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1 Introduction to the Standard M odel and its (N on-

Topological) D efects

W hen we phenom enologicalparticle physicists talk ofthe Standard M odel,we include QCD,
our theory ofthe strong interactions and the Glashow-W einberg-Salam electroweak theory
[1]. M uch ofthis lecture willbe concerned with the following fundam entalquestion: why
are the m asses ofthe force-carrying gauge bosons ofthe Standard M odelso di�erent,whilst
their couplings to m atter are so sim ilar? Phenom enologists believe that the answer to this
question is provided by som e variant ofthe Higgs m echanism ,but we do not yet have any
directexperim entalevidenceforthisbelief.However,precision electroweak data arebeginning
to provide uswith som e indicationson the nature ofHiggsphysics,asdiscussed in Section 3,
and m aybeprovidinguswith som eexperim entalm otivation forsupersym m etry,asdiscussed in
Section 4.Therecentbig newsin thecurrentcatalogueoftheelem entary particleconstituents
ofm atterhasbeen thecon�rm ation ofthediscovery ofthetop quark [2],with a m asscloseto
predictions[3]based on precision electroweak data [4],asweshallreview in Section 2.Asyou
probably know,oneofthe�rstm ajorfactsestablished by theLEP acceleratorwasthatthere
arenom orelightneutrino species.W ithin theStandard M odelcontext,thislim itsthenum ber
oflepton doublets,and hencepresum ably m eansthattherearenom orecharged leptonseither,
and (in orderto canceltriangleanom alies)henceno m orequarksin generationslikethethree
which arenow known.

The Standard M odeloutlined in the previous paragraph hasbeen tested and veri�ed,by
experim entsatLEP in particular,with a precision which isnow betterthan 1 % [4].Although
the Standard M odelhaspassed (alm ost)allthese testswith 
ying colours,ithasm any (non-
topological)defectswhich m otivategoingbeyond it.Theoretically,theStandard M odelisvery
unsatisfactory becauseitprovidesnoexplanation fortheelem entary particlequantum num bers
(colour,electroweak isospin,hypercharge),and containstwenty orm orearbitrary param eters.
W ewould dearly loveto reducethenum beroftheseparam eters!

Them ajorclassesofproblem thatm otivategoing beyond theStandard M odelarethree.

T he Problem of M ass: W hatare the originsofthe di�erent particle m asses? Isthere an
elem entary Higgs boson? W hy are allthe particle m asses so m uch sm aller than the Planck
m ass,the only candidate we have for a fundam entalscale in physics? Does supersym m etry
play a role[5]in answering thisquestion? Asdiscussed in Section 4,therearegood reasonsto
expect thatthissetofquestions m ay be answered by experim ents perform ed atforthcom ing
accelerators,in particulartheLHC asdiscussed in Section 6.

T he Problem of U ni�cation: Is there a sim ple gauge fram ework which includes allthe
interactions ofthe Standard M odel? Doesthis yield novelphenom ena such as proton decay
and neutrino m asseswhich can bedetected,possibly by non-acceleratorexperim ents?

T he Problem ofFlavour:W hyaretheresom anydi�erenttypesofquarksandleptons? W hy
arethecouplingsoftheW � m ixed? W hatistheoriginofCP violation? Som ephenom enologists
suggest that these questions m ay be answered in a com posite m odelofquarks and leptons.
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Personally,Ihave neverseen a com posite m odelthatI�nd convincing.M oreover,there isno
experim entalindication on the scale at which these 
avour questions m ight be answered. I
believethatobtaining theanswerto thisquestion willhaveto waitfora betterunderstanding
ofstring theory.

String theory istheonly seriouscandidatewehavefora Theory ofEverything which includes
gravity as wellas the Standard M odelinteractions described above,reconciles gravity with
quantum m echanics [6], explains the origin ofthe space-tim e, tells us why we live in four
dim ensions,etc. Since the scope ofthislecture ispurely phenom enological,Iwillnotaddress
herethesefascinating problem s.

2 Testing the Standard M odel

Theelectroweak sectoroftheStandard M odelhasbeen tested in a largevariety ofexperim ents
at a vast range ofenergies and distance scales. These extend from m easurem ents ofparity
violation in atom s[7],with an e�ectiveinvariantm om entum transferQ 2 ofabout10� 10 GeV 2,
through neutrino-electron scattering atQ 2 � 0:1 GeV2 [8],deep-inelasticelectron-,m uon-and
neutrino-hadron scattering at Q 2 � 1 � 100 GeV2,electron-positron collisions at Q 2 <

� 104

GeV 2 and proton-antiproton collidersatQ 2 � 104 GeV 2.The largestm om entum transfersof
allhave been seen in deep-inelastic electron-proton collisionsatHERA [9],butthese are not
yetofsu�cientprecision to providesensitive tests.

The m ostsensitive testsofthe Standard M odelare those provided [4]by electron-proton
collisionsin theLEP acceleratoratCERN,and theSLC acceleratoratSLAC.M ostofthedata
taken attheseacceleratorsso farhavebeen in theneighbourhood oftheZ 0 peak [10],which is
perhapsthe m ostprecisely studied Breit-W ignerpeak in history. The following are the basic
m easurem entsperform ed on theZ 0 peak.

T he TotalH adronic C ross Section:Atthetreelevel,thisisgiven by

�
0

h =
12�

m 2

Z

�ee�had
�2Z

(1)

where M Z and �Z arethem assand totaldecay rateoftheZ 0 boson,respectively,and �e,�h
areitspartialdecayratesintoelectron-positron pairsand hadrons,respectively.Afterincluding
electrom agnetic radiative corrections,the crosssection in Eq. (1)isreduced to about30 m b
[10].ThetotaleventrateatLEP isgiven bytheproductofthiscrosssection and thelum inosity
(collision rate) which is <� 2� 1031 cm � 2 s� 1,yielding alm ost one event per experim ent per
second.

T he TotalZ 0 D ecay R ate:In theabsenceofexoticdecay m odes,thiscan bewritten in the
form

�Z = �ee + ��� + ���
| {z }

3�‘‘

+N ��� + �had (2)
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wherethethreeleptonicdecay ratesareequalifoneassum esuniversality,and N � isthenum ber
oflightneutrino species.In theStandard M odel,

�� = 1:992� 0:003�‘‘ : (3)

Sincetheneutrinosarenotseen directly in theexperim ent,they cannotbedistinguished from
otherweakly-interacting neutralparticles,so thetotal

�invisible � N��� (4)

m ay beparam etrized by a non-integervalueofN �!

PartialD ecay R ates:Bylookingatparticular�nalstates,itispossibletodisentanglevarious
partialdecayratesoftheZ 0.Particularly accuratelym easured arethe�‘‘,which can berelated
to the ratiosR ‘ � �had=�‘‘. Ofspecialrecentinterest [11]have been the partialdecay rates
into bottom and charm quarks,param etrized by R b = �b�b=�had.

Forw ard-B ackw ard A sym m etries:Atthetreelevel,itispossibletoparam etrizetheangular
distribution off �f (f 6= e)�nalstatesby

d�

dcos�
(e+ e� ! �ff)’ (1+ cos2�)� F1 + 2cos� � F2 (5)

Onecan then de�netheforward-backward asym m etry

A F B �

R
1

0
�
R
0

� 1
R
1

0
+
R
0

� 1

=
3� F2

4� F1
(6)

which has the value 3(1� 4sin2�W )2 for�+ �� and �+ �� . This m easurem ent isparticularly
freeofsystem atic detectore�ectsand islim ited essentially by statistics.

Final-State � Polarization:Theheavylepton � analyzesitsown polarization when itdecays,
which can be m easured in a num berofhadronic and leptonic �nalstates.Atthe tree levelin
theStandard M odel,the� polarization isgiven by

P� =
2(1� 4sin2�W )

1+ (1� 4sin2�W )2
(7)

Thisisa particularly sensitive way ofm easuring sin2�W ,though again lim ited by statistics.

Polarized-B eam A sym m etry:Ifa longitudinally-polarized electron beam isavailable,asat
theSLC [12],onecan m easurethetotalcross-section asym m etry

A LR �
�L � �R

�L + �R
=

2(1� 4sin2�W )

1+ (1� 4sin2�W )2
(8)

where L and R labelthe di�erentelectron helicities. The electron and positron beam scircu-
lating atLEP have a naturaltransverse polarization [13],which is usefulforcalibrating the
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beam energy and hence m easuring the Z m assand width,asdiscussed shortly,butthere are
no plansatCERN to rotatethebeam polarization to thelongitudinaldirection.

Theprecision electroweak m easurem entsfrom high-energy experim entsatCERN [4],SLAC
[12]and Ferm ilab [14],aresum m arized in Table1.Particularlynotableisthehigh precision (2�
10� 5)with which theZ m assism easured.TheotherLEP m easurem entsarealso considerably
m oreprecisethan wasthoughtpossiblebeforeLEP started operation [10].Thelatestvaluefor
thetotalnum berofneutrino speciesis[4]:

N � = 2:991� 0:016 (9)

Ihad always hoped that this num ber would turn out to be non-integer,such as � or (even
better)e,re
ecting thepresenceofexoticphysics,butthiswasnotto be.

M Z 91.1884 � 0.0022 GeV
�Z 2.4963 � 0.0032 GeV
�0h 41.488 � 0.078 nb
R L 20.788 � 0.032
A L
F B 0.0172 � 0.0012

A � 0.1418 � 0.0075
A ‘ 0.1390 � 0.0089
R b 0.2219 � 0.0017
R c 0.1543 � 0.0074
A b
F B 0.0999 � 0.0031

A c
F B 0.0725 � 0.0058

sin2�eff(Q F B ) 0.2325 � 0.0013
M W 80.26 � 0.16 GeV
sin2�eff(A LR ) 0.23049 � 0.00050

-Table1 -

Asalready m entioned,the transverse polarization ofthe LEP beam sisusefulto calibrate
the beam energy,because the polarization disappearsatcertain resonance energieswhich are
determ ined by the electron’sanom alousm agnetic m om ent. Using thistechnique,ithasbeen
possible to m easure the LEP beam energy with a precision better than 1 M eV [15]. W hen
thiswas�rstdone,itwasdiscovered thatthe beam energy varied system atically by 10 M eV
orm ore,considerably m ore than the quoted errorin the Z m ass. Overtim e,these variations
in theLEP beam energy havebecom ebetterunderstood,and revealm any subtleand am using
e�ects,in addition to banale�ectsassociated with thetem perature and hum idity in theLEP
tunnel. For exam ple,as seen in Fig. 1,the energy ofthe LEP beam is correlated with the
positionsoftheSun and M oon [13],which exerttidale�ectson therock in which theLEP ring
isem bedded,causing itto expand and contract,which thetuning ofthem achineconvertsinto
a variation in itsenergy. Even afterthise�ectwas taken into account,signi�cant variations
in the size ofthe LEP ring were detected,as seen in Fig. 1. M ost ofthe variation in 1993
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turned outto becorrelated with theheightofthewatertableinside theJura m ountains[16]:
waterin therock causesitto expand,carrying LEP with it.However,thiswasnotresponsible
for the variations seen in the �rst part of1994. These were largely explained by the Swiss
policy ofem ptying Lake Geneva in the spring,to m ake room forthe run-o� water from the
m elting snowsin them ountains.Therock surrounding LEP expandsduring them onthsafter
theburden ofthiswaterisreleased,m uch asScandinavia isstillrising aftertheIceAge.

Anotherbizarree�ectthathasbeen identi�ed very recently isthatofelectrictrainson the
nearly railway line from Geneva to France. Notallofthe return current passes through the
rails,butsom e passesthrough the earth,and in particularthrough the LEP ring,which isa
relatively good conductor. Thiscan produce changesin the LEP m agnetscorresponding to a
shiftofseveralM eV in thebeam energy.asseen in Fig.2 [17].The\TGV e�ect" on theLEP
determ ination oftheZ 0 m assrem ainstobeevaluated,butseem sunlikely toa�ectsigni�cantly
theLEP determ ination oftheZ 0 decay width [18].

Figure 3 showsthe im plicationsofsom e ofthe precision m easurem entsin Table 1 forthe
couplingsofthe Z 0 to charged leptons. W e see thatgA isclose to the value -1/2 predicted in
theStandard M odelatthetreelevel,whilegV issigni�cantly di�erentfrom zero,asexpected in
theStandard M odelwith sin2�W < 1=4.Figure3alsoshowspredictionsin theStandard M odel
fordi�erentvaluesofthetop-quark and Higgs-boson m assesm t and M H .Aswaspointed out
by Veltm an [19]in particular,theprecision electroweak m easurem entsin Table1 aresensitive
to quantum correctionsassociated with unseen particles. Forexam ple,atthe one-loop level,
theW and Z m assesaregiven by [10]

m
2

W sin2�W = m
2

Z cos
2
�W sin2�W =

��
p
2G �

(1+ �r) (10)

The radiative correction �r receivesan im portantcorrectionsfrom the m assive top quark. If
itwere absent,the third quark isospin doublet ofthe Standard M odelwould be incom plete,
breaking gauge sym m etry and destroying the renorm alizability ofthe Standard M odel. The
quantity m 2

t � m2b isa m easure ofelectroweak isospin breaking,which issensed by precision
electroweak m easurem ents through the vacuum -polarization (oblique) diagram shown in the
�rstpartofFig.4.Thesem akea contribution [19],[10]

�r3
3G �

8�2
p
2
m

2

t for m t� m b : (11)

The Higgsboson also contributesto �r. Again,the Standard M odelwould notbe renorm al-
izable ifthe gaugesym m etry were broken explicitly,ratherthan spontaneously.In agreem ent
with a screening theorem proved by Veltm an [19],the sensitivity to the physicalHiggs-boson
m assprovided by thelasttwo diagram sin Fig.4 isonly logarithm ic

�r3

p
2G �

16�2
m

2

W

(
11

3
ln

M 2

H

m 2

Z

:::

)

for M H � m W (12)

butexperim entsarenow also sensitive [20]to theparam eterM H .
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Figure5 showsthenum ericalsensitivity of�rto m t and M H [10].A m easured valueof�r
doesnotdeterm ine uniquely both m t and M H ,since a trade-o� between theircontribution is
possible,buta com bination ofm any di�erentprecision electroweak m easurem ents doesallow
m t and M H to be disentangled. Global�ts to the precision electroweak data now use m any
calculations[21]ofhigher-ordere�ectsgoing considerably beyond (10),(11),(12).

Com bining alltheavailable precision electroweak data from LEP,SLC,Ferm ilab and low-
energy �q,eq,�q and �e interactions,a global�twith MH leftasa free param eterpredicts
[20]

m t= 155� 14 GeV (13)

asseen in Fig. 6. The contributions ofthe di�erentsectors to the �2 function are shown in
Fig. 7. A som ewhat highervalue is obtained ifthe LEP data alone are used in the �t,and
thecentralvalueofm t isincreased substantially ifM H isnotleftfree,butis�xed at300 GeV
[4]. The indirect determ ination (13)isconsistent (within errors)with the m ean value ofthe
published CDF and D0 m easurem ents[2]:

m t= 181� 12 GeV : (14)

It is therefore appropriate to m ake a com bined �t ofthe direct and indirect m easurem ents
(which havecom parableweights),yielding [20]

m t= 172� 10 GeV : (15)

W ith the recentdiscovery ofthe top quark atFerm ilab,the \M endeleev table" ofelem entary
m atterconstituentsisapparentlynow com plete.Now thefunstarts,nam elysolvingtheproblem
ofm assand �nding theHiggsboson,orwhateverreplacesit.

3 T he Electrow eak Vacuum

Itisgenerally accepted by theoriststhatgenerating them assesoftheparticlesin theStandard
M odelrequiresa spontaneousbreakdown ofitsgaugesym m etry

m W ;Z 6= 0, < 0jX I;I3jo>6= 0 (16)

whereX issom e�eld with non-trivialisospin and a non-zero vacuum expectation value.M ea-
surem entsoftheW and Z m asses

� =
m 2

W

m 2

Z cos2�W
’ 1 (17)

indicatethatthe�eld X m ainly hasisospin I = 1=2 [22].Thisisalso whatisrequired to give
m assesto thequarksand leptonsin theStandard M odel:

�f H I= 1=2
�fLfR ) m f

�fL fR (18)
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There is a generalconsensus on the above statem ents: however,you can start an argum ent
when you discusswhetherX iselem entary orcom posite.

The option chosen in the originalform ulation ofthe Standard M odelby W einberg and
Salam [1]wasthatofan elem entary Higgsboson:< 0jH 0j0>6= 0.Thisis�neattheclassical
tree level,butyieldsproblem swhen you calculate quantum loops.Each individualone ofthe
diagram sshown in Fig.8 yieldsa quantum correction

�M
2

H ’ 0
�
�

�

�

�2 (19)

where� representsa cut-o� in m om entum space,abovewhich theStandard M odelism odi�ed
orreplaced. As discussed in the nextsection,these quantum corrections m ay be reduced to
<
� m 2

H ifoneinvokes[5]supersym m etry atan energy scalebelow 1 TeV.

The alternative option is to postulate that X is com posite,presum ably a condensate of
strongly-interacting ferm ion-antiferm ion pairs:

< 0j�FFj0>6= 0 (20)

by analogy with quark condensation in QCD,and the condensation ofCooper pairs in con-
ventionalsuperconductivity.Possiblecandidatesforthestrongly-interacting ferm ion F include
the top quark [23],which could be bound by strong Yukawa couplings ifitwere su�ciently
heavy,or techniquarks T [24]bound by new technicolour interactions at an energy scale of
order1 TeV.

The precision electroweak data reviewed in the previous section already provide us som e
indicationson M H [20],which seem to disfavourtheavailablecom positeHiggsscenarios.The
correlation between m t and M H seen in Fig.5 isweakened when onem akesa global�tto all
thehigh-and low-energy data,asseen in Fig.9.Indeed,asseen in Fig.10,aglobal�tprovides
a �2 function which looksGaussian asa function oflog M H ,even before the directCDF and
D 0 m easurem entsofm t areincluded.Asalso seen in Fig.9,thedata prefera relatively light
Higgsboson.Ifwedo notincludethedirectm easurem entsofm t,we�nd [20]

M H = 36+ 56� 22 GeV (21)

which becom es
M H = 76+ 152� 50 GeV (22)

ifthedirectFerm ilab m easurem ents[2]areincluded.Therangein Eq.(22)can berephrased
as

log
10

�
M H

M Z

�

= � 0:08+ 0:48� 0:46 (23)

which is perhaps m ore appropriate in view ofthe logarithm ic sensitivity to M H . As seen in
Fig.11,thispreferenceforarelatively lightHiggsboson hasbeen aconsistenttrend forseveral
years [25]. M oreover,it is now con�rm ed by severalother recent global�ts to the available
electroweak data [4],[26].Asdiscussed in m oredetailin the nextsection,the preferred value
ofM H ishighly consistentwith therangepredicted in them inim alsupersym m etric extension
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oftheStandard M odel(M SSM ).Independently ofthistheoreticalprejudice,Inow o�er3-to-1
oddsthatM H < 300 GeV.

Therelatively low valueEq.(21)and (22)bodesillfora com positeHiggsm odel.M inim al
scenariosfort�tcondensation based on a Nam bu-Jona Lasinio m odel

LN JL = � aD= 
a +

1

2
G

h
(� a 

a)2 � (� a

5
 a)

2

i
(24)

correspond to a reform ulation oftheStandard M odelwith constraintsthatlead to [23]

M H ’ (1 to 2)m t : m t � 200 to 250 GeV (25)

Neitherofthese predictionsagreeswellwith experim ent,in particularthe top quark appears
to be too light.Thishasnotcom pletely discouraged would-be top-quark condensers,som e of
whom are postulating epicycles such assupersym m etry and/oran extension ofthe Standard
M odelgaugegroup [27].

Technicolour[24]would be able to provide m assesforthe W and Z with justone isospin
doublet oftechniquarks T,whose new gauge interactions would becom e strong atan energy
scale

�TC ’ 3000�Q C D (26)

However,thism inim alm odelrequires som e extension ifitisto provide ferm ion m asses,and
theconventionalscenario [28]discussed isa m odelwith onetechnigeneration:

(�;e) (u;d)

(N ;E )1;:::;N T C
(U;D )1;:::;N T C

(27)

This m odelhas long had potentialproblem s with light charged technipions and a possible

avour-changing neutralinteractions,which havem otivated variantssuch as\walking" techni-
colour[29].Them iseriesofthism odelhavebeen com pounded by recentprecision electroweak
data.

The quantum e�ects ofa large classofextensions ofthe Standard M odelwhich add new
isospin representations,includingtheabove-m entioned technicolourm odel,can largely bechar-
acterized by theire�ectson threecom binationsofbosonicvacuum polarizations[30]:

T �
�1

�
�
��

�

�� =
�X X (0)

m 2

Z

�
�W W (0)

m 2

W

� tan�W
�
Z (0)

m 2

Z

S �
4sin2�W

�
�3 ; U � �

4sin2�W
�

�2 (28)

in theStandard M odel,theleading behavioursofT and S are

T =
3

16�

1

sin2�W cos2W

m 2

t

m 2

Z

�
3

16� cos2�W
ln

 
M 2

H

M 2

Z

!

+ :::

S =
1

12�
ln

 
M 2

H

M 2

Z

!

+ ::: (29)
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asfunctionsofm t and M H . The previousconstraintson m t and M H m ay be regarded,alter-
natively,asboundson new physicscontributionsto S;T;U [30],[31]. Figure 12 showsasan
exam pleoneanalysisoftheconstraintson thesevariablesfound [32]in a global�t,in which a
fourth param eter�b isintroduced to param etrize quantum correctionsto the Zb�b vertex [31].
Also shown in Fig. 12 are the Standard M odelpredictions,shown asa grid fordi�erentval-
uesofm t and M H ,and therangeofpossiblepredictionsin a m inim alone-fam ily technicolour
m odelwith N TC = 2. The technicolour m odelis apparently disfavoured,but som e possible
m odi�cationsofitspredictionscould beenvisaged [32],asindicated by the arrowsin Fig.12.
Discarding forthe m om entthese possibilities,and disregarding the uncalculable possibility of
\walking" technicolour[29],Fig.13 showstheprice thatonem ustpay in orderto reconcile a
m inim altechnicolourm odelwith precision electroweak data.

Itseem sthatthe Higgsboson islikely to be relatively light,in apparentcon
ictwith the
available strongly-interacting m odels. The indicationson M H presently available are likely to
becom estrengthened during thecom ing decade[33],asseen in Fig.14.W em ay even discover
theHiggs!Asseen in Fig.15,theLEP2acceleratornow startingtoprovidedatashould enable
usto explore Higgsm asses up to about95 GeV [34]. Thisalready coversm uch ofthe range
favoured by thepresentdata shown in Fig.9,and also exploresm uch oftheM SSM param eter
space,asdiscussed in thenextsection.

4 M otivations for Supersym m etry

Supersym m etry [35]is a beautifultheory,but the m otivations for it to appear at accessible
energiesarerelated totheproblem ofm assm entioned above,nam ely theorigin ofthehierarchy
ofm assscalesin physics,and itsnaturalnessin the presence ofradiative corrections[5]. The
question why m W ism uch lessthan m Planck orm G U T can be rephrased asthe question: why
is G F

<
� G N ,or even why the Coulom b potentialinside an atom is m uch stronger than the

Newtonian potential:
e2

r
<
� G N �

m 2

r
(30)

This hierarchy is valuable to radiative corrections. W e say that a theory is naturalifthe
radiativecorrectionsarenotm uch largerthan thephysicalvaluesofobservablequantities.For
exam ple,theleading one-loop correction to a ferm ion m asstakestheform

�mf = 0
�
�

�

�

m f ln

 
�

m f

!

(31)

which isnotm uch largerthan m f forany reasonablecut-o� � >
� m P .

Naturalnessis,however,aproblem foran elem entary Higgsboson,which in theelectroweak
sectoroftheSM m usthavea m ass

m H = m W � 0
�r

�

�

�0� 1
: (32)
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Asalready m entioned,theone-loop diagram sshown in Fig.8 lead to \large" radiativecorrec-
tionsoftheform

�m
2

H ;W ’ 0
�
�

�

�

�2
: (33)

These are m uch larger than the physicalvalue m 2

H fora cut-o� �,representing the scale at
which new physicsappears,oforderm P orm G U T.

Supersym m etry solves the naturalness problem ofan elem entary Higgs boson by virtue
ofthe factthatithasno quadratic divergences and fewer logarithm ic divergences than non-
supersym m etric theories.Thediagram sshown in Fig.8 have oppositesigns,so thattheirnet
resultis

�m
2

W ;H ’ �

 
g2F

4�2

!

(�2 + m
2

F )+

 
g2B

4�2

!

(�2 + m
2

B ): (34)

Theleadingdivergencescanceliftherearethesam enum bersofbosonsandferm ions,andifthey
havethesam ecouplingsgF = gB ,asin a supersym m etric theory.Theresidualcontribution is
sm allifsupersym m etry isapproxim ately valid,i.e.,ifm B ’ m F :

�m
2

W ;H ’ 0
�
�

�

� �
�
�m2

B � m
2

F

�
�
� (35)

which isno largerthan m 2

W ;H if
�
�
�m2

B � m
2

F

�
�
�<� 1 TeV 2 (36)

This property provides the �rst m otivation for supersym m etry at low energies. However,it
m ustbeem phasized thatthisisa qualitativeargum entwhich should beregarded asa m atter
oftaste.Afterall,an unnaturaltheory isstillrenorm alizable,even ifitrequires�netuning of
param eters.A second supersym m etricm iracleistheabsenceofm any logarithm icdivergences:
form any Yukawa couplingsand quarticterm sin thee�ective potential,

�� / � (37)

which vanishesiftherarecoupling � = 0.Thecom bination ofEqs.(35)and (37)m eansthat
ifM W � MP atthe tree level,itstayssm allin allordersofperturbation theory,solving the
naturalnessproblem and providing a contextforattacking thehierarchy problem [5].

The latterisparticularly accute in theorieswith both largeand sm allscales,in which the
form er m ay \leak" and contam inate the latter [36]. Consider for exam ple a Grand Uni�ed
Theory with two setsofHiggsbosons,H with a large vacuum expectation value VG U T and h

with a sm allvacuum expectation valuevE W .In a genericGrand Uni�ed Theory,therewillbe
a quarticcoupling �hhH H ,which yields

�m
2

H ’ � � V
2

G U T
(38)

which isa largeand potentially disastrouscontribution to thelightHiggsm ass.Even if� = 0
atthe tree level(why? thisisthe hierarchy problem ),radiative correctionswillregenerate a
non-zero coupling,so that

�m
2

H ’ 0
�
�

�

�
2

V
2

G U T
(39)
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Such contributionsneed tobesuppressed tom any ordersofperturbation theory,which requires
a powerfulsym m etry,such assupersym m etry. Itisalso worth pointing outthatithasbeen
argued [37]that quantum gravity e�ects m ay also generate a large shift in the m ass ofan
elem entary Higgsboson

�m
2

H = 0(m 2

P ) (40)

although to besure ofthis,oneneedsa consistentquantum theory ofgravity.E�ectssuch as
(40)are likely to be absentin a supersym m etric theory,and,in any case,the only consistent
quantum theory ofgravity which wepossessisstring theory,which isdi�cultorim possibleto
form ulateconsistently withoutsupersym m etry.

5 M odelB uilding

Now thatwearem otivated to constructa supersym m etricm odel,the�rstquestion iswhether
theknown ferm ions(q;‘)could bethesupersym m etricpartnersofthe\known"bosons(
;W ;Z,
H ;g)? Aswas�rstpointed outby Fayet[38],theanswerisnotforphenom enology,sincetheir
quantum num bers do not m atch. For exam ple,the quarks q appear in 3 representations of
SU(3)c,whereasthe bosonsappearin 1 and 8 representations. Likewise,the leptons‘ have
non-zero lepton num ber,whereas allthe bosons have zero lepton num ber. As a result,one
m ustintroducesupersym m etric partnersforalltheknown particles,asshown in Table2.You
m ay not appreciate the econom y in particles,butyou should appreciate the econom y ofthe
supersym m etric principle.

J sparticle J
qL;R 1/2 ~qLR squark 0
‘L;R 1/2 ~‘L;R slepton 0

 1 ~
 photino 1/2
Z 1 ~Z zino 1/2
W � 1 ~W � wino 1/2
H � ;0 0 ~H � ;0 higgsino 1/2

-Table2 -

You m ay wonderwhether,ifN = 1supersym m etry isgood,perhapsN > 1supersym m etry
isbetter? Theansweris:notforphenom enology,becausesuch a theory cannotaccom m odate
chiralferm ions.TheavailableN = 2 superm ultipletsare

0

B
@

1

2

0;0
� 1

2

1

C
A

0

B
@

+1
+ 1

2

0

1

C
A
M

0

B
@

0
� 1

2

� 1

1

C
A (41)

in which theferm ionsofhelicity +1=2havethesam einternalquantum num bersastheferm ions
ofhelicity � 1=2,m aking itim possible to accom m odate the parity violation seen in the elec-
troweak interactions.

11



Thestarting pointforany discussion ofsupersym m etricphenom enology isthem inim alsu-
persym m etric extension oftheStandard M odel[39],which hasthesam egaugeinteractionsas
the Standard M odel,and whose Yukawa interactionsare derived from the following superpo-
tential,which iswritten asa holom orphicfunction ofleft-handed super�elds:

W =
X

L;E c

�L LE
c
H 1 +

X

Q ;U c

�U QU
c
H 2

+
X

Q ;D c

�C QD
c
H 1 + �H 1H 2 (42)

HereL and Q denoteleft-handed quarkand lepton doublets,respectively and E c,U c,D c denote
the conjugate lepton and quark singlets. The �rst term in Eq. (42)provides m asses forthe
charged leptons:

m L = �Lv1 (43)

and thenexttwo providem assesforthecharged 2/3 and charged -1/3 quarks,respectively:

m u = �uv2 ; m d = �dv1 (44)

Notice that two Higgs doublets H 1;2 are needed in order to preserve the holom orphy ofthe
superpotentialW ,and to canceloutaxialU(1)currentanom alies,and thatthefourth term in
W accom m odatesm ixing between the two Higgsdoublets. The Yukawa and gauge couplings
in theM SSM m akea supersym m etric contribution to thee�ective potentialoftheform :

V =
X

i

jFij
2 +

1

2

X

a

(D a)2 (45)

where

F
�
i =

@W

@�i
; D a = ga�

�
i(T

a)i
0
�
j (46)

are the conventionalF and D term s,respectively. The fact that the quartic term s in the
e�ective potentialareso constrained providesrestrictionson thesupersym m etric Higgsboson
m asses,aswillbediscussed later.

As you m ay wellim agine,allthe searches forsupersym m etric particles have been unsuc-
cessfulsofar,and haveprovided thefollowingapproxim atelowerlim itson som eoftheirm asses

m ~‘;~�;~�;~W
>
� 45 GeV [40]; m ~q;~g

<
� 150 GeV [14] (47)

The LEP2 energy upgrade willprovide us with access to a new range ofsparticle m asses,
and continuation ofthe Ferm ilab proton-antiproton colliderwillincrease the search range for
squarksand gluinos.W hydowephenom enologistskeep thefaith thatsupersym m etricparticles
willeventually befound,despitethelack ofdirectexperim entalevidence?

In addition to the theoreticalm otivationsforsupersym m etry,there are two tentative and
indirect experim ental m otivations provided by the precision electroweak data, which com e
m ainly from LEP.Oneisprovided by thepreviously-m entioned indication thattheHiggsboson
is\probably" light:M H

<
� 300 GeV,which isconsistentwith theM SSM expectation that[41]

m h ’ m Z � 40 GeV (48)
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Asm entioned above,theM SSM containstwo Higgsdoublets

H 2 =
�
H

+

2

H 0

2

�

; H 1 =
�
H 0

1

H
�
1

�

(49)

which contain atotalofeightrealdegreesoffreedom .Threeoftheseare\eaten"bytheW � and
theZ 0 toyield theirm asses,leaving �vephysicalHiggsbosonstobediscovered by experim ent.
Threeoftheseareneutral,thescalarsh;H and thesuperscalarA,and twoarecharged H � .At
thetreelevel,allthem assesand couplingsofthese Higgsesarecontrolled by two param eters,
which m ay betaken as(m A;tan� � v2=v1):

m
2

h + m
2

H = m
2

A + m
2

Z

m
2

H � = m
2

A + m
2

W �

m
2

h;H =
1

2

�

m
2

A + m
2

Z �

q
(m 2

A + m 2

Z)
2 � 4m2Zm

2

A cos
22�

�

(50)

In particular,the lighterscalarHiggsh wasguaranteed to be lighterthan the Z,which was
good news forLEP2. However,radiative corrections associated in particularwith the heavy
top quark [42]

�m
2

h /
m 4

t

m 2

W

ln

 
m 2

q

m 2

t

!

(51)

increasetheupperlim itto
m h

>
� 130 GeV (52)

Asseen in Fig.16,itisstilltruethatm uch oftheh m assrangewillbeexplored atLEP2 [34],
but,alas,notallofit.

Asalready m entioned,therange(52)ishighly consistentwith theindirectindicationsfrom
the precision electroweak data on the possible m ass ofthe Higgs. One can even go further,
and arguethatthe LEP data slightly favourtheM SSM overtheStandard M odel[20].In the
latter,therequirem entthatallthecouplingsrem ain �nitein theenergy rangeE <

� �P im pose
an upper lim it on the Higgs m ass. Ifthe Standard M odelis to rem ain valid allthe way up
to �P � mG U T orM P ,then M H

<
� 200 GeV asseen in Fig. 17 [43]. On the otherhand,the

(m eta)stability oftheelectroweak vacuum im posesalowerlim itwhich dependson thescale�V

up to which thee�ectiveHiggspotentialisassum ed to bereliable,asalso seen in Fig.17 [44].
Thus,theStandard M odelasweknow itisconsistentwith only a sm allrangeofHiggsm asses

116 GeV <
� M H

<
� 190 GeV (53)

for�P = �V = 1019 GeV and m t ’ 172 GeV asfound in thepreviousglobal�t.Thisisto be
contrasted with therange

50 GeV <
� m h

<
� 124 GeV (54)

allowed in the M SSM forthe sam e value ofm t. According to Fig. 18,which isdeduced from
the�2 function in Fig.9,theapparentprobabilitiesofthesem assrangesareabout18 and 36
% ,respectively [20].ThereforeIo�eranotherbet:Io�er2-to-1 oddson theM SSM !
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Thesecond indirectindication in favourofsupersym m etry isprovided bythewell-publicized
consistency ofthem easurem entsattheStandard M odelgaugecouplings�1;2;3 with thepredic-
tionsofm inim alsupersym m etric GUTs[45]. Eversince 1987 [46],[47],butwith a statistical
strength which hasincreased greatly with the adventofLEP data,the prediction forsin2�W
in a m inim alnon-supersym m etric GUT [48]:

sin2�W (m Z)
�
�
�
�
M S

= 0:208+ 0:004(N H � 1)+ 0:006ln

 
400 M eV

�
M S

(N f = 4)

!

= 0:214� 0:004 for�
M S
(4)= 200 to 800 M eV (55)

hasbeen in con
ictwith data,which now indicate[49]

sin2�W (m Z)
�
�
�
�
M S

= 0:2312� 0:0003 (56)

The prediction forsin2�W islessprecise,even in the m inim alsupersym m etric GUT,because
itcontainsm oreparam eters,and itisnotpossibleatpresentto usethisconsistency to provide
m eaningfulconstraintson the possible m assesofsupersym m etric particles[50]. Nevertheless,
we are encouraged to believe that supersym m etry m ay lie \just around the corner",which
m eanseitheratLEP2 orattheLHC,aswenow discuss.

6 Physics w ith the LH C

Thisaccelerator[51]providesuswith ourbestprospectforexploring the1 TeV energy region,
where we m ay expect to �nd the Higgs boson and supersym m etry. The LHC o�ers several
possibilitiesforcolliding di�erenttypesofparticle. Ofm ostinterestfornew particle searches
isitsproton-proton collider m ode,which willhave a centre-of-m ass energy ofup to 14 TeV,
and a lum inosity ofup to 1034 cm � 2 sec� 1. Also possible are heavy-ion collisionswith nuclei
up to lead:used asa lead-lead collider,theLHC would havea centre-of-m assenergy up to 1.2
PeV and a lum inosity ofup to 1027 cm � 2 sec� 1,whilstthelum inosity could behigheriflighter
calcium isused.Itwillalso bepossible to use the LHC asan electron-proton,proton-nucleus
or electron-nucleus collider,ifthe m ood so takes us. The LHC was approved by the CERN
Councilatthe end of1994,to startdoing physics in the 2004. Forreasonsofcash 
ow,the
initialapprovalwasfora m achine with fewerm agnets,able to reach a centre-of-m assenergy
of10 TeV to start with. However,ifnon-m em ber states contribute signi�cantly,it m ay be
possible to startim m ediately atthe fulldesign energy of14 TeV:the �nalm achine schedule
and energy willbedecided ata review in 1997.

The initialLHC experim entalprogram m eisexpected to include thefollowing fourexperi-
m ents: ATLAS [52]and CM S [53],which are large general-purpose experim entsfordiscovery
physicsinproton-protoncollisions,ALICE [54],which isprim arilyintended forheavy-ion exper-
im entssearching forthequark-gluon plasm a,though itm ay also beused to look fordi�ractive
scattering,and LHC-B [55],an experim entdesigned prim arily to look forCP violation in the
decaysofB m esonsproduced in proton-proton collisions.
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TheLHC acceleratorwillbene�tfullyfrom theexistingCERN infrastructure,sinceitwillbe
builtinsidetheexisting LEP tunnel,and willreceiveparticleswhich havebeen pre-accelerated
by theotherCERN accelerators.TheLHC m agnetsareofa very am bitiousdesign,with a high
m agnetic�eld above9 Tesla and two m agneticchannelscarrying beam scirculating in opposite
directions.Successfultestshavebeen m adewith the�rstm agneticprototypes,indicating that
them axim um design energy should bereachable,and m ay even beexceeded.TheALICE and
LHC-B experim entswillbeplaced in underground pitswhich havealready been dug fortwo of
the LEP experim ents,butthe ATLAS and CM S experim entswillrequire two very large new
pits.Theseand tunnelsfortransferring theproton and heavy-ion beam sfrom thelower-energy
SPS acceleratorarethem ain piecesofcivilengineeringthatwillberequired.Itjustsohappens
thatoneofthebeam transferlinespointsin thedirection ofItaly and Greece,whereneutrino
detectorsare now being builtthatcould be used forlong baseline neutrino experim ents [56],
using neutrinosproduced by a CERN proton beam ,butithasnotyetbeen decided whether
thiswillbeincluded in theLHC program m e.

Top oftheLHC physicsagenda willbethesearch fortheHiggsboson,which should havea
m assbelow about1 TeV,indeed below about300 GeV ifonebelievestheindirectindications
from precision electroweak experim ents[20],even 90 � 40 GeV iftheM SSM iscorrect[42].A
Standard M odelHiggsboson willbedetectable atLEP2 assoon asthecentre-of-m assenergy
isincreased a few GeV aboveM Z + M H [34].Sincethem axim um LEP2 centre-of-m assenergy
isexpected to beabout192 GeV,thism eansthata Higgsweighing m orethan about95 GeV
willbe prey for the LHC.The Standard M odelHiggs boson willbe detectable at the LHC
by itsdecay into 

 ifM H

<
� 140 GeV,by itsdecay into 4‘� if130 GeV <

� M H
<
� 700 GeV,

and by its decay into ‘+ ‘� ��� if700 GeV <� M H
<
� 1 TeV.Figure 19 sum m arizes the Higgs

discovery signi�cance thatisexpected by com bining the ATLAS and CM S experim ents [52],
[53].Theverticalaxisisthenum berofsignaleventsS divided by thestatistical
uctuation in
background

p
B .Discovery can beclaim ed ifS=

p
B > 5,which isseen from Fig.19 to bethe

caseforthefullrange90 GeV <
� M H

<
� 1 TeV.

The search forone or m ore M SSM Higgs bosons is m ore com plicated,because the prod-
uctofthe production cross-section and the observable decay branching ratio isoften sm aller
than in the Standard M odel,and there are severalHiggsbosonsto be found with a num ber
ofdi�erent signatures. Figure 20 sum m arizes incom prehensibly the overallprospects forthe
supersym m etric Higgssearch atthe LHC [52],[53],[57]. Regionson the shaded side ofeach
solid linecan beexplored by theLHC.Diligentexam ination ofthetwo-dim ensionalparam eter
spacewillnotrevealany region wherediscovery isim possible.W ethereforeconcludethatthe
LHC willbeableto proveordisprove theM SSM via itsHiggssectoralone.

Nexton theLHC physicsagendawillbethesearch forsupersym m etricparticles,which m ay
wellturn outto be the biggestbanana ofall. Figure 21 exhibits the expected cross-sections
forproducing pairsofgluinosand/orsquarksattheLHC.Theseareexpected to| havea high
probability fordecayswith largem issing transverseenergy carried away by thelightestsuper-
sym m etric particle,which isexpected to bea weakly-interacting neutralparticleanalogousto
theneutrino,butheavier.Thism issingtransverse-energy signatureisexpected tobeobservable
even ifthe squarksand gluinosdecay in a cascade through variousinterm ediate statesbefore
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arriving at the lightest supersym m etric particle. Figure 22 shows that the supersym m etric
signalisexpected to stick outabovetheirreducibletotalStandard M odelbackground and the
background due to experim entalim perfections,ifthe gluino and squark each weigh 1.5 TeV
and one looksforeventswith m ore than 300 GeV ofm issing transverse energy. The ATLAS
[52]and CM S [53]collaborationshave concluded thatthey should be able to detect squarks
and gluinosweighing anything up to about2 TeV,which includesallthe range m otivated by
thenaturalnessand hierarchy argum entspresented previously.

W e conclude optim istically that,within ten years orso,experim ents atthe LHC willbe
abletocon�rm orrefutesupersym m etry,ifthishasnotalready been doneby LEP2 and/orthe
Ferm ilab proton-antiproton collider.Therefore we m ay soon know the answerto thequestion
whethersupersym m etry isjusta beautifulholom orphictheory,oralso a partofphysics.
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Figure C aptions

Fig. 1 Sensitivity ofthe LEP beam energy to (a)tides [15]: the solid lines are due to a tidal
m odel,(b)thewatertablein theJura m ountainsand (c)thelevelofLakeGeneva [16].

Fig. 2 (a) The \TGV e�ect" on the LEP beam energy [17],due (b)to the vagabond current
from electrictrainsreturning via theLEP ring.

Fig. 3 The valuesofthe vectorand axialcouplingsofleptons(gV ;gA),asextracted from LEP
data [4].

Fig. 4 Vacuum -polarization (oblique) diagram s contributing to the one-loop radiative correc-
tions.

Fig. 5 The num ericalsensitivity of�r (10)to m t (11)and M H (12). A determ ination of�r
alonecannot�x both m t and M H .

Fig. 6 Thedependenceofthe�2 function on m tforvariousassum ed valuesofM H ,from arecent
global�t[20].

Fig. 7 Thecontributionsofthedi�erentsectorsofprecision electroweak data to the�2 function
shown in Fig.6 [20].

Fig. 8 Quadratically-divergentcontributionsto �M 2

H .

Fig. 9 Com bined �t to allprecision electroweak data in the (M H ;m t) plane,including (solid
lines)ornot(dashed lines)thedirectdeterm ination ofm t by CDF/D0 (errorbaron the
left)[2]. The contourscorrespond to �� 2 = 1;4 around the m inim um (sm allcircle)in
eithercase.NoticethatM H issigni�cantly below 300 GeV atthe1� level,and below 1
TeV atthe2� level[20].

Fig.10 Thevaluesof�2 asfunctionsofM H forthevariousindicated valuesofm t [20].

Fig.11 �� 2 = 1 ranges form H in a series ofglobal�ts to the available precision electroweak
data [25].

Fig.12 Com parison ofthe Born approxim ation (stars),projections ofthe �� 2 = 1;4 ellipsoid
(solid ellipses),the SM (grid) and the predictions ofa one-generation TC m odelwith
N TC = 2,a Dirac technineutrino,M U = M D ,100 GeV < M E < 600 GeV,50 GeV
< M N < M E and the technicolour param eter [24]� > 1/2 (scattered dots). The TC
predictions are added to the SM radiative corrections,using the reference values m t =
170 GeV and M H = M Z. Noted thatthe TC predictionsare furtherthan the SM from
theexperim entaldata.Thebold arrowslabelled TQ and B indicatepossibleshiftsin the
TC predictionsofde�nite sign,and the other(thin)arrowslabelled B and NC indicate
shiftsthatarelesscertain.
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Fig.13 Contoursof� �
p
�� 2 forone-generation m odelswith eitherDiractechnineutrinos(a),

(b)orM ajorana technineutrino (c),(d). Note that� >
� 4.5 in allofthe TC param eter

space,to be com pared with � = 2.6 in the SM atthe reference point(m t = 170 GeV,
M H = M Z). In the case oftechniquark m ass degeneracy (M U = M D ),the Dirac and
M ajorana m odels�tsare com parable;in the case M U > M D ,however,the Diracm odel
becom eshighly disfavoured.In allcases,� = 1/2 isassum ed.

Fig.14 Possibleim provem entsin theprecision with which M H can beestim ated by global�tsto
futureprecision electroweak data [33].

Fig.15 TherangeofM H accessible to LEP2 with a centre-of-m assenergy of192 GeV [34].

Fig.16 Reach forHiggsbosonsin theM SSM atLEP2 with a centre-of-m assenergy of192 GeV.
Thedark shaded regionsareexcluded theoretically [34].

Fig.17 Com parison ofcom bined top-Higgs m ass �ts in the Standard M odel(SM ,upper plot)
and in its M inim alSupersym m etric extension (M SSM ,lower plot),at �� 2 = 1. The
continuation ofthe �� 2 = 1 contour below the LEP direct lim it M H > 65 GeV [4]is
shown dashed. Also shown in the SM plot are the lower lim its on M H from vacuum
m etastability [44]asa function ofthe \new physics" scale �V = 104{1019 GeV [43],and
theupperlim tsthatcom efrom requiring theSM couplingsto rem ain perturbativeup to
a scale�P = 103{1019 GeV.In theM SSM plot,weshow theintrinsicupperlim itson the
lightestHiggsm assfortwo values(2 and 16)oftan� = v2=v1.

Fig.18 Thecum ulativeprobability distribution calculated from the�2 function in theSM shown
in �g.4,obtained afterintegrating appropriately overm t,including the directm easure-
m entsfrom CDF and D0 [2]. Thism ay be used to estim ate the relative probabilitiesof
di�erentHiggsm assrangesin theSM and theM SSM ,asdiscussed in thetext[20].

Fig.19 The expected signi�cance for a Standard M odelHiggs boson in the ATLAS and CM S
experim entsatthe LHC [52],[53].The higher-m assrangeisalso accessible up to about
1 TeV.

Fig.20 Capability ofATLAS51 and CM S52 to exploretheM SSM Higgssector.Theregionswith
shaded edges can be explored with the channels indicated. Also shown is the region
accessible to LEP2.Between LHC and LEP2,essentially theentireplaneiscovered.

Fig.21 Cross-sectionsforsquark and gluino production attheLHC.

Fig.22 Expected m issing transverseenergy signalforsquarksand gluinosattheLHC,com pared
with theStandard M odeland experim entalbackgroundsin ATLAS [52].
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