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A bstract

In these lectures I give a short review ofthe m ain theoreticalideas

underlying theextensionsoftheStandard M odelofelem entary particle

interactions.

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

Studying physicsbeyond theStandard M odelm eanslooking fortheconditionsoftheUniverse

in the�rstbillionth ofasecond,when itstem peraturewasabove1014 K.Thisclearly requiresa

giganticintellectualleap in theinvestigation.Itiseven m orestriking thatm odern accelerators

can reproduceparticlecollisionssim ilarto thosethatcontinually occurred in thetherm albath

in the very �rst instants ofour Universe. W e are now entering the age in which,with the

jointe�ortofexperim entsand theory,wearelikely to unravelthem ystery ofthefundam ental

principlesofparticleinteractionslying beyond theStandard M odel.

TheStandard M odel[1]describestheinteractionsofthreegenerationsofquarksand leptons

de�ned by a non-Abelian gauge theory based on the group SU3 � SU2 � U1. The precision

m easurem entsatLEP havegiven an extraordinary con�rm ation ofthevalidity oftheStandard

M odelup to the electroweak energy scale (for reviews, see ref.[2]), and we have no �rm

experim entalindications for failures ofthis theory at higher energies. Our beliefthat the

Standard M odelisa low-energy approxim ation ofa new and fundam entaltheory isbased only

on theoretical,butwell-m otivated,argum ents.

Firstofall,theelectroweak sym m etry breaking sectorisnoton �rm experim entalground.

The Higgsm echanism ,which isinvoked by the Standard M odelto generate the Z 0 and W �
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m asses,predictstheexistenceofa new scalarparticle,stillto bediscovered.From thetheoret-

icalpointofview,theHiggsm echanism su�ersfrom theso-called \hierarchy" or\naturalness"

problem which,asdiscussed in sect.5,leadsusto believethatnew physicsm usttakeplaceat

theTeV energy scale.

Furtherm ore,the com plexity ofthe ferm ionic and gauge structures m akes the Standard

M odellook like an im probable fundam entaltheory. To put it in a less qualitative way,the

Standard M odelcontainsm any free param eters(e.g. the three gauge coupling constants,the

nineferm ion m assesand thefourCabibbo{Kobayashi{M askawa m ixingparam eters);thesecor-

respond to im portantphysicalquantities,butcannotbecom puted in thecontextofthem odel.

Sim plifyingtheStandard M odelstructureand predictingitsfreeparam etersarethereforebasic

tasksofa successfultheory.

In theselecturesIreview them ain currentideasabouttheoriesbeyond theStandard M odel,

keeping thediscussion ataqualitativeleveland m akingnouseofadvanced m athem atics.M ore

com prehensive reviews can be found in refs. [3](forGUTs),[4](forsupersym m etry) and [5]

(fortechnicolour).

2 G U T SU5

The�rstattem ptsto extend thestructureoftheStandard M odelhaveled to theconstruction

ofGrand Uni�ed Theories(GUTs)[6].Thebasicidea isthatgaugeinteractionsaredescribed

by a single sim ple gauge group,which contains the Standard M odelSU3 � SU2 � U1 as a

subgroup and asa low-energy m anifestation.At�rstthism ay seem im possible,sincea sim ple

gaugegroup containsa singlecoupling constantgX and thestrong,weak and electrom agnetic

couplingshave di�erentnum ericalvalues. Howeveritshould be rem em bered that,in a quan-

tum �eld theory,thecoupling constantsdepend on theenergy scaleatwhich they areprobed,

asa consequence oftheexchangeofvirtualparticlessurrounding thecharge.Theevolution of

the gauge coupling constantsasa function ofthe energy scale can be com puted using renor-

m alization group techniquesand perturbation theory,and therelevantequationsaredescribed

in sect.7. There,we willalso �nd that,as we include the quantum e�ects ofallStandard

M odelparticles,thethreegaugecouplingconstantsapproach oneanotherastheenergy scaleis

raised.Forthem om ent,letusassum ethatthethreegaugecouplingsm eetatasinglevaluefor

a speci�c energy scale(M X )and study possible GUT candidatesdescribing thephysicsabove

M X with a singlegaugecoupling constantgX .

Thesim plestexam pleofaGUT isbased on thegroup SU5.Each ferm ion fam ilyiscontained

in a 10 + �5 representation ofSU5. Thiscan be understood from the decom position in term s

oftheStandard M odelgroup:

SU5 ! SU3 � SU2 � U1

10 ! (�3;1;� 2

3
)uc

R
+ (3;2;1

6
)qL + (1;1;1)ec

R

�5 ! (�3;1;1
3
)dc

R
+ (1;2;� 1

2
)‘L :

(1)

Herethenum bersinsidethebracketsrespectively denotetheSU3 and SU2 representationsand
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the U1 quantum num bers. Equation (1) shows that the degrees offreedom for allthe (left-

handed)�eldsin oneStandard M odelfam ily aredescribed by thetwo SU5 �elds10 and �5.In

GUTsnotonly isthegaugegroup uni�ed,going from SU3 � SU2 � U1 to SU5 in thisspeci�c

exam ple,butalso theferm ionicspectrum issim pli�ed.Asquarksin QCD com ewith di�erent

colours,in GUTsdi�erentquarksand leptonsare justdi�erentaspectsofthe sam e particle.

This also explains the sim ple integer relations am ong the electric charges ofdi�erent quarks

and leptons.

3 EX PER IM EN TA L T EST S FO R G U T s

Theoreticalelegance is ofcourse not a su�cient argum ent to convince us that GUTs have

anything to do with Nature.W e need to establish GUTspredictionswhich can beconfronted

with experim entaldata. The basic idea ofGUTs,gauge coupling uni�cation,providessuch a

prediction.Indeed attheGUT scaleM X wecan com putetheweak m ixing angle:

sin2�W �
e2

g2
=
Tr(T2

3)

Tr(Q 2)
=
3

8
: (2)

HereT3 isthethird isospin-com ponentand Q istheelectriccharge.Thetracein eq.(2),taken

over any SU5 representation, follows from a correct norm alization ofthe GUT generators.

Before com paring eq.(2) with experim ent, one has to rescale it to the low energies where

coupling constants are m easured. W e willdo this in sect.7,and show that eq.(2) gives a

successfulprediction fora classoftheorieswhich wehavenotyetintroduced,supersym m etric

GUTs. W e anticipate here that,ifgauge coupling uni�cation hasany chance to succeed,the

uni�cation scale M X m ust be extrem ely large,ofthe order of1015{1016 GeV,which,in the

therm alhistory ofourUniverse,bringsusto considereventsoccurring in the�rst10� 35{10� 38

s.

Sincewehaveprom oted thegaugegroup toSU5,weexpectnew gaugebosonsand therefore

new forceswhich m ay have experim entalconsequences. The decom position ofthe SU5 gauge

bosonsin term sofStandard M odelonesis:

SU5 ! SU3 � SU2 � U1

24 ! (8;1;0)g + (1;3;0)W + (1;1;0)B + (3;2;� 5

6
)X + (�3;2;5

6
)�X

: (3)

Together with the fam iliar degrees offreedom for the gluons (g) and the electroweak gauge

bosons (W � ;W 0;B ),we �nd new particles (X and �X ) which carry both colour and weak

quantum num bers.ThegaugebosonsX and �X a�ectweak interactions,butm odify standard

processes only by an am ount(M W =M X )
2,a fantastically sm allnum ber,whose e�ect iscom -

pletely undetectable even in the m ost precise m easurem ents. Nevertheless,the X -m ediated

interactions m ay not be so invisible. Let us inspect the interactions between X ;�X and the

ferm ioniccurrents,which aredictated by SU5 gaugeinvariance:

L =
gX
p
2

n

X
�
�

h
�dR �


�
e
c
R +

�dL�

�
e
c
L + "��
�u

c


L 

�
u
�

L

i

+

+ �X �
�

h

� �dR �

�
�
c
R � �uL�


�
e
c
L + "��
�u

c


L 

�
d
�

L

i

+ h:c:
o

: (4)
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Notice that one cannot assign a conserved baryon (B ) and lepton (L) quantum num ber to

X and �X ;the new interactions violate both B and L. In the Standard M odelB and L are

accidentalglobalsym m etries,in thesensethatthey arejusta consequenceofgaugeinvariance

and renorm alizability.Itisnotsurprising thatB and L arethen violated in extensionsofthe

Standard M odel,in particularin GUTswhere quarksand leptonsare di�erentaspectsofthe

sam eparticle.

The experim entaldiscovery ofprocessesthatviolate B and L would be clearevidence for

physics beyond the Standard M odel. One ofthe m ostim portantofsuch processes isproton

decay, which has the dram atic consequence that ordinary m atter is not stable. It is easy

to see from eq.(4) that the X boson m ediates the transition uu ! e+ �d. W hen dressed

between physicalhadronic states, this transition is converted into the proton decay m odes

p! e+ �0;e+ �0;e+ �;e+ �+ �� ,and so on.Thecalculation oftheproton lifetim eyields

�p = (0:2� 8:0)� 1031
�

M X

1015 GeV

�4

yr: (5)

The uncertainties in the num ericalcoe�cient in eq.(5) com e m ainly from the di�culty in

estim atingthem atrix elem entsrelatingquarkstohadrons.ForreasonableGUT m asses,M X ’

1015{1016 GeV,eq.(5) predicts a proton lifetim e 1021{1025 tim es larger than the age ofthe

Universe. It is fascinating thatexperim ents can probe such slow processes by studying very

large sam ples ofm atter. The present experim entalbound on the lifetim e ofthe decay m ode

p! e+ �0,thedom inantproton decay channelin SU5,is[7]

�(p! e
+
�
0)> 5:5� 1032 yr: (6)

Thisbound already setsim portantconstraintson possibleGUT m odels.

GUTsalso provide a fram ework in which the creation ofa prim ordialbaryon asym m etry

can beunderstood and com puted.Although thisisnotan experim entaltest,itisclearly avery

attractivetheoreticalfeature.Observationstellusthatthepresentratio ofbaryonsto photons

in the Universe isa very sm allnum ber,nB =n
 = 4{7� 10� 10. IfnB =n
 isthen extrapolated

back in tim efollowing thetherm alhistory oftheUniverse,one�ndsthattheexcessofbaryons

overantibaryonsatthetim eofthebig bang m usthavebeen � B � (nB � n �B )=nB � 3� 10� 8.

W e�nd itdisturbingtoconsiderthatthepresentobserved Universeisdeterm ined by apeculiar

initialcondition prescribingthatforeach threehundred m illion baryonstherearethreehundred

m illion m inusoneantibaryons.

Thehypothesisofbaryogenesisisthat� B = 0atthetim eofthebigbangand thatthesm all

cosm ic baryon asym m etry wasdynam ically created during theevolution oftheUniverse.The

physicsresponsible forthe creation of� B m ustnecessarily involve interactionswhich violate

B . GUTsare therefore a naturalfram ework forbaryogenesisand ithasbeen proved [8]that

they have allthe necessary ingredients to generate the observed value ofthe present baryon

density.
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4 SO 10 A N D N EU T R IN O M A SSES

Ihave presented SU5 as the sim plest GUT,but m odels based on larger groups can also be

constructed. Probably the m ost interesting of them [9]is based on the orthogonalgroup

SO 10,which containsSU5 asa subgroup.The16-dim ensionalspinorialrepresentation ofSO 10

decom poses into 10 + �5 + 1 under SU5. W e recognize the ferm ion content ofone Standard

M odelfam ily. It is quite satisfactory that quarks and leptons with their di�erent quantum

num berassignm entscan bedescribed by a singleSO 10 particle,foreach generation.

In addition totheordinary quarksand leptonscontained in the10 + �5 ofSU5,thespinorial

representation ofSO 10 contains also a gauge singlet. This can be interpreted as the right-

handed com ponent ofthe neutrino,allowing the possibility ofDirac neutrino m asses. The

neutrino m assterm can now bewritten in theform

(��L��
c
L)M (�cR �R )+ h:c:; (7)

where,forsim plicity,we areconsidering only theone-generation case.The di�erententriesof

theneutrino m assm atrix M

M =

�
T D

D T S

�

(8)

can beunderstood in term sofsym m etry principles.Theterm S transform sasa singletunder

the Standard M odelgauge group and therefore isnaturally generated atthe scale where the

SO 10 sym m etry isbroken,S � M X .Theothertwoterm s,T and D ,transform respectively asa

tripletand adoubletundertheweak group SU2;thereforethey can begenerated only afterthe

Standard M odelgauge group isbroken. However,vacuum expectation valuesoftriplet�elds

lead to an incorrectrelation between the strengthsofneutraland charged weak currents. W e

conclude therefore thatT ’ 0 and D ’ m f,where m f isa typicalferm ion (quark orcharged

lepton)m ass.Afterdiagonalization ofthem atrix in eq.(8),we�nd oneheavy eigenstatewith

m assoforderM X and one(m ainly left-handed)eigenstatewith m ass[10]:

m � ’
m 2

f

M X

= 10� 6eV

�
m f

GeV

�2
 

1015GeV

M X

!

: (9)

In thecontextoftheSO 10 GUT,notonly doweexpectneutrinostobem assive,butwealso

understand in term s ofsym m etries why theirm asses m ustbe m uch sm allerthan the typical

scaleoftheotherferm ion m asses.

5 T H E H IER A R C H Y PR O B LEM

Thehierarchy (ornaturalness)problem [11]isconsidered tobeoneofthem ostserioustheoret-

icaldrawbacksofthe Standard M odeland m ostofthe attem ptsto build theoriesbeyond the

Standard M odelhaveconcentrated on itssolution.Itspringsfrom thedi�culty in �eld theory
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in keeping fundam entalscalarparticlesm uch lighterthan �m ax,them axim um energy scaleup

to which thetheory rem ainsvalid.

It is intuitive to require that ifa particle m ass is m uch sm aller than �m ax,there should

exista (possibly approxim ate)sym m etry underwhich the m assterm isforbidden. W e know

an exam ple ofsuch a sym m etry forspin-one particles. The photon is,theoretically speaking,

naturally m assless since the gauge sym m etry A � ! A � + @�� forbids the occurrence ofthe

photon m ass term m 2A �A
�. Sim ilarly,we can identify a sym m etry which protects the m ass

ofa ferm ionic particle. A chiralsym m etry, under which the left-handed and right-handed

ferm ionic com ponentstransform di�erently  L ! ei� L; R ! ei� R ;� 6= �,forbidsthe m ass

term m � L R + h.c. Scalar particles can be naturally light ifthey are Goldstone bosons of

som ebroken globalsym m etry sincetheirnon-lineartransform ation property ’ ! ’+ a forbids

them assterm m 2’2.

In the case ofthe Higgsparticle,required in the Standard M odelby the electroweak sym -

m etry breaking m echanism ,wecannotrely on any oftheabove-m entioned sym m etries.In the

absence ofany sym m etry principle,we expectthe Higgspotentialm assparam eterm 2
H to be

ofthe order of�2

m ax
. Even ifwe arti�cially set the classicalvalue ofm 2

H to zero,it willbe

generated by quadratically divergentquantum corrections:

m
2

H =
�

�
�2

m ax
; (10)

where� m easuresthee�ectofa typicalcoupling constant.

Onem ayarguethatin arenorm alizabletheory,thebarevalueofanyparam eterisan in�nite

(or,in otherwords,cut-o� dependent)quantity,withouta precisephysicalm eaning.Sinceall

divergences can be reabsorbed,one can justchoose the renorm alized quantity to be equalto

any appropriatevalue.However,webelievethata com pletedescription ofparticleinteractions

in a�naltheorywillbefreefrom divergences.From thispointofview,thecancellation between

a barevalue and quadratically divergentquantum correctionslookslike a conspiracy between

theinfra-red (below �m ax)and theultraviolet(above�m ax)com ponentsofthe theory.W edo

notacceptsuch a conspiracy,but,on theotherhand,weknow thattheparam eterm 2

H setsthe

scale forelectroweak sym m etry breaking and itistherefore directly related to m 2

W . W e thus

require that the quantum corrections in eq.(10) do not exceed m 2

W . This im plies an upper

bound on �m ax:

�m ax
<
�

r
�

�
M W ’ TeV : (11)

W ecan concludethattheStandard M odelhasa naturalupperbound attheTeV scale,where

new physicsshould appearand m odify theultravioletbehaviourofthetheory.

The hierarchy problem becom esm ostapparentwhen oneconsidersGUTs.Here theHiggs

potentialofthem odelcontainstwo di�erentm assparam eters:oneisoforderM X and setsthe

scaleforthebreaking oftheuni�ed group;theotherisoforderM W and setsthescaleforthe

ordinary electroweak breaking.By explicitcalculation,onecan show [12]thattheseparam eters

m ix atthequantum leveland the hierarchy ofthe two m assscalescan bem aintained only at

thepriceof�ne-tuning theparam etersby an am ount(M X =M W )
2.
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6 SU PER SY M M ET RY

Supersym m etry [13], contrary to allother ordinary sym m etries in �eld theory, transform s

bosons to ferm ions and vice versa. This m eans that bosons and ferm ions sit in the sam e

supersym m etric m ultiplet. In the sim plest version ofsupersym m etry (the so-called N = 1

supersym m etry),each com plex scalarhasa W eylferm ion com panion and each m asslessgauge

boson also hasa W eylferm ion com panion;sim ilarly the spin-2 graviton hasa spin-3/2 com -

panion,the gravitino. Invariance undersupersym m etry im pliesthatparticlesinside a super-

m ultipletaredegeneratein m ass.Itisthereforeevidentthat,in a supersym m etric theory,ifa

chiralsym m etry forbidsa ferm ion m assterm ,itforbidsalso the appearance ofa scalarm ass

term ,such as the notorious Higgs m ass param eter. The hierarchy problem discussed in the

previoussection can now besolved.Indeed,ithasbeen proved thata supersym m etric theory

isfreefrom quadraticdivergences[14].Thecontribution tom 2

H proportionalto�2

m ax
in eq.(10)

com ing from a bosonic loop isexactly cancelled by a loop involving ferm ionic particles.Since

thedependenceon �2

m ax
hasnow disappeared,wecan extend thescaleofvalidity ofthetheory

withoutprovoking any hierarchy problem .

It should also be m entioned that when supersym m etry is prom oted to a localsym m e-

try,which m eansthatthe transform ation param eterdependson space-tim e,then the theory

autom atically includesgravity and iscalled supergravity.Becauseofthischaracteristic,super-

sym m etry isbelieved to bea necessary ingredientforthecom pleteuni�cation offorces.

Here we are interested in the m inim alextension ofthe Standard M odelcom patible with

supersym m etry. Each Standard M odelparticle isaccom panied by a supersym m etric partner:

scalarparticles(squarksand sleptons)arethepartnersofquarksandleptons,andferm ion parti-

cles(e.g.gluinos)arethepartnersoftheStandard M odelbosons(e.g.gluons).Supersym m etry

alsorequirestwoHiggsdoublets,asopposed tothesingleHiggsdoubletoftheStandard M odel,

and theirferm ionicpartnersm ixwith theferm ionicpartnersoftheelectroweak gaugebosonsto

produceparticleswith oneunitofelectriccharge(charginos)ornoelectriccharge(neutralinos).

Supersym m etry ensuresthatthe couplingsofallthese new particlesarestrictly related to

ordinary couplings. Forinstance,the couplingsofsquarksto one ortwo gluons,ofgluinosto

gluons,ofsquarksand gluinosto quarksaresolely determ ined by �s,theQCD gaugecoupling

constant.

Thesupersym m etricgeneralization oftheStandard M odelisthereforeawell-de�ned theory

where allnew interactionsaredescribed by the m athem aticalpropertiesofthe supersym m et-

ric transform ation. As such,however,the theory is not acceptable since it predicts a m ass

degeneracy between the ordinary and the supersym m etric particles;in Nature,therefore,su-

persym m etry is not an exact sym m etry. In order to preserve the solution ofthe hierarchy

problem weneed to break supersym m etry whilem aintaining thegood ultravioletbehaviourof

thetheory.Ithasbeen shown [15]thatifonly a certain setofsupersym m etry-breaking term s

with dim ensionfulcouplingsareintroduced,then thequadraticdivergencesstillcancel,butthe

m ass degeneracy isrem oved. Let us generically callm S the m ass that sets the scale forthe

dim ensionfulcouplings which softly break supersym m etry. This scale has a de�nite physical
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m eaning,since allnew supersym m etric particlesacquire m assesoforderm S. Itisthe energy

scaleatwhich supersym m etry hasto belooked forin experim ents.

By explicitcalculation one�ndsthat,in a softly broken supersym m etric theory,quadratic

divergences cancel, but som e �nite term s ofthe kind (�=�)m 2

S rem ain. From eq.(10) we

recognizethatm S behavesasthecut-o� ofquadraticdivergencesin theStandard M odel.This

isnotentirely surprisingsince,in thelim itm S ! 1 ,allsupersym m etricparticlesdecoupleand

oneshould recovertheultravioletbehaviouroftheStandardM odel.Thereforeweconcludethat,

in a softly broken supersym m etric theory,the cut-o� ofquadratic divergences hasa physical

m eaning sinceitisrelated to m S,them assscaleofthenew particles.M oreover,following the

sam eargum entthatled usto eq.(11)we�nd thatthesenew particlescannotbem uch heavier

than theTeV scale,ifsupersym m etry solvesthehierarchy problem .In sect.8,Iwillm akethis

argum entm orequantitative.

Althoughtechnicallysuccessful,itm ayappearthattheintroductionofthesoftsupersym m etry-

breaking term sistoo arbitrary to be entirely satisfactory. But,on the contrary,ithasa very

appealing explanation [16]. Let us �rst prom ote supersym m etry to supergravity,possibly a

necessary step towardscom pleteuni�cation offorces.Then assum ethatsupergravity iseither

spontaneously ordynam ically broken in a sector ofthe theory that does notdirectly couple

to ordinary particles. In this case,gravity com m unicates the supersym m etry breaking,and

thelow-energy e�ectivetheory ofthesupersym m etricStandard M odelcontainsexactly allthe

term swhich break supersym m etry withoutintroducing quadraticdivergences.

From this point ofview, the appearance ofthe soft-breaking term s can be understood

in term s ofwell-de�ned dynam ics. However,we do not yet know which m echanism breaks

supersym m etry and therefore we are not able to com pute the soft-breaking term s. This is

unfortunatebecausethesede�nethem assspectrum ofthenew particles.Allwecandonow isto

keep them asfreeparam etersand hopethey willbedeterm ined by experim entalm easurem ents

orcalculated,iftheoreticalprogressism ade. In the m inim alversion ofthe theory,there are

only foursuch param etersbut,ifsom eassum ptionsarerelaxed,thenum beroffreeparam eters

can grow enorm ously.

7 SU PER SY M M ET R IC U N IFIC AT IO N

In the previous section,we have extended the Standard M odelto include supersym m etry in

orderto solve the hierarchy problem . W e can now incorporate within thism odelthe ideasof

grand uni�cation,and constructa supersym m etric GUT [17].

Asdiscussed in sect.3,the�rsttestofaGUT isgaugecouplinguni�cation.Attheone-loop

approxim ation theevolution oftheSU3 � SU2 � U1 gaugecoupling constantswith theenergy

scaleQ 2 isgiven by

d�i

dt
= �

bi

4�
�
2

i ) �i(t)=
�i(0)

1+ bi
4�
�i(0)t

; i= 1;2;3; (12)
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wheret= log(M 2

X =Q
2).Thecoe�cientsb itakeintoaccountthenum bersofdegreesoffreedom

and thegaugequantum num bersofallparticlesinvolved in virtualexchanges.FortheStandard

M odel,we�nd

b3 = �7+
4

3
(N g � 3); b2 = �

19

6
+
4

3
(N g � 3); b1 =

41

6
+
20

9
(N g � 3); (13)

whereN g isthenum berofgenerations.In thesupersym m etric caseallnew particlesin
uence

therunning ofthegaugecoupling constantsand m odify thebi param eters,

b3 = �3+ 2(N g � 3); b2 = 1+ 2(N g � 3); b1 = 11+
10

3
(N g � 3): (14)

Assum ing N g = 3 and gauge coupling uni�cation,i.e. �3(0) = �2(0) = 5=3�1(0),we can

com pute the QCD coupling �s(M Z)(� �3(M Z))and sin2�W (� [1+ �2(M Z)=�1(M Z)]
� 1)asa

function ofM X ,taking�
� 1(M Z)= 127:9� 0:1(�� 1 � �

� 1

1 + �� 12 ).Theresultsofthetheoretical

calculations in the Standard and supersym m etric m odels are shown in �g.1,together with

the experim entalresult[7]. Uni�cation ofcouplingsisclearly inconsistentwith the Standard

M odelevolution forany value ofM X . Thisrulesoutany sim ple GUT which breaksdirectly

into SU3� SU2� U1,with only ordinary m attercontent.Inclusion ofadditionallightparticles

orinterm ediatestepsofgaugesym m etry breaking m ay reconciletheStandard M odelwith the

idea ofuni�cation. Ofcourse,in thiscase,any prediction from gauge coupling uni�cation is

necessarily lost. M ore interesting isthe supersym m etric case in which uni�cation isachieved

in them inim alversion ofthem odel,with M X ’ 1016 GeV.From thehistoricalpointofview,

it is am using to notice that in 1981,when supersym m etric GUTs were �rst proposed,the

experim entaldata [18]werecom patiblewith standard GUTs,butdisfavoured supersym m etric

uni�cation;see�g.1.

8 ELEC T R O W EA K SY M M ET RY B R EA K IN G

As a realistic theory ofparticle interactions,the supersym m etric m odelshould describe the

correctpattern ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking.Thisisobtained by the Higgsm echanism .

Asalready m entioned in sect.6,supersym m etry requirestwoHiggsdoublets,asopposed tothe

single one ofthe Standard M odel. Along the neutralcom ponentsofthe two Higgs�elds,the

scalarpotentialis:

V (H 0

1;H
0

2)= m
2

1jH
0

1j
2 + m

2

2jH
0

2j
2
� m

2

3(H
0

1H
0

2 + h:c:)+
g2 + g0

8

�

jH
0

1j
2
� jH

0

2j
2
�2

(15)

where g;g0 are respectively the SU2 and U1 gauge coupling constants. The m ass param eters

m 2

1
;m 2

2
and m 2

3
originate from soft-breaking term s and are therefore ofthe order ofm S,the

m assscale introduced in sect.6. The stability ofthe potentialforlarge valuesof�eldsalong

thedirection H 0

1
= H 0

2
requires

m
2

1 + m
2

2 > 2jm 2

3j: (16)
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Sinceelectroweak sym m etry isbroken,theorigin H 0

1 = H 0

2 = 0m ustcorrespond toan unstable

con�guration,which im plies:

m
2

1
m

2

2
< m

4

3
: (17)

Itisoften assum ed thatthesoft-breaking term ssatisfy som euniversality conditionsaround

M X . Notice that,should for instance m 2

1
= m 2

2
, eqs.(16) and (17) cannot be sim ultane-

ously satis�ed and electroweak sym m etry rem ainsunbroken.Nevertheless,beforedrawing any

conclusion,we have to include the renorm alization e�ects ofchanging the scale from M X to

the electroweak scale M W . These e�ects are im portant as they are proportionalto a large

logarithm ,log(M 2

X =M
2

W ),and they have been system atically com puted up to two loops[19].

Generically,thee�ectofgaugeinteractionsisto increasethem assesasweevolve from M X to

M W .Therefore,ifallm assesareequalatM X ,weexpectgluinosto beheavierthan charginos

and neutralinos,and sim ilarly squarks to be heavier than sleptons,because ofthe dom inant

QCD e�ects.On theotherhand,Yukawa interactionsdecreasethem assesin therenorm aliza-

tion from high to low energies. Therefore,the stopswillbe the lightestam ong squarks,since

thetop quark coupling givesthedom inantYukawa e�ect.

Letusnow considertheevolution oftheHiggsm assparam eters.Asthey do notfeelQCD

forcesatone loop,theirgauge renorm alization isnotvery signi�cant. The Yukawa coupling

e�ect isim portantform 2
2,because H 2 is the Higgs�eld responsible forthe top quark m ass,

butnotform 2

1
.Therefore,asan e�ectoftheheavy top quark,m 2

2
decreasesand itislikely to

bedriven negativearound theweak scale,whilem 2

1 rem ainspositive.Form
2

1 > 0 and m 2

2 < 0,

eqs.(16)and (17)can beeasily satis�ed and electroweak sym m etry isbroken [20].

In conclusion,thesupersym m etricm odelisconsistentwith electroweak sym m etry breaking

and the m echanism involved isappealing in severalways. Firstofall,the breaking isdriven

by purely quantum e�ects,a theoretically attractivefeature.Then itneedsa heavy top quark,

which agrees with the Tevatron discovery. Finally,we have found that the dynam ics itself

chooses to break down SU2. In a supersym m etric theory,colour SU3 could spontaneously

break ifsquarksgeta vacuum expectation value,butthisdoesnothappen sincesquark m asses

squared receive largepositiveradiativecorrections.

Them inim ization oftheHiggspotentialin eq.(15)gives:

M 2

Z

2
�
g2 + g0

8
v
2 =

m 2

1 � m 2

2tan
2�

tan2� � 1
; (18)

sin2� =
2m 2

3

m 2
1 + m 2

2

; (19)

where

hH
0

1
i=

v
p
2
cos� ; hH

0

2
i=

v
p
2
sin� : (20)

Equation (18)can be interpreted asa prediction ofM Z in term softhe softsupersym m etry-

breaking param eters(ai)which determ ine m 2

1
;m 2

1
,and m 2

3
.Unfortunately,we are notable to
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com putesupersym m etry breaking,and thereforewecan only useeq.(18)asaconstraintwhich

�xesoneoftheparam etersai in term softheothers.

W e can also use eq.(18)to de�ne a quantitative criterion forobtaining upperboundson

supersym m etric particle m assesfrom the naturalnessrequirem ent[21]. Itisintuitive that,as

thesupersym m etry-breaking scalem S grows,eq.(18)can hold onlywith an increasingly precise

cancellation am ong thedi�erentterm s.W ethereforerequire,foreach param eterai:
�
�
�
�
�

ai

M 2
Z

@M 2
Z

@ai

�
�
�
�
�
< � ; (21)

where M 2

Z isgiven by eq.(18)and � isthe degree of�ne tuning. Equation (21)can now be

translated into upperboundson thesupersym m etricparticlem asses.Independently ofspeci�c

universality assum ptionson supersym m etry-breaking term s,we�nd [22],forinstance,thatthe

charginoand thegluinoarerespectively lighterthan 120and 500GeV,if�netuningsnogreater

than 10% (�= 10)arerequired.

9 H IG G S SEC T O R

Supersym m etry requires two Higgsdoublets and therefore an extended spectrum ofphysical

Higgs particles. Out ofthe eight degrees offreedom ofthe two com plex doublets,three are

eaten in the Higgsm echanism and �ve correspond to physicalparticles. These form two real

CP-even scalars(h;H ),onerealCP-odd scalar(A),and onecom plex scalar(H + ).Aswehave

seen in the previoussection,the Higgspotentialcontainsthree param eters(m 2

1;m
2

2;m
2

3)and

one ofthem is�xed by the electroweak sym m etry-breaking condition,eq.(18).Therefore,all

tree-levelm asses and gauge couplingsofthe �ve Higgsparticlesare com pletely described by

only two freeparam eters.

Anotherim portantfeature ofthe supersym m etric Higgspotentialisthatthe quartic cou-

pling is given in term s ofgauge couplings, see eq.(15). In the Standard M odelcase, the

quarticHiggscoupling m easurestheHiggsm ass.Therefore,itisnotsurprising to �nd thatin

supersym m etry them assofthelightestHiggsisbounded from above:

m h < M Zjcos2�j: (22)

Supersym m etry does notonly provide a solution to the hierarchy problem by stabilizing the

Higgsm assparam eter,butalso predictstheexistence ofa Higgsboson lighterthan theZ 0.

Notethateq.(22)holdsonlyattheclassicallevel.Thereareim portantradiativecorrections

to thelightestHiggsm assproportionalto m 4

t [23]:

�m
2

h ’
3

�2

m 4
t

v2
log

m S

v
: (23)

Theupperbound given in eq.(22)isthen m odi�ed,and theresultisshown in �g.2 [25].For

extrem e values ofthe param eters,m h can be asheavy as150 GeV,butitisgenerally m uch

lighter.
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This is an excellent opportunity for LEP2,where the Standard M odelHiggs boson can

be discovered via the process e+ e� ! hZ 0 in essentially the entire kinem aticalrange m h <
p
s� M Z. In the supersym m etric case,the search ism ore involved,because ofthe extended

Higgs sector. For tan� close to 1,the supersym m etric Higgs boson resem bles the Standard

M odelcounterpart and the LEP2 search is unchanged. For large values oftan�,the cross-

section fore+ e� ! hZ 0 isreduced and can becom e unobservable atLEP2. However,atthe

sam e tim e,the CP-odd Higgs boson A becom es light and the cross-section for the process

e+ e� ! hA is then sizeable. The two di�erent Higgs production m echanism s are therefore

com plem entary and allow thesearch forthesupersym m etric Higgsboson atLEP2 form ostof

theparam eters.Nevertheless,a com plete exploration ofthe wholesupersym m etric param eter

spacewillbepossibleonly attheLHC,atthebeginning ofthenextm illenium .

The discovery ofa lightHiggsboson iscertainly nota proofoftheexistence ofsupersym -

m etry at low energies. However,in the Standard M odel,vacuum stability im poses a lower

bound on theHiggsm assasa function ofthetop quark m ass[24].Thisisshown in �g.2 [25],

where thevalidity oftheStandard M odelisassum ed up to thePlanck m ass.Forcom parison,

the upper bound on the supersym m etric Higgsm ass is also shown in �g.2. Notice that,for

m t < 175 GeV,the Higgsdiscovery can discrim inate between the supersym m etric m odeland

the Standard M odelwith �m ax = M P l. Although thisisnotstrictly true form t > 175 GeV,

it is clear that the Higgs search can in generalgive good indications about the scale ofnew

physics.

10 SU PER SY M M ET RY A N D EX PER IM EN T S

IftheHiggssearch iscertainly an im portantexperim entaltest,evidenceforlow-energy super-

sym m etry willcom eonly from thediscovery ofthepartnersofordinary particles.

Them ostim portantfeatureofsupersym m etry phenom enology istheexistenceofadiscrete

sym m etry,called R-parity,which distinguishes ordinary particles from their partners. This

is not an accidentalsym m etry,in the sense that it is not an autom atic consequence ofsu-

persym m etry and gauge invariance. Nevertheless,itisusually assum ed,orelse dangerousB -

or L-violating interactions are introduced. It can be understood as a consequence ofgauge

sym m etry in GUT m odels which contain left-right sym m etric groups. IfR-parity is indeed

conserved only an even num berofsupersym m etricpartnerscan appearin each interaction.As

aconsequence,supersym m etricparticlesareproduced in pairsand thelightestsupersym m etric

particleisstable.

In m ost ofthe m odels,this stable particle turns out to be the lightest neutralino (�0).

Thisisfortunate forthe m odel,since the presentdensity ofelectric-orcolour-charged heavy

particles is very strongly lim ited by searches forexotic atom s [26]. A stable neutralparticle

isnotonly allowed by presentsearches butalso welcom e since itcan explain the presence of

dark m atterin the Universe (see ref.[27]).From the pointofview ofcolliderexperim ents,�0

willbehaveasa heavy neutrino which escapesthedetector,leaving an unbalanced m om entum
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and m issing energy in the observed event. The distinguishing signature ofsupersym m etry is

thereforean excessofm issingenergy and m om entum .Forexam ple,in e+ e� colliders,charginos

and sleptonsare pair-produced with typicalelectroweak cross-sectionsand then decay,giving

riseto eventssuch as:

e
+
e
�
! �

+
�
�

! isolated leptonsand=orjets+ E= ;

e
+
e
�
! ~‘+ ~‘� ! isolated leptons+ E= : (24)

Usingtheseprocesses,LEP1,workingattheZ 0 peak,wasabletoruleouttheexistenceofthese

particleswith m asses lessthan M Z=2 [7]. LEP2 should coverm ostofthe kinem aticalrange,

and discoverorexclude �+ and ~‘+ with m assesalm ostup to
p
s=2.Thisiscertainly going to

bea very criticalregion since,aswe have seen in sect.8,the 10% �ne-tuning lim itsplace the

weakly-interacting supersym m etric particlesattheborderoftheLEP2 discovery reach.

Strongly-interacting particles,such assquarksand gluinos,can be beststudied athadron

colliders where they are produced with large cross-sections. The signature is again m issing

transverse energy carried by the neutralinos produced in the decays ofsquarks and gluinos.

Tevatron experim entshave setlim itson the m assesofthese particlesofabout150{200 GeV,

depending on the particular m odelassum ptions. At the LHC squarks and gluinos can be

searched even form assesofseveralTeV,wellabovethe10% �ne-tuning lim its.

Itisworth pointingoutthatalthough e+ e� collidersaretheidealm achinesforasystem atic

search ofnew weakly-interacting particles,charginosand neutralinosm ay also bediscovered at

hadron colliders,forinstancein theprocess:

p�p! �
�

1 �
0

2 ; �
�

1 ! ‘
�
��

0

1 ; �
0

2 ! ‘
+
‘
�
�
0

1 : (25)

Thesignalofthreeleptonsand m issing transverseenergy in the�nalstatehasalm ostno Stan-

dard M odelbackground,when su�cientlepton isolation requirem entsare im posed. However,

itisdi�culttoobtain lowerboundson thenew particlem asses,becausetheleptonicbranching

ratiosofcharginosand neutralinosdepend strongly on them odelparam eters.

In conclusion,thisgeneration ofcollidersistesting the theoretically best-m otivated region

ofparam etersin thesupersym m etricm odel.W ecan becon�dentthat,aftertheLHC hasrun,

eitherlow-energy supersym m etry willhave been discovered oritm ustbe discarded,since its

m ain m otivation isno longervalid.

11 T H E FLAV O U R PR O B LEM

TheStandard M odelLagrangianforgaugeinteractionsisinvariantunderaglobalU 5
3 sym m etry,

with each U1 actingon thegeneration indicesofthe�veirreducibleferm ionicrepresentationsof

thegaugegroup (qL;u
c
R;d

c
R;‘L;e

c
R)i,i= 1;2;3.Thissym m etry,called 
avour(orgeneration)

sym m etry,im plies thatgauge interactionsdo notdistinguish am ong the three generationsof

quarksand leptons.In therealworld,thissym m etry m ustbebroken,asquarksand leptonsof
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di�erentgenerationshavedi�erentm asses.However,thebreaking m ustbesuch astom aintain

an approxim atecancellation ofFlavour-Changing NeutralCurrents(FCNC).Thisiscalled the


avourproblem .

In the Standard M odelthe 
avour problem is solved in a sim ple and rather elegant way.

The 
avoursym m etry isbroken only by the Yukawa interactionsbetween the Higgs�eld and

theferm ions.Afterelectroweak sym m etry breaking,these interactionsgive riseto thevarious

m assesofthethreegenerationsofquarksand leptons.Theattractivefeatureofthism echanism

isthatallFCNC exactly vanish attree level[28]. Thisisa speci�c property ofthe Standard

M odelwith m inim alHiggsstructureand itisnotautom aticin m odelswith an enlarged Higgs

sector. Sm allcontributions to FCNC are generated at loop leveland generally agree with

experim entalobservations. Athough thism echanism providesa greatsuccessofthe Standard

M odel,itpreventsusfrom com putinganyofthequarkorlepton m asses,astheseareintroduced

in term sofsom efreeparam eters.

In supersym m etry,the solution ofthe 
avourproblem ism ore arduous. M ostofthe soft-

breaking term sintroduced in sect.6 generally violatethe
avoursym m etry and givetoo large

contributions to the FCNC.This can be understood by recalling that,in a softly-broken su-

persym m etrictheory,them assm atricesforquarksand squarksareindependentand therefore

cannot be sim ultaneously diagonalized by an equalrotation ofthe quark and squark �elds.

Thusneutralcurrentsinvolvinggluino{quark{squarkverticescanm ediatesigni�canttransitions

am ong the di�erent generations. Only ifsquarks and gluinos were heavier than 10{100 TeV

could generic soft-breaking term sbe consistent with observationsofFCNC processes. Since,

asdiscussed in sect.8,thevery m otivation forlow-energy supersym m etry im pliesthatsquarks

and gluinosm ustbelighterthan 500{1000GeV,wehavetopostulatethatthesupersym m etry-

breaking term shavesom especi�cproperty.

The �rstpossibility isthatthe supersym m etry-breaking term srespectthe
avoursym m e-

try in the lim itofvanishing Yukawa couplings. Thispossibility isoften advocated in m odels

based on supergravity,on the basisofthe hypothesisthatallgravitationally-induced interac-

tionsare 
avour-invariant. However,thishypothesis hasbeen shown to be incorrectboth in

supergravity m odelswith genericK�ahlerm etrics[29]and in m odelsderived from superstrings

[30].Nevertheless,thisisan interesting possibility,sinceitsigni�cantly reducesthenum berof

freeparam etersin thesupersym m etry-breaking term sand allowssharp predictionstestableat

futurecolliders.

Theotherpossibilityisthatthesupersym m etry-breakingterm sviolatethe
avoursym m etry

butareapproxim ately aligned with thecorresponding 
avourviolation in theferm ionicsector

(e.g.with theYukawa couplings).Thiscan be theresultofsom e new sym m etry [31]orsom e

dynam icalm echanism [32].

Itislikely thatthesolution ofthe 
avourproblem islinked with the m echanism ofsuper-

sym m etry breaking and therefore itwillonly be unravelled aftersigni�canttheoreticaldevel-

opm ents. Now we can only speculate thatan understanding ofthe 
avourproblem m ay help

usto calculatetheam ountof
avourbreaking and ultim ately allquark and lepton m asses.
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12 T EC H N IC O LO U R

W e have seen how supersym m etry can cure the hierachy problem ofthe Standard M odelby

stabilizing the m ass scale in the Higgspotential. Technicolour [33]o�ersa di�erentsolution

to the hierarchy problem ,based on theidea ofrem oving allfundam entalscalarparticlesfrom

the theory. The m assscale which setsthe electroweak breaking isdynam ically determ ined in

a strongly interacting gaugetheory with purely ferm ionicm atter.

The presence oflightscalars(m esons)in the hadronic spectrum doesnotpose a problem

ofhierarchy. The description ofm esons as fundam entalparticles is valid only up to about

�Q CD .Above thisscale,physicsisdescribed in term sofquarksand gluons,and hadronshave

to be interpreted ascom posite particles. Technicolouraim sto describe the Higgsboson asa

com positeparticle,sim ilarly to thecaseofm esonsin QCD.

In order to illustrate the m ain idea oftechnicolour,let us consider as a toy m odelQCD

with only two m assless
avours(m u = m d = 0).In thislim it,thetheory hasa chiralSU(2)L �

SU(2)R invariance,in which theleft-handed and right-handed com ponentsoftheup and down

quarksare rotated independently. AsQCD becom es strongly-interacting atQ 2 <
� �2

Q CD
,the

quark condensatesareform ed:

hu�ui= hd�di= O (�3

Q CD ): (26)

Ifthetwocondensatesareequal,thechiralsym m etry isbroken tothevectorialpartSU(2)L+ R .

Goldstone’stheorem ensurestheexistenceofthreem asslessscalarparticlesin thespectrum ,the

pions�0;�� .In therealworld,quark m assesexplicitly break chiralsym m etry and give sm all

m assestothepions.Also,ifthestrangequarkisincluded,thechiralsym m etrySU(3)L�SU(3)R
isbroken to SU(3)L+ R ,giving riseto them eson octetasapproxim ateGoldstonebosons.

Letusturn on weak interactionsin ourtoy m odel. Since the W boson couplesto quarks,

italso interactswith thepions.Thiscoupling can beobtained from PCAC,which determ ines

them atrix elem entofthebroken current(ja�)in term softhepion decay constantf�:

h0jja�j�
b
i= f�q��

ab
: (27)

Herea;bareSU(2)indicesand q� isthepion four-m om entum .From eq.(27)and thecoupling

oftheW boson to theweak current,weobtain thecoupling between W a
� and �b:

g

2
f�q��

ab
: (28)

Considernow thecorrection ofone-pion exchange in theW propagator:

1

q2
+

1

q2

�
g

2
f�q

�

�
1

q2

�
g

2
f�q�

�
1

q2
: (29)

The �rst term corresponds to the uncorrected m assless W propagator and the second term

correspondsto theexchangeofa m asslesspion between two W propagatorswith thecoupling
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given in eq.(28).W ecan insertan in�nitenum berofpion exchanges,butitisnotdi�cultto

sum thewholeseries:
1

q2

1X

n= 0

"�
g

2
f
2

�

�
1

q2

#n

=
1

q2 �
�
g

2
f�

�2
: (30)

Equation (30)shows thatthe e�ectofthe pion exchange isto shiftthe pole value ofthe W

propagatorto

M W =
g

2
f� : (31)

The W boson has acquired m ass,which is not a surprising result ifwe think that we have

prom oted a globalbroken sym m etry to a localinvariance.ThevaluefortheW m assgiven by

eq.(31)isabout30 M eV,certainly too sm allto explain theexperim entaldata.

W ecan usetheresultofthistoym odeland explain thephysicalvalueofM W ,ifweintroduce

anew force,called technicolour.Technicolourbehavesinasim ilarfashion totheordinarycolour

forcesbutitbecom esstrong ata m uch largerscale�TC ’ 500 GeV.Thesim plesttechnicolour

m odelisvery easytoconstruct.Takeadoubletofferm ionswith thesam eelectroweak quantum

num bers as the up and down quarks, assign to them a technicolour charge and callthem

techniquarksU and D .Thecondensates

h�UUi= h�D D i= O (�3

TC ) (32)

generatethreecom positeGoldstonem odes,which becom ethelongitudinaldegreesoffreedom

oftheW and Z gaugebosons.W ehavethen builta m odelofelectroweak sym m etry breaking

with no fundam entalHiggs boson. The experim entalsignature is the presence ofstrongly

interacting dynam icsatthe TeV scale,which producesnew resonancessim ilarto those found

in thehadronicspectrum attheGeV scale.

Although them echanism forgeneratingelectroweak breakingin technicolourisvery elegant,

severaldi�cultieshaveprevented theconstruction ofa fully realisticm odel.The�rstproblem

isthecom m unication ofelectroweak breaking to the quark and leptonic sectorsofthe theory.

Thiscan be done via new interactions,called extended technicolour(ETC)forces[34],which

couple quarksto techniquarks. Ifthe ETC sym m etry isbroken (possibly by som e dynam ical

m echanism )ata scale M E TC largerthan �TC ,quarksand leptonsreceive m assesofthe order

of

m f �
hF �Fi

M 2
E TC

�
�3

TC

M 2
E TC

; (33)

where hF �Fi is the corresponding techniferm ionic condensate. The trouble is that m easure-

m entsofFCNC processes generally im pose stringentlowerboundson M E TC ,ofthe orderof

100TeV.Thism eansthattheETC m echanism can generatethem assesforthe�rstgeneration

offerm ions,but has di�culties to explain the largerm asses ofthe second and third genera-

tions.Thetask isparticularly arduousforthetop quark,sincea dynam icalm echanism which

explainsthelargeisospin breaking in thedi�erencebetween m t and m b generally leadsto large

corrections to the � param eter,the ratio between the strengths ofthe neutraland charged

weak currents. Finally,the e�ect ofthe strong technicolour dynam ics always gives sizeable
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correctionsto the electroweak precision data in LEP1,which have been shown to agree with

theStandard M odelwith greataccuracy [2].

The hopeisthatthese problem scan becured in technicolourtheorieswith dynam icssub-

stantiallydi�erentfrom ascaled-up QCD.Therehasbeen som ee�ortin thisdirection,tryingto

constructtheoriesin which theultravioletbehaviourofthetechniferm ion self-energy enhances

thequark m asscontribution,whiletheinfra-red behaviourdeterm inestheW m ass.Thism ay

occur in theories with slowly running coupling constants (the so-called walking technicolour

[35])orin �xed-pointgaugetheories[36],although thenon-perturbativenatureoftheproblem

preventsusfrom m aking reliablecalculations.
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