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R ecent D evelopm ents in Physics B eyond the

Standard M odel1

G.F.Giudice

Theory Division

CERN,CH-1211 Geneva 23,Switzerland

In thistalkIdiscusswhatIbelievearethem ostinterestingrecentdevelopm entsin

physicsbeyond theStandard M odel.Aftersom einitialcom m entson neutrinom asses,

Idiscussthestatusoflow-energy supersym m etry and �nally turn to describing som e

recentwork in theorieswith extra spatialdim ensions.

1 N eutrinos

Them ostconcreteindication fortheexistenceofphysicsbeyond theStandard M odel

hasrecently em erged from theSuperkam iokandedata[1],which convincingly con�rm

thepresence ofan atm ospheric neutrino anom aly [2].Them ostreasonable explana-

tion forthese experim entalobservationsrelieson the assum ption thatneutrinosare

m assive and thatthe di�erent
avoureigenstatescan oscillate am ong each other.If

thisinterpretation iscorrect,itim pliesevidencefornew physicsbeyond theStandard

M odel. During thisConference,we have heard m uch discussion ofthe experim ental

statusofneutrinom assesand oscillations.Letm eherem akesom ecom m entson what

Ibelieve are the m ain lessonsfortheory we have learntfrom these resultswhich,if

con�rm ed,representoneofthem ostim portantdiscoveriesin physicsin recentyears.

� W eare�nding evidencefora new m assscalem uch largerthan thetypicalweak

scale,but di�erent from the Planck m ass G
� 1=2

N . Indeed,including only Standard

M odeldegreesoffreedom ,neutrino m assesaredescribed by dim ension-5 operatorsof

theform
1

�
‘
T
LC‘L H H ; (1)

where‘L representsthelepton weak doubletand C isthecharge-conjugation m atrix.

Afterelectroweak sym m etry breaking,theHiggs�eld H getsanon-vanishingvacuum

expectation value,and the operator in eq.(1) leads to a M ajorana neutrino m ass

m � = hH i2=�. According to the m ost naturalinterpretation ofthe atm ospheric

neutrino anom aly, there exists a neutrino with m ass ofabout 6 � 10� 2 eV.This

1Plenary talk atthe XIX InternationalSym posium on Lepton and Photon InteractionsatHigh

Energies,Stanford University,9-14 August1999.
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im plies a new-physics m ass scale � at about 1015 GeV,tantalizingly close to the

GUT scale.

� W eare�nding thatoneneutrino m ixing angle(m ostlikely theonecorrespond-

ing to ��{�� oscillations) is large,since the best �t ofthe Superkam iokande data

givessin22� = 0:99 and �m 2
� = 3:1� 10� 3 eV 2 [3]. Thissituation isdi�erentfrom

thecaseofthefam iliarCabibbo{Kobayashi{M askawa (CKM )m ixing am ong quarks,

and therefore it�rstappeared asa surprise. To assessifthisresultcontradictsour

prejudices on the structure ofYukawa couplings,we have to understand ifitis in-

deed incom patible with hierarchicalneutrino m asses and with GUTs,which relate

the propertiesofquarksand leptons.Recentinvestigations[4]have shown thatthis

isnotthecase;letm eexplain why.

Letusconsiderthe neutrino m assm atrix asitem ergesfrom the see-saw m echa-

nism :

m � = h
T
� M

� 1
h�hH i

2
: (2)

Here h� is the 3� 3 Yukawa coupling m atrix and M is the right-handed neutrino

M ajorana m assm atrix. Ifthe large m ixings reside in the m atrix M butnotin h�,

the neutrino oscillation results can be sim ply m ade com patible with SU(5) GUTs

relations,since the right-handed neutrinosare SU(5)singlets. An interesting alter-

native [5]isthatthe largem ixingsreside instead in the left-handed neutrinos. This

is com patible with SU(5) ifthe Yukawa coupling m atrices are highly asym m etric.

Indeed,theSU(5)relation between thecharged lepton and down quark Yukawa cou-

pling ish‘ = hTd. Therefore a large m ixing in the left-handed charged lepton sector

(which corresponds to large neutrino m ixing after an SU(2) rotation) corresponds

to a large m ixing in the right-handed quark sector(which doesnota�ectthe CKM

m atrix).

Ithasalsobeenobserved [6]thatlargeneutrinom ixinganglesarenotincom patible

with hierarchicalstructures in h� and M . For instance,consider the toy m odelof

2� 2 sym m etric m atrices

h� =

�
A� B �

B � 1

�

; M =

�
C�n D �m

D �m 1

�

; (3)

with A;B ;C;D param etersoforderunity and � � 1.From eq.(3),we�nd that,for

n > 2 and m > n=2,thetwo eigenvaluesofthem atrix m � are�
2� n(A 2 + B 2)=C and

�nA 2C=(A 2+ B 2),and thereforethereisahierarchybetween thetwophysicalneutrino

m asses.On theotherhand,theneutrino m ixing param etersin2� = 2AB =(A2 + B 2)

isoforderunity,aslong asA ’ B .

In conclusion,although itcould nothavebeen theoretically anticipated,thelarge

m ixing angle suggested by atm ospheric neutrino data can be easily accom m odated

both with hierarchicalneutrino m assesand with GUT relations.
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� Itiswellknown thatneutrino m asses have profound consequences in cosm ol-

ogy and astrophysics. Ijust want to em phasize here that the results ofthe atm o-

sphericneutrino datastrongly suggestaGUT-realized see-saw m echanism and there-

fore give furtherjusti�cation forleptogenesis[7]. Indeed,I�nd thatatpresentthe

best m otivated way ofexplaining the observed baryon asym m etry is to invoke the

out-of-equilibrium decay ofthe rightneutrinos.W ith the naturalassum ption ofthe

presence ofCP-violating phasesin theYukawa couplings,the right-handed neutrino

decay m odes

N R ! ‘LH ; (4)

N R ! ‘LH
� (5)

give rise to a cosm ic lepton asym m etry. Sphaleron-like interactions,which violate a

certain linearcom bination oflepton and baryon num ber,arein therm alequilibrium

before the electroweak phase transition,and reshu�e the particle populations,cre-

ating a baryon asym m etry. Itis very encouraging thata large range ofreasonable

neutrino m ass param eters can lead to the correct value ofthe baryon asym m etry.

Theleptogenesiscan then also beused asa criterion to selectordisfavourparticular

m odelsofferm ion m assm atrices.However,itisunfortunately hard to translatethe

conditions for successfulleptogenesis into sim ple constraints on the observed neu-

trino m assesand m ixings.The m ain reason forthisisthatleptogenesisisdriven by

the inclusive decay processes(4)and (5),sum m ed overthe three generationsof‘L.

Therefore leptogenesis is m ainly sensitive to the m ixing angles in the right-handed

sector,whileexperim entsobserve thepropertiesofm ainly left-handed neutrinos.

� The ultim ate goalofthe theoreticalactivity is to use the experim entalinfor-

m ation on neutrino m asses and m ixing in orderto unravelthe 
avourm istery and

constructa predictive theory offerm ion m asses. Although there hasbeen quite an

intense research with thisaim [4],Ibelieve thatwe arestillfar,unfortunately,from

understanding therationaleofthe
avourstructure.

2 Supersym m etry

As we have discussed above,one ofthe m ost im portant consequence ofthe atm o-

spheric neutrino oscillationsisthe evidence fora new m assscale �.In thisrespect,

thisresultagreeswith theotherindirectindication fornew physics:theuni�cation of

gaugecoupling constants.They areboth hintsto theexistence ofa physicalthresh-

old atthe GUT scale. Following this line ofreasoning,one isalm ost com pelled to

believe in low-energy supersym m etry. Thisisbecause a sim ple extrapolation ofthe

Standard M odelto energies m uch larger than the weak scale requires a disturbing

�netuning oftheparam etersin theHiggspotential,whilesupersym m etry allowsfor
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such an extrapolation without con
icts with criteria ofnaturalness. M oreover,the

prediction of�s underuni�cation assum ptionsfailsifthe� functionscontain onlythe

contributionsfrom Standard M odelparticles,butitcorrectly reproducestheexperi-

m entalvaluewhen oneincludesthequantum e�ectsofthesupersym m etric partners

with m assesin the100 GeV{1 TeV range.Therefore,thetheoreticalm otivationsfor

low-energy supersym m etry arestillvery strong.

On the other hand,the experim entallim its [8]are worryingly increasing. The

lim it on the chargino m ass is 100 GeV (except for certain pathologicalregions of

param eterspace),theoneon thelightestneutralinom assis37GeV (assum ing GUT-

related gauginom asses).In them inim alschem e,thegluinom asslim itvariesbetween

about 200 GeV (for very large squark m ass ~m q) to 300 GeV (for ~m g ’ ~m q). A

considerable constraintalso com esfrom the Higgsm asslim it,which variesbetween

90 GeV (for large tan�) to 106 GeV (for sm alltan�). It seem s appropriate and

tim ely to question whetherthese lim itsare com patible with the originalm otivation

forlow-energy supersym m etry,i.e.thehierarchy problem .

To obtain a quantitative answer,one has to rely on a naturalness criterion [9,

10,11]which speci�esthe am ountof�ne tuning am ong param eters. Recentanaly-

sesquantify the resultin di�erentwaysand conclude thatthe presentexperim ental

lim its rule out \95% ofthe supersym m etric param eter space" [12]or require \�ne

tuningsam ong param etersata levelof7% orm ore" [13].Undoubtedly these state-

m entssound rathergrim .Howeveritshould benoted thatthey arebased on certain

theoreticalassum ptions and prejudices. Forinstance,forspeci�c values ofthe top

quark Yukawa coupling (corresponding to nottoo sm allvaluesoftan�)a universal

squark and slepton m asscontribution attheGUT scalecancelsoutin theexpression

ofM Z [10,14]. This m eans that,in this case,squarks and sleptons can be m ade

heavy withoutcausing serious �ne-tuning di�culties. Depending on your favourite

point ofview,this situation can orcannot be viewed as an indirect �ne tuning on

thetop Yukawacoupling.Anotherinterestingobservation [15]isthatthenaturalness

boundson charginosand neutralinosare signi�cantly m odi�ed ifwe abandon GUT

relationson gaugino m asses.Thisisbecausein theexpression ofM Z in term softhe

supersym m etry-breaking param eters,there is a prom inent sensitivity on the gluino

m ass,butonly a m ild dependence on the electroweak gaugino m asses. Fine tunings

ofno m ore than 10% can be achieved forchargino m asses aslarge as165 GeV,al-

though thegluinohastobelighterthan 260GeV.In conclusion,although thepresent

experim entalboundshaveseverely lim ited theplausiblerangeofsupersym m etricpa-

ram eters,low-energy supersym m etry isfarfrom being ruled outand wehaveto wait

fortheLHC forthe�nalverdict.

Let us now turn to discussing the theoreticaldevelopm ents in supersym m etric

m odelbuilding.M ostoftherecentactivity hasfocused on understanding thestruc-

tureofthesoftsupersym m etry-breaking term s,especially in view ofthe
avourprob-

lem Iwillillustratebelow.Thequestion oftheorigin ofthesupersym m etry-breaking

4



term s is indeed a crucialone,because the soft term s represent the connection be-

tween theory (i.e. the m echanism ofsupersym m etry breaking)and experim ent(i.e.

them assspectrum ofthenew particles).

Form any yearsthe paradigm hasbeen thatthe softterm sare produced by the

gravitationalcouplings between a hidden sector where supersym m etry is originally

broken and an observable sector containing the ordinary degrees offreedom [16].

The scale ofsupersym m etry breaking is determ ined to lie at an interm ediate scalep
F � 1011 GeV by requiring thattheobservablesupersym m etric particlem asses ~m

arecloseto theweak scale:

~m =
F

M P l

� TeV: (6)

Thism echanism iselegantand theoretically appealing,asgravity isdirectly par-

ticipating in electroweak physics. However,in this fram ework,the soft term s are

renorm alizableparam etersofthee�ectivetheoryde�ned atenergiesbelow thePlanck

m assM P l. Assuch,atthe quantum level,they receive correctionsthatdepend on

thepropertiesoftheunderlyingtheory in thefarultraviolet.Thereforethesoftterm s

cannotbecom puted,aslong aswedo notknow theultim atetheory including a full

description ofquantum gravity. This could just be a lim itation due to our lack of

knowledge but,from a pragm atic point ofview,it introduces two m ain problem s.

The �rst one is the lack oftheoreticalpredictivity. This is indeed an acute prob-

lem since,even with them inim al�eld content,thelow-energy supersym m etricm odel

containsm orethan 110 freerem orm alizableparam eters,crippling ourability to give

solid guidelinesto experim entalsearches. Secondly,the sensitivity ofthe softterm s

to ultravioletphysicsim pliesthattheir
avourstructurewillretain thee�ectsofany

(unknown)
avourviolation atvery high energies[17].In particular,
avouruniver-

sality ofthesoftterm swillbespoiltby new interactions,which include,forinstance,

e�ectsfrom GUTs[18]orfrom thedynam icsatthe(unknown)scale� F responsible

fortheorigin ofthe
avour-violatingYukawacouplings.Thisisdescribed by thelines

indicated with the caption \Gravity m ediation" in �g.1. This�gure schem atically

illustratestheenergy dependenceoftherunning squark m assesofthethreedi�erent

generations. Even ifwe hypothetically took m ass-degenerate squarksatM P l,high-

energy 
avourviolationswould induce large squark splittings,notcorrelated to the

Yukawa couplings,atlow energy.Thissituation isexperim entally ruled outbecause

the 
avourviolationsin squarksand sleptonsinduce,through loop diagram s,unac-

ceptably largecontributionsto �m K ,�K ,�m B ,b! s
,� ! e
,and other
avour

processes.

To solve the 
avourproblem in the context ofgravity-m ediated supersym m etry

breaking one needs to have fullcontrolofthe dynam ics even beyond M P l. It is

possible that its solution lies in the properties ofquantum gravity and its 
avour

sym m etries.However,recently therehavebeen theoreticalattem ptsto pursuealter-

native solutions,�nding m echanism saim ed atelim inating the ultravioletsensitivity
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Gravity
mediation

Gauge
mediation

Anomaly
mediation

EMZ MGUT MP

M
messenger

mass

ΛF
flavour

dynamics

Figure 1: A schem atic illustration ofthe energy dependence ofthe running squark

m asses belonging to the three di�erent generations,in the context ofthe various

supersym m etric scenariosdiscussed in thetext.In gravity m ediation,new dynam ics

atthescale�F and GUT physicstend to inducelarge
avour-breaking e�ectsin the

squark spectrum ,even ifwe start from a universality assum ption at M P l. In the

case ofgauge m ediation,the squark m asses can be generated at scales su�ciently

low to ensurea super-GIM m echanism .In anom aly m ediation,thesquark spectrum

is determ ined by the low-energy theory and it is insensitive to 
avour violations

occurring atlargescales.
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ofthe soft term s altogether. Ifsuch a program succeeds,there are two im m ediate

advantages.Firstofall,onehascontroloverthe
avourviolationsin thesoftterm s.

M oreover,in thiscase,thesoftterm sarenecessarily com putable(i.e.theirquantum

correctionsare �nite in the e�ective theory below M P l)and therefore one can m ake

de�nitem asspredictionsrelevantto experim entalsearches.

Thebestknown classoftheoriesin which thesoftterm sareinsensitiveto thefar

ultravioletisgiven by gauge-m ediated m odels[19].Heretheoriginalsupersym m etry

breaking isfeltattreelevelonly by som e new particlesofm assM (them essengers)

and then com m unicated totheobservablesectorby loop diagram sinvolving ordinary

Standard M odelgaugeinteractions.Quantum correctionstothesoftterm svanish for

m om enta largerthan M ,asschem atically illustrated in �g.1 by the linesindicated

with thecaption \Gaugem ediation".Any dynam icsoccurring atenergy scalesabove

M do not a�ect the soft term s. Ifwe assum e that M lies below any new 
avour

dynam ics,then the Yukawa couplings provide the only source of
avour violations

andwerecoverasupersym m etricextension oftheGIM m echanism .Flavourviolations

in low-energy hadronicand leptonicprocessesarefully undercontrol.

In gauge m ediation,the soft term s are �nite and com putable. In the sim plest

version ofthem odel,thegaugino,squark,and slepton m assesaregiven by

~m gi =
�iF

4�M
; (7)

~m 2

f = 2

3X

i= 1

C
i
f

�
�iF

4�M

�2

: (8)

Here�iaretheStandard M odelgaugecoupling constantsand C
i
f arethecorrespond-

ing quadraticCasim ircoe�cients.

Recently a di�erentapproach to obtain ultravioletinsensitivity ofthe softterm s

hasbeen pursued.Thecentralobservation isthat,in thepresenceofsupersym m etry

breaking,gravity generatessoftterm seven ifthere are no directcouplingsbetween

the hidden and observable sectors [20,21]. This is an e�ect ofthe superconform al

anom alyand itgivesrisetosoftterm sthataresuppressed byloopfactors.Iftree-level

softterm sexist,then theanom aly-induced term saresubdom inant.However,in som e

cases,they can providetheleading contribution.Forgauginos,thisoccurswhen the

theory doesnotcontain any gauge-singletsuper�eld thatbreakssupersym m etry (as

fortheorieswith dynam icalsupersym m etry breaking)[21].Indeed,in theabsenceof

gaugesingletsX ,onecannotgeneratethegauginom asses ~m g from theusualoperator

Z

d
2
�
X

M P l

TrW �
W � + h:c:; (9)

and therefore one has to rely on higher-dim ensionaloperators,which give at m ost

~m g � F3=2=M 2
P l� keV.Forscalars,theabsenceoftree-levelcontributionstotheirsoft
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m assescan beobtained with speci�cstructuresofK�ahlerpotentials.Thesestructures

occur when the supersym m etry-breaking and observable sectors reside on di�erent

branes em bedded into a higher-dim ensionalspace and separated by a su�ciently

largedistance[20].

Let us assum e that the soft term s,for the reasons explained above (or for any

otherunknown reason),aredom inated by theanom aly contribution.In thiscase,the

gaugino m assesaregiven by [20,21]

~m g =
�g

g
m 3=2; (10)

where m 3=2 is the gravitino m ass (a m easure ofthe supersym m etry-breaking scale)

and � is the corresponding gauge-coupling beta function. M ore explicitly,for the

gauginosrelative to the three factorsofthe Standard M odelgauge group,eq.(10)

gives

M 3 = �
3�s

4�
m 3=2

M 2 =
�

4� sin2�W
m 3=2 ’ � 0:1M3

M 1 =
11�

4� cos2�W
m 3=2 ’ � 0:3M3: (11)

Thisistobecom paredwiththeusualgauginom assrelationsunderGUT assum ptions,

~m g = (g2=g2G U T)~m g(M G U T),which give

M 2 = 0:30 M 3

M 1 = 0:17 M 3: (12)

Theanom aly-m ediated m assrelation in eq.(10)isparticularlyinterestingbecause

itdependsonly on low-energy coupling constantsand itm akesno referenceon high-

energy boundary conditions (GUT,m essengers,...). Indeed the form ofeq.(10)is

invariantunderrenorm alization group transform ations.Thisentailsa largedegreeof

predictivity,since allsoftterm scan be com puted from known low-energy Standard

M odelparam eters and a single m ass scale,m 3=2. Also,it leads to robust predic-

tions,sincetherenorm alization group invarianceguaranteescom pleteinsensitivity of

the softterm sfrom ultravioletphysics. Asdem onstrated with speci�c exam ples in

ref.[21],heavy statesdo nota�ectthe softterm s,since theircontributionsto the�

functions and to threshold corrections exactly com pensate each other. This m eans

thatthegauginom asspredictionsin eqs.(11)arevalid irrespectiveoftheGUT gauge

group in which the Standard M odelm ay orm ay notbe em bedded2. Therefore,al-

though thesoftterm saregenerated atvery high-energy scales,theirrenorm alization

2However,exceptions to ultravioletinsensitivity appear in the presence ofgauge-singletsuper-

�elds[22].
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group trajectoriesaredeterm ined in such away thatthelow-energy valuesofthesoft

term sare speci�ed only by low-energy param eters. Thisisschem atically illustrated

in �g.1 by thelinesindicated with thecaption \Anom aly m ediation".W hateverthe

dynam icsthatbreaks
avoursym m etry athigh energiesm ay be,thelow-energy soft

term swillrespecta super-GIM m echanism .

In spite ofits great theoreticalappeal,a supersym m etric m odelwith anom aly-

m ediated m assspectrum isnotphenom enologically acceptable. The problem liesin

theform ofthescalarm asses[20]

~m 2 = �
1

4

 
@


@g
�g +

@


@y
�y

!

m
2

3=2: (13)

Here �g and �y are the beta functionsforthe gauge and Yukawa coupling y,and 


isthe anom alousdim ension ofthe corresponding super�eld. In the supersym m etric

m odelSU(3) is asym ptotically free and has a negative � function,but SU(2) and

U(1)havea positive� function.Therefore,eq.(13)predictspositivesquark squared

m asses,butnegativeslepton squared m asses.Thiswould induceaspontaneousbreak-

ing ofQED.

Severalpossible solutionshave been suggested in orderto cure thisproblem [20,

22,23]. Allofthese solutions ofcourse require new positive contributions to the

slepton m asses. These new term s necessarily spoilthe m ost attractive feature of

anom aly m ediation,i.e. the renorm alization group invariance ofthe softterm sand

theconsequentultravioletinsensitivity.Thisisthem ostdisappointing aspectofthis

scenario. At present,it is too early to assess ifsom e ofthe appealing features of

anom aly m ediation have any relevance in the description ofthe elem entary particle

world.

2.1 Experim entalC onsequences

The realization that there are severalpossible schem es ofsupersym m etry-breaking

com m unication hasprofound experim entalim plications,notonly becauseofthedif-

ferentpatternsofthesuperpartnerm assspectrum ,butalso becauseeach schem ehas

very distinctive signaturesathigh-energy collisions.Therefore,thesearch forsuper-

sym m etry requiresdi�erentexperim entalanalysesaim ed atidentifyingquitedi�erent

signals.

The stereotype m issing-energy signature ofsupersym m etry isspeci�c to gravity-

m ediated scenarios,in which the produced supersym m etric particles cascade decay

into theinvisible lightestneutralino.

In gauge-m ediated scenarios,thegravitinoisthelightestsupersym m etricparticle,

because itsm ass isdeterm ined by gravitationalinteractionsinstead ofgauge inter-

actionsasin the caseofthe othersuperpartners.The experim entalsignalsarethen

determ ined by the nature ofthe next-to-lightest supersym m etric particle (either a

9



neutralino or a stau,depending on m odel-dependent param eters) and the scale of

supersym m etry breaking F (which determ inesthelifetim eofthenext-to-lightestsu-

persym m etric particle). For
p
F <� 106 GeV,the next-to-lightest supersym m etric

particlesprom ptly decay into theirStandard M odelpartnersand gravitinos,leaving

topologies containing tau leptons and m issing energy (in the case ofthe stau) or

photonsand m issing energy (in the case ofthe neutralino). On the otherhand,forp
F >� 106 GeV,thenext-to-lightestsupersym m etricparticleisquasi-stable,sinceits

decay length istypically longerthan the detectorsize. The experim entalsignature

isgiven by m issing energy in thecaseoftheneutralino,whilein thecaseofthestau

thereisam oreunconventialsignalcom ing from aheavy charged particlecrossingthe

apparatus,leaving anom alousionization tracks.

The gaugino m ass relations in eqs.(11), characteristic ofanom aly m ediation,

lead to quite peculiarexperim entalsignals. Indeed,eqs.(11)predict M 2 < M 1 (in

contrasttotheusualcaseofeqs.(12),in which M 1 < M 2).Thisand theelectroweak-

breakingconditionsim ply that,in realisticm odels,theSU(2)W -inotripletisalm ost

degeneratein m ass.Them asssplitting insidethetripletisdom inated by loop e�ects

and thecharged particleisheavierthan theneutralone,with m �� � m�0 in therange

between thepion m assand about1 GeV [24,25].The (m ainly W -ino)neutralino is

the lightestsupersym m etric particle,and the �rstchargino decaysinto a neutralino

and a relatively softpion �� ! m �0�
� .Theexperim entaldi�culty liesin triggering

such events,although kinksin the vertex detectorcould be revealed atthe analysis

stage.Di�erentstrategiesconsistin tagging high-energy jetsorphotons[24]orfocus

on theproduction and decay ofothersupersym m etric particles[25].

From this brief discussion, it should be clear that very di�erent experim ental

strategiesand analysesarenecessary to look forthediversi�ed waysin which super-

sym m etry could revealitselfin high-energy collisions.

Aswehavepreviously discussed,thevariousschem esofsupersym m etry-breaking

com m unication di�er in the way they address the 
avour problem . Therefore it is

notsurprising thatexperim ents searching forrare 
avour-violating orCP-violating

processes are ofgreat value for discrim inating between the di�erent supersym m et-

ric scenarios. W e can distinguish between two classes ofsupersym m etry-breaking

m odels:i)those (like gaugem ediation oranom aly m ediation with a universalextra

contribution to scalarm asses)which satisfy a super-GIM m echanism ,and 
avouror

CP violation isoriginating only from CKM anglesand phases;ii)those(likegravity

m ediation) which rely on som e 
avour sym m etry valid at som e very large scale in

the proxim ity ofM P l,and necessarily contain som e new sources of
avourand CP

violation in thesupersym m etry-breaking param eters.

In m odels belonging to class i),we can expect only rather m oderate deviations

from theStandard M odelpredictionsin 
avourprocesses.Theonly exceptionscould

com efrom processesthatareaccidentally suppressed in theStandard M odeland are

m oresensitivetonew physicscorrections(asin thecaseoftheraredecay B ! X s
).
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On the other hand,in the m odels ofclass ii),it appears alm ost unavoidable that

new 
avour-violating and CP-violating e�ects should lurk just behind the present

experim entallim its [18]. In this respect,the r̂ole ofB factories willbe crucialin

helping theorists to sortoutthe way in which supersym m etry breaking is realized.

Sim ilarly,im provem ents in the sensitivity on lepton-fam ily violating processes (like

� ! e
 and �{e conversion in nuclei) and CP-violation (like electron and neutron

electricdipolem om ents)willbring very valuableinform ation.

Recently,theKTeV [26]and NA48[27]collaborationshaveannounced new results

for�0=�,leading to a world average[28]ofRe�0=� = (21:4� 4:0)� 10� 4.Thisvalueis

higherthan the predictionsm ade within the Standard M odel[29],and stirred som e

intereston thepossibility thatsupersym m etrice�ectshad been observed [30,31,32,

33].

However,itisnotim possible forthe Standard M odelto accom m odate the m ea-

sured valueof�0=�.Forinstance,thiscan bedoneby taking thehadronicparam eter

B 6 tobeabout1.5.Thism oderateenhancem entofB 6 with respecttothetraditional

expectationsisnotunreasonable.LargecontributionstoB 6 arefound from O (p2=N c)

correctionsin the1=N c expansion [34]and in thechiralquark m odel[35].Thiscould

be the result ofa �I = 1=2 rule for the operator Q 6,analogous to the one that

appliesto theoperatorsQ 1 and Q 2.Ithasalso been found thatisospin-violating ef-

fectsarising from them assdi�erencebetween up and down quark [36]and �nal-state

interactions[37]both contributeto increasing theestim ateof�0=�.

Therefore,itappearslikely thatthe discrepancy between theory and experim ent

isjustcaused by ourpresentpoorknowledge ofthehadronicm atrix elem ents.Nev-

ertheless,itisinteresting to wonderwhethersupersym m etry can beresponsiblefora

signi�cantenhancem entoftheprediction for�0=�.

In m odelsofclassi),where the 
avourand CP violationsoriginate purely from

CKM e�ects, supersym m etric contributions to �0=� are very sm alland,m oreover,

in generalthey tend to reduce the Standard M odelprediction [30]. In m odels of

classii),thenew sourcesof
avourviolationsareusually param etrized by (com plex)


avournon-diagonalentriesin thesquark m assm atrices.Constraintsfrom �m K and

� im ply that
avour-violating m assinsertion in theleftorin therightsquark sectors

cannot give signi�cant enhancem ents to �0=�. On the other hand,a m ass insertion

m ixing leftand rightsquarksislessconstrained and itcan givea contribution to �0=�

ofthe size ofthe m easured value. It is interesting that one does not need to rely

on unexpectedly large left{right squark m ixings to obtain this result. Indeed,the

experim entalresultcan beexplained with a \theoretically reasonable" guessforthe


avour-violating left{rightm ixing [31]

~m 2

dL sR
� m3=2m ssin�ce

i�
: (14)

Herem 3=2 isthetypicalsupersym m etry-breaking m ass,m s isthestrangequark m ass,

�c istheCabibbo angle,and � isa phaseoforder1.Theuseofsim ilar\reasonable"
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estim atesforthe squark and slepton m assm atricesleadsto distinctive predictions,

which willallow us to test these assum ptions. Indeed,the neutron electric dipole

m om ent and the branching ratio for � ! e
 should lie just beyond the present

experim entallim its.

Recently, Kagan and Neubert [33]have m ade the very interesting observation

that,in the presence ofm asssplittingsbetween the squarks ~uR and ~dR,gluino box

diagram s can generate �I = 3=2 am plitudes that are enhanced by the �I = 1=2

selection rule.Thisgivesapotentially very largee�ecton �0=�,which can explain the

experim entalresulteven forsquark m assesin theTeV region.

3 Extra D im ensions

One ofthe greatestscienti�c successesofthe lasttwenty yearshasbeen the precise

veri�cation oftheStandardM odelasthecorrecttheorydescribingelem entaryparticle

interactions up to the weak scale. Following the idea ofgrand uni�ed theories,we

areused to extrapolating ourknowledgeto m uch sm allerlength scale,oftheorderof

M
� 1

G U T � 10� 32 m .M oreover,string theory suggestsa way to unify gaugeand gravity

forcesatan even sm allerdistancescale,M � 1

S � 2=(
p
k�G U TM P l).Figure2illustrates

thepresum ed behaviourofthegaugeand gravitationalcouplingsem ergingfrom these

conjectures.

Thesearecertainlycourageoustheoreticalextrapolations,butneverthelessarenot

atpresentexperim entally con�rm ed. In particular,gravity hasbeen experim entally

tested only up to scales ofthe orderof� � m m � (2� 10� 4 eV)� 1,i.e. 30 orders

ofm agnitude larger than M
� 1

S ! It is therefore legitim ate to question the scenario

illustrated in �g.2,and wonderwhetherthegravitationalcoupling�G could evolve,at

energiesabove�� 1,quitedi�erently from ourtraditionalexpectations.In particular,

onecould im aginethatthegravitationalcoupling becom esoftheorderofthegauge

couplingsalreadyattheweakscale,elim inatingtheneed forthelargem assparam eter

M P l or,in otherwords,elim inating thenotorioushierarchy problem .

Arkani-Ham ed,Dim opoulos,and Dvali[38]have suggested a physicalsetting in

which thisradicalpointofview can actually berealized.Theirconstruction assum es

thatour4-dim ensionalworld,in which ordinary particleprocessesoccur,isactually

em bedded into a higher-dim ensionalspace,in which only gravitonsarefreeto roam .

Letusde�nethetotalnum berofdim ensionsasD = 4+ � and assum ethatthe� extra

dim ensions are com pacti�ed in a space with volum e V�. It is a sim ple geom etrical

exercise to prove thatthe e�ective Newton constant in the 4-dim ensionaltheory is

related to the fundam entalenergy scale M D ofthe fullD -dim ensionalgravitational

theory by theequation

G
� 1

N � M
2

P l= M
2+ �
D V�: (15)
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Figure2:Thebehaviourofthethreegaugecoupling constantsand thegravitational

coupling �G � E2=M 2
P l,asafunction oftheenergy E in thetraditionalscenario with

grand uni�cation atthescaleM G U T and superstringsatthescaleM S.
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From this,weinferthetypicalradiusofthecom pacti�ed space

R � V
1=�

� �
1

M D

�
M P l

M D

�2=�

: (16)

Ifwe wantto realize the scenario in which the fundam entalgravitationalm asspa-

ram eterisroughly equalto the weak m assscale,we have to insistthatM D � TeV,

and thereforethetypicalsizeofthecom pacti�cation radiusis

R = (5� 10� 4 eV)� 1 � 0:4 m m for� = 2;

R = (20 keV)� 1 � 10� 5 �m for� = 4;

R = (7 M eV)� 1 � 30 fm for� = 6: (17)

For� = 1 thesizeofR isofastronom icallength and thereforeexcluded by standard

observations. The case � = 2 is m arginally allowed and therefore interesting for

experim entsaim ing atim proving gravitationaltestsatsm alldistances. As� grows,

R approachestheinverse ofthefundam entalm assscaleM D .

Beforeproceeding,wehaveto discusswhethertheconstruction ofref.[38]can be

realized in a physicalsystem . Localizing �eldson subspaces with lowerdim ensions

can beachieved in a �eld theoreticalcontext,butrequirestheintroduction ofcertain

scalar�eldswith particularpotential;itisthereforepossiblebutnotstraightforward.

Thegreatinterestin theproposalofref.[38]hasbeen stirred by theobservation that

thissituation israthergenericin thecontextofstringtheory.Indeed,Dirichletbranes

(thespacede�ned by theend-pointsofopen strings[39])aredefectsintrinsictostring

theory on which thegaugetheory iscon�ned.Thepictureofordinary particles(open

strings)localized on the brane with gravity (closed strings)propagating in the bulk

can berealized in string m odels[40].Thisobservation could actually help in bringing

closertwo linesofresearch in theoreticalphysics(one m ore phenom enologically ori-

ented and onem oreform ally oriented),which seem ed to follow di�erentpathsin the

last years. Indeed m any theoreticalspeculations intended forPlanck energy scales

could now berelevantattheTeV scale,and thereforeexperim entally tested.

Asevidentfrom eq.(16),in thehigher-dim ensionalcontext,theweaknessofgrav-

ity or,in other words, the sm allness ofthe ratio G N =G F is related to the large-

ness ofthe num ber RM D , which m easures the com pacti�ed radius in its natural

units. The hierarchy problem is not com pletely solved unless we understand why

R � 1 � M D � TeV.Therehavebeen severalattem ptsto�nd dynam icalexplanations

fortheradiusstabilization [41].Thisproblem m aybeconnected with thecosm ological

constantpuzzle.

Around the tim e ofthis Conference,m any new ideas in theories with extra di-

m ensionsare being proposed. Som e ofthem are very interesting alternativesto the

scenario ofref.[38]asa solution to thehierarchy problem .
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Randalland Sundrum [42]haveproposed a higher-dim ensionalscenario in which

the hierarchy problem is solved without the need for large (R � M
� 1

D ) extra di-

m ensions. They consider a 5-dim ensionalnon-factorizable geom etry (i.e. the 4-

dim ensionalm etric is not independent ofthe extra coordinates) in which the line

elem entisgiven by

ds
2 = e

� 2krc����dx
�
dx

� + r
2

cd�
2
: (18)

Here k is an energy scale ofthe order ofthe 5-dim ensionalPlanck m ass M 5 and

� (0 � � � �) is the coordinate ofthe com pacti�ed extra dim ensions ofsize rc.

Thism etricisthesolution oftheEinstein equation in a m odelwith two 3-branes(at

� = 0 and � = �)with opposite tensionstuned to preserve 4-dim ensionalPoincar�e

invariance.In thissituation,the4-dim ensionalPlanck m assisgiven by

M
2

P l=
M 3

5

k

�

1� e
� 2�krc

�

: (19)

W ewillbeinterested in thelim itkrc � 1,in which theexponentialfactorin eq.(19)

is irrelevant,and we take M 5 � k � O (MP l). The exponentialfactor is however

im portant for the m ass param eters ofthe �elds con�ned on the 3-brane at � = �

representing ourworld.Asapparentfrom eq.(18),theexponentiale� 2krc� actsasa

conform alfactorin the 4-dim ensionaltheory and therefore itisnotsurprising that

thephysicalm assparam eterson thebranearegiven by m 0e
� �krc,ifm 0 � O (MP l)is

them assparam eterin the5-dim ensionaltheory.Forthem oderatenum berkrc ’ 50,

thelargehierarchy between theweak and thegravitationalm asscan bereproduced.

The em erging physicalpicture is the following. Because ofthe non-factorizable

form ofthegeom etry,thegravitational�eld con�guration ishighlynon-trivial.Gravi-

tonsarelocalized on onebrane,whiletheStandard M odelparticlesliveon theother

brane. The sm alloverlap ofthe graviton wave-function with ourbrane explainsthe

weaknessofgravity.No hierarchically sm allnum bersarerequired becauseoftheex-

ponentialsuppression.Them assgapsand them assscalein thee�ectiveinteractions

oftheKaluza{Klein gravitonsareboth oftheorderoftheweak scale,sincetheweak

scaleistheonly relevantm assin thisphysicalpicture.

Thisproposalhasbeenfurtherelaboratedandanalternativescenarioforasolution

to thehierarchy problem hasbeen suggested in ref.[43].Thecrucialobservation [44]

isthat,in thepresenceofnon-factorizablem etricswecan envision non-com pactextra

dim ensionswithoutcon
ictingwith observations.Thegraviton isagain localized,but

its Kaluza{Klein spectrum has no m ass gap. Nevertheless this is not problem atic,

becauseallexcited Kaluza{Klein m odesgivecorrectionstothegravitationalcouplings

ofthe orderofE 2=M 2
P l,where E isthe typicalprocessenergy. Itisnow possible to

considera setup in which the Standard M odelresideson one brane while gravity is

localized on adi�erentbrane,and both braneshavepositivetensions.Theseparation

between thetwo branesreproducesthehierarchy M W =M P land the�fth dim ension is

in�nitely large.
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Another very interesting proposal was recently suggested by Cohen and Ka-

plan [45]. They considera 6-dim ensionalsetup consisting ofgravity and one scalar

�eld �,with a scalarpotentialthatallowsa 3-dim ensionalglobal\cosm icstring" so-

lution.Thestring coreisidenti�ed with our4-dim ensionalspace-tim e.Aftersolving

the Einstein equationsforthissystem ,one �ndsthatthe e�ective Planck m assin 4

dim ensionsisgiven by

M
2

P l= ��(3=8)

 
M 6

f

! 9=2

e
(M 6=f)

4

M
2

6
: (20)

Here M 6 is the fundam entalm ass ofthe underlying 6-dim ensionaltheory and f is

the asym ptotic vacuum expectation value ofthe scalar�eld �. A ratio M 6=f � 2:7

issu�cientto generatethelargehierarchy between theweak and gravitationalscale,

becauseofthesteep functionaldependence(� ex
4

)in eq.(20).Theresultinge�ective

theory looksvery sim ilarto theoneproposed in ref.[38],butthehierarchy M W =M P l

isnow dynam ically explained.

3.1 O pening N ew Problem s

Theideaofhavingauniquefundam entalm assscale,oftheorderoftheTeV,forboth

weak and gravity interactionsclearly requiresa com plete rethinking ofm uch ofthe

accepted understanding ofthehigh-energy behaviourand ofearly cosm ology.

Firstofall,one hasto abandon a very successfulfeature ofthe traditionalcon-

structs: certain sym m etry-breaking interactions are sm allbecause they arise from

physics atvery large scales. Usually one describes these sym m etry-breaking e�ects

with e�ective operatorssuppressed by an unspeci�ed m assscale�,such as

neutrino m asses !
1

�
‘‘H H

proton decay !
1

�2
qqq‘


avourviolation !
1

�2
sdsd

lepton fam ily violation !
1

�
����eF

��
: (21)

The sm allness ofthe observed violation ofthe corresponding exact orapproxim ate

sym m etriesim pliesthatthe scale � ism uch largerthan the weak scale. In theories

with quantum gravity at the TeV scale, we cannot rely on such an explanation.

These theories therefore require new m echanism s to understand sm allparam eters.

One possibility is that sm allparam eters are not the consequence ofapproxim ate

sym m etries,asin the exam ples above,butinstead in whatIwillcall\locality and

geom etry". Assuggested in ref.[46],suppose thatallunwanted sym m etry-breaking
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e�ectscan only occurlocally on branesthatarephysically separated by a distanced

from the3-dim ensionalbraneofourworld.In thiscase,thee�ectivecouplingsofthe

sym m etry-breaking interactionswillbesuppressed by a factore� m =d,wherem isthe

typicalm assofthebulk particlethatm ediatestheinteraction from onebraneto the

other.Largesuppression factorscan beobtained with m oderateratiosofm =d.

The sam e m echanism can be used to obtain the 
avourstructure ofthe Yukawa

couplings [47]. One can also extend this picture and place the three quark and

lepton fam ilieson di�erentlocationsin the directionsorthogonalto the ordinary 3-

dim ensionalspace[48].Depending on thepro�leoftheferm ion wave-functionsalong

the extra dim ensions,large hierarchies in the Yukawa couplings could be obtained

from num bersoforder1,using theabove-m entioned exponentialfactor.Ifthiscon-

jectureweretrue,wecould even hopetounravelunsuspected propertiesofthe
avour

sym m etries.Thepattern ofYukawa couplingscould look m uch sim plerwhen viewed

in term sofexponentialfactorsorsom eotherfunctionaldependence.

Neutrinom assescannotbeanylongerexplained bythesee-saw m echanism and re-

quiresom e new higher-dim ensionalm echanism .Onepossibility isthatright-handed

neutrinos,in contrast with the other Standard M odelparticles,live in the fullD -

dim ensionalspace[49].TheYukawa interaction between left-and right-handed neu-

trinosislocalized on the brane. Since the wave-function of�R isspread in the bulk

space,thee�ectiveYukawacoupling issuppressed by thesquarerootofthecom pact-

i�ed volum eV�.Theneutrino m assisthen given by

m � =
�hH i

q

V�M
�
D

� �hH i
M D

M P l

� 10� 4 eV

�
M D

TeV

�

; (22)

where we have assum ed thatthe Yukawa coupling � in the D -dim ensionaltheory is

oforder1. Notice thatthe resulting neutrino m assisofthe Dirac type and itisin

thecorrectballpark to explain theatm osphericneutrino data.

Although it�rstappearsthatgauge-coupling uni�cation isirrem ediably lost,itis

neverthelesspossibletoconceivenew higher-dim ensionalschem esin which thesuccess

ofthesupersym m etric prediction isrecovered.Onepossibility [50]isto assum ethat

Standard M odelparticleshave Kaluza{Klein excitations(with m asseslargerthan a

few TeV).Theire�ectsin the� functionschangethelogarithm icdependence on the

energy into a powerdependence and speed up the uni�cation,which can now occur

atenergiesnotm uch largerthan the weak scale. From the �eld-theoreticalpointof

view,one loses controlofthe theory,but nevertheless it is possible that an actual

gauge-coupling uni�cation is achieved in a string theory with TeV scale. Another

possibility [51]is to use �eld variations in the large extra dim ensions to achieve a

logarithm icuni�cation.

The early cosm ology oftheorieswith quantum gravity atthe TeV scale willalso

look drastically di�erentfrom whathasbeen traditionally assum ed. In the scenario

ofref.[38],a problem arises. During the early phase ofthe Universe,energy can
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be em itted from the brane into the bulk in the form ofgravitons. The gravitons

propagate in the extra dim ensions and can decay into ordinary particles only by

interacting with the brane,and therefore with a rate suppressed by 1=M 2
P l. Their

contribution to thepresentenergy density exceedsthecriticalvalueunless[38]

T? <
M D

TeV
10

6�� 15

�+ 2 M eV: (23)

HereT? isthem axim um tem peraturetowhich wecan sim ply extrapolatethetherm al

history ofthe Universe,assum ing itisin a stage with com pletely stabilized R and

with vanishing energy density in thecom pacti�ed space.Asa possibleexam pleofits

origin,T? could correspond to thereheating tem peratureafteran in
ationary epoch.

The bound in eq.(23) is very constraining. In particular,for � = 2,only values

ofM D larger than about 6 TeV can lead to T? > 1 M eV and allow for standard

nucleosynthesis. M oreover,even forlargervalues of�,eq.(23)isvery problem atic

forany m echanism ofbaryogenesis[52].

The graviton em ission is also dangerous in an astrophysical context. Extra-

dim ensionalgravitons would speed up supernova cooling in contradiction with the

neutrino observation from SN1987A,unless[53]

M D > 50 TeV for � = 2;

M D > 4 TeV for � = 3: (24)

Anevenstrongerlim itcom esfrom distortionofthedi�usegam m a-raybackground[54],

M D > 110 TeV for � = 2;

M D > 5 TeV for � = 3: (25)

Thisbound isvery constrainingin thecaseoftwoextradim ensions,and itrapidly de-

creaseswith �,becauseofthepower-law suppression ofgraviton interactions.Notice

thattheselim itsaredeterm ined by theinfrared behaviourofthegravitationaltheory.

Thereforethey do notapply to theoriesthathavelargeKaluza{Klein graviton gaps.

They can also be evaded in the scenario ofref.[38],in the case ofvery particular

com pacti�ed spaceswhich enhancethem assesofthe�rstKaluza{Klein excitations.

3.2 Experim entalTests

The idea thatquantum gravity resides atthe weak scale can be put under experi-

m entalscrutiny.W estarted ourdiscussion on them otivationsofextradim ensionsby

pointing outthatgravity hasbeen tested only to scalesjustbelow them illim etre.It

istherefore clearthatim provem ents in the experim entalsensitivity willbe ofgreat

im portance.Indeed thereareongoingexperim ents[55]thataim attestinggravity up

to distancesofseveraltensofm icrons.
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Unfortunately,the astrophysicalboundspresented in eq.(25)can be translated

into a lim it on the Com pton wavelength ofthe �rst graviton Kaluza{Klein m ode

of5 � 10� 2 �m . The possibility ofexperim entally observing a deviation ofgrav-

ity caused by higher-dim ensionalgravitonsisthen ruled out,atleastin near-future

experim ents. Any m odi�cation ofthe com pacti�ed space capable ofavoiding the

astrophysicalbound willalso exclude a visible signalatshort-distance gravitational

experim ents. Nevertheless,in m any m odelsrealizing the idea oflow-scale quantum

gravity,there exist other light bulk particles, which could lead to observable sig-

nals [38]. A possible e�ect could also com e from other light particles in scenarios

with low-energy supersym m etry breaking [56].

High-energycolliderexperim entscan directlyprobethenew dynam icsofquantum

gravityattheweakscale.At�rst,onem aybelievethattheexperim entalsignalshould

depend on thespeci�cquantum gravitationaltheory,and thereforenosolid prediction

could bem ade.However,in acertain kinem aticalregim e,itispossibletom akerather

m odel-independent estim ates ofgraviton production in high-energy collisions. The

strategy isto usean e�ectivetheory [57,58],valid below thefundam entalm assscale

M D ,where one can perform an expansion in E =M D (here E is the typicalprocess

energy)and useourknowledge oftheinfrared propertiesofgravity.

In the scenario ofref.[38],gravitonsare m asslessparticlespropagating in D di-

m ensions. Therefore,the relation between their energy E and their m om entum is

E 2 = ~p2 + p2extra,where~p describestheusual3-dim ensionalcom ponentsand pextra is

them om entum along theextra dim ensions.Thisrelation givesan intuitive explana-

tion ofhow aD -dim ensionalparticlecan bedescribed byacollection of4-dim ensional

m odes(called theKaluza{Klein excitations)with m assm = jpextraj.

W e willbe interested in the production ofthe Kaluza{Klein graviton m odes in

high-energy collisions.Thesingleproduction ofagraviton with non-vanishingjpextraj

violatesm om entum conservation along theextra dim ensions.Thisisnotsurprising,

sincethepresenceofthe3-branebreakstranslationalinvariancein thedirectionsor-

thogonalto thebrane.Itislike playing tennisagainsta wall:the m om entum along

the direction orthogonalto the wallisnotconserved. Gravitonscannotbe directly

detected.Thereforethesignalin colliderexperim entsism issingenergyand im balance

in �nal-statem om enta,caused by thegraviton escaping in theextra-dim ension com -

pacti�ed space.Justforillustration,wecan visualizeelem entary-particleinteractions

asthecollisionsofballson a pooltable.Theballscan only m oveon a 2-dim ensional

surface (the brane),butasthey knock each otherthey can em ita sound wave (the

graviton),which travelsin theair(thebulk).Becauseofthisenergy loss,an observer

living on the surface ofthe table can infer the existence ofthe extra dim ension by

m easuring thekinem aticsoftheballsbeforeand afterthecollision.

Each graviton Kaluza{Klein m ode G n hasa production probability proportional

19



to E 2=M 2
P l,which givesriseto a crosssection athadron collidersof

�(pp! Gn jet)’
�s

�
G N = 10� 28 fb: (26)

Thisishopelesslysm allanditcannotbeobserved.However,experim entsaresensitive

to inclusive processes, in which we sum over allkinem atically accessible Kaluza{

Klein m odes. Because ofthe large volum e in the extra dim ensions,the num ber of

graviton Kaluza{Klein m odes with m ass less than a typicalenergy E is very large

� E�M 2
P l=M

2+ �
D . Asa result,the dependence ofthe inclusive crosssection on M P l

cancelsout,and we�nd

X

n

�(pp! Gnjet)’
�s

�

E �

M
2+ �
D

: (27)

By studying �nalstates with photons and m issing energy,LEP has already set

boundson thefundam entalquantum gravity scaleM D ofabout1 TeV (foranum ber

ofextra dim ensions� = 2)[8].FuturestudiesattheTevatron,LHC,linearcolliders

orm uon colliderscan signi�cantly extend the sensitivity region ofM D by analysing

�nalstateswith jetsand m issing energy orphotonsand m issing energy [57,58].

Itshouldbestressed thatinacom pletequantum gravitytheorytherewillcertainly

existotherexperim entalsignals,quite di�erentfrom the graviton signalconsidered

above.However,thesenew signaturesarem odel-dependentand cannotbepredicted

without a com plete knowledge ofthe �naltheory. Therefore,the e�ective-theory

signaldiscussed here,although itdoesnotnecessarily representthediscovery m ode,

isbestsuited forsetting reliableboundson M D .

In general, one can param etrize new physics e�ects at the scale M D with all

possible e�ective interactions with couplings oforder 1 in units ofM D . However,

thereisoneparticularoperatorthatcould play a specialrole,

T � T��T
��
�

1

� + 2
T
�
� T

�
�: (28)

HereT�� istheenergy{m om entum tensor.Theoperatorin eq.(28)isinduced bytree-

levelvirtualgraviton exchange and itwillappearin the e�ective Lagrangian with a

coe�cientoforder1=M 4
D . Unfortunately the precise form ofthiscoe�cientcannot

be com puted by using only the e�ective theory,because it depends on ultraviolet

properties. Nevertheless, experim entalsearches on the existence of this operator

are interesting because they represent a test on the spin-2 nature ofthe particle

that m ediates the e�ective interactions. The operator T gives rise to a variety of

experim entalsignals,which include,in e+ e� colliders,d-wavecontributionstoferm ion

pairproduction,

 and m ultijet�nalstatesand,in hadron colliders,dilepton or



production [57,59].Allthese signalsarein principle related,because they originate

from thesam einteraction.
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The graviton-production signalis characteristic oftheories with large extra di-

m ensionsR � M
� 1

D . In m odelsin which the graviton Kaluza{Klein gapsare ofthe

orderofM D (asforinstancein thescenario ofref.[42]),theinteresting experim ental

signalisgiven by theproduction ofthenew gravitationalexcitationswith weak-scale

m asses.Actually,itispossible thatallStandard M odelparticleshave Kaluza{Klein

m odesattheTeV scale[60].Thisisthecase,forinstance,in theproposalofref.[50]

to achieve gauge-coupling uni�cation atlow-energy scales. Thissituation isnotin-

consistentwith thelargeextradim ension scenario.TheStandard M odelcould livein

aD 0-dim ensionalspacewith 4< D 0< D and with com pacti�cation radiusR 0� TeV.

Gravity propagates also in the extra D � D0 dim ensions characterized by a radius

R � R 0.Precision electroweak m easurem entsconstrain atpresentR 0� 1 to be above

about3{4 TeV [61,62].Nevertheless,LHC stillhasthechanceofobserving the�rst

Kaluza{Klein excitationsofStandard M odelparticlesor,atleast,ofsetting bounds

on R 0� 1 ofm orethan 6 TeV [62,63].

Ifindeed quantum gravity setsin attheelectroweak scale,futurecolliderexperi-

m entswilldirectly testthestructureofitsunknown dynam ics.Forinstance,ifstring

theory becom es relevant at M D [64],experim ents could observe Regge recurrences

with higherm assesand spins.Itiscertain that,whatevertheunderlying weak-scale

quantum gravity theory m ay be,colliderexperim entsin theTeV rangewillbequite

exciting.

4 C onclusions

W e are now entering a phase in which searches for new physics are becom ing the

m ain experim entalgoal.Thecom m unity in theoreticalphysicsbeyond theStandard

M odelis therefore facing a specialresponsibility. Ibelieve that we are responding

to this challenge,since in the last few years num erous new theoreticalideas have

arisen to question som e ofthe traditionalbeyond-the-Standard-M odelassum ptions.

Itistoo early to m ake de�nite assessm ents,butitisvery plausible to believe that

som e ofthese ideasm ay lead to a profound revision ofourviewson the underlying

high-energy theory.

In thistalk,I�rstm adea few theoreticalcom m entson neutrino oscillation data,

the �rstdirectindication ofphysicsbeyond the Standard M odel. Then,Iturned to

discussing supersym m etry and showed how recentresearch hasfocused on theprob-

lem ofthe ultraviolet sensitivity ofthe soft term s. Solutions to this problem yield

controlover
avourviolationsand calculabilityofthesupersym m etricm assspectrum .

Finally,Idiscussed som erecentdevelopm entsin theorieswith extradim ensions,aim -

ing at bringing the gravitationalscale down to the TeV region. These proposals

require a com plete rethinking ofthe high-energy behaviour in theories beyond the

Standard M odel. Therefore they have deep physicaland cosm ologicalim plications,
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beside the m ore sociologicalim plication ofbringing closer togetherform alresearch

and phenom enology. Ifthese theories are true,collider experim ents willobserve a

greatdealofsurprisesabovetheTeV.

Iam gratefulto R.Barbieri,G.Buchalla,S.Dim opoulos,F.Feruglio,T.Gher-

ghetta,M .M angano,J.M arch-Russell,A.M asiero,A.Nelson,M .Peskin,A.Po-

m arol,R.Rattazzi,A.Riotto,A.Strum ia,and J.W ellsforusefuldiscussionsduring

thepreparation ofthistalk.
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