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O ur concept of the basic constituents ofm atter has undergone tw o revolutionary changes
{ from atom s to proton & neutron and then onto quarks & lptons. Indeed all these quarks
and Jeptons have been seen by now along w ith the carriers of their Interactions, the gauge
bosons. But the story is not com plete yet. A consistent theory ofm ass requires the presence
of H iggs bosons along w ith SUSY particles, which are yet to be seen. This is a tum of the
century account of what hasbeen achieved so far and what lies ahead.
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Introduction

O ur concept of the basic constituents ofm atter has undergone tw o revolutionary changes
during this century. The rstwasthe Rutherford scattering experin ent 0£1911, bom barding
particles on the Gold atom . W hile m ost of them passed through straight, occasionally a
few were de ected at very large angls. This was lke shooting bullkts at a hay stack and
nding that occasionally one would be de ected at a large anglk and hit a bystander or in
Rutherford’s own words \de ected back and hi you on the head"! This would m ean that
there is a hard com pact ob fct inside the hay stack. Likew ise the Rutherford scattering
experin ent showed the atom to consist of a hard com pact nuckus, ssrrounded by a cloud of
electrons. T he nuckus was found later to be m ade up of protons and neutrons.
T he second w as the electron-proton scattering experim ent 0o£f1968 at the Stanford Linear
A ccelerator Centre, which was awarded the Ncobel Prize in 1990. This was essentially a
repeat of the Rutherford scattering type experin ent, but at a much higher energy. The
result was also sim ilar as illustrated below . Tt was again clear from the pattem of large angle
scattering that the proton is itselfm ade up of three com pact ob Ects called quarks.

Fig. 1. The SLAC electron-proton scattering experim ent, revealing the quark structure of
the proton.

W enow know from m any such experin ents that the nuclar particles (proton, neutron and
m esons, which are collectively called hadrons) are allm ade up of quarks { ie. they are all
quark atom s.

The main di erence between the two experim ents com es from the fact that, whik the
din ension ofthe atom istypically 1A = 10 ®m that of the proton is about 1fm (ferm ior
fam tom eter) = 10 1° m . & ©llow s from the Uncertainty P rinciple,

E x> hc 02 GeV dm ; @)

that the an aller the distance you want to probe the higher m ust be the beam energy. T hus
probing nside the proton (x 1fm ) requires a beam energy E 1 Gev (10° eV ), which
is the energy acquired by the electron on passing through a billion G ega) volts. It is this
muliG eV acceleration technique that acoounts for the half a century gap between the two
experin ents.



Follow Ing the standard practice in this eld we shallbe using the socalled naturalunis,
h=c=1; )

so that the m ass of particke is sam e as its rest mass energy (n ). The proton and the

electron m asses are
my 1Ge&V; me 1=2M €V : 3)

The GeV iscomm only used as the basic unit ofm ass, energy and m om entum .

T he Standard M odel:

A s per our present understanding the basic constituents of m atter are a dozen of spin—
1/2 particles (ferm ions) along w ith their antiparticles. These are the three pairs of leptons
(electron, muon, tau and their associated neutrinos) and three pairs of quarks (up, down,
strange, cham , bottom and top) as shown below . The m asses of the heaviest m em bers are
shown paranthetically in G &V units.

B asic C onstituents of M atter

e 0
Jeptons

e ) -1

u ¢ t@vs) 2=3
quark

d s b®) 1=3

The m em bers of each pair di er by 1 unit of electric charge as shown in the last column {

ie. charge 0 and -1 for the neutrinos and charged kptons and 2/3 and -1/3 for the upper
and lower quarks. T his is relevant for theirweak interaction. A part from this electric charge
the quarks also possess a new kind of charge called colour charge. This is relevant for their
strong interaction, which binds them together inside the nuclear particles thadrons).

T here are four basic Interactions am ong these particles { strong, electrom agnetic, weak
and graviational. Apart from gravitation, which is too weak to have any practicale ect on
their Interaction, the other three are all gauge interactions. They are allm ediated by soin
1 (vector) particlkes called gauge bosons, whose Interactions are com plktely speci ed by the
corresponding gauge groups.



B asic Interactions

Interaction Strong EM W eak
C arrier g W &z

Gauge Group | SU (3) &J @) {SU (2?
Z e

E ach of the three interactions is represented below by the corresponding Feynm an diagram ,
which is sin ply a space-tim e picture of scattering w ith tin e running vertically upwards. The
4-m om entum squared transfered between the particles is denoted by Q 2, which is a Lorentz
Invariant quantity. T he corresoonding scattering am plitudes, representing the square-roots
of the scattering cross-sections (rates), are denoted below each diagram .
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Fig. 2. The scattering diagram s and am plitudes for @) strong, () electrom agnetic and (c)
weak interactions.

The strong Interaction between quarks is m ediated by the exchange of a m assless vector
boson called gluon. This is analogous to the photon, which m ediates the electrom agnetic
Interaction between charged particles (quarks or charged lptons). The glion coupling is
proportional to the colour charge Jjust like the photon coupling is proportionalto the electric
charge. T he constant ofproportionality for the strong interaction isdenoted by ¢ in analogy
wih the ne structure constant in the EM case. And the theory of strong interaction

is called quantum chrom odynam ics Q CD ) In analogy w ith the quantum electrodynam ics
QED).Themaprdi erence of QCD wih regoect to the QED arises from the nonabelian

nature of is gauge group, SU (3). This essentially m eans that unlke the electric charge
the colour charge can take three possible directions In an abstract space. These are rather
whin sically Jabelled red, blue and yelow as illustrated below . O £ course the cancellation of



the colour charges of quarks ensure that the nuclear particlkes (hadrons) com posed of them
are colour neutral just like the atom s are electrically neutral.
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Fig. 3. The quark structure of proton, nutron, and K mesons a]ong w ith their colour
charges (the bar denotes antjparticks).

A dram atic consequence of the nonabelian nature of the QCD is that the gluons them —
selves carry colour charge and hence have self-interaction unlike the photons, w hich have no
electric charge and hence no self-interaction . B ecause of the gluon self-interaction the colour
lines of forces between the quarks are squeezed Into a tube as illustrated below .

ub. [ ody

Fig. 4. The squeezed (1-din .) lines of force between colour charges contrasted w ith the
isotropic (3-dim .) lines of force between electric charges.

C onsequently the num ber of colour lines of force intercepted and the resulting force is con—
stant, ie. the potential ncreases linearly w ith distance

Vg = It @)

Thus the quarks are perpetually con ned inside the hadrons as it would cost an In nite
am m ount of energy to split them apart. In contrast the isotropic distrdbution of the electric

Iines of force in plies that the num ber intercspted and hence the resulting force decreases
lke 1=r?, ie.

Vg = —: ©®)
r

Finally the weak interaction is m ediated by m assive vector particks, the charged W
and the neutral z ° bosons, which couple to all the quarks and Jeptons. T he form er couples
to each pair of quarks and leptons listed above w ith a universal coupling strength  , sihhce
they all belong to the doublkt representation of SU 2) (ie. carry the sam e gauge charge).
This is illustrated In Fig. 2c. Note the W mass temm appearing In the boson propagator,



represented by the denom inator of the am plitude. T he Fourrier transform of this quantity
gives the weak potential

Ve = e w )
r

ie. the weak Interaction is restricted to a short range 1=My . One can understand this
easily from the uncertainty principle 1)), sihce the exchange ofam assive W boson inpliesa
tansient energy nonconservation E = M y &, corresponding to a range x = h=M 4 c. Fig.
2¢ represents the charged current neutrino scattering processes

o e ; Jd! eu (7)
aswell as the corresponding decay processes
! e o d! ue . (8)

sihce an inocom ing particlke is equivalent to an outgoing antiparticle. The st process is
the fam iliar m uon beta decay whilke the second is the basic process underlying neutron beta
decay.

The weak and the electrom agnetic interactions have been sucoessfully uni ed into a
SU ) U (1) gauge theory by G lashow , Salam and W einberg for which they were awarded
the 1979 N obel P rize. A ccording to this theory the weak and the electrom agnetic interactions
have sin ilar coupling strengths, ie.

w = =sin’® y; )

where sin® ;; represents the m ixing between the two gauge groups. T his param eter can be
determm ined from the relative rates of charged and neutral current W and Z 0 exchange)
neutrino scattering, giving

sih® y 7 1=4;ie: , ’ 1=32: (10)
T hus the weak interaction is In fact som ew hat stronger than the electrom agnetic. Tts relative
weakness In low energy processes like decay Q2 M 7)) is due to the additional M 2
term In the boson propagator, re ecting its short range. This suppression is a transient
phenom enon, which goes away at a high energy scale Q2 M 2 ), where the rates of weak
and EM Interactions becom e sin ilar. A direct prediction of this theory is the m ass of the
W boson from the decay ampliude y =M 2 or the equivalent Fem i coupling Gy . The
cbserved decay rate gives

W
2
MW

Gr p—E =147 10° Gev ?: 11)

From (10) and @1) we get

My " 80GeV andM,; =My =cosy ' 91GeV: @2)



D iscovery of the Fundam ental P articles

A sm entioned earlier, the up and dow n quarks are the constituents ofproton and neutron.
Together w ith the electron they constitute all the visble m atter around us. The heavier
quarks and charged lptons all decay into the lighter ones via interactions analogous to the
muon decay 8). So they are not freely occurring in nature. But they can be produced in
laboratory or coam ic ray experim ents. The muon and the strange quark were discovered
In coan ic ray experim ents in the late forties, the latter in the form of K meson. Next
to com e were the neutrinos. A lthough practically m assless and stabl the neutrinos are
hard to detect because they interact only weakly with matter. The . was discovered In
atom ic reactor experin ent In 1956, for which Relnes got the Nobel Prize in 1995. The
was discovered in the Brookhaven proton synchrotron in 1962, for which Ledem an and
Steinberger got the NobelP rize in 1988. The st coan ic ray observation of neutrino cam e
In 1965, when the  wasdetected in the Kolar G old F ield experim ent.

T he rest of the particlkes have allbeen discovered during the last 25 years, thanks to the
advent of the electron-positron and the antijproton-proton colliders. F irst cam e the w ndfall
of the seventies w ith a quick succession of discoverdes m ainly at the €' e  colliders: cham
quark (1974), Tau lpton (1975), bottom quark (1977) and the gluon (1979). This was
followed by the discovery of W and Z bosons (1983) and nally the top quark (1995) at the
pp ocolliders. In view of the crucial rok played by the colliders in these discoverdies a brief
discussion on them is in order.

The e e and pp C olliders

T hese are synchrotron m achines, where the particke and antiparticle beam s are sin ulta—
neously accekerated in the sam e vacuum pipe using the sam e set of bending m agnets and
accekrating eld. Thanks to their equalm ass and opposite charge the particlke and antjpar-
ticle beam s go around In identical orbits on top of one another throughout the course of
aceleration (Fig. 5a). On com pltion of the acceleration m ode, the two beam s arem ade to
collide aln ost head on by ipping a m agnetic switch Fig. 5b). In thism ode the two beam s
continue to collide repeatedly at the oollision points. Indeed, the m achine spends a m apr
part of its running tin e in the ocollision m ode.

Fig.5.Thee'e (orpp) collider.

T he advantage ofa colliderovera xed target m achine isan enom ousgain ofthe Lorentz
Invariant energy s CM energy squared) at practically no extra cost. For, a collider  ig.



6a) and a xed target m achine F ig. 6b) correspond respectively to
s= QE)* and s= 2mE 13)

where E denotes the beam energy and m the target particle m ass.
Thus a collider of beam energy E is equivalent to a xed target m achine ofbeam

£ CE
E . —‘“‘_’E
g ' b

Fig. 6. Collider vs. F ixed Target M achine

energy
E%= 2F %=m : 14)

Thusthe TEVATRON pp colliderbeam energy of 1 TeV (1000 GeV) isequivalent to a xed
target m achine beam o0f 2000 TeV, shcem, ' 1 GeV.Fora et e oollider, of course, the
energy gain is another factor ofa 1000 higher due to the an aller electron m ass.

ppvs. e e Collider { A proton (antiproton) is nothing but a beam of quarks (antiquarks)
and gluons. Thus the pp collision can be used to study gg interaction which can probe the
sam e physics asthe e" e interaction Fig. 7).

P CXCAR a)
TN 7,2 €
q 7
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e qil)
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Fig. 7.ppvse e oollision

O foourse, one has to pay a price In tem s ofthe beam energy, since a quark carries only
about 1/6 of the proton energyt;. Thus

Soe S5 1=6)g; 15)

ie. the energy of the pp collider must be about 6 tin es as lJarge as the e e oollider to
give the sam e basic interaction energy. T his is a an all price to pay, how ever, considering the

1T he proton energy m om entum is shared about equally between the quarks and the gluons; and shce
there are 3 quarks (uud), each one has a share of 1=6 on the average.



in m ensely higher synchrotron radiation loss forthee’ e collider. T he am ount of synchroton
radiation loss per tum is

4 &
ENY ; (16)
where e;m and E are the particle charge, m ass and energy and  is the radius of the ring.
This quantity is much larger for the e' e oollider due to the an all electron m ass, which
would m ean a ocollosal energy loss and radiation dam age. These are reduced by increasing
the radius of the ring, resulting in a higher construction cost. The point is best ilustrated
by the ©llow ing com parison between the pp collider (SPPS) and thee' e collider (LEP) at
CERN, both designed for producing the Z boson.

4

M achine Energy (s%) Radius () oost
SPPS (op) 600 Gev 1Km $ 300 m illion
LEP €'e ) 100Gev 5Km $ 1000 m illion

O fthe total construction cost of the pp collider, $ 200 m illion went into building the xed
target super proton synchrotron (SPS) and only about a $ 100 m illion In converting it into
a pp collider.

On the other hand, the e e collider has an enom ous advantage over pp as a tool for
precise and detailed investigation. This isbecause one can tune thee" e  energy to a desired
particemass eg. M 5 ), which cannot evidently be done w ith the quark-antiquark energy.
Thus one could produce about a m illion of Z ! e"e events per year at LEP whil the
annual yield of such events at the SPPS was only about a few dozen. M oreover the e e
collider signals are far cleaner than the pp collider since one has to contend w ith the debris
from the ram alning quarks and gluons in the Jatter case.

In short the pp collider ism ore suitabl for surveying a new energy dom ain, being com —
paratively less expensive, whilethee" e isbetter suited for ntensive follow -up investigation.
T he follow ing table gives a list of the in portant colliders starting from the early seventies.

F irst cam e the Stanford €' e collider (SPEAR) with a CM energy sin ilar to that ofthe

xed-target proton syncrotron at B rookhaven. In fact the cham quark was sim ulaneously
discovered at both these m achines In 1974, for which R ichter and T ing got the 1975 N obel
Prize. The tau lpton was also discovered at SPEAR the follow Ing year, for which Pearl
got the Nobel Prize in 1995. The bottom quark was discovered In the xed-target proton
synchrotron at Fem ilab in 1977; and soon followed by the study of its detailed properties
at the ' e oolliders at Hamburg @ ORIS) and Comel (CESR). Then the construction of
amore energetic e' e oollider PETRA) at Hamburg resulted In the discovery of gluon in
1979.



Tabk 1. Past, P resent and P roposed C olliders

M achine Location | Beam Energy Radiis | H ighlight
Gev)
SPEAR Stanford | e'e 3+ 3 c;
DORIS Hamburg " 5+ 5 b
CESR Comell " 8+ 8 125m "
PEP Stanford " 18+ 18 {
PETRA Hamburg " 22+ 22 300 m g
TRISTAN Japan " 30+ 30 {
SPPS CERN PP 300+ 300 1Km W ;Z
TEVATRON Fem ilab " 1000 + 1000 t
SLC Stanford | e'e 50+ 50 { Z
LEP-I CERN " " 5Km Z
LEP-II) " 100+ 100 " W
HERA Hamburg ep 30+ 800 1Km {
LHC CERN PP 7;000+ 7;000| 5Km Higgs?
LEP Tunnel) SUSY ?
NLC ? e'e 500 + 5007? { "

The cham , bottom and tau production via Fig. 7b resuls in back to badk pairs of
particle and antiparticle, as illustrated in Fig. 8. The typical life tin e of these particles
are  10'? sec, corresponding to a range of ¢ 300 m (03mm ) at relativistic energies.
This is adequate to identify these particlkes before their decay using high resolution silicon
vertex detectors. T he production ofgluon can be nfered from the observation of 3—gt events
as one of the quark-antiquark pair produced via Fig. 7b radiates an energetic gluon. How
are the coloured quarks and glions abl to com e out of the con nem ent region? This is
possbl because quantum m echanical vacuum ocontains m any quarks and glions, w ith the
uncertainty principle accounting for their m ass and kinetic energy. Each of the produced
particles picks up som e of these extra quarks and gluons to com e out as a colourless cluster
of hadrons, sharing is orignalm om entum . There is only a lim ted m om entum spread due

10



to the intrinsic m om enta of these Vvacuum partickes’ { ie. p 02 G &V oorresponding to a
con nem ent range of 1 fm . T hus the produced quarks and gluons can each be recognised
as a narrow and energetic gt of hadrons.

togt fr e jb de mUi 3
.fé fiv b Vo\g \

charm tau leplon bottom gluon

/1 o ' ,] o
5 ~— U d“‘““?"‘\ ) g u
P W ey p.p

= v &JZD [H :
Yl v - et
WB Z hosons
Fi. 8.

Next came the CERN pp collider, with a higher CM energy of 100 G&V, even after
acoounting for the above m entioned factor of 6. This resulted In the discovery of W and 2
bosons n 1983, for which Rubbia got the N cbel P rize the follow ing year. T he construction
of the Fem ilab pp collider (TEVATRON) nncreased this e ective CM energy further to

300 Ge&V and resulted iIn the discovery of the top quark in 1995. Being very heavy, these
particles decay aln ost at the instant oftheir creation . N onetheless they can be recognised by
the unm istakable in prints they lave behind in their decay products, as illustrated above for
theW and Z decays F'ig. 8). The huge energy released n theW ! ‘ decay often resultsin
a hard Jepton, carrying a transverse m om entum (or ) My =2 40 G &V, with an apparent
pr -nbalance (m issingpr ) as the neutrino escapes detection. Sin ilarly theZz ! ¥ ' decay
resuls in a pair of azin uthally back-toback hard leptons, carring a pr M, =2 45 Gev
each. The top quark event is m ore com plx, since they are produced In pair and each
undergoes a 3-body decay via W as shown in Fig. 9. This results in a hard isolated lpton
and a num ber of hard quark gts. The Jpton isolation and the £t hardness criteria have
been successfully exploited to extract the top quark signal from the badkground.

11



Fig. 9.

T he last batch ofm achines are the Stanford linear collider (SLC) and the large electron—
positron collider (LEP). They have helped to bridge the energy gap between the e e and
the pp oolliders and m ade a detailed study of Z and W bosons. M oreover a ep collider
HERA) at Ham burg is probing desper into the structure of the proton by extending the ep
scattering experin ent of F'ig. 1 to higher energies.

Finally a lJarge hadron collider (LHC), being built in the LEP tunnel at a cost of 34
billion dollars, is expected to be com plte by 2005. It w illhave a totalCM energy of14 TeV,
ie. an e ective energy of 2 Te&V (2000 G&V ). Thus it will push up the energy frontier by
alm ost an order ofm agniude. T he reason for going to these higher energies is that, although
we have seen all the basic constituents of m atter and the carrers of their Interactions, the
picture isnot com plete yet. A swe shall see below , a consistent theory oftheirm asses requires
the presence of a host of new particles In them ass range ofa f&w hundred G €V, which awai
discovery at the LHC . Indeed there is already an active proposal for a detailed follow -up
nvestigation of this energy range wih a €' e machine, generically called the next linear
collider NLC), although one does not know yet when and where.

M ass Problem (H iggsM echanism )

By far the m ost serious problem w ith the Standard M odel is how to give m ass to the
weak gauge bosons (@aswellas the quarks and Jeptons) w ithout breaking the gauge sym m etry
of the Lagrangian, which is essential for a renom alisabl eld theory. Let us illustrate this
w ith the sin pler exam ple ofa U (1) gauge theory, describing the EM interaction ofa charged
scalar (spin 0) eld . The corresponding Lagrangian is

Lewy = @ dA) 7@ + deA ) [* 7 (7

12



F = @A @A ; @7)

where A isthe EM eld (photon) and F the comresponding eld tensor. Sihce @  is the
m om entum operatorthe last term ofthe Lagrangian represents the gauge kinetic energy. The
m iddle tem represents the scalar m ass and self-interaction, whilk the st one represents
scalarkinetic energy and gauge interaction. It isclearthat the scalarm assand self interaction
termm s are Invariant under the phase transferm ation

1ot ® 18)

which is called gauge transfom ation for historical reason. But @  and the resulting scalar
kinetic energy tem are evidently not invariant under this phase (gauge) transfom ation.
H owever the invarance of the Lagrangian under this gauge transfom ation on  is restored
if one m akes a sim ultaneous transfom ation on A , ie.

1
A ! A +;@ x): 19)

T hus it is a rem arkable property of gauge theory that the sym m etry ofthe Lagrangian under
the phase transfom ation of a charged particlke eld inplies its interaction dynam ics. But
the sym m etry of the Lagrangian would be lost once we add am ass tem for the gauge eld,
M A A , which is clearly not invariant under (13). W hil the photon has no mass the
analogous gauge bosons forweak interaction, W and Z , arem assive. So the question is how
to add such m ass temm s w ithout destroying the gauge sym m etry of the Lagrangian.

The clue is provided by the observation that the scalar mass tem, 2 ? , is gauge
symm etric. This isexploited to givemassto W and Z (aswell as the quarks and leptons)
through backdoor. They aocquire m ass by absorbing scalar particles, som ewhat sin ilar to a
snake acquiring m ass by swallow ng a rabbit. This is the fam ous H iggs m echanian . One

startsw ith a scalar eld of in aginary m ass megative 2). The corresponding scalar potential
Ve 24 (7 20)

is shown in the 3-din ensional plot below Fig. 10a), as a function of the complex eld.

Fig. 10. The scalar potential {20Q) as a function of the com plkx scalar eld with (a)
negative 2 and (b) positive 2, resembling the bottom of a w ine bottle and the top ofa
w Ine glass respectively.
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Starting from zero it becom es negative at an all j jwhere the quadratic term wins and
positive at lJarge j jwhere the quartic temm takes over. The m ininum occurs at a nie
value of j j ie. at q
v = 2=p (1)
T hus the ground state (vacuum state) corresponds to this nite value of j .

N ote that the potential of F ig. 10a looks like the bottom ofa w ne bottle. &t is a usefil
analogy since the shape of the bottle m aps the potential energy. A drop ofw ine keft in the
bottle w ill not sit at the ordigin but drop o to the rin because it corresponds to m nin um
potentialenergy (ground state). Thism ay be contrasted w ith the potentialw ith positive 2,
shown in Fig. 10b, which looks like the top ofa w Ine glass. In this case the drop ofw Ine w ill
rest at the origin because it is the state of m inimum potential energy. O ne can shake the
drop a little and study its m otion perturbatively as a am all oscillation problem around the
origin, whidch isthe position of stable equilbbriim . O ne can do the sam e thing in the previous
case (Fig. 10a) exospt that the perturbative expansion has to be done not around the origin
but a point on the rim , because the latter corresponds to m ininum potential energy (stable
equilibrium ).

Tt is the sam e thing In perturbative eld theory. Perturbative expansions m ust be done
around a point of m ininum energy (stable equillbrium ). So one m ust translate the origin
to this point and do perturbation theory w ith the rede ned eld

hx)= &) vVv; 22)

which represents the physical scalar (called the H iggs boson). Substituting £2) in 17) we
nd several plasant surprises. The st tem of the Lagrangian gives a quadratic term in
A ,e*V*A A , corresponding to a m ass of the gauge boson

M = ev: (23)

P

j Sp— 2

My = 2= ( 2 )v= —M : (24)
e

T hus the H iggs boson m ass is equal to the m ass of the gauge boson tin es the ratio of the
self-coupling to the gauge coupling. A though we do not know the value of the selfcoupling

, the validity of perturbation theory inplies < 1. Thism eans that the H iggs boson m ass
is expected to be in the sam e ballpark asM i , ie. wihih a few hundred G&V .Hence it is
a prin e candidate for discovery at the LHC .

In order to appreciate the H iggs m echanian lt us look badk at Fig. 10. The choice of
negative ?m eant that the ground state hasm oved from the origin to a nitevalue ofj j (ie.
a point on the rin ). W hile the form er was invariant under phase transform ation, the latter
point isnot. Thusthephase (auge) sym m etry ofthe Lagrangian isnot shared by the ground
state (vacuum ). T his phenom enon is known as spontaneous sym m etry breaking. T here are
m any exam pls of this In physics, the m ost fam iliar one being that of m agnetism . Aswe
cool a Ferrom agnet below a critical tem perature the electron spins get alligned w ith one

14



another because that correspoonds to ground state of energy. T hus the Lagrangian possesses
a rotational sym m etry, but not the ground state. The sam e thing happens in the H iggs
m echanisn , except that the rotation is n the phase space of the complex eld  Instead
of the ordinary space. The breaking of the phase (gauge) symm etry by the ground state
enables the gauge boson to acquire m ass. At the sam e tin e the fact that this symm etry is
retained by the Lagrangian enables the renom alisation theory to go through. Needless to
say that this Jast feature is very in portant because it ensures a system atic cancellation of
In nites, without which there would be no predictive eld theory. T he renom alisability of
the E Jectrow eak gauge theory in the presence of spontaneous sym m etry breaking was shown
to be valid by t’ H ooft in the early seventies, for which he got the N cbel P rize this year along
w ith his teacher, Vel an.

H jerarchy P roblem (Supersym m etry)

The Higgs solution to the m ass problem is not the full story because it leads to the
0 called hierardty problem { ie. how to control the H iggs boson m ass in the desired
range of 1¢ G eV . This is because the scalar particle m ass has quadratically divergent
quantum oorrections unlke the ferm ion or gauge boson m asses. The quantum corrections
arise from the Interaction of the particle with those present in the quantum m echanical
vacuum { ie. it isanalogoustothee ect ofm edium on aparticlem ass in classicalm echanics.
This is illustrated by the Feynm an diagram s of F ig. 11 below , show iIng the radiative loop
contributions to the Higgs mass com ing from its quartic selfinteraction of (17) and its
Interaction with a form ion pair. Thanks to the uncertainty principle, the m om entum k of
the vacuum particles can be arbitrarily large.

Fig. 11. Radiative loop contributions to H iggsboson m ass com ing from its @) quartic
slfooupling and (o) coupling to ferm ion-antiferm ion pair.

Integrating the boson propagator factor of Fig. 1la, I=(? M?2), over this 4-m om entum

gives

Z Z 7 ~
kdk ¥ ; @5)

0

d*k k3dk
k2 M2 k2 M?

where © isthe cuto scal of the theory. Sin ilarly intergrating the product of the ferm ion
and antiferm ion propagators in Fig. 11b gives
2 g% ’

; 26
T 0 (26)
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where ¥ = k , ie. the invarant product of the 4-m om entum w ith the D irac m atrices.
Tt m ay be noted here that an analogous radiative contrlbution from fermm ion loop is also
present forthe photon eld A . However there ism utual cancellation between the divergent
contrbutions to di erent soin states of the photon via the so called gauge condition. In
other words it is the gauge sym m etry that protects the gauge boson m asses from divergent
quantum corrections. Sin ilarly the fermm ion m asses are protected by chiral sym m etry. In the
absence of any protecting sym m etry the quadratically divergent quantum corrections from
@5) and @6) would push up the output H iggs boson m ass to the cuto scale * . The cuto
scale of the E lectroweak theory is where i encounters new interactions { typically the GUT
scale of 10'® G &V orP lank scale of 10'° G &V . The form er represents the energy scale where
the strong and E lectrow eak Interactions are presum ably uni ed asperG rand Uni ed T heory,
whilke the latter represents the energy where gravitational interaction becom es strong and
can no longer be neglected. So the question is how to control the H iggs boson m ass In the
desired range of 1¢ G &V, which is tiny com pared to these cuto scales.

That the scalar m ass is not protected by any symm etry was of course used in the last
section to give m ass to gauge bosons and femm ions via H iggs m echanisn . The hierarchy
problem encountered now is the ip side of the sam e coin. The m ost attractive solution is
to invoke a protecting symm etry { ie. the supersymmetry (SUSY ), which is a symm etry
between ferm ions and bosons. A s per SUSY all the fam jons of the Standard M odels have
bosonic Superpartners and vice versa. They are listed below along w ith their spin, where
the Superpartners are indicated by tilde.

quarks & lptons S Gaugebosons S Higgs S

ag; 1/2 igiW ;Z 1 h 0

&Y 0 ~iqiW ;7 1/2 ol 1/2

SUSY ensures cancellation of quadratically divergent contributions between superpartners,
eg. between the higgs loop of Fig. 1la and the corresponding fem ionic @) loop of Fig.
11b. For the cancellation to occur to the desired accuracy of 1¢ GeV them ass di erence
between the superpartners m ust be restricted to this scale. T hus one expects a host of new
particles in the m ass range of a f&w hundred G €V, which can be discovered at the LHC .

C onclusion

The Higgs and the SUSY particlkes are the m inin al sst of m issing pieces, required to
com plkte the picture of particlke physics. T herefore the search for these particlkes is at the
forefront of present and proposed resesarch program m es in this eld. A com prehensive search
for these particles upto the predicted m ass lin it of 1000 Ge&V will be possble at the
LHC, which should go on stream in 2005. Hopefully the LHC w ill discover these particles
and com plte the picture a lJa the M inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel or else provide
valuable clues to an altemate picture.

Tt should be em phasised of course that, whik the Supersym m etric Standard M odel rep—
resents a com plkte and selfoconsistent theory, it is far from being the ultin ate theory. The
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ultin ate goal of particle physics is the uni cation of all interactions. This has inspired the-
orists to propose m ore am bitious theories unifying all the three gauge interactions G rand
Uni ed Theory) and even roping in gravity (Superstring T heory). A s Indicated above, how —
ever, the energy scales of these uni cations are m any orders ofm agniude higher than what
can be realised at present or any foreseeable fiiture experin ent. Thus it is possbl and in
the light of our past experience very lkely that nature hasm any superprises In store forus
in the intervening energy range; and the shape of the ulin ate theory (if any) would have
little resem blance to those being postulated today.
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