels which contain left—right sym m etric groups. If R parity is indeed
conserved only an even num ber of supersym m etric partners can appear in each interaction. A s
a consequence, supersym m etric particles are produced in pairs and the lightest supersym m etric
particlk is stable.

In m ost of the m odels, this stable particle tums out to be the lightest neutralino ( °).
T his is Portunate for the m odel, since the present density of electric— or colourcharged heavy
particles is very strongly lim ited by searches for exotic atom s R4]. A stable neutral particle
is not only allowed by present searches but also welcom e since it can explain the presence of
dark m atter in the Universe (see ref. P1]). From the point of view of collider experin ents, °
w illbehave as a heavy neutrino w hich escapes the detector, leaving an unbalanced m om entum
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and m issing energy in the observed event. The distinguishing signature of supersymm etry is
therefore an excess ofm issing energy and m om entum . Forexam ple, in €' e colliders, charginos
and slkptons are pairproduced w ith typical electroweak cross-sections and then decay, giving
rise to events such as:

ee ! T ! isolated Jeptons and=or fts+ E=;
e'e ! ¥ | isolated lptons+ E= : 24)

U sing these processes, LEP 1, working at the Z ° peak, was able to nule out the existence ofthese
particles w ith m asses less than M ;=2 [1]. LEP2 should cover m ost of the kinem atical range,
and discover or exclude * and ¥ with m asses aln ost up to P s=2. This is certainly going to
be a very crtical region sinoe, as we have seen in sect. 8, the 10% netuning lin its place the
weakly-interacting supersym m etric particles at the border of the LEP 2 discovery reach.

Strongly-interacting particles, such as squarks and gliinos, can be best studied at hadron
colliders where they are produced w ith large crosssections. The signature is again m issing
transverse energy carried by the neutralinos produced in the decays of squarks and gliinos.
Tevatron experin ents have set lin its on the m asses of these particles of about 150{200 G &V,
depending on the particular m odel assum ptions. At the LHC squarks and gluinos can be
searched even form asses of several TeV , well above the 10% ne-tuning lim its.

Tt isworth pointing out that although €' e colliders are the idealm achines for a system atic
search of new weakly-interacting particles, charginos and neutralinosm ay also be discovered at
hadron colliders, for nstance in the process:

0 . N 0 . 0 o 0 .
P ! 1 27 1 ! 17 5! 7t (25)

T he signalofthree Jptons and m issing transverse energy in the nalstate hasaln ost no Stan-
dard M odel background, when su cient lepton isolation requirem ents are im posed. H owever,
it isdi cul to obtain lowerbounds on the new particle m asses, because the ¥ptonic branching
ratios of charginos and neutralinos depend strongly on the m odel param eters.

In conclusion, this generation of colliders is testing the theoretically best-m otivated region
of param eters In the supersym m etric m odel. W e can be con dent that, afterthe LHC has run,
either low-energy supersymm etry w ill have been discovered or it m ust be discarded, since its
m ain m otivation is no longer valid.

11 THE FLAVOUR PROBLEM

T he Standard M odel Lagrangian forgauge interactions is nvariant undera globalU3 symm etry,
w ith each U; acting on the generation indices ofthe ve irreducible ferm ionic representations of
the gauge group (4, jug ;g 7 Lieg )iy i= 1; 2; 3. This symm etry, called avour (or generation)

symm etry, In plies that gauge interactions do not distinguish am ong the three generations of
quarks and J¥ptons. In the realworld, this sym m etry m ust be broken, as quarks and Jeptons of
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di erent generations have di erent m asses. H owever, the breaking m ust be such astom aintain
an approxin ate cancellation ofF lavour-C hanging Neutral Currents CNC). T his is called the
avour problem .

In the Standard M odel the avour problm is solved in a sinpl and rather elegant way.
The avour symm etry is broken only by the Yukawa interactions between the Higgs eld and
the ferm ions. A fter electroweak symm etry breaking, these interactions give rise to the various
m asses of the three generations of quarks and kptons. T he attractive feature ofthism echanian
is that allFCNC exactly vanish at tree level P§]. This is a speci c property of the Standard
M odelw ith m inin al H iggs structure and it is not autom atic In m odels w ith an enlarged H iggs
sector. Sm all contributions to FCNC are generated at loop level and generally agree w ih
experin ental observations. Athough thism echanian provides a great success of the Standard
M ode], it preventsus from com puting any ofthe quark or Jepton m asses, asthese are introduced
In tem s of som e fiee param eters.

In supersymm etry, the solution of the avour problem ism ore arduous. M ost of the soft—
breaking tem s introduced in sect. 6 generally violate the avour symm etry and give too large
contributions to the FCNC . This can be understood by recalling that, n a softly-broken su-—
persym m etric theory, the m ass m atrices for quarks and squarks are independent and therefore
cannot be sim ultaneously diagonalized by an equal rotation of the quark and squark elds.
T husneutralcurrents mvolving gluino{quark { squark vertices can m ediate signi cant transitions
am ong the di erent generations. O nly if squarks and gliinos were heavier than 10{100 T&V
could generic soft-breaking termm s be consistent w ith cbservations of FCNC processes. Since,
as discussed in sect. 8, the very m otivation for low -energy supersym m etry in plies that squarks
and gluinosm ust be lighter than 500{1000 G €V , we have to postulate that the supersym m etry—
breaking tem s have som e speci ¢ property.

The st possbility is that the supersym m etry-breaking temm s regoect the avour symm e—
try In the lim i of vanishing Yukawa couplings. T his possibility is often advocated in m odels
based on supergravity, on the basis of the hypothesis that all gravitationally-induced interac—
tions are avour-mvariant. However, this hypothesis has been shown to be incorrect both in
supergravity m odels w ith generic K ahlerm etrics £9] and in m odels derived from superstrings
Bd]. N evertheless, this is an Interesting possbility, since it signi cantly reduces the num ber of
free param eters in the supersym m etry-oreaking tem s and allow s sharp predictions testable at
future colliders.

T he otherpossibility isthat the supersym m etry-breaking termm sviolate the avour symm etry
but are approxin ately aligned w ith the corresponding avour violation In the f&rm jonic sector
eg. with the Yukawa couplings). This can be the result of som e new symmetry 31] or some
dynam icalm echanism [32].

It is likely that the solution of the avour problem is linked w ith the m echanian of super-
symm etry breaking and therefore it w ill only be unravelled after signi cant theoretical devel-
opm ents. Now we can only soeculate that an understanding of the avour problm m ay help
us to calculate the am ount of avour breaking and ultin ately all quark and lpton m asses.
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12 TECHNICOLOUR

W e have seen how supersymm etry can cure the hierachy problm of the Standard M odel by
stabilizing the m ass scale in the H iggs potential. Technicolour B3] o ers a di erent solution
to the hierarchy problem , based on the idea of ram oving all findam ental scalar particles from
the theory. The m ass scale which sets the electroweak breaking is dynam ically determ ined in
a strongly interacting gauge theory w ith purely ferm ionic m atter.

The presence of light scalars (mesons) in the hadronic spectrum does not pose a problm
of hierarchy. The description of m esons as fundam ental particlkes is valid only up to about
ocp - Above this scale, physics is described in temm s of quarks and gluons, and hadrons have
to be interpreted as com posite particles. Technicolour aim s to describe the H iggs boson as a
com posite particle, sin ilarly to the case ofmesons n QCD .

In order to illustrate the m ain idea of technicolour, ket us consider as a toy model QCD
with only twom asslkess avours m , = m 4 = 0). In this Iim i, the theory hasa chiralSU 2);,
SU @Q)g Invariance, n which the left-handed and right-handed com ponents of the up and down
quarks are rotated independently. As QCD becom es strongly-interacting at 9% < 2., the
quark condensates are form ed:

hiui= kddi= 0 ( Jep) : 26)

If the tw o condensates are equal, the chiralsym m etry isbroken to the vectorialpart SU @)1+ R -
G oldstone’s theoram ensures the existence ofthreem assless scalar particlks in the spectrum , the
pions Y; . In the realworld, quark m asses explicitly break chiral symm etry and give am all
m assesto thepions. A Iso, ifthe strange quark is included, the chiralsymm etry SU 3);, SU Q3)x
isbroken to SU 3)1+r ,» giving rise to the m eson octet as approxin ate G oldstone bosons.

Let us tum on weak interactions in our toy m odel. Since the W boson couples to quarks,
it also Interacts w ith the pions. This coupling can be obtained from PCAC, which detem ines
the m atrix elem ent of the broken current (3*) In tem s of the pion decay constant f :

ifjPi=£qg *: @7)

Here a;bare SU (2) indicesand g is the pion ourm om entum . From eq. £7) and the coupling
oftheW boson to the weak current, we obtain the coupling between W 2 and ®:

g9 ab
=f : 28
5 q @8)
Consider now the correction of onepion exchange n the W propagator:
1 1 1 1
—+= Zfq = Zeq = 29)
T g 2 g 2 I

The st terim ocorresponds to the uncorrected masskess W  propagator and the second term
corresoonds to the exchange of a m assless pion between two W propagators w ith the coupling
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gien In eq. @8). W e can Insert an in nite number of pion exchanges, but it isnot di cul to
sum the whole serdes: " ¥
1¥® g, 1 1
= 2f2 S = (30)
q2 n=0 2

Equation (30) show s that the e ect of the pion exchange is to shift the pole value of the W
propagator to

g

My = 2f : 31)

The W boson has acquired m ass, which is not a surprising result if we think that we have
prom oted a globalbroken symm etry to a local invarance. The value forthe W m ass given by
egq. {31) isabout 30 M &V, certainly too an allto explain the experin entaldata.

W e can use the result ofthistoy m odeland explain the physicalvalie ofM y , ifwe introduce
anew foroe, called technicolour. Technicolourbehaves in a sim ilar fashion to the ordinary colour
forces but it becom es strong at amuch larger scale ¢ ’ 500 G &V . The sim plest technicolour
m odel is very easy to construct. Take a doublet of ferm ionsw ith the sam e electrow eak quantum
numbers as the up and down quarks, assign to them a technicolour charge and call them
techniquarks U and D . The condensates

HWUi=MDi=0 ( 3.) (32)

generate three com posite G oldstone m odes, which becom e the longitudinal degrees of freedom
oftheW and Z gauge bosons. W e have then built a m odel of electroweak sym m etry breaking
w ith no fundam ental H iggs boson. The experim ental signature is the presence of strongly
Interacting dynam ics at the TeV scale, which produces new resonances sin ilar to those found
In the hadronic spectrum at the G€V scale.

A though them echanisn forgenerating electrow eak breaking in technicolour is very elegant,
sveral di culties have prevented the construction ofa fully realisticm odel. The rst problem
is the com m unication of electroweak breaking to the quark and lptonic sectors of the theory.
This can be done via new interactions, called extended technicolour ETC) forces 4], which
couple quarks to techniquarks. Ifthe ETC symm etry is broken (possbly by som e dynam ical
mechanism ) at a scale M g1 larger than .., quarks and kptons receive m asses of the order
of

: 3
m . WFrFi Tc . 33)
14
MEZTC MEZTC

where HF' F' 1 is the corresponding techniferm ionic condensate. The troubl is that m easure-
m ents of FCNC processes generally In pose stringent lower bounds on M g ¢ , of the order of
100 TeV .Thism eansthat the ETC m echanisn can generate them asses forthe st generation
of farm ions, but has di culties to explain the lJarger m asses of the second and third genera-—
tions. The task is particularly arduous for the top quark, since a dynam icalm echanism which
explains the lJarge isospin breaking in the di erence between m « and m , generally leads to large
corrections to the  param eter, the ratio between the strengths of the neutral and charged
weak currents. Finally, the e ect of the strong technicolour dynam ics always gives sizeable
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corrections to the electroweak precision data in LEP 1, which have been shown to agree w ith
the Standard M odelw ith great accuracy RI.

T he hope is that these problem s can be cured in technicolour theories w ith dynam ics sub—
stantially di erent from a scaled-up Q CD .T here hasbeen som ee ort in thisdirection, trying to
construct theories n which the ultraviolet behaviour of the techniferm ion selfenergy enhances
the quark m ass contribution, while the infra-red behaviour determ nes the W mass. Thism ay
occur In theories w ith slow Iy running coupling constants (the socalled walking technicolour
B5])) orin xed-point gauge theories 4], although the non-perturbative nature of the problkm
prevents us from m aking reliable calculations.
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