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R ecent D evelopm ents in P hysics B eyond the
Standard M odel
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In thistak Idiscusswhat Ibelieve are them ost interesting recent developm ents in
physics beyond the Standard M odel. A ffer som e lnitial com m ents on neutrinom asses,
I discuss the status of low -energy supersym m etry and nally tum to descrdbing som e
recent work in theordes w ith extra spatial din ensions.

1 N eutrinos

T hem ost concrete indication for the existence ofphysics beyond the Standard M odel
has recently em erged from the Superkam iokande data (1], which convincingly con m

the presence of an atm ospheric neutrino anom aly P]. The m ost reasonable explana—
tion for these experin ental cbservations relies on the assum ption that neutrinos are
m assive and that the di erent avour eigenstates can oscillate am ong each other. If
this nterpretation is correct, it In plies evidence fornew physics beyond the Standard
M odel. D uring this C onference, we have heard m uch discussion of the experin ental
status of neutrino m asses and oscillations. Let m e herem ake som e com m ents on what
Ibelieve are the m ain lessons for theory we have leamt from these results which, if
con m ed, represent one of the m ost im portant discoveries in physics in recent years.

W e are nding evidence fora new m ass scale m uch larger than the typicalweak
scale, but di erent from the Planck mass G =2 Indeed, including only Standard
M odel degrees of freedom , neutrino m asses are described by din ension-5 operators of
the fom
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where Y, represents the lepton weak doublt and C is the charge-con jugation m atrix.
A fter electroweak symm etry breaking, the H iggs eld H gets a non-vanishing vacuum
expectation value, and the operator n eq. (1) leads to a M ajprana neutrino m ass
m = M i’= . Accordihg to the most natural nterpretation of the atm ospheric
neutrino anom aly, there exists a neutrino with m ass of about 6 102 ev. This
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inplies a new physics mass scale  at about 10!° G eV, tantalizingly close to the
GUT scak.

W e are nding that one neutrino m ixing anglke m ost likely the one correspond-

Ing to { oscillations) is large, since the best t of the Superkam iokande data
gives sh®2 = 099 and m? = 31 10°ev? []. This siuation is di erent from
the case ofthe fam iliar C abibbo{K cbayashi{M askawa (CKM ) m ixing am ong quarks,
and therefore it rst appeared as a surprse. To assess if this result contradicts our
prejudices on the structure of Yukawa couplings, we have to understand if it is in—
deed incom patible with hierarchical neutrino m asses and wih GUTs, which relate
the properties of quarks and kptons. Recent investigations [] have shown that this
isnot the case; ket m e explain why.

Let us consider the neutrino m ass m atrix as it em erges from the seesaw m echa-
nism :

m =h"M 'hHi: @)

Here h isthe 3 3 Yukawa coupling m atrix and M is the right-handed neutrino
M aprana m ass m atrix. If the large m ixings reside in thematrix M butnot in h ,
the neutrino oscillation resuls can be sinply m ade com patible wih SU (5) GUTs
relations, since the right-handed neutrinos are SU (5) singlkts. An interesting alter-
native [] is that the large m ixings reside instead in the left-handed neutrinos. This
is com patdble wih SU (5) if the Yukawa ocoupling m atrices are highly asymm etric.
Indeed, the SU (5) relation between the charged Jepton and down quark Yukawa cou—
pling ish. = h] . Therefore a large m ixing in the keft-handed charged kpton sector
(which corresponds to large neutrino m ixing after an SU (2) rotation) corresoonds
to a large m ixing in the right-handed quark sector which does not a ect the CKM
m atrix) .

Tthasalso been observed [§]that large neutrinom ixing angles are not incom patible
w ith hierarchical structures n h and M . For instance, consider the toy m odel of
2 2 symm etric m atrices
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wih A ;B ;C ;D param eters of order uniy and l1.From eq. @B),we nd that, for

n> 2andm > n=2, the two eigenvalues ofthematrixm are 2 * @2+ B?)=C and
"A2C=@%+B?), and therefore there is a hierarchy between the tw o physicalneutrino
m asses. O n the other hand, the neutrino m ixing param eter sn2 = 2AB=@%+ B?)
isof order unity, as longasA ' B.
In conclusion, although i could not have been theoretically anticipated, the large
m xing angl suggested by atm ospheric neutrino data can be easily accom m odated
both w ith hierarchical neutrino m asses and with GUT relations.



It iswell known that neutrino m asses have profound consequences in cosn ok

ogy and astrophysics. I jist want to em phasize here that the results of the atm o-
soheric neutrino data strongly suggest a G U T realized seesaw m echanian and there—
fore give further justi cation for kptogenesis [A]. ndeed, I nd that at present the
best m otivated way of explaining the observed baryon asymm etry is to invoke the
out-ofequilbriim decay of the right neutrinos. W ih the natural assum ption of the
presence of CP wviolating phases In the Yukawa couplings, the right-handed neutrino
decay m odes

NR ! ‘LH; (4)
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give rise to a coan ic kpton asymm etry. Sphaleron—-lke Interactions, which violate a
certain linear combination of lepton and baryon num ber, are In them al equilibbrium

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

ating a baryon asymm etry. Tt is very encouraging that a large range of reasonable
neutrino m ass param eters can lad to the correct value of the baryon asymm etry.
T he Jeptogenesis can then also be used as a crterion to select or disfavour particular
m odels of ferm ion m ass m atrices. H owever, it is unfortunately hard to translate the
conditions for successfil kptogenesis into sim ple constraints on the observed neu—
trino m asses and m ixings. The m ain reason for this is that Jeptogenesis is driven by
the Inclusive decay processes (4) and (5), summ ed over the three generations of Y, .
T herefore kptogenesis ism ainly sensitive to the m ixing angles in the right-handed
sector, while experin ents cbserve the properties ofm ainly left-handed neutrinos.

The ultin ate goal of the theoretical activiy is to use the experin ental infor-
m ation on neutrino m asses and m ixing in order to unravel the avour m istery and
construct a predictive theory of ferm ion m asses. A lthough there has been quie an
intense research w ith this ain @], I believe that we are still far, unfortunately, from
understanding the rational of the avour structure.

2 Supersym m etry

A s we have discussed above, one of the m ost In portant consequence of the atm o-
Soheric neutrino oscillations is the evidence for a new mass scake . In this respect,
this result agrees w ith the other Indirect indication fornew physics: the uni cation of
gauge coupling constants. They are both hints to the existence of a physical thresh—
old at the GUT scak. Follow iIng this line of reasoning, one is aln ost com pelled to
believe In low -energy supersymm etry. T his is because a sin ple extrapolation of the
Standard M odel to energies much larger than the weak scale requires a disturdoing

ne tuning of the param eters in the H iggs potential, while supersym m etry allow s for



such an extrapolation w ithout con icts with criteria of naturahess. M oreover, the
prediction of  underuni cation assum ptions failsifthe functionscontain only the
contributions from Standard M odel particles, but it correctly reproduces the experi-
m ental value when one includes the quantum e ects of the supersym m etric partners
w ith m asses in the 100 G&V {1 TeV range. T herefore, the theoreticalm otivations for
Jow -energy supersymm etry are still very strong.

On the other hand, the experin ental lim its ] are worryingly increasing. The
lin it on the chargino mass is 100 G&V (except for certain pathological regions of
param eter space), the one on the lightest neutralinom assis37G &V (@ssum ing GU T —
related gauginom asses). In them Inin alschem g, the gliinom ass lim it varies betw een
about 200 GeV (for very large squark mass my) to 300 GeV (formg ’ mg). A
considerable constraint also com es from the H iggsm ass 1lim it, which varies between
90 Ge&V (Pbr large tan ) to 106 G&V (or smalltan ). It seem s appropriate and
tin ely to question whether these 1im its are com patible w ith the originalm otivation
for low -energy supersym m etry, ie. the hierarchy problem .

To obtain a quantitative answer, one has to rely on a naturahess criterion [4,
10, 11] which speci es the am ount of ne tuning am ong param eters. Recent analy—
ses quantify the result in di erent ways and conclude that the present experim ental
lim its rule out \95% of the supersym m etric param eter space" {[2] or require \ ne
tunings am ong param eters at a level of 7% orm ore" {13]. Undoubtedly these state-
m ents sound rather grin . However it should be noted that they are based on certain
theoretical assum ptions and prejidices. For Instance, for speci ¢ values of the top
quark Yukawa coupling (corresoonding to not too an allvalues of tan ) a universal
squark and slepton m ass contribution at the GUT scale cancels out In the expression
of M, [10,14]. This means that, in this case, squarks and skptons can be m ade
heavy w ithout causing serious ne-tuning di culties. D epending on your favourite
point of view, this situation can or cannot be viewed as an indirect ne tuning on
the top Yukawa coupling. A nother interesting cbservation {[5] is that the naturahess
bounds on charginos and neutralinos are signi cantly m odi ed if we abandon GUT
relations on gaugino m asses. T his isbecause in the expression ofM ; in temm s ofthe
supersym m etry-breaking param eters, there is a prom inent sensitivity on the gluino
m ass, but only a m ild dependence on the electroweak gaugino m asses. F ne tunings
of no m ore than 10% can be achieved for chargino m asses as large as 165 G&V, al-
though the gluino hasto be lighter than 260 G &V . In conclusion, although the present
experin ental bounds have severely 1im ited the plausible range of supersym m etric pa-—
ram eters, low -energy supersym m etry is far from being ruled out and we have to wait
for the LHC for the nalverdict.

Let us now tum to discussing the theoretical developm ents in supersym m etric
m odel building. M ost of the recent activity has focused on understanding the struc-
ture of the soft supersym m etry-breaking tem s, especially In view ofthe avour prob-—
lem Twill iMistrate below . T he question of the origin ofthe supersym m etry-breaking



tem s is Indeed a crucial one, because the soft tem s represent the connection be-
tween theory (iLe. the mechanisn of supersym m etry breaking) and experin ent (ie.
the m ass spectrum of the new particlks).

Form any years the paradigm has been that the soft tem s are produced by the
graviational couplings between a hidden sector where supersymm etry is originally
broken and an observable sector containing the ordinary degrees of freedom [1§].
glle scale of supersymm etry breaking is detem Ined to lie at an intermm ediate scale

F 10! GeV by requiring that the cbservable supersym m etric particle m asses rv

are close to the weak scale: r
m = TeV : (6)
Mp;

Thism echanian is elgant and theoretically appealing, as gravity is directly par-
ticipating In electroweak physics. However, in this fram ework, the soft temm s are
renom alizable param eters ofthe e ective theory de ned at energiesbelow the P lanck
massM pi. As such, at the quantum Jevel, they receive corrections that depend on
the properties of the underlying theory in the farultraviolet. T herefore the soft term s
cannot be com puted, as long aswe do not know the ultin ate theory Including a full
description of quantum graviy. This could just be a lim itation due to our lack of
know ledge but, from a pragm atic point of view, i Introduces two m ain problm s.
The 1rst one is the lack of theoretical predictivity. This is lndeed an acute prob—
lem since, even w ith them inim al eld content, the low -energy supersym m etric m odel
containsm ore than 110 free rem om alizable param eters, crippling our ability to give
solid guidelines to experim ental searches. Secondly, the sensitivity of the soft tem s
to ultraviolet physics In plies that their avour structure w ill retain the e ects ofany
(unknown) avour violation at very high energies [I7]. Th particular, avour univer—
sality of the soft temm sw illbe sooilt by new interactions, which include, for instance,
e ects from GUTs [I8] or from the dynam ics at the (unknown) scale  responsble
forthe origin ofthe avourwiclating Yukawa couplings. T his is described by the lines
indicated w ith the caption \G ravity m ediation” In g. 1. This gure schem atically
llustrates the energy dependence of the munning squark m asses of the three di erent
generations. Even if we hypothetically took m assdegenerate squarks at M 1, high—
energy avour violations would nduce large squark splittings, not correlated to the
Yukawa ocouplings, at low energy. T his situation is experin entally ruled out because
the avour violations in squarks and skptons induce, through loop diagram s, unac—
ceptably lJarge contrbutionsto m ¥, x, m g, b! s, ! e ,and other avour
processes.

To solve the avour problem in the context of gravity-m ediated supersym m etry
breaking one needs to have full control of the dynam ics even beyond M p;. It is
possbl that its solution lies in the properties of quantum gravity and is avour
symm etries. H owever, recently there have been theoretical attem pts to pursue alter—
native solutions, nding m echanisn s ain ed at elim Inating the ultraviolet sensitivity
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Figure 1: A schem atic illustration of the energy dependence of the running squark
m asses belonging to the three di erent generations, in the context of the various
supersym m etric scenarios discussed In the text. In gravity m ediation, new dynam ics
atthe scale r and GUT physics tend to induce large avourbreaking e ects in the
squark soectrum , even if we start from a universality assum ption at M p;. In the
case of gauge m ediation, the squark m asses can be generated at scales su ciently

low to ensure a superG IM m echanisn . In anom aly m ediation, the squark soectrum

is determm ined by the low-energy theory and it is insensitive to avour violations
occurring at large scales.



of the soft tem s altogether. If such a program succeeds, there are two Inm ediate
advantages. F irst of all, one has control over the avour violations in the soft tem s.
M oreover, In this case, the soft tem s are necessarily com putable (ie. their quantum
corrections are nite in the e ective theory below M ;) and therefore one can m ake
de nite m ass predictions relevant to experin ental searches.

T he best known class of theories In which the soft temm s are insensitive to the far
ultraviokt is given by gauge-m ediated m odels [L9]. H ere the original supersym m etry
breaking is felt at tree kevel only by som e new partickes ofmassM (the m essengers)
and then com m unicated to the observable sector by loop diagram s nvolring ordinary
Standard M odelgauge interactions. Q uantum corrections to the soft termm svanish for
m om enta larger than M , as schem atically illustrated in g. 1 by the lines indicated
w ith the caption \G augem ediation". Any dynam ics occurring at energy scales above
M do not a ect the soft tetm s. Ifwe assume that M lies below any new avour
dynam ics, then the Yukawa oouplings provide the only source of avour violations
and w e recover a supersym m etric extension ofthe G IM m echanian . F lJavourviolations
In Jow-energy hadronic and Jeptonic processes are fully under control.

In gauge m ediation, the soft term s are nie and com putable. In the sinplst
version of the m odel, the gaugino, squark, and skpton m asses are given by

F )
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Here ; arethe Standard M odelgauge coupling constants and C ; are the correspond—
Ing quadratic C asin ir coe cients.

Reoently a di erent approach to obtain ultraviolt insensitivity of the soft tem s
hasbeen pursued. T he central cbservation is that, in the presence of supersym m etry
breaking, gravity generates soft temm s even if there are no direct couplings between
the hidden and observable sectors P00, 21]. This is an e ect of the superconform al
anom aly and it gives rise to soft temm s that are suppressed by loop factors. Iftreedevel
soft termm s exist, then the anom aly-induced tem s are subdom inant. H owever, in som e
cases, they can provide the leading contrbution. For gaugios, this occurs when the
theory does not contain any gauge-singlet super eld that breaks supersym m etry (@s
for theories w ith dynam ical supersym m etry breaking) R11. Indeed, in the absence of
gauge singlets X , one cannot generate the gauginom assesm ¢ from the usualoperator

Z
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and therefore one has to el on higherdim ensional operators, which give at m ost
my F?=M?, keV .Forscalrs, the absence oftreeJevel contrbutions to their soft



m asses can be obtained w ith speci ¢ structures ofK ahlerpotentials. T hese structures
occur when the supersym m etry-breaking and observable sectors reside on di erent
branes embedded Into a higherdim ensional space and ssparated by a su ciently
large distance R01.

Let us assum e that the soft tem s, for the reasons explained above (or for any
otherunknown reason), are dom inated by the anom aly contrlbution. In this case, the
gaugino m asses are given by R0, 211

mg: - miz=p, (10)

where m 5, is the gravitino m ass (@ m easure of the supersym m etry-breaking scale)
and  is the corresponding gauge-coupling beta function. M ore explicitly, for the
gauginos relative to the three factors of the Standard M odel gauge group, eq. (10)
gives

M 35
= m 3
3 4 3=2
M = ————— M3,/ 0:IM
2 4 si? 3=2 3
M 711 ! 03M 11)
= m - : :
1 4 2 3=2 3

Thisistobe com pared w ith theusualgaugihom ass relationsunderG U T assum ptions,
Mg = @=Fyr )y Mcur), which give

M2 = OBOM3
M, = 047M ;: 12)

T he anom aly-m ediated m ass relation i eq. (1Q) isparticularly interesting because
it depends only on low -energy coupling constants and it m akes no reference on high—
energy boundary conditions (GUT, m essengers, ..). Indeed the form ofeg. (I0) is
Invariant under renom alization group transform ations. T his entails a Jarge degree of
predictivity, since all soft tem s can be com puted from known low -energy Standard
M odel param eters and a singk mass scale, m3-,. Also, i leads to robust predic—
tions, since the renom alization group invariance guarantees com plete insensitivity of
the soft termm s from ultraviolet physics. A s dem onstrated w ith speci ¢ exam ples In
ref. P1], heavy states do not a ect the soft tem s, since their contrbutions to the
functions and to threshold corrections exactly com pensate each other. This m eans
that the gaugino m ass predictions in egs. {11) are valid irrespective ofthe GUT gauge
group in which the Standard M odelm ay or m ay not be enbedded?. Therefore, al-
though the soft termm s are generated at very high-energy scales, their renom alization

2 ow ever, exoegptions to ultraviolet Insensitivity appear in the presence of gauge-singlet super—
eds p3l.



group tra fEctories are determm ined In such a way that the low -energy values of the soft
tem s are speci ed only by low -energy param eters. T his is schem atically illistrated
n g.1 by the lines indicated w ith the caption \Anom aly m ediation". W hatever the
dynam ics that breaks avour symm etry at high energiesm ay be, the lIow -energy soft
term s w ill respect a superG M m echanian .

In soite of its great theoretical appeal, a supersym m etric m odel w ith anom aly—
m ediated m ass soectrum  is not phenom enologically acosptable. The problem lies in
the form of the scalarm asses P0]

2
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Here 4 and  are the beta functions for the gauge and Yukawa coupling y, and

is the anom alous din ension of the corresgoonding super eld. In the supersym m etric
model SU (3) is asym ptotically free and has a negative  function, but SU ) and
U (1) have a positive  function. T herefore, eq. (13) predicts positive squark squared
m asses, but negative slepton squared m asses. T hiswould Induce a soontaneous break—
nhg ofQED.

Several possble solutions have been suggested in order to cure this problm R0,
22, 23]. A1l of these solutions of course require new positive contrbutions to the
slepton m asses. These new temn s necessarily spoil the m ost attractive feature of
anom aly m ediation, ie. the renom alization group invariance of the soft tem s and
the consequent ultraviolkt insensitivity. T his is the m ost disappointing aspect of this
Scenario. At present, it is too early to assess if som e of the appealing features of
anom aly m ediation have any relevance In the description of the elem entary particle
world.

2.1 Experin ental C onsequences

The realization that there are several possbl scham es of supersym m etry-breaking
com m unication has profound experin ental im plications, not only because of the dif-
ferent pattems of the superpartnerm ass spectrum , but also because each schem e has
very distinctive signatures at high-energy ocollisions. T herefore, the search for super-
symm etry requires di erent experin ental analyses ain ed at identifying quite di erent
signals.

T he stereotype m issing-energy signature of supersymm etry is speci ¢ to graviy—
m ediated scenarios, In which the produced supersym m etric particles cascade decay
into the nvisble lightest neutralino.

In gaugem ediated scenarios, the gravitino is the lightest supersym m etric particle,
because ism ass is detem ined by gravitational interactions instead of gauge inter-
actions as In the case of the other superpartmers. T he experin ental signals are then
determm ined by the nature of the next-to-lightest supersymm etric particke (either a



neutralino or a stau, depending on m odekldependent param eters) and the scale of
supersym m etry breaking F (wﬁu'_ch detem ines the lifetin e of the next-to-lightest su—
persymm etric particke). For F < 10° GeV, the next-to-lightest supersymm etric
particles prom ptly decay into their Standard M odel partners and gravitinos, leaving
topologies containing tau Jeptons and m issing energy (in the case of the stau) or

hotons and m issing energy (in the case of the neutralino). O n the other hand, for

F > 10° Gev, the next-to-lightest supersym m etric particl is quasistable, since its
decay length is typically longer than the detector size. The experin ental signature
is given by m issing energy in the case of the neutralino, whik in the case of the stau
there is a m ore unconvential signal com ing from a heavy charged particle crossing the
apparatus, kraving anom alous ionization tracks.

The gaugiho mass relations in egs. (1), characteristic of anom aly m ediation,
lead to quite peculiar experin ental signals. Thdeed, egs. (11}) predictM , < M ; (i
contrast to the usualcase ofegs. {12), nwhich M ; < M ;). Thisand the electrow eak—
breaking conditions im ply that, in realisticm odels, the SU (2) W —ino triplet isalm ost
degenerate in m ass. Them ass splitting Inside the triplet is dom nated by loop e ects
and the charged partick is heavier than the neutralone, wth m m o in the range
between the pion m ass and about 1 GeV P4, 25]. The (mainly W —no) neutralino is
the lightest supersym m etric particle, and the rst chargino decays into a neutralino
and a relatively soft pion !' m o .Theexperimentaldi culty lies in triggering
such events, although kinks in the vertex detector could be revealed at the analysis
stage. D i erent strategies consist in tagging high-energy Jts or photons 4] or focus
on the production and decay of other supersym m etric particlkes R3].

From this brief discussion, i should be clear that very di erent experim ental
strategies and analyses are necessary to look for the diversi ed ways in which super-
symm etry could reveal itself n high-energy collisions.

A swe have previously discussed, the various schem es of supersym m etry-breaking
com m unication di er in the way they address the avour problem . Therefore it is
not surprising that experim ents searching for rare avourwviolating or CP -violating
processes are of great value for discrim nating between the di erent supersym m et—
ric scenarios. W e can distinguish between two classes of supersym m etry-breaking
m odels: i) those (ke gauge m ediation or anom aly m ediation w ith a universal extra
contrbution to scalarm asses) which satisfy a superG IM m echanisn, and avour or
CP violhtion is origihating only from CKM anglks and phases; ii) those (Ike graviy
m ediation) which rely on some avour symm etry valid at som e very large scale in
the proxin ity of M p 1, and necessarily contain som e new sources of avour and CP
violation in the supersym m etry-breaking param eters.

In m odels belonging to class i), we can expect only rather m oderate deviations
from the Standard M odelpredictions In avour processes. T he only excgptions could
com e from processes that are accidentally suppressed In the Standard M odel and are
m ore sensitive to new physics corrections (@s in the case oftheraredecay B ! X4 ).
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On the other hand, in the m odels of class ii), i appears aln ost unavoidable that
new avourwviclating and CP-vioclating e ects should lurk just behind the present
experim ental Iim its [[§]. Tn this respect, the ke of B factories will be crucial in
helping theorists to sort out the way in which supersym m etry breaking is realized.
Sin ilarly, in provem ents In the sensitivity on lepton-fam ily violating processes (like

! e and {e conversion In nuclki) and CP <«iolation (lke electron and neutron
electric djpole m om ents) w illbring very valuable nform ation.

Recently, theK TeV RGland NA 48 1] collaborations have announced new results
for & , leading to a world average '[R8]ofRe = = (214 40) 10'. Thisvaleis
higher than the predictions m ade w ithin the Standard M odel 3], and stirred som e
interest on the possbility that supersym m etric e ects had been dbserved B0, 31, 32,
331,

However, it is not In possible for the Standard M odel to accom m odate the m ea—
sured value of & . For instance, this can be done by taking the hadronic param eter
B¢ tobeabout 1.5. Thism oderate enhancem ent of B ¢ w ith resoect to the traditional
expectations is not unreasonable. Large contributions to B ¢ are ound from O (©°=N )
corrections in the 1=N . expansion [34]and in the chiralquark m odel 3§]. This could
be the result ofa I = 1=2 rul for the operator Q ¢, analogous to the one that
applies to the operatorsQ; and Q. It has also been found that isogpoin-violating ef-
fects arising from them ass di erence between up and down quark B6]and nalstate
interactions [37]both contrbute to increasing the estin ate of = .

T herefore, it appears lkely that the discrepancy between theory and experin ent
is just caused by our present poor know ledge of the hadronic m atrix elem ents. Nev—
ertheless, it is Interesting to wonder w hether supersym m etry can be responsbl fora
signi cant enhancem ent of the prediction for % .

In m odels of class i), where the avour and CP violations orighate purely from
CKM e ects, supersymm etric contriutions to & are very amall and, m oreover,
in general they tend to reduce the Standard M odel prediction 30]. In m odels of
class ii), the new sources of avour violations are usually param etrized by (com plex)

avour non-diagonalentries In the squark m assm atrices. Constraints from m x and
Inply that avourwioclating m ass Insertion in the kft or In the right squark sectors
cannot give signi cant enhancements to %= . On the other hand, a m ass insertion
m ixing Jeft and right squarks is less constrained and it can give a contribution to &=
of the size of the m easured value. Ik is Interesting that one does not need to rely
on unexpectedly large left{right squark m ixings to cbtain this resul. Indeed, the
experin ental result can be explained with a \theoretically reasonablk" guess for the
avourviolhting lef{right m ixing BL]

2 : i
my oo M3oM g SN € ¢ (14)

Herem 5., isthe typical supersym m etry-breaking m ass, m ¢ is the strange quark m ass,
¢ Isthe Cabibo angle, and is a phase of order 1. T he use of sin ilar \reasonable"
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estin ates for the squark and slepton m ass m atrices leads to distinctive predictions,
which will allow us to test these assum ptions. Indeed, the neutron electric dipolk
mom ent and the branching ratio for ! e schould lie just beyond the present
experin ental lim its.

Recently, Kagan and Neubert B3] have m ade the very interesting cbservation
that, in the presence of m ass splittings between the squarks vy and &, gluino box
diagram s can generate I = 3=2 amplitudes that are enhanced by the I = 1=2
selection rule. This gives a potentially very Jargee ecton % , which can explain the
experin ental result even for squark m asses In the TeV region.

3 Extra D In ensions

O ne of the greatest scienti ¢ successes of the last twenty years has been the precise
veri cation ofthe Standard M odelas the correct theory describing elem entary particle
Interactions up to the weak scale. Follow ing the idea of grand uni ed theories, we
are used to extrapolating our know ledge to m uch am aller length scale, of the order of
M.or 103 m .M oreover, string theory suggestsa way to unify gauge and gravity
forces at an even smaﬂ]erdjstanoesca]e,MSl 2=( k gygrM 7). Figure 2 ilustrates
the presum ed behaviour ofthe gauge and gravitational couplings em erging from these
con Ectures.

T hese are certainly courageous theoretical extrapolations, but nevertheless are not
at present experim entally con m ed. In particular, gravity has been experim entally
tested only up to scales of the order of mm @ 10 ev) !, ie. 30 orders
of m agnitude larger than M ¢ 11 I is therefore kgitin ate to question the soenario
Mustrated in  g.2, and wonderw hether the gravitationalcoupling ¢ could evolve, at
energies above !, quite di erently from our traditional expectations. In particular,
one could In agine that the gravitational coupling becom es of the order of the gauge
couplings already at the weak scale, elin nating the need forthe largem assparam eter
M p; or, in other words, elin Inating the notorious hierarchy problem .

A rkaniH am ed, D in opoulos, and D vali B8] have suggested a physical setting in
which this radicalpoint of view can actually be realized. T heir construction assum es
that our 4-din ensional world, in which ordinary particle processes occur, is actually
em bedded into a higherdim ensional space, In which only gravions are free to roam .
Let usde nethetotalnumberofdim ensionsasD = 4+ and assum ethatthe extra
din ensions are com pacti ed in a space with voiime V . It is a sin ple geom etrical
exercise to prove that the e ective Newton constant in the 4-din ensional theory is
related to the findam ental energy scale M , of the 11l D -dim ensional gravitational
theory by the equation

Gy' M, =M V: (15)
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Figure 2: T he behaviour of the three gauge coupling constants and the gravitational
coupling ¢ E?M 2, asa function ofthe energy E in the traditional scenario w ith
grand uni cation at the scale M gyr and superstrings at the scale M .
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From this, we Infer the typical radius of the com pacti ed space

2=
1= 1 Mp,

Mp, M,

R V (16)

If we want to realize the scenario In which the fundam ental gravitational m ass pa—
ram eter is roughly equal to the weak m ass scale, we have to insist that M Tev,
and therefore the typical size of the com pacti cation radius is

R=(6 10%e)?! 0d4mm or = 2;
R= @0kev) ! 10° m or = 4;
R= (IMe&v) ! 30Mm or = 6: a7)

For = 1 the size ofR is of astronom ical length and therefore exclided by standard
observations. The case = 2 is margially allowed and therefore interesting for
experin ents ain ing at in proving gravitational tests at sm all distances. As grow s,
R approaches the nverse of the findam entalm ass scale M p .

B efore proceeding, we have to discuss w hether the construction of ref. 3§] can be
realized in a physical system . Localizing elds on subspaces w ith lower dim ensions
can be achieved In a eld theoretical context, but requires the introduction of certain
scalar eldsw ith particular potential; it is therefore possible but not straightforward.
T he great interest in the proposalofref. B8] hasbeen stirred by the observation that
this situation is rather generic in the context of string theory. Indeed, D irich et branes
(the space de ned by the end-points of open strings BY]) are defects intrinsic to string
theory on which the gauge theory iscon ned. T he picture of ordinary particles (open
strings) localized on the brane w ith graviy (closed strings) propagating in the buk
can be realized in string m odels §(Q]. T his observation could actually help in bringing
closer two lines of research in theoretical physics (one m ore phenom enologically ori-
ented and one m ore form ally ordented), which seem ed to follow di erent paths in the
last years. Indeed m any theoretical speculations intended for P lanck energy scales
could now be relevant at the TeV scale, and therefore experim entally tested.

A sevident from eg. @6) , In the higherdin ensional context, the weakness of grav—
ity or, in other words, the sn allness of the ratio Gy =G is related to the large-
ness of the number RM  , which m easures the com pacti ed radius in its natural
unis. The hierarchy problem is not com plktely solved unless we understand why
R Mp TeV . There have been several attem ptsto nd dynam icalexplanations
forthe radius stabilization §1]. Thisproblm m ay be connected w ith the cosm ological
constant puzzlk.

A round the tin e of this Conference, m any new ideas in theories w ith extra di-
m ensions are being proposed. Som e of them are very interesting altematives to the
scenario of ref. B8] as a solution to the hierarchy problem .
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Randalland Sundrum 7] have proposed a higherdin ensional scenario in which
the hierarchy problem is solved w ithout the need for large R M, 1) extra di-
m ensions. They oconsider a 5-din ensional non-factorizable geom etry (ie. the 4-
din ensional m etric is not Independent of the extra coordinates) In which the lne
elem ent is given by

ds*=e ™  dx dx + r’d *: (18)

Here k is an energy scale of the order of the 5-dinm ensional Planck mass M 5 and
© ) is the coordinate of the com pacti ed extra din ensions of size r..
Thism etric is the solution of the E instein equation in a m odelw ith two 3-branes (at
= 0and = ) wih opposite tensions tuned to preserve 4-din ensional Poincare
Invariance. In this situation, the 4-dim ensional P Janck m ass is given by
M 3
M P21 = TS

W ewillbe interested in the lim it kr, 1, in which the exponential factor in eq. {19)
is irelevant, and we take M ;5 k O M 1). The exponential factor is however
In portant for the m ass param eters of the elds con ned on the 3-brane at =
representing our world. A s apparent from eq. (18), the exponentiale *** actsasa
conformm al factor In the 4-din ensional theory and therefore it is not surprising that
the physicalm ass param eters on the brane are given by m e ¥%, ifm O Mp,) is
them ass param eter in the 5-din ensional theory. For the m oderate number kr. * 50,
the large hierarchy between the weak and the gravitationalm ass can be reproduced.

T he en erging physical picture is the follow ing. Because of the non-factorizable
form ofthe geom etry, the gravitational eld con guration ishighly non-trivial. G ravi-
tons are Jocalized on one brane, whilk the Standard M odel particlkes live on the other
brane. The sn all overlap of the graviton wave-fiinction w ith our brane explains the
weakness of graviy. N o hierarchically an all num bers are required because of the ex—
ponential suppression. Them ass gaps and them ass scale In the e ective Interactions
ofthe K aluza{K kin gravitons are both ofthe order of the weak scale, sihoe the weak
scale is the only relevant m ass in this physical picture.

T hisproposalhasbeen fiirtherelaborated and an altemative scenario fora solition
to the hierarchy problm hasbeen suggested in ref. d3]. The crucial observation [4]
isthat, In the presence of non-factorizable m etrics we can envision non-com pact extra
din ensionsw ithout con icting w ith cbservations. T he graviton isagain localized, but
its Kaluza{K lein spectrum has no m ass gap. Nevertheless this is not problam atic,
because allexcited K aluza{K kein m odes give corrections to the gravitational couplings
of the order of E =M 2, where E is the typical process energy. It is now possble to
consider a setup in which the Standard M odel resides on one brane while gravity is
localized on a di erent brane, and both branes have positive tensions. T he ssparation
between the two branes reproduces the hierarchy M =M p; and the fth dim ension is
In niely large.

1 e? ke . 19)
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Another very Interesting proposal was recently suggested by Cohen and Ka-

plan @3]. They consider a 6-din ensional setup consisting of gravity and one scalar

eld ,wih a scalar potential that allow s a 3-din ensional global \coan ic string" so-—
Iution. T he string core is identi ed w ith our 4-dim ensional space-tin e. A fter solving
the E Instein equations for this system , one nds that the e ective P lanck m ass in 4
din ensions is given by
M Yo
M= 68 MM 20)
Here M 4 is the fundam ental m ass of the underlying 6-din ensional theory and f is
the asym ptotic vacuum expectation value ofthe scalar eld .A ratioM ¢=f 257
is su cient to generate the large hierarchy between the weak and gravitational scale,
because ofthe steep finctionaldependence ( &) i eg. €0). The resulting e ective
theory looks very sin ilar to the one proposed in ref. 3§], but the hierarchy M y <M p
isnow dynam ically explained.

3.1 Opening New Problem s

T he idea ofhaving a unigue findam entalm ass scale, ofthe order ofthe TeV , orboth
weak and graviy interactions clearly requires a com plte rethinking of much of the
acospted understanding of the high-energy behaviour and of early cosn ology.

First of all, one has to abandon a very sucoessfiil feature of the traditional con—
structs: certain symm etry-breaking interactions are an all because they arise from
physics at very Jarge scales. U sually one describes these sym m etry-breaking e ects
w ith e ective operators suppressed by an unspeci ed m ass scale , such as

1

neutrino m asses ! —YH H
l \

proton decay ! —
. . 1_

avour violation ! — sdsd

1
lepton fam ity violation ! —— & (21)

The an allness of the obsaerved violation of the corresponding exact or approxin ate
symm etries In plies that the scale ismuch larger than the weak scale. In theordies
wih quantum graviy at the TeV scale, we cannot rely on such an explanation.
T hese theories therefore require new m echanisn s to understand an all param eters.
O ne possbility is that am all param eters are not the consequence of approxin ate
symm etries, as in the exam ples above, but instead n what I will call \locality and
geom etry". A's suggested in ref. f§], suppose that all unwanted sym m etry-breaking
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e ects can only occur locally on branes that are physically ssparated by a distance d
from the 3-din ensionalbrane ofourworld. In this case, the e ective couplings ofthe
symm etry-breaking interactions w illbe suppressed by a factore ™9, wherem isthe
typicalm ass of the bulk particle that m ediates the interaction from one brane to the
other. Large suppression factors can be obtained w ith m oderate ratios ofm =d.

The sam e m echanian can be used to cbtain the avour structure of the Yukawa
couplings f7]. One can also extend this picture and place the three quark and
JIepton fam ilies on di erent locations In the directions orthogonal to the ordimary 3—
din ensional space §8]. D epending on the pro le ofthe farm ion wave-fiinctions along
the extra din ensions, large hierarchies in the Yukawa ocouplings could be cbtained
from numbers of order 1, using the above-m entioned exponential factor. If this con—
Bcture were true, we could even hope to unravel unsuspected properties ofthe avour
symm etries. T he pattem of Yukawa couplings could look much sin pler when viewed
In tem s of exponential factors or som e other finctional dependence.

N eutrino m asses cannot be any longer explained by the see-saw m echanisn and re—
quire som e new higherdin ensionalm echanisn . O ne possibility is that right-handed
neutrinos, n contrast with the other Standard M odel particles, live in the f1llD —
din ensional space @9]. The Yukawa interaction between left—and right-handed neu-
trinos is localized on the brane. Since the wave-function of y is soread in the buk
soace, the e ective Yukaw a coupling is suppressed by the square root ofthe com pact—
i ed volum eV . The neutrino m ass is then given by

i .MD 4 MD
m = ¢—— H i— 10 ° &V ; (22)
VMD Mop, TeV

where we have assum ed that the Yukawa coupling in the D -dim ensional theory is
of order 1. N otice that the resulting neutrino m ass is of the D irac type and it is in
the ocorrect ballpark to explain the atm ospheric neutrino data.

A though i rst appears that gauge-coupling uni cation is irrem ediably lost, it is
nevertheless possible to conceive new higher-din ensional schem es In w hich the success
of the supersym m etric prediction is recovered. O ne possbility 0] is to assum e that
Standard M odel particlkes have K aluza{K leln excitations (W ith m asses larger than a
few TeV).Theire ects in the functions change the logarithm ic dependence on the
energy Into a power dependence and soeed up the uni cation, which can now occur
at energies not much larger than the weak scale. From the eld-theoretical point of
view , one loses control of the theory, but nevertheless it is possible that an actual
gauge-coupling uni cation is achieved in a string theory wih TeV scalk. Another
possbility B1] is to use eld variations in the large extra din ensions to achieve a
logarithm ic uni cation.

The early coan ology of theordes w ith quantum gravity at the TeV scale will also
look drastically di erent from what has been traditionally assum ed. In the socenario
of ref. 38], a problem arises. D uring the early phase of the Universe, energy can
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be emn itted from the brane into the bulk in the form of gravitons. The gravitons
propagate in the extra dim ensions and can decay into ordmnary partickes only by
Interacting w ith the brane, and therefore w ith a rate suppressed by 1=M le. T heir
contribution to the present energy density exceeds the critical value unless 3§]

Mp

10772 M &V : 23)
Tev

T, <

Here T, isthem axin um tem perature to which we can sin ply extrapolate the them al
history of the Universe, assum Ing it is in a stage w ith com pletely stabilized R and
w ith vanishing energy density in the com pacti ed space. A s a possibl exam ple of its
origin, T, could corresoond to the reheating tem perature after an In ationary epoch.
The bound I eq. {3) is very constraining. In particular, or = 2, only values
ofMp larger than about 6 TeV can lead to T, > 1 M &V and allow for standard
nucleosynthesis. M oreover, even for larger values of , eq. {23) is very problem atic
for any m echanisn ofbaryogenesis B2].

The graviton em ission is also dangerous In an astrophysical context. Extra-
din ensional gravitons would speed up supemova cooling In contradiction w ith the
neutrino observation from SN 1987A, unless 53]

My > 50 Tev for = 2;
Mp > 4TevV for = 3: (24)

An even stronger lin it com es from distortion ofthe di use gam m a~ray background (4],

Mp > 110 TeV for = 2;
My > 5Te&V for = 3: (25)

T hisbound isvery constraining in the case oftwo extra dim ensions, and it rapidly de-
creases with , because of the powerJaw suppression of graviton interactions. N otice
that these 1im its are determ ined by the Infrared behaviour ofthe gravitational theory.
T herefore they do not apply to theories that have large K aluza{K lein graviton gaps.
They can also be evaded In the scenario of ref. B8], in the case of very particular
com pacti ed spaces which enhance the m asses ofthe rst Kaliza{K kin exciations.

32 Experimn ental Tests

The idea that quantum gravity resides at the weak scale can be put under experi-
m ental scrutiny. W e started our discussion on the m otivations of extra din ensions by
pointing out that gravity hasbeen tested only to scales just below them illin etre. Tt
is therefore clear that in provam ents In the experin ental sensitivity w ill be of great
in portance. Indeed there are ongoing experin ents (5] that ain at testing gravity up
to distances of several tens of m icrons.
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U nfortunately, the astrophysical bounds presented in eq. £25) can be translated
Into a lim i on the Compton wavelngth of the st graviton K aliza{K lein m ode
of 5 102 m. The possbility of experin entally observing a deviation of grav—
iy caused by higherdin ensional gravitons is then ruled out, at least in near-future
experin ents. Any m odi cation of the com pacti ed space capabl of avoiding the
astrophysical bound w ill also exclude a visble signal at short-distance gravitational
experin ents. Nevertheless, In m any m odels realizing the idea of low -scale quantum
graviy, there exist other light bulk particles, which could lead to cbservable sig—
nals B8]. A possblk e ect could also come from other light particles in scenarios
w ith Jow -energy supersymm etry breaking B4].

H igh-energy collider experin ents can directly probe the new dynam ics ofquantum
graviy attheweak scale. At rst, onem ay believe that the experim ental signalshould
depend on the speci cquantum gravitationaltheory, and therefore no solid prediction
could bem ade. However, in a certain kinem atical regin e, it ispossible tom ake rather
m odekindependent estin ates of graviton production in high-energy collisions. The
strategy isto use an e ective theory b7, 58], valid below the findam entalm ass scale
M, , where one can perform an expansion n E=M ; (ere E is the typical process
energy) and use our know ledge of the infrared properties of gravity.

In the soenario of ref. B8], gravitons are m asskess particles propagating in D di-
m ensions. Therefore, the relation between their energy E and their m om entum is
E?= p’+ P’ s Where p describes the usual 3-din ensional com ponents and Peyirs 1S
them om entum along the extra din ensions. This relation gives an intuitive explana-—
tion ofhow a D -din ensionalparticle can be described by a collection of 4-din ensional
m odes (called the K aluza{K lein excitations) wih massm = Peyira -

W e w ill be interested in the production of the K aluza{K lein graviton m odes in
high-energy collisions. T he single production ofa graviton w ith non-vanishing Peytra J
violates m om entum conservation along the extra dim ensions. T his is not surprsing,
since the presence of the 3-brane breaks translational nvariance in the directions or-
thogonal to the brane. It is lke playing tennis against a wall: the m om entum along
the direction orthogonalto the wall is not conserved. G ravitons cannot be directly
detected . T herefore the signalin collider experin ents ism issing energy and inbalance
In nalstatem om enta, caused by the graviton escaping in the extra-din ension com —
pacti ed space. Just for illustration, we can visualize elem entary-particle interactions
as the collisions ofballs on a pooltabl. The balls can only m ove on a 2-din ensional
surface (the brane), but as they knock each other they can em it a sound wave (the
gravion), which travels in the air (the buk). Because ofthis energy loss, an observer
living on the surface of the tabl can infer the existence of the extra din ension by
m easuring the kinem atics of the balls before and after the collision.

Each graviton K aluza{K Jein m ode G, has a production probability proportional
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to E %M 2, which gives rise to a cross section at hadron colliders of
p! G, )’ — Gy = 10 *® b: 26)

T hisishopelessly an alland it cannot be observed. H ow ever, experin ents are sensitive
to nclusive processes, in which we sum over all kinem atically acocessble K aluza{
K kein m odes. Because of the large volum e in the extra dim ensions, the num ber of
graviton K aluza{K leIn m odes w ith m ass less than a typical energy E is very large

EM2=M " .Asa resuk, the dependence of the inclusive cross section on M p;
cancels out, and we nd

X

, E
o ! G.¥h) ' — VT @7)

n D

By studying nal states w ith photons and m issihg energy, LEP has already set
bounds on the fundam ental quantum gravityy scaleM p ofabout 1l TeV (fora number
ofextra dinensions = 2) B]. Future studies at the Tevatron, LHC, linear colliders
or muon colliders can signi cantly extend the sensitivity region of M ; by analysing

nal states w ith ts and m issing energy or photons and m issing energy B7, 541.

Tt should be stressed that in a com plete quantum gravity theory therew illcertainly
exist other experin ental signals, quite di erent from the graviton signal considered
above. H owever, these new signatures are m odeldependent and cannot be predicted
w ithout a com plte know ledge of the nal theory. Therefore, the e ective-theory
signal discussed here, although it does not necessarily represent the discovery m ode,
isbest suited for setting reliabl boundson M j .

In general, one can param etrize new physics e ects at the scale M, wih all
possible e ective interactions with couplings of order 1 in units of M ; . However,
there is one particular operator that could play a special ok,

1
T T : (28)
+ 2

T T T

HereT istheenergy{m omentum tensor. T he operator in eq. 28) is induced by tree-
level virtual graviton exchange and it w ill appear in the e ective Lagrangian w ith a
coe cient of order 1=M 5‘ . Unfortunately the precise form of this coe cient cannot
be com puted by usihg only the e ective theory, because it depends on ultraviolt
properties. N evertheless, experin ental searches on the existence of this operator
are Interesting because they represent a test on the soin2 nature of the particle
that m ediates the e ective Interactions. The operator T gives rise to a variety of
experin ental signals, which include, n €" e colliders, d-w ave contributions to ferm ion
pair production, and m ultit nalstates and, in hadron colliders, dilepton or
production B1,59]. A llthese signals are in principle related, because they originate
from the sam e interaction.
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T he graviton-production signal is characteristic of theories w ith large extra di-
m ensions R M, 1. T models n which the gravion K aluza{K kh gaps are of the
order ofM ;, (as for nstance n the scenario of ref. §2]), the interesting experin ental
signal is given by the production of the new gravitationalexcitationsw ith weak-scale
m asses. A ctually, it is possible that all Standard M odel particles have K aluza{K lein
m odes at the TeV scale [60]. T his is the case, for instance, in the proposal of ref. 5(]
to achieve gauge-coupling uni cation at low-energy scales. This situation is not n—
consistent w ith the Jarge extra din ension scenario. T he Standard M odelcould live In
aD “din ensional spacewith 4 < D °< D and w ith com pacti cation radiusR® Tev.
G raviy propagates also in the extra D DY din ensions characterized by a radius
R R Precision electroweak m easurem ents constrain at present R° ! to be above
about 3{4 TeV [61,62]. Nevertheless, LHC stillhas the chance of cbserving the rst
Kaluza{K kh exciations of Standard M odel particles or, at least, of setting bounds
onR% ' ofmore than 6 TeV [62,63].

If indeed quantum gravity sets in at the electroweak scale, future collider experi-
m ents w ill directly test the structure of ts unknown dynam ics. For Instance, if string
theory becom es relevant at M, [64], experin ents could observe Regge recurrences
w ith higherm asses and spins. It is certain that, whatever the underlying weak-scale
quantum graviy theory m ay be, collider experim ents In the TeV range w illbe quite
exciting.

4 Conclusions

W e are now entering a phase in which searches for new physics are becom ing the
m ain experin entalgoal. The com m unity In theoretical physics beyond the Standard
M odel is therefore facing a special responsibility. I believe that we are responding
to this challenge, since in the last few years num erous new theoretical ideas have
arisen to question som e of the traditional beyond-the-Standard-M odel assum ptions.
Tt is too early to m ake de nite assesan ents, but it is very plausble to believe that
som e of these deasm ay lad to a profound revision of our view s on the underlying
high-energy theory.

In thistalk, I rstmade a few theoretical com m ents on neutrino oscillation data,
the rst direct ndication of physics beyond the Standard M odel. Then, I tumed to
discussing supersym m etry and showed how recent research has focused on the prob-
lem of the ultraviolet sensitivity of the soft tem s. Solutions to this problm yield
controlover avourviolationsand calculability ofthe supersym m etricm ass spectrum .
F inally, I discussed som e recent developm ents In theories w ith extra din ensions, ain —
Ing at bringing the gravitational scale down to the TeV region. These proposals
require a com plte rethinking of the high-energy behaviour n theories beyond the
Standard M odel. T herefore they have desp physical and coan ological in plications,
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beside the m ore sociological in plication of bringing closer together form al research
and phenom enology. If these theories are true, collider experin ents w ill cbserve a
great deal of surprises above the TeV .

ITam gratefulto R .Baroierd, G . Buchalla, S.D in opoulos, F . Feruglio, T . G her—
ghetta, M .M angano, J. M arch-Russl], A . M asiero, A . Nelson, M . Peskin, A . Po—
m arol, R .Rattazzi, A .Riotto, A . Strum ia, and J.W ells for usefiil discussions during
the preparation ofthis tak.
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