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1 Introduction to the Standard M odel and its (N on-—
Topological) D efects

W hen we phenom enological particle physicists tak of the Standard M odel, we include QCD,
our theory of the strong interactions and the G lashow W einberg-Salam elctroweak theory
li]. Much of this kcture will be concemed with the Hllow ing findam ental question: why
are the m asses of the forcecarrying gauge bosons of the Standard M odel so 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 varant of the H iggs m echanisn , but we do not yet have any
direct experin ental evidence for this belief. H ow ever, precision electroweak data are begihning
to provide us w ith som e indications on the nature of H iggs physics, as discussed In Section 3,
and m ay be providing usw ith som e experin entalm otivation for supersym m etry, asdiscussed in
Section 4. T he recent big new s in the current catalogue of the elem entary particle constituents
ofm atter hasbeen the con m ation of the discovery of the top quark R, with a m ass close to
predictions [3]based on precision electroweak data #], aswe shallreview In Section 2. A s you
probably know , one of the rstm apr facts established by the LEP accekrator was that there
are no m ore light neutrino species. W ithin the Standard M odel context, this 1im its the num ber
of Jepton doublts, and hence presum ably m eans that there are no m ore charged Jptons either,
and (In order to cancel triangle anom alies) hence no m ore quarks In generations like the three
which are now known.

T he Standard M odel outlined In the previous paragraph has been tested and veri ed, by
experin ents at LEP in particular, w ith a precision which isnow betterthan 1 $ []. A Ithough
the Standard M odelhas passed (@lm ost) all these testswith ying colours, it hasm any non-—
topological) defects w hich m otivate going beyond it. T heoretically, the Standard M odel is very
unsatisfactory because it provides no explanation forthe elem entary particle quantum num bers

(colour, electroweak isospin, hypercharge), and contains twenty orm ore arbitrary param eters.
W e would dearly love to reduce the num ber of these param eters!

The m apr classes of problem that m otivate going beyond the Standard M odel are three.

The Problem of M ass: W hat are the origins of the di erent particle m asses? Is there an
elem entary H iggs boson? W hy are all the particle m asses so much an aller than the P lanck
m ass, the only candidate we have for a fundam ental scale In physics? D oes supersym m etry
ply a roke B] in answering this question? A s discussed in Section 4, there are good reasons to
expect that this set of questions m ay be answered by experin ents perform ed at forthcom ing
accekrators, In particular the LHC as discussed In Section 6.

The Problem of Uni cation: Is there a sin plk gauge fram ework which includes all the
Interactions of the Standard M odel? D oes this yield novel phenom ena such as proton decay
and neutrino m asses which can be detected, possbly by non-accelkrator experin ents?

TheP roblem ofF lavour: W hy are there som any di erent types ofquarksand leptons? W hy
arethe couplingsoftheW m ixed? W hat isthe originh ofCP violation? Som ephenom enologists
suggest that these questions m ay be answered In a com posite m odel of quarks and leptons.



Personally, T have never seen a com posite m odel that I nd convincing. M oreover, there is no
experin ental Indication on the scale at which these avour questions m ight be answvered. I
believe that obtaining the answer to this question w ill have to wait for a better understanding
of string theory.

String theory is the only serious candidate we have for a Theory of Everything which ncludes
graviy as well as the Standard M odel interactions described above, reconciks graviy with
quantum mechanics [§], explains the origin of the spacetine, tells us why we live in four
din ensions, etc. Since the scope of this kecture is purely phenom enological, I w ill not address
here these fascinating problem s.

2 Testing the Standard M odel

T he electrow eak sector ofthe Standard M odelhasbeen tested in a Jarge variety of experin ents
at a vast range of energies and distance scales. These extend from m easurem ents of parity
violation in atom s [#], with an e ective nvariant m om entum transfer Q 2 ofabout 10 *° Gev?,
through neutrino-electron scattering at 0  0: G &V [§], desp—nelastic electron—, m uon-and
neutrino-hadron scattering at Q 2 1 100 G eV, electron-positron collisions at Q2 < 10%
G eV? and proton-antiproton colliders at Q2 10 GeV?. The largest m om entum transfers of
all have been seen In desp-inelastic electron-proton collisions at HERA [9}], but these are not
yet of su cient precision to provide sensitive tests.

The m ost sensitive tests of the Standard M odel are those provided (] by electron-proton
oollisions in the LEP accelerator at CERN, and the SLC acoelerator at SLAC .M ost ofthe data
taken at these accelerators so far have been in the neighbourhood ofthe Z ° peak {1Q], which is
perhaps the m ost precisely studied Breit-W igner peak in history. The follow Ing are the basic
m easurem ents perform ed on the Z % peak.

The TotalH adronic C ross Section : At the tree Jevel, this is given by
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where M ; and ; are them ass and totaldecay rate ofthe Z % boson, respectively, and o, =»
are itspartialdecay rates Into electron-positron pairs and hadrons, respectively. A fter ncluding
electrom agnetic radiative corrections, the cross section in Eq. (1) is reduced to about 30 mb
{{3]. The totalevent rate at LEP isgiven by the product ofthis cross section and the lum hosity
(collision rate) which is< 2 16 an ? s !, yielding aln ost one event per experin ent per
second.

The TotalZ® D ecay R ate: In the absence of exotic decay m odes, this can be w ritten in the
fom
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w here the three Jeptonic decay rates are equal ifone assum es universality, and N isthe num ber
of Iight neutrino species. In the Standard M odel,

= 1992 0003 . : (©))

Since the neutrinos are not seen directly in the experin ent, they cannot be distinguished from
other weakly-interacting neutral particlkes, so the total

invisible N )
m ay be param etrized by a non-integer valie ofN !

P artialD ecay R ates: By looking at particular nalstates, it ispossible to disentangle various
partialdecay rates ofthe Z °. Particularly accurately m easured arethe .., which can be related
to the ratios R haa= . O f special recent interest [11] have been the partial decay rates
Into bottom and chamm quarks, param etrized by Ry, = 1= had-

Forw ard-B ackw ard A sym m etries: Atthe tree level, it ispossible to param etrize the angular
distroution of ff (f 6 ) nalstatesby
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O ne can then de ne the forward-backward asym m etry
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which has the value 3(1  4sif 4 )? or * and * . Thismeasuram ent is particularly
free of system atic detector e ects and is lin ited essentially by statistics.

Final-State P olarization: Theheavy lepton analyzes itsown polarization when it decays,
which can be m easured In a num ber of hadronic and kptonic nal states. At the tree Jevel In
the Standard M odel, the polarzation is given by
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This is a particularly sensitive way ofm easuring sin®  , though again lin ited by statistics.

PolarizedBeam A sym m etry: Ifa longiudinally-polarized electron beam is available, as at
the SLC [12], one can m easure the total cross-section asym m etry
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where I, and R label the di erent electron helicities. T he electron and positron beam s circu-—
lating at LEP have a natural transverse polarization {13], which is useful for calbrating the



beam energy and hence m easuring the Z m ass and w idth, as discussed shortly, but there are
no plans at CERN to rotate the beam polarization to the longiudinal direction.

T he precision electrow eak m easurem ents from high-energy experin entsat CERN 4], SLAC
["4]and Femm ilab [12], are summ arized in Tablk 1. Particularly notablk isthe high precision (2
10 °) with which the Z m ass ism easured. The other LEP m easurem ents are also considerably
m ore precise than was thought possbl before LEP started operation [L0]. T he latest value for
the totalnum ber of neutrino species is BI:

N = 2991 02016 ©)

I had always hoped that this number would tum out to be non-integer, such as or (even
better) e, re ecting the presence of exotic physics, but this was not to be.

M, 91.1884 00022 Gev
2 2.4963 00032 Gev
N 41 488 0078  nb

Ry 20.788 0.032

AL 0.0172 0.0012

A 01418 0.0075

A, 01390 0.0089

Ry, 02219 0.0017

Rc 0.1543 0.0074

AP, 0.0999 0.0031

AS, 0.0725 0.0058

sin® oer Qpp) | 02325 0.0013

M y 8026 016 Gev

sin® cer Brr) | 023049 0.00050

-Tabk 1 -

A s already m entioned, the transverse polarization of the LEP beam s is ussfil to calbrate
the beam energy, because the polarization disappears at certain resonance energies which are
determ ined by the electron’s anom alous m agnetic m om ent. U sing this technique, it has been
possble to measure the LEP beam energy wih a precision better than 1 M &V {1§]. W hen
thiswas st done, it was discovered that the beam energy varied system atically by 10 M €V
or m ore, considerably m ore than the quoted error in the Z m ass. O ver tin g, these varations
In the LEP beam energy have becom e better understood, and revealm any subtle and am using
e ects, In addition to banale ects associated w ith the tam perature and hum idiy in the LEP
tunnel. For exam pl, as seen In Fig. 1, the energy of the LEP beam is correlated w ith the
positions of the Sun and M oon [13], which exert tidale ectson the rock in which the LEP ring
isembedded, causing it to expand and contract, which the tuning of the m achine converts into
a variation in its energy. Even after this e ect was taken into acoount, signi cant variations
In the size of the LEP ring were detected, as seen in Fig. 1. M ost of the variation in 1993



tumed out to be correlated w ith the height of the water table inside the Jura m ountains [L§]:
water in the rock causes it to expand, carrying LEP w ith it. H owever, thiswas not resoonsble
for the varations seen In the st part of 1994. These were largely explained by the Swiss
policy of em ptying Lake G eneva In the spring, to m ake room for the run-o water from the
m elting snow s in the m ountains. The rock surrounding LEP expands during the m onths after
the burden of this water is released, m uch as Scandinavia is still rising after the Ioe A ge.

Anotherbizarre e ect that hasbeen identi ed very recently is that of electric trains on the
nearly railway lne from Geneva to France. Not all of the retum current passes through the
rails, but som e passes through the earth, and in particular through the LEP ring, which is a
relatively good conductor. This can produce changes in the LEP m agnets corresponding to a
shift of ssveralM eV in the beam energy. asseen n Fig. 2 [I7]. The \TGV e ect" on the LEP
determ iation ofthe Z % m ass rem ains to be evaluated, but seem sunlkely to a ect signi cantly
the LEP determ ination of the Z° decay width [L§].

Figure 3 show s the in plications of som e of the precision m easuram ents In Tablk 1 for the
couplings of the 7 ° to charged Jptons. W e see that gy is close to the value -1/2 predicted in
the Standard M odelat the tree level, while g, is signi cantly di erent from zero, asexpected In
the Standard M odelw ith sin®* ; < 1=4. F igure 3 also show s predictions in the Standard M odel
for di erent values of the top—quark and H iggsboson massesm . and M y . A swas polnted out
by Velm an [19] in particular, the precision electroweak m easurem ents in Table 1 are sensitive
to quantum corrections associated w ith unseen particles. For exam pl, at the one-doop level,
theW and Z m asses are given by [10]
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T he radiative correction r receives an in portant corrections from the m assive top quark. If

it were absent, the third quark isogoin doublt of the Standard M odel would be Incom plete,

breaking gauge symm etry and destroying the renom alizability of the Standard M odel. The

quantity mZ m? is a m easure of ekctroweak isospin breaking, which is sensed by precision

electroweak m easuram ents through the vacuum -polarization (cblique) diagram shown in the
rst part of Fig. 4. These m ake a contribution {19], 0]
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The H iggs boson also contrbutes to r. Agaln, the Standard M odelwould not be renom at-
izable if the gauge sym m etry were broken explicitly, rather than spontaneously. In agreem ent
with a screening theorem proved by Velm an {19], the sensitivity to the physical H iggsboson
m ass provided by the last two diagram s In Fig. 4 is only logarithm ic
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but experin ents are now also sensitive (] to the param eter M j .



Figure 5 show s the num erical sensitivity of rtom andM y [10]. A measured valuie of r
does not determ ine uniquely both m . and M y , shce a tradeo between their contrdbution is
possible, but a combination ofm any di erent precision electroweak m easurem ents does allow
m: and My to be disentangled. G Iobal ts to the precision elctroweak data now use m any
calculations P1] of higher-order e ects going considerably beyond @Q), @1), @2).

Combining all the availabl precision elctroweak data from LEP, SLC, Fem ilab and low -
energy g, g, gand e interactions, a global t with My lft as a free param eter predicts
a1

mye= 155 14GeVv (13)

as seen in Fig. 6. The contrbutions of the di erent sectors to the 2 fiunction are shown in
Fig. 7. A somewhat higher value is cbtained if the LEP data alone are used In the t, and
the centralvalue ofm ; is increased substantially ifM 4 is not left fiee, but is xed at 300 G &V
Z]. The indirect detem hation {13) is consistent (within errors) with the m ean value of the
published CDF and D 0 m easurem ents ]

m.= 181 12Gé€V : 4)

It is therefore appropriate to m ake a combined t of the direct and indirect m easuram ents
(which have com parable weights), yielding 0]

m.= 172 10GeV : @5)

W ith the recent discovery of the top quark at Ferm ilab, the \M endeleev tablk" of elem entary
m atter constituents isapparently now com plte. Now the fun starts, nam ely solving the problem
ofm ass and nding the H iggs boson, or w hatever replaces it.

3 The E lectrow eak Vacuum

It is generally acoepted by theorists that generating the m asses of the particles In the Standard
M odel requires a spontaneous breakdow n of its gauge sym m etry

My,; 60, <0Kir,P>6 0 (16)

where X issome eld wih non-trivial isogoin and a non—zero vacuum expectation value. M ea—
suram ents oftheW and Z m asses

I 1 a7)
mz oo y

indicate that the eld X mainly has isospin I = 1=2 R2]. This is also what is required to give
m asses to the quarks and leptons in the Standard M odel:

s Hioipffg ) me £ £ 18)



T here is a general consensus on the above statem ents: however, you can start an argum ent
when you discuss whether X  is elem entary or com posite.

The option chosen in the original form ulation of the Standard M odel by W einberg and
Salam fl] was that of an elem entary Higgsboson: < 0H °{) >$6 0. Thisis ne at the classical
tree Jevel, but yields problem s when you calculate quantum loops. Each individual one of the
diagram s shown In Fig. 8 yields a quantum correction

M0 — 2 (19)

where representsa cut-o in momentum space, above which the Standard M odel ism odi ed
or replaced. A s discussed In the next section, these quantum corrections m ay be reduced to
< m? ifone invokes B] supersymm etry at an energy scale below 1 TeV .

T he altemative option is to postulate that X is com posite, presum ably a condensate of
strongly-interacting fem ion-antiferm ion pairs:

<OFFP>60 20)

by analogy wih quark condensation in QCD , and the condensation of C ooper pairs in con—
ventional superconductivity. P ossible candidates for the strongly-interacting fem ion F include
the top quark R3], which could be bound by strong Yukawa couplings if it were su ciently
heavy, or techniquarks T PZ4] bound by new technicolour interactions at an energy scale of
order 1 TEV .

T he precision electroweak data reviewed In the previous section already provide us som e
indicationson M y 0], which seem to disfavour the available com posite H iggs scenarios. The
correlation between my and My seen In Fig. 5 is weakened when onem akes a global tto all
the high—and low -energy data, asseen n Fig. 9. Indeed, as seen In Fig. 10, a global tprovides
a 2 function which looks G aussian as a fiinction of og M  , even before the direct CDF and
D 0 m easuram ents of m  are included. A s also seen I Fig. 9, the data prefer a rehtively light
H iggs boson. Ifwe do not include the direct m easurem ents ofm , we nd 0]

My = 3625 Gev @1)

which becom es
My = 76 1" Gev (22)

if the direct Ferm ilab m easurem ents ] are included. The range in Eq. £2) can be rephrased

as M
L= 00808 (23)

g0

Z
which is perhaps m ore appropriate in view of the logarithm ic sensitivity toM yz . As seen in
Fig. 11, thispreference for a relatively light H iggsboson hasbeen a consistent trend for several
years P5]. M oreover, it is now con m ed by several other recent global ts to the available
electroweak data K], RG]. A s discussed in m ore detail in the next section, the preferred value
ofM y ishighly consistent w ith the range predicted In the m inim al supersym m etric extension



of the Standard M odel M SSM ). Independently of this theoretical prejudice, Inow o er 3-to-1
oddsthatM 4z < 300 G€&V.

The relatively ow value Eq. (21) and €2) bodes ill for a com posite H iggsm odel. M inin al
scenarios for tt condensation based on a N am bu-Jona Lasinio m odel

1 h 2 5 Zl
LNJL= aD=a+§G (a a) (a a) (24)

correspond to a reform ulation of the Standard M odelw ith constraints that lead to R3]
My’ Qto2)my : my 200to250Gev (25)

N either of these predictions agrees well w ith experin ent, In particular the top quark appears
to be too light. This has not com plktely discouraged would-be top-quark condensers, som e of
whom are postulating epicycles such as supersymm etry and/or an extension of the Standard
M odel gauge group R7].

Technicolour P4]would be able to provide m asses for the W and Z with jist one isospin
doublkt of techniquarks T, whose new gauge Interactions would becom e strong at an energy
scale

rc 7 3000 gcp (26)

However, this m inin alm odel requires som e extension if it is to provide fem ion m asses, and
the conventional scenario P8] discussed is a m odelw ith one technigeneration:

(7e) @;d)
(N ;E )l;:::;NTC (U;D )l;:::;NTC (27)
This m odel has long had potential problem s w ith light charged technipions and a possble
avour-changing neutral Interactions, w hich have m otivated variants such as \waking" techni-

colour R9]. Them iseries of thism odel have been com pounded by recent precision electrow eak
data.

The quantum e ects of a Jarge class of extensions of the Standard M odel which add new
isospin representations, ncluding the above-m entioned technicolourm odel, can Jargely be char-
acterized by their e ects on three com binations ofbosonic vacuum polarizations B0]:
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In the Standard M odel, the kading behaviours of T and S are
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as functions ofm: and M y . The previous constraintson m and M y m ay be regarded, alter-
natively, as bounds on new physics contrbutions to S;T;U [B0U], Bl]. Figure 12 shows as an
exam ple one analysis of the constraints on these variables found 2] in a global t, in which a
urth param eter , is Introduced to param etrize quantum corrections to the Z b vertex [B1].
Also shown In Fig. 12 are the Standard M odel predictions, shown as a grid for di erent val-
uesofm and M y , and the range of possibl predictions in a m inin al one—fam ily technicolour
modelwih N = 2. The techniocolour m odel is apparently disfavoured, but som e possble
m odi cations of its predictions could be envisaged B2], as indicated by the arrow s in Fig. 12.
D iscarding for the m om ent these possibilities, and disregarding the uncalculable possbility of
\waking" technicolour £9], Fig. 13 show s the price that one m ust pay in order to reconcik a
m Inin al technicolour m odelw ith precision electroweak data.

Tt s=em s that the H iggs boson is lkely to be rwlatively light, In apparent con ict with the
available strongly-interacting m odels. The indications on M y presently available are likely to
becom e strengthened during the com ing decade [33], as seen in Fig. 14. W em ay even discover
the H iggs! Asseen in Fig. 15, the LEP 2 accekeratornow starting to provide data should enable
us to explore H iggs m asses up to about 95 GeV [B4]. This already covers much of the range
favoured by the present data shown In Fig. 9, and also exploresm uch oftheM SSM param eter
space, as discussed In the next section.

4 M otivations for Supersym m etry

Supersymm etry [33] is a beautifiil theory, but the m otivations for it to appear at accessble
energies are related to the problem ofm assm entioned above, nam ely the origin of the hierarchy
ofm ass scales In physics, and its naturalness in the presence of radiative corrections F]. The
question why my ismuch less than mpy,a OrMmgyr Can be rephrased as the question: why
isGy < Gy, oreven why the Coulomb potential inside an atom is much stronger than the
N ew tonian potential:

— <Gy — (30)

This hierarchy is valuabl to radiative corrections. W e say that a theory is natural if the
radiative corrections are not m uch larger than the physical values of observable quantities. For
exam ple, the lading one-loop correction to a fem ion m ass takes the form

me = 0 — m ¢ n — (31)

which isnot mudch larger than m ¢ for any reasonable cuto > mp .
N aturalness is, however, a problm foran elem entary H iggsboson, which in the electroweak
sector of the SM must have a m ass

r— o1

My = My 0 — : (32)



A s already m entioned, the one-doop diagram s shown In Fig. 8 Jead to \large" radiative correc—
tions of the form
mi g, "0 — 2. (33)

These are much larger than the physical value mfl fora cuto , rpresenting the scak at
which new physics appears, oforderm, ormgyr -

Supersymm etry solves the naturahess problem of an elem entary H iggs boson by virtue
of the fact that i has no quadratic divergences and fewer logarithm ic divergences than non—
supersym m etric theordes. T he diagram s shown In F ig. 8 have opposite signs, so that their net
resul is ! |

., % ., B

mW;H ﬂ (2+mF) F (2+mB): (34)

T he leadnhg divergences cancel ifthere are the sam e num bers ofbosons and ferm ions, and ifthey
have the sam e couplings gr = gz , @s In a supersym m etric theory. T he residual contribution is
an all if supersym m etry is approxim ately valid, ie., ifmg ’/ my :

mig ' 0 — mZ  m? 33)

which isno largerthanm § ,, if

m: mi < 1Tev? (36)
T his property provides the rst m otivation for supersymm etry at low energies. However, it
m ust be em phasized that this is a qualitative argum ent which should be regarded as a m atter
of taste. A fter all, an unnatural theory is still renom alizable, even if it requires ne tuning of

param eters. A seocond supersym m etric m iracle is the absence ofm any logarithm ic divergences:
form any Yukawa ocouplings and quartic tem s in the e ective potential,

/ 37)

which vanishes if the rare coupling = 0. The combination of Egs. (35) and (37) m eans that
ifMy Mp at the tree level, it stays sn all In all orders of perturbation theory, solving the
naturalness problem and providing a context for attacking the hierarchy problem .

T he Jatter is particularly accute in theordies w ith both large and sn all scales, In which the
former may \leak" and contam inate the latter Bg]. Consider for exampl a G rand Uni ed
Theory w ih two sets of H iggs bosons, H w ith a large vacuum expectation value Vgyr and h
with a an all vacuum expectation value vy . In a generic G rand Uni ed T heory, there w illbe
a quartic coupling hhH H , which yields

mg ! &1 (38)

which is a Jarge and potentially disastrous contrbution to the light Higgsm ass. Even if = 0
at the tree level wWhy? this is the hierarchy problam ), radiative corrections w ill regenerate a
non-zero coupling, so that

m; 0 — Vi, 39)
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Such contrilbutions need to be suppressed to m any orders of perturbation theory, which requires
a powerfil symm etry, such as supersymm etry. It is also worth pointing out that it has been
argued [87] that quantum gravity e ects may also generate a large shift in the mass of an
elem entary H iggs boson

m; = Ofmz) (40)

although to be sure of this, one needs a consistent quantum theory of gravity. E ects such as
40) are lkely to be absent In a supersymm etric theory, and, In any case, the only consistent
quantum theory of gravity which we possess is string theory, which is di cult or in possible to
form ulate consistently w ithout supersym m etry.

5 M odelBuilding

Now that we arem otivated to construct a supersym m etric m odel, the rst question iswhether
the known farm dons (g; *) could be the supersym m etric partners ofthe \known" bosons ( ;W ;% ,
H ;g)? Aswas rst pointed out by Fayet B8], the answer is not for phenom enology, since their
quantum numbers do not m atch. For exam ple, the quarks g appear In 3 r=presentations of
SU (3)., whereas the bosons appear In 1 and 8 representations. Likew ise, the lptons ‘ have
non-zero lpton number, whereas all the bosons have zero ¥pton number. As a resul, one
m ust introduce supersym m etric partners for all the known particks, as shown In Tabl 2. You
m ay not appreciate the economy in particles, but you should appreciate the economy of the

supersym m etric principle.

J spartick J
azr 1/2 qr squark 0
LR 1/2 ",z skpton 0

1 ~ photino 1/2
Z 1 7 zino 1/2
W 1 W wio 1/2
H ©® 0 ® ®higgsho 1/2

—-Tabk 2 -

You m ay wonder whether, ifN = 1 supersymm etry is good, perhapsN > 1 supersymm etry
isbetter? The answer is: not for phenom enology, because such a theory cannot acoom m odate
chiral ferm ions. The availablke N 2 supem ultiplets are

0 1 0 1 0 1
2 +1 0

80,06 B+1% & X @1)
2 0 1

In which the ferm ions ofhelicity + 1=2 have the sam e intemal quantum num bers asthe ferm ions
of helicity 1=2, m aking it In possibl to acoom m odate the pariy violation seen in the elec—
troweak interactions.
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T he starting point for any discussion of supersym m etric phenom enology is them inim al su—
persym m etric extension of the Standard M odel 39], which has the sam e gauge Interactions as
the Standard M odel, and whose Yukawa interactions are derived from the follow Ing superpo—

tential, which is wrtten as a holom orphic function of kft-handed super elds:
X X

W= . LECH, + s QUCH,
LEe owe
X
+ c QD°H;+ HH, 42)
QD¢

HereL and Q denote keft-handed quark and Jepton doublkts, respectively and E ¢, U ¢, D © denote
the conjigate kpton and quark singlkets. The rstterm in Eq. @2) provides m asses for the
charged lptons:

my= V1 43)

and the next two provide m asses for the charged 2/3 and charged -1/3 quarks, respectively:
My = uV2; Mg= qV1 44)

N otice that two Higgs doublkts H ;,, are needed In order to preserve the holom orphy of the
superpotential W , and to cancel out axialU (1) current anom alies, and that the fourth tem in
W acoomm odates m ixing between the two H iggs doublts. The Yukawa and gauge couplings
In theM SSM m ake a supersym m etric contribution to the e ective potential of the fom :
X 1X
VvV = Fif+ 2 0 *)? (45)

1 a

where a
W o
F, = @i; Da= g, i@a)é ] (40)
are the conventional F and D temn s, respectively. The fact that the quartic tem s in the
e ective potential are so constrained provides restrictions on the supersym m etric H iggs boson

m asses, as w illbe discussed later.

A s you may well in agine, all the searches for supersym m etric particles have been unsuc—
cessfil so far, and have provided the follow Ing approxin ate lower lim its on som e of theirm asses

m‘;~;~;W > 45Gev [40]; M ey < 150Gev g'-fl] @7)

The LEP2 energy upgrade w ill provide us wih access to a new range of sparticle m asses,
and continuation of the Fem ilab proton-antijproton collider w ill increase the search range for
squarks and gliinos. W hy do we phenom enologists keep the faith that supersym m etric particles
w ill eventually be found, despite the lack of direct experin ental evidence?

In addition to the theoretical m otivations for supersym m etry, there are two tentative and
Indirect experim ental m otivations provided by the precision electroweak data, which come
m ainly from LEP.O ne isprovided by the previously-m entioned indication that the H iggsboson
is \probably" light: Mz < 300 G &V, which is consistent w ith the M SSM expectation that §1]

my, ' my 40 G&V 48)
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A sm entioned above, the M SSM contains two H iggs doublts

H g
20 ;7 Hi= !
H2 Hl

49)
which contain a totalofeight realdegrees of freedom . Three ofthess are \eaten" by theW  and
the 7 ° to yield theirm asses, leaving ve physical H iggs bosons to be discovered by experin ent.
T hree ofthese are neutral, the scalarsh;H and the superscalarA , and two are charged H . At
the tree kevel, all the m asses and couplings of these H iggses are controlled by two param eters,
which m ay be taken as (m , ;tan ¥=vy):

2 2 2 2
my+my = mj+m;
2 _ 2 2
m; = mj;+myg
1
2 _ T 2 2 2 242 2.2
My, = 2rr1A+mZ Mmz+m3) dmzm ; cos® 2 (50)

In particular, the lighter scalar H iggs h was guaranteed to be lighter than the Z , which was
good new s for LEP 2. However, radiative corrections associated in particular w ith the heavy

top quark @2] |
4

m
mi/ — h
m

. 51)

W

B‘B
anla N

Increase the upper lim it to
my -~ 130 GeV (52)

Asseen In Fig. 16, it is still true that m uch ofthe h m ass range w illbe explored at LEP 2 [34],
but, alas, not allof it.

A s already m entioned, the range (52) is highly consistent w ith the indirect indications from
the precision electroweak data on the possble m ass of the Higgs. One can even go further,
and argue that the LEP data slightly favour theM SSM over the Standard M odel 20]. In the
latter, the requirem ent that all the couplings rem ain  nite in the energy rangeE < ; impose
an upper lin it on the H iggs m ass. If the Standard M odel is to ram ain valid all the way up
to Mgyr orMyp,then My < 200 GeV as seen in Fig. 17 (3]. On the other hand, the
(m eta) stability ofthe electroweak vacuum in posesa lower 1im it which depends on the scale v
up to which the e ective H iggs potential is assum ed to be reliable, as also seen in Fig. 17 ¥4l
T hus, the Standard M odelaswe know it is consistent w ith only a an all range of H ggsm asses

116 GeV < My < 190 GeVv (53)

r p = y =10°GeV andm,’ 172 GeV as found in the previous global t. This isto be
contrasted w ith the range
50GeV < my < 124Ge&V 54)

allowed In the M SSM for the sam e value of m . A ccording to Fig. 18, which is deduced from
the 2 fiunction in Fig. 9, the apparent probabilities of these m ass ranges are about 18 and 36
$ , respectively 20Q]. Therefore Io er anotherbet: Io er 2-to-1 odds on theM SSM !
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T he second indirect indication in favour of supersym m etry is provided by the wellbpublicized
consistency ofthe m easurem ents at the Standard M odelgauge couplings 1,3 w ith the predic-
tions of m inin al supersymm etric GUT s §5]. Ever since 1987 {§], 7], but wih a statistical
strength which has hcreased greatly w ith the advent of LEP data, the prediction for sin?
in am nim alnon-supersymm etric GUT {48§]:

. 2 400 M ev
sin® y Myz) = 0208+ 0:004 Ny 1)+ 0006ln ———
s vs Ne=4)
= 0214 0004 for ;5@) = 200 to 800 M eV (55)
hasbeen in con ict with data, which now indicate K9]
sin® 4 m;) = 02312 0:0003 (56)

M s

The prediction for sin? ; is less precise, even I the m tnin al supersymm etric GU T, because
it containsm ore param eters, and it is not possible at present to use this consistency to provide
m eaningfi1l constraints on the possible m asses of supersym m etric particles [BJ]. Nevertheless,
we are encouraged to believe that supersymm etry may lie \jist around the comer", which
m eans eitther at LEP2 or at the LHC, aswe now discuss.

6 Physicswith the LHC

T his accelerator Bli] provides us w ith our best prospect for exploring the 1 TeV energy region,
where we m ay expect to nd the H iggs boson and supersymm etry. The LHC o ers ssveral
possibilities for colliding di erent types of particle. O £m ost interest for new particle searches
is its proton-proton collider m ode, which will have a centre-ofm ass energy of up to 14 TV,
and a lum nosity ofup to 10°** an 2 sec !. A lso possble are heavy-ion collisions w ith nuclei
up to lad: used as a kad-lead collider, the LHC would have a centre-ofm ass energy up to 12
PeV and a lum inosity ofup to 10?7 an 2 sec !, whilst the lim inosity could be higher if lighter
calcium isused. Tt will also be possibl to use the LHC as an electron-proton, proton-nuclkus
or ekctron-nuckus ocollider, if the m ood so takes us. The LHC was approved by the CERN

Council at the end of 1994, to start doing physics in the 2004. For reasons of cash ow, the
hiial approvalwas for a m achine w ith fewer m agnets, abl to reach a centre-ofm ass energy
of 10 TeV to start with. However, if non-m ember states contribute signi cantly, i m ay be
possibl to start mm ediately at the fiull design energy of 14 T€V : the nalm achine schedule
and energy w illbe decided at a review in 1997.

The nitial LHC experim ental program m e is expected to nclude the follow ing four experi-
ments: ATLAS B2]and CM S B3], which are Jarge generalpurpose experin ents for discovery
physics in proton-proton collisions, ALICE (4], which isprim arily intended forheavy—ion exper-
In ents ssarching for the quark-gluon plaan a, though it m ay also be used to ook for di ractive
scattering, and LHC-B B3], an experin ent designed prin arily to look for CP violation in the
decays of B m esons produced In proton-proton collisions.

14



TheLHC acceleratorw illbene t fully from the existing CERN nfrastructure, since it w illbe
builk nside the existing LEP tunnel, and w ill receive particles which have been preaccelerated
by the other CERN accelkrators.The LHC m agnets are of a very am bitious design, w ith a high
m agnetic eld above 9 Tesla and two m agnetic channels carrying beam s circulating in opposite
directions. Sucoessfiil tests have been m ade w ith the rst m agnetic prototypes, Indicating that
them axinum design energy should be reachable, and m ay even be exceeded. The ALICE and
LHC-B experim ents w ill be placed in underground pits w hich have already been dug ortwo of
the LEP experin ents, but the ATLA S and CM S experin ents w ill require two very large new
pits. These and tunnels for transferring the proton and heavy-ion beam s from the lowerenergy
SP S accelkerator are them ain pieces of civilengineering that w illbe required. It jist so happens
that one of the beam transfer lines points in the direction of taly and G reece, w here neutrino
detectors are now being built that could be used for long baseline neutrino experin ents [F4],
using neutrinos produced by a CERN proton beam , but it has not yet been decided whether
this willbe ncluded in the LHC programm e.

Top ofthe LHC physics agenda w illbe the search for the H iggsboson, which should have a
m ass below about 1 TeV , Indeed below about 300 G &V if one believes the Indirect Indications
from precision electroweak experin ents RQ], even 90 40 Ge&V iftheM SSM is correct [d2]. A
Standard M odel H iggs boson w illbe detectable at LEP 2 as soon as the centre-ofm ass energy
is increased a fow GeV aboveM ; + My [34]. Since them axinum LEP 2 centre-ofm ass energy
is expected to be about 192 G &V, thism eans that a H iggs weighing m ore than about 95 G &V
will be prey for the LHC . The Standard M odel H iggs boson w ill be detectabl at the LHC
by its decay into ifMy < 140 GeV, by itsdecay into 4% if130GevVv < My < 700 G&V,
and by its decay into * " if700 GeV< My < 1 TeV.Figure 19 summ arizes the H iggs
discovery signi cance that is expected by combining the ATLAS and CM S experim ents B2],
B3]. The vegjialaxjs is the num ber of sjgnalev?pzs S divided by the statistical uctuation in
badkground B .D iscovery can be clained ifS= B > 5, which isseen from Fig. 19 to be the
case forthe fullrange 900 Ge&V < My < 1 TevV.

The search for one ormore M SSM H iggs bosons is m ore com plicated, because the prod-
uct of the production cross-section and the observabl decay branching ratio is often sn aller
than in the Standard M odel, and there are several H iggs bosons to be found w ith a number
of di erent signatures. Figure 20 summ arizes Incom prehensbly the overall progoects for the
supersym m etric H iggs search at the LHC [52], B3], B7]. Regions on the shaded side of each
solid line can be explored by the LHC . D iligent exam ination ofthe two-din ensional param eter
soace w ill not reveal any region where discovery is in possble. W e therefore conclude that the
LHC willbe ablk to prove or digporove the M SSM via its H iggs sector alone.

N ext on the LH C physics agenda w illbe the search for supersym m etric particles, which m ay
well tum out to be the biggest banana of all. Figure 21 exhibits the expected cross-sections
for producing pairs of gluinos and/or squarks at the LHC . T hese are expected to| have a high
probability for decays w ith Jarge m issing transverse energy carried away by the lightest super-
sym m etric particlke, which is expected to be a weakly-interacting neutral particke analogous to
the neutrino, but heavier. T hism issing transverss-energy signature is expected to be cbservable
even if the squarks and gliinos decay in a cascade through various intemm ediate states before
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arriving at the lightest supersymm etric particke. Figure 22 show s that the supersym m etric
signal is expected to stick out above the irreducible total Standard M odel background and the
badkground due to experin ental In perfections, if the gliino and squark each weigh 1.5 TeV
and one looks for events w ith m ore than 300 G &V ofm issing transverse energy. The ATLA S
4] and CM S 3] collaborations have concluded that they should be able to detect squarks
and gluinos weighing anything up to about 2 TeV , which includes all the range m otivated by
the naturahess and hierarchy argum ents presented previously.

W e conclude optim istically that, within ten years or so, experin ents at the LHC will be
able to con m or refiite supersym m etry, if this hasnot already been doneby LEP 2 and/or the
Fem ilab proton-antiproton collider. T herefore we m ay soon know the answer to the question
whether supersym m etry is just a beautifiil holom orphic theory, or also a part of physics.
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Sensitivity of the LEP beam energy to (a) tides {15]: the solid lines are due to a tidal
m odel, (o) the water table in the Jura m ountains and (c) the level of Lake G eneva [1§].

@) The \TGV e ect" on the LEP beam energy [7], due () to the vagabond current
from electric trains retuming via the LEP ring.

T he values of the vector and axial couplings of kptons (Gy ;0 ), as extracted from LEP
data {41.

Vacuum -polarization (cblique) diagram s contributing to the oneZdocp radiative correc—
tions.

The num erical sensitivity of r (10) tom  (11) and My (12). A detem ination of r
alone cannot xbothmi.andM 4 .

T he dependence ofthe 2 fiinction on m ; forvarious assum ed valies ofM g , from a recent
glbal t ROI.

T he contrbutions of the di erent sectors of precision electroweak data to the 2 fiinction
shown In Fig. 6 RQ].

Q uadratically-divergent contrbutionsto MZ .

Combined t to all precision electroweak data In the M y ; m ) plane, Including (solid
lines) or not (dashed lines) the direct determ mnation ofm by CDF /D 0 (errorbar on the
eft) E]. T he contours correspond to 2= 1;4 around them nimum (an all circke) 1
either case. Notice that M y is signi cantly below 300 GeV atthel Jlvel, and below 1
TeV atthe2 level 20].

The values of 2 as functions ofM 4 for the various indicated values ofm . Q1.

2= 1 ranges Hrmy in a series of global ts to the available precision electroweak
data P5I.

Com parison of the Bom approxin ation (stars), progctions of the 2 = 1;4 ellipsold
(solid ellipses), the SM (grid) and the predictions of a onegeneration TC m odel w ith
N:c = 2, a Dimac technineutrno, My = M, 100 GeV < My < 600 Gev, 50 Gev
< My < Mg and the technicolour param eter 4] > 1/2 (scattered dots). The TC
predictions are added to the SM radiative corrections, using the reference valuesm ¢ =
170 GeV and My = M 5 . Noted that the TC predictions are further than the SM from
the experin entaldata. The bold arrow s Jabelled TQ and B indicate possible shifts in the
T C predictions of de nite sign, and the other (thin) arrow s labelled B and NC indicate
shifts that are less certain.
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C ontours of P or one-generation m odels w ith either D irac technineutrinos @),
) or M aprana technineutrino (), d). Note that > 45 ;n allofthe TC param eter
sace, tobe compared with = 2.6 In the SM at the reference point m. = 170 G&V,
My = Myz). In the case of techniquark m ass degeneracy My = M p ), the D irac and
M aprana m odels ts are com parable; In the case M y > M , however, the D irac m odel
becom es highly disfavoured. In allcases, = 1/2 is assum ed.

Possble In provem ents In the precision with which M y can be estin ated by global tsto
fiture precision electroweak data B31.

The range ofM y accessbl to LEP2 w ith a centre-ofm ass energy of 192 Gev  [34].

Reach forH iggsbosons n the M SSM at LEP 2 w ith a centre-ofm ass energy 0of192 G&V .
The dark shaded regions are excluded theoretically [(34].

Com parson of combined topH iggsmass ts in the Standard M odel (SM , upper plot)
and in its M inin al Supersymm etric extension M SSM , ower plot), at 2 = 1. The
continuation ofthe 2 = 1 contour below the LEP direct imit My > 65 Gev H]is
shown dashed. Also shown in the SM plt are the Iower limits on My from vacuum
m etastability (4] as a function of the \new physics" scake v = 10*{10"° Gev {3], and
the upper lin ts that com e from requiring the SM couplings to ram ain perturbative up to
ascal p = 10°{10*° GeV .In theM SSM plot, we show the intrinsic upper lin its on the
lIightest H iggsm ass ortwo values (2 and 16) oftan = w=v;.

T he cum ulative probability distrbution calculated from the 2 fiunction in the SM shown
In g.4, obtained after ntegrating approprately over m ., including the direct m easure—
ments from CDF and DO R]. Thismay be used to estin ate the relative probabilities of
di erent H iggs m ass ranges In the SM and the M SSM , as discussed in the text 0] .

T he expected signi cance for a Standard M odel H iggs boson In the ATLAS and CM S
experin ents at the LHC (2], 53]. The higherm ass range is also accessble up to about
1Tev.

C apability of ATLA S* and CM S$°? to explore theM SSM H iggs sector. T he regions w ith
shaded edges can be explored with the channels indicated. A Iso shown is the region
accessble to LEP2. Between LHC and LEP 2, essentially the entire plane is covered.

C ross—sections for squark and gliino production at the LHC .

E xpected m issing transverse energy signal for squarks and gluinos at the LHC , com pared
w ith the Standard M odeland experin entalbackgrounds In ATLA S [B2].
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