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A bstract

After an introduction recalling the theoreticalm otivation for low energy

(100 G eV to TeV scale)supersym m etry,thisreview describesthe theory and

experim entalim plications ofthe soft supersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian of

the generalm inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM ).Extensionsto

include neutrino m asses and nonm inim altheories are also discussed. Topics

covered include m odels of supersym m etry breaking, phenom enological con-

straints from electroweak sym m etry breaking, avor/CP violation, collider

searches,and cosm ologicalconstraintsincluding dark m atterand im plications

forbaryogenesisand ination.
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1 Introduction

TheStandardM odelofelem entaryparticlephysics(SM )[1,2,3]isaspectacularly

successfultheory oftheknown particlesand theirelectroweak and strongforces.The

SM isa gaugetheory,in which thegaugegroup SU(3)c� SU(2)L � U(1)Y issponta-

neously broken to SU(3)c � U(1)E M by thenonvanishing vacuum expectation value

(VEV)ofa fundam entalscalar�eld,the Higgs�eld,atenergiesoforder100 GeV.

Although theSM providesa correctdescription ofvirtually allknown m icrophysical

nongravitationalphenom ena,thereareanum beroftheoreticaland phenom enological

issuesthattheSM failsto addressadequately:

� Hierarchyproblem .Phenom enologically them assoftheHiggsboson associated

with electroweak sym m etry breaking m ustbe in the electroweak range. How-

ever,radiativecorrectionstotheHiggsm assarequadraticallydependenton the

UV cuto� �,sincethem assesoffundam entalscalar�eldsarenotprotected by

chiralorgaugesym m etries.The\natural" valueoftheHiggsm assistherefore

ofO (�)ratherthan O (100 GeV),leading to a destabilization ofthehierarchy

ofthem assscalesin theSM .�

� Electroweak sym m etry breaking (EW SB).In the SM ,electroweak sym m etry

breaking isparam eterized by the Higgsboson h and itspotentialV (h). How-

ever,the Higgs sector is not constrained by any sym m etry principles,and it

m ustbeputinto thetheory by hand.

� Gauge coupling uni�cation.The idea thatthegaugecouplingsundergo renor-

m alization group evolution in such a way thatthey m eetata pointata high

scale lendscredence to the picture ofgrand uni�ed theories(GUTs)and cer-

tain string theories.However,precisem easurem entsofthelow energy valuesof

thegaugecouplingsdem onstrated thattheSM cannotdescribegaugecoupling

uni�cation (seee.g.[4])accurately enough toim ply itism orethan an accident.

� Fam ily structure and ferm ion m asses. The SM doesnotexplain the existence

ofthree fam ilies and can only param eterize the strongly hierarchicalvalues

ofthe ferm ion m asses. M assive neutrinos im ply that the theory has to be

extended, as in the SM the neutrinos are strictly left-handed and m assless.

Right-handed neutrinoscan beadded,butachieving ultralightneutrino m asses

from theseesaw m echanism [5,6]requirestheintroduction ofanew scalem uch

largerthan O (100 GeV).

� Cosm ologicalchallenges. Severaldi�culties are encountered when trying to

build cosm ologicalm odels based solely on the SM particle content. The SM

�In otherwords,to achievem � O (100 G eV)itisnecessary to �ne-tunethescalarm ass-squared

param eterm 2

0
� �2 ofthe fundam entalultraviolettheory to a precision ofm 2=�2.If,forexam ple,

� = 1016 G eV and m = 100 G eV,the precision oftuning m ustbe 10�28 .
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cannotexplain the baryon asym m etry ofthe universe;although the Sakharov

criteria[7]forbaryogenesiscan bem et,thebaryon asym m etry generated atthe

electroweak phase transition istoo sm all.TheSM also doesnothave a viable

candidate forthe cold dark m atterofthe universe,nora viable inaton. The

m ostdi�cultproblem theSM haswhen tryingtoconnectwith thegravitational

sectoristheabsence oftheexpected scaleofthecosm ologicalconstant.

Therefore,theStandard M odelm ustbeextended and itsfoundationsstrengthened.

Theorieswith low energy supersym m etry have em erged asthe strongestcandi-

datesforphysicsbeyond theSM .Therearestrong reasonsto expectthatlow energy

supersym m etry is the probable outcom e ofexperim entaland theoreticalprogress

and that it willsoon be directly con�rm ed by experim ent. In the sim plest super-

sym m etricworld,each particlehasa superpartnerwhich di�ersin spin by 1=2 and is

related to theoriginalparticleby a supersym m etry transform ation.Sincesupersym -

m etry relatesthe scalarand ferm ionic sectors,the chiralsym m etrieswhich protect

the m asses ofthe ferm ions also protect the m asses ofthe scalars from quadratic

divergences,leading to an elegantresolution ofthehierarchy problem .

Supersym m etry m ustbe a broken sym m etry,because exactsupersym m etry dic-

tatesthatevery superpartnerisdegeneratein m asswith itscorresponding SM parti-

cle,apossibility which isdecisively ruled outbyexperim ent.Possiblewaystoachieve

a spontaneousbreaking ofsupersym m etry breaking depend on the form ofthehigh

energy theory. In m any ways,it is not surprising that supersym m etry breaking is

notyetunderstood | thesym m etry breaking wasthelastthing understood forthe

Standard M odeltoo (assum ing itisindeed understood). Supersym m etry m ay even

be explicitly broken withoutlosing som e ofitsattractive featuresifthe breaking is

ofa certain typeknown assoftbreaking.Ifsupersym m etry isbroken in thisway,the

superpartner m asses can be lifted to a phenom enologically acceptable range. Fur-

therm ore,thescaleofthem asssplitting should beofordertheZ m assto TeV range

becauseitcan betied to thescaleofelectroweak sym m etry breaking.

W hethersupersym m etry isexplicitly orspontaneously broken,the e�ective La-

grangian attheelectroweak scaleisexpected to beparam eterized by a generalsetof

softsupersym m etry-breaking term sifthe attractive featuresofsupersym m etry are

to be a part ofthe physics beyond the SM .The subject ofthis review is the phe-

nom enologicalim plications ofthis assum ption and the resulting constraints on the

param etersofthesoftsupersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian Lsoft from both particle

physicsand cosm ology.

Forourpurposes,thephrase low energy supersym m etry willalwaysm ean softly

broken N = 1 supersym m etry with an e�ective soft supersym m etry-breaking La-

grangian containing m assparam etersthatare typically oforderthe electroweak to

TeV scalebutotherwisenota priorispecialnorconstrained.Them inim alextension

ofthe SM with low energy supersym m etry,known asthe m inim alsupersym m etric

standard m odel(M SSM ),is the prim ary concern ofthis review. Generic predic-

tionsoftheM SSM include a plethora ofnew particles,thesuperpartnersoftheSM
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�elds,which have m asses in the electroweak to TeV range,set by the scale ofthe

Lsoft param eters.Iflow energy supersym m etry isindeed theresolution ofthehierar-

chy problem chosen by nature,directevidence ofthe existence ofthe superpartners

should be discovered within the next decade,either at current experim ents at the

upgraded pp Ferm ilab Tevatron colliderorattheforthcom ing LargeHadron Collider

(LHC)atCERN.

Som etim es people suggest that supersym m etry advocates have been overly op-

tim istic in arguing for the observability ofsuperpartners. In that connection it’s

perhaps am using to quote from a review published in 1985 [8]: \W e only want to

concludethat(1)thephysicsofsupersym m etry isniceenough so thatexperim enters

should take it very seriously and really search for evidence ofsupersym m etry,(2)

theoristsshould take supersym m etry seriously enough to help think ofbetterways

to search,and (3) fortunately,ifnature is not supersym m etric on the weak scale,

itwillbe possible to know thisde�nitively with the acceleratorsand detectorsthat

should be available within aboutthenextdecade and the kindsofanalysiswe have

discussed." Atthattim e,ofcourse,theSSC developm entwasunderway.

Low energy supersym m etry has long been considered the best-m otivated possi-

bility fornew physicsattheTeV scale.Them ain reasonsthatlow energy supersym -

m etry istaken very seriously arenotitseleganceoritslikely theoreticalm otivations,

butitssuccessfulexplanationsand predictions. Ofcourse,these successesm ay just

be rem arkable coincidences because there isasyetno directexperim entalevidence

forsupersym m etry.Eithersuperpartnersand alightHiggsboson m ustbediscovered

ordem onstrated nottoexistatcolliderenergies,in which caselow energy supersym -

m etry doesnotdescribenature.Them ain successesareasfollows:

� Hierarchy problem .TheSM Higgssectorhastwo \naturalness" problem s.One

isthetechnicalnaturalnessproblem associated with theabsenceofasym m etry

protecting the Higgs m ass at the electroweak scale when the naturalcuto�

scale is at or above the GUT scale.y The second problem is associated with

explaining the origin ofthe electroweak scale, when a m ore \fundam ental"

em bedding theory such asaGUT orstringtheory typically isde�ned atascale

which isatleast1013 tim eslargerthan theelectroweak scale.Thisistypically

referred to as the gauge hierarchy problem . The unavoidable nature ofthe

hierarchy problem isexplained in detailin M artin’spedagogicalreview [9].

Supersym m etry provides a solution to the technicalhierarchy problem [10],

as the Higgs m ass param eter is not renorm alized as long as supersym m etry

is unbroken. Supersym m etry also m itigates the gauge hierarchy problem by

breaking the electroweak sym m etry radiatively through logarithm ic running,

which explainsthelargenum ber� 1013.

yIn other words,the radiative corrections naturally give the Higgs a m ass oforder the G UT

scale ora sim ilarly large cuto� scale;unlike the ferm ions,there is no chiralsym m etry protecting

the scalarsector.
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� Radiative electroweak sym m etry breaking.W ith plausible boundary conditions

atahigh scale(certain couplingssuch asthetop quark Yukawa ofO (1)and no

bare Higgsm assparam eter� in the superpotential),low energy supersym m e-

try can providetheexplanation oftheorigin ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking

[11,12,13,14,15]. To oversim plify a little (this willbe expanded in Sec-

tion 4.1),theSM e�ectiveHiggspotentialhastheform V = m 2h2+ �h4.First,

supersym m etry requiresthatthequarticcoupling � isa function oftheU(1)Y
and SU(2)gaugecouplings� = (g0

2
+ g2)=2.Second,them 2 param eterrunsto

negativevaluesattheelectroweak scale,driven by thelargetop quark Yukawa

coupling.Thusthe\M exican hat" potentialwith a m inim um away from h = 0

isderived ratherthan assum ed. Asistypicalforprogressin physics,thisex-

planation isnotfrom �rstprinciples,butitisan explanation in term softhe

nextlevelofthee�ectivetheory which dependson thecrucialassum ption that

the Lsoft m ass param eters have values oforder the electroweak scale. Once

superpartnersarediscovered,thequestion ofsupersym m etry breaking m ustbe

answered in any eventand itisa genuine successofthe theory thatwhatever

explainssupersym m etry breaking isalso capable ofresolving the crucialissue

ofSU(2)� U(1)breaking.

� Gauge coupling uni�cation. In contrastto the SM ,the M SSM allows forthe

uni�cation ofthe gauge couplings,as�rstpointed outin the contextofGUT

m odels by [16,17,18]. The extrapolation of the low energy values of the

gaugecouplingsusing renorm alization group equationsand theM SSM particle

contentshowsthatthegaugecouplingsunify atthescaleM G ’ 3� 1016 GeV

[19,20,21,22].Gaugecouplinguni�cation and electroweak sym m etry breaking

depend on essentially thesam ephysicssinceeach needsthesoftm assesand �

to beofordertheelectroweak scale.

� Cold dark m atter.In supersym m etic theories,thelightestsuperpartner(LSP)

can be stable. Thisstable superpartnerprovidesa nice cold dark m attercan-

didate [23,24]. Sim ple estim ates ofits relic density are ofthe right orderof

m agnitudeto providetheobserved am ount.LSPswerenoticed asgood candi-

datesbeforetheneed fornonbaryoniccold dark m atterwasestablished.

Supersym m etry hasalso m adeseveralcorrectpredictions:

1.Supersym m etry predicted in theearly 1980sthatthetop quark would beheavy

[25,26],because this was a necessary condition for the validity ofthe elec-

troweak sym m etry breaking explanation.

2.Supersym m etricgranduni�ed theorieswithahighfundam entalscaleaccurately

predicted the present experim entalvalue ofsin2�W before it was m easured

[17,16,27,28].

8



3.Supersym m etry requiresa lightHiggsboson to exist[29,30],consistent with

currentprecision m easurem ents,which suggestM h < 200 GeV [31].

4.W hen LEP began to run in 1989 itwasrecognized thateitherLEP would dis-

coversuperpartnersiftheywereverylightor,becauseallsupersym m etry e�ects

atLEP are loop e�ectsand supersym m etry e�ectsdecouple assuperpartners

getheavier,therewould beno signi�cantdeviationsfrom theSM discovered at

LEP.Thatis,itisonly possible to have loop e�ectslarge enough to m easure

atLEP + SLC ifsuperpartnersarelightenough to observedirectly.In nonsu-

persym m etricapproacheswith strong interactionsneartheelectroweak scaleit

wasnaturalto expectsigni�cantdeviationsfrom theStandard M odelatLEP.

Togetherthese successes provide powerfulindirectevidence thatlow energy super-

sym m etry isindeed partofthecorrectdescription ofnature.

Rem arkably,supersym m etry wasnotinvented toexplain anyoftheabovephysics.

Supersym m etry was discovered as a beautifulproperty ofstring theories and was

studied for its own sake in the early 1970s [32,33,34,35,36]. Only after several

years ofstudying the theory did it becom e clear that supersym m etry solved the

aboveproblem s,oneby one.Furtherm ore,alloftheabovesuccessescan beachieved

sim ultaneously, with one consistent form ofthe theory and its param eters. Low

energy supersym m etry also has no known incorrect predictions; it is not easy to

constructa theory thatexplainsand predictscertain phenom ena and hasno conict

with otherexperim entalobservations.

People unfam iliarwith supersym m etry m ay think supersym m etric theorieshave

toom any degreesoffreedom becauseoflargeparam eterspaces.Herewejustrem ark

thatthe param eterstructure isthe sam e asthatofthe SM .Particle m asses,avor

rotation anglesand phases,and HiggsVEVshavetobem easured.Everything elseis

determ ined by thesym m etriesand theassum ption ofsoftsupersym m etry breaking.

The physics is analogous to that in the SM with the quark m asses and the

Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa (CKM )m atrix which containsthreeavorm ixing an-

glesand onephase.In supersym m etricm odelsthereareparam etersthatarem asses,

avorrotation angles,and phases.Justasforthe CKM m atrix,allofthese param -

etershave to be m easured,unlessa com pelling theory determ inesthem eventually.

Beforethetop quark m asswasknown,in orderto study top physicsa valueforthe

top quark m ass was assum ed. Then its production cross section,decay branching

ratiosand signatures,and allaspectsofitsbehaviorcould be calculated. Since the

other needed SM param eters were m easured,only the top m ass was unknown; if

otherSM param etershad notyetbeen m easured variousvaluesforthem would also

have to be assum ed. The situation forsuperpartnersissim ilar| forany given set

ofsuperpartnerm assesand avorm ixing anglesand phasesthe observable aspects

ofsuperpartnerbehaviorcan becalculated.Any tentativesupersym m etry signalcan

bethen studied todecideifitisconsistentwith thetheory.Furtherm ore,predictions

can bem adewhich can help to plan futurefacilities.
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W e willsee that in the M SSM ,Lsoft willcontain atleast 105 new param eters,

depending on whatisincluded. W hile thatm ightseem like a lot,m ost arise from

avor physics and allofthe param eters have clear physicalinterpretations. Once

thereisdata m ostwillbem easured,and theirpatternsm ay providehintsaboutthe

form ofthehigh energy theory.In thehistoricaldevelopm entoftheSM ,onceitwas

known thatthe e�ective Lagrangian wasV � A m any param etersdisappeared and

the structure led to recognizing it was a gauge theory which reduced the num ber

m ore.Probably thesituation willbesim ilarforsupersym m etry.z

Itisoften argued thatgauge coupling uni�cation isthe m ostim portantsuccess

ofsupersym m etry and itisindeed a m ajorresult.Buttheissueofhow to break the

electroweak sym m etry isthem orefundam entalproblem .Explaining them echanism

ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking isthe deepestreason why low energy supersym -

m etry should be expected in nature. No other approach should be taken to be of

com parableinterestforunderstandingphysicsbeyond theSM unlessitcan providean

appropriateexplanation ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking.Actually,thegaugecou-

pling uni�cation and theexplanation ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking basically are

equivalent.Both requirethesam einput| softsupersym m etry-breaking param eters

and a� param eterofordertheelectroweak scale| exceptthattheelectroweak sym -

m etry breaking m echanism also needsa Yukawa coupling oforderunity (in practice,

thetop quark coupling).

The success of gauge coupling uni�cation and the explanation of electroweak

sym m etry breaking have two im plicationsthatshould be keptin m ind. First,they

suggestthetheory isperturbativeup toscalesofordertheuni�cation scale.They do

notim ply a desert,butonly thatwhateverisin thedesertdoesnotm akethetheory

nonperturbative orchange the logarithm icslope.Second,they suggestthatphysics

hasa largersym m etry attheuni�cation scalethan attheelectroweak scale.

Oneway to view thelogicofthesuccessesofsupersym m etry isasfollows.There

are really two hierarchy problem s,the sensitivity ofthe Higgs m ass to allhigher

scales,and the need for� to have a weak-scale value instead ofa uni�cation scale

value. Ifsupersym m etry is an e�ective theory ofthe zero m odes ofan underlying

theory,then � = 0atthehigh scalesinceitentersasam assterm .Thenonrenorm al-

ization theorem guaranteesno high scalevalueisgenerated by quantum corrections.

Oncesupersym m etry isbroken,an e�ective � oftheorderofthesoftm assescan be

generated.Nextassum etheHiggsm asshierarchy problem isunderstood becauseall

the superpartner m asses,which depend on the e�ective � term as wellas the soft

zCountingparam etersdependson assum ptions.O nereasonablewaytocounttheSM param eters

forcom parison with supersym m etry isto assum e thatallofthe particlesareknown,butnottheir

m asses or interactions. Then the W and Z vertices can each have a spacetim e tensor character

ofscalar,vector,etc (S,V,T,A,P) and each can be com plex (so m ultiply by 2). Conserving

electriccharge,theZ can have12 di�erentavor-conserving verticesforthe 12 quarksand leptons

(e,�;�;�e;��;��;u;c;t;d;s;b),plus 12 additionalavor-changing vertices (e�;e�;��;etc.). This

gives240 param eters(12� 5� 2� 2).Sim ilarcounting forthe W gives180.Thereare12 m asses.

Self-couplingsofW and Z allowing CP violation give10.Thetotalhereis442 param eters.
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supersym m etry-breaking param eters,are below the TeV scale. Once this inform a-

tion isputinto thetheory,then radiativeelectroweak sym m etry breaking and gauge

coupling uni�cation both occur autom atically without further input and the other

successesofsupersym m etry follow aswell.

The fram ework for this review is the traditional one with the Planck scale

M P l = 1:2� 1019 GeV and gauge coupling uni�cation som ewhat above 1016 GeV.

Speci�cally,in this review attention is m ostly con�ned to the standard picture in

which allextra dim ensionsare assum ed to be sm all. Thistraditionalpicture based

on havingaprim arytheory atthePlanck scale,with thehierarchy ofscalesprotected

by supersym m etry,hastheadvantage ofproviding beautiful,understandable expla-

nationsforelectroweak sym m etry breaking and theotherresultsalready m entioned.

W hile a consistentquantum theory ofgravity and the SM forcesappearsto require

extra dim ensionsin som esense,they arecertainly notrequired to belargerthan the

inverse ofthe uni�cation scale. W ithin the superstring fram ework,our discussion

thusappliesto scenarioswith a high string scale.Atpresent,alternativeapproaches

(e.g. involving low fundam entalscales and large extra dim ensions) have not been

abletoreproduceallofthesuccessesofsupersym m etrictheories,in particularatthe

levelofdetailed m odelbuilding. W hile alternative approachesare certainly worthy

offurtherexploration,low energy supersym m etry ison strongertheoreticalground.

The m ain result that willem erge from any fundam entaltheory which predicts

low energy supersym m etry is the soft supersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian, Lsoft

[17,37].Asan exam ple,considerstring theory,which providesa consistentquantum

theory ofgravitationaland gaugeinteractions.However,string theory isform ulated

with extra dim ensions. Itm ustbe com pacti�ed to 4D and supersym m etry m ustbe

broken to give an e�ective theory atthe uni�cation scale orotherappropriate high

scale.4D string m odelshavebeen builtwhich can incorporatetheknown forcesand

fundam entalparticles,although fully realisticm odelsarestilllacking.Theorigin and

dynam icalm echanism ofsupersym m etry breaking in string theory isstillnotknown,

and despiteextensiveinvestigationsnocom pellingscenariohasem erged from thetop-

down approach.Therefore,itisourbeliefthatuntilLsoftisatleastpartly m easured,

itwillnotbepossibleto recognizethestructureoftheunderlying theory.

AfterLsoft ism easured,itm ustbe translated to the uni�cation scale. Thisisa

signi�cantchallengebecauseitnecessarily willinvolveassum ptionsastothenatureof

physicsathigherenergy scales.Thisisin partbecausetheregion between theweak

orcolliderscaleand theuni�cation scaleneed notbeem pty;otherobstaclesexist,as

willbe discussed. Indeed,a variety ofstatesin thatregion are expected,including

right-handed neutrinosinvolved in generating neutrino m asses,possibleaxion scales,

possible vector or SU(5) m ultiplets, etc. One generally assum es that the theory

rem ainsperturbativein theregion from abouta TeV to theuni�cation scale.There

isstrong evidenceforthisassum ption | both theuni�cation ofthegaugecouplings

and theexplanation ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking independently im ply thatthe

theory isindeed perturbativein thisregion.Thehopeisthatthem easured patterns
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ofthe Lsoft param eterswilllead to furtheradvancesin understanding Planck scale

physics,e.g. forstring theoriststo recognize how to �nd the correctstring vacuum

(assum ing string theory isthecorrectapproach to theunderlying theory).

M ost ofwhat is not yet known about supersym m etry is param eterized by the

soft supersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian Lsoft. In the following,severalpossible

patternsoftheLsoft param eterswillbeinvestigated,with thegoalofdescribing how

the param eters can be m easured in m odel-independent ways and their subsequent

im plications forultravioletphysics. Ourgoalin writing thisreview isto gatherin

one place a sum m ary ofm uch that is known about Lsoft. Our intended readers

arenotexperts,buttheoristsorexperim enterswho wantto learn m oreaboutwhat

willbecom ethecentralarea ofactivity oncesuperpartnersarediscovered,and those

entering the�eld from otherareasorasstudents.

W e have chosen to putthe review in the form where the m ain textissm oothly

readable, and to put a num ber oftechnicaldetails and com plicated pedagogy in

appendices.In particular,theappendicescontain afulllisting,in auniform notation,

ofthe soft supersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian,the associated m ass m atrices and

m ass eigenstate observable particles,the renorm alization group equations,and the

Feynm an rules,in a generalform withoutapproxim ationsand with fullinclusion of

phases. W e hope thatthisuniform treatm ent willhelp both in saving tim e in the

futureform any workers,and in reducing translation errors.

Finallywerepeatthatthisisareview focused onthesoftsupersym m etry-breaking

Lagrangian. Since the soft supersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian is centralto all

physicsbeyond theStandard M odel,wem ustcoverm any topics,from avorto col-

lidersto cosm ology. Each ofthese topicscould and often doeshave itsown review.

W e have tried to balance the treatm ents and em phasize m ainly the connections of

each topicto Lsoft ,and we hopethe readerunderstandsthatwe are notreviewing

each ofthesub�eldsm orefully.W ehavealwaysgiven referencesthatpointto other

reviewsand recentliterature.

2 T he soft supersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian

Thissection ofthereview isorganized asfollows.W ebegin with a briefoverview

ofN = 1,D = 4 supersym m etry,forthoseunfam iliarwith itsbasicfeaturesand ter-

m inology.W ethen introducethem inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM )

in Section 2.2,beforepresenting thesoftsupersym m etry-breaking param etersin Sec-

tion 2.3. A carefulcount ofthe param eters is given in Section 2.3.1. Finally,a

generaloverview ofthe param eterspace ofthe M SSM isprovided in Section 2.3.2;

thissection also includesan outlineoftherem aining sectionsofthereview.
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2.1 B riefintroduction to N = 1,D = 4 supersym m etry

The purpose ofthis subsection is to introduce basic notions ofN = 1,D = 4

supersym m etry,enough for readers new to the topic to be able to understand the

presentation ofthe M SSM and m any ofits phenom enologicalim plications. W hile

certain details ofthe construction ofsupersym m etric theories are discussed in Ap-

pendix A,no attem ptism adehereto providea detailed pedagogicalintroduction to

supersym m etry.Form oredetailed theoreticalapproachesand thereasonsforsuper-

sym m etry’stechnicalappeal,wedirecttheinterested readertothem anyexistingand

forthcom ing textbooks[38,39,40,41,42]and reviews[43,8,44,45,46,47,48,9].

W e start with globalsupersym m etry,beginning once again with the de�nition

ofsupersym m etry presented in the introduction. Supersym m etry isde�ned to be a

sym m etry which relatesbosonicand ferm ionicdegreesoffreedom :

QjB >’ jF >; QjF >’ jB >; (2.1)

in which Q denotesthespin 1=2 generatorofthesupersym m etry algebra.W efocus

here exclusively on N = 1 supersym m etry in fourdim ensionalspacetim e,forwhich

thesupersym m etry algebra isgiven by theanticom m utator

fQ �;Q �g= 2�
�

��
P�; (2.2)

where �� are Paulim atrices,�;� are spinor indices,and P� denotes the m om en-

tum .Eq.(2.2)dem onstratesthatthesupersym m etry algebra also includestheusual

Poincare algebra ofspacetim e.Both them om entum and angularm om entum gener-

atorshavevanishing com m utatorswith thesupersym m etry generators.

Given the supersym m etry algebra,itsirreducible representations,orsuperm ulti-

plets,can be constructed system atically;thisprocedure isdescribed e.g.in [38,44].

Superm ultipletsby de�nition contain an equalnum berofbosonicand ferm ionic de-

grees offreedom . Supersym m etry representations are either on-shellm ultiplets,in

which theequationsofm otion ofthe�eldsareused,oro�-shellrepresentations.The

o�-shellm ultiplets contain additionalnonpropagating degrees offreedom required

forthe closure ofthe supersym m etry algebra. These nondynam icalauxiliary �elds

can be elim inated through theirequationsofm otion. However,we keep them here

because they are usefulin certain m nem onic devices in the construction ofthe La-

grangian,and alsobecausethey aretheorderparam etersofsupersym m etry breaking

(seeSection 3).

W ithin N = 1,D = 4 supersym m etry,two types ofrepresentations,the chiral

and vectorsuperm ultiplets,arem ostusefulforphenom enologicalpurposes:

� Chiralsuperm ultiplets.Each chiralsuperm ultipletcontainsonecom plex scalar

�,onetwo-com ponentchiralferm ion  ,and an auxiliary scalar�eld F.

� Vectorsuperm ultiplets.Each m asslessvectorm ultipletcontainsa spin 1 vector

gaugeboson V a
� aM ajoranaspinor�a called thegaugino,and ascalarauxiliary

�eld D a,(a labelsthegaugegroup generators).
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In the construction ofsupersym m etric theories,itisoften m ore convenientto work

with entities known as super�elds [49]. Forour purposes the term s super�eld and

superm ultiplet can be used interchangeably. A chiralsuper�eld willbe denoted by

�̂ = f�, ,Fg,and a vectorsuper�eld by V̂ = fV a
� ;�

a;D ag.

Letus now turn to the interactions ofsupersym m etric theories. The m ain fea-

ture isthatm any ofthe term spresentin a generalnonsupersym m etric Lagrangian

are related by supersym m etry transform ations,and hence the num ber ofindepen-

dentcoupling constantsisgreatly reduced.M any oftheinteractionscan beencoded

within certain functions ofthe super�elds which contain allthe independent cou-

plings and act as generating functions for the Lagrangian. Given these functions,

itisstraightforward to writedown the com plete (usually quite lengthy)Lagrangian

following a given set ofrules. These rules are presented in m any ofthe standard

reviewsand textbookscited atthebeginning otthissubsection.

The Lagrangian fortheorieswith N = 1 supersym m etry in fourdim enisonscan

be speci�ed fully by three functions ofthe m atter �elds � i: (i)the superpotential

W ,(ii)the K�ahlerpotentialK ,and (iii)the gauge kinetic function f. In addition

to constraints from gauge invariance,W and f are furtherconstrained to be holo-

m orphic(analytic)functionsofthe�elds,whiletheK�ahlerpotentialcan beany real

function. In this review,we are concerned with low energy e�ective theories such

as the M SSM ,and hence consider theories with canonicalkinetic term s only and

con�ne ourattention to the renorm alizable couplings.Asdescribed in Appendix A,

thisindicatesa speci�c (canonical)form ofK and f,and superpotentialterm sonly

through dim ension 3:

W = Yijk�̂i�̂j�̂k + �ij�̂i�̂j: (2.3)

Following the rules to construct the Lagrangian,one can see that the trilinear su-

perpotentialterm syield Yukawa couplingsoftheform Yijk�i j k and quarticscalar

couplings ofthe form jYijk�j�kj
2. Hence,in supersym m etric extensions ofthe SM

theusualYukawa couplingswillbeaccom panied by term sofequalcoupling strength

involving thescalarpartnerofoneofthequark orlepton �elds,therem aining quark

orlepton �eld and the ferm ionic partnerofthe Higgs�eld.Thisisan exam ple ofa

usefulm nem onic:foreach couplingin theoriginaltheory,thesupersym m etrictheory

includesterm sin which any two �eldsarereplaced by theirsuperpartners.

Thedim ensionfulcouplings�ij giveriseto m assterm sforallthecom ponentsin

the chiralsuperm ultiplet. Such m ass term s are ofcourse only allowed ifthere are

vectorlike pairsin the m attersector. Forexam ple,in supersym m etric extensionsof

the SM such term s are forbidden for the SM chiralm atter,but are allowed ifthe

m odelincludesa pairofHiggsdoubletswith oppositehypercharges,which willturn

outtobearequirem ent.Theterm involving theelectroweak Higgsdoubletsisknown

asthe� term ;itwillbediscussed in detailin Section 4.2.

In the gauge sector,the Lagrangian includes the usualgauge couplings ofthe

m atter�eldsand kineticterm sforthegaugebosons.Supersym m etry also requiresa

num berofadditionalcouplingsinvolvingthegauginosand D a.Them atter�eldshave
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interactionswith the gauginosofthe form
p
2g��Ta �a,where Ta isthe generator

ofthe corresponding gauge sym m etry. These term s can be regarded as the super-

sym m etriccom pletion oftheusualgaugecouplingsofthem atter�elds.In addition,

the Lagrangian includes kinetic term s for the gauginos ofthe form � i�ay��D ��
a,

recalling thatthegeneratorin thecovariantderivative iswritten in theadjointrep-

resentation.Finally,therearecouplingsoftheauxiliary �eld D a.Alloftheseterm s

are�xed oncethegaugestructureand particlecontentofa m odelisspeci�ed.

In globally supersym m etric theories,thescalarpotentialhasa speci�cform :

V (�i)= jFij
2 +

1

2
D

a
D

a
; (2.4)

i.e.,itconsistsofa sum ofF term sand D term s,which aregiven by

F
�
i � Wi=

@W

@�i
(2.5)

D
a = � g(��iT

a
ij�j): (2.6)

Seealso Eq.(A.7)and Eq.(A.14).Thepositivede�niteform ofEq.(2.4)hasim pli-

cationsforsupersym m etry breaking. From the form ofthe supersym m etry algebra,

itcan beproven thathV i= 0,theglobalm inim um ofthispotential,isasignalofun-

broken supersym m etry. Spontaneoussupersym m etry breaking isthuscharacterized

by nonvanishing VEVsofFi and/orD
a,asdiscussed furtherin Section 3.

Quantum �eld theorieswith globalsupersym m etry provide a naturalcontextin

which to investigate questionswithin particle physics. However,in such m odelsthe

gravitationalsectorhasbeen disregarded,even though itm ustbe included to fully

addresshigh energyphenom ena.Supersym m etrizing thegravitationalsectorrequires

thattheglobalsupersym m etry transform ationsEq.(2.1)m ustbegauged.� Forthis

reason,localsupersym m etry isknown assupergravity,orSUGRA forshort.W ithin

supergravity theories,the spin 2 graviton is accom panied by its superpartner,the

spin 3

2
gravitino, eG n (n isa spacetim e index;the spinor index is suppressed). The

o�-shellN = 1 supergravity m ultiplet containsa num ber ofauxiliary �elds,which

willgenerally notbeofim portanceforourpurposeswithin thisreview.

The m ost generalN = 1 supergravity Lagrangian [38]consists ofa sum ofki-

neticterm s,gravitationalterm s,topologicalterm s,scalarself-couplings,and ferm ion

interaction term s. The scalar self-couplings and ferm ion interactions include both

renorm alizable and nonrenorm alizable term s. The theory is speci�ed by the sam e

three functionsW ,K ,and f asin the globalcase. W e describe furtheraspectsof

thistheory in Appendix B.

Thesupergravity scalarpotentialisparticularly relevantforphenom enology,be-

cause it plays an im portant role in supersym m etry breaking. Following [38](but

�Recallthat the Poincar�e algebra is a subalgebra ofthe supersym m etry algebra. Since gen-

eralrelativity arises from gauging the Poincare spacetim e sym m etry,within supersym m etry the

accom panying ferm ionictranslationsgenerated by the Q sm ustalso be gauged.
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using slightly di�erentnotation which should beclearfrom thecontexty),thescalar

potentialis

� e
� 1Ls =

1

2
g
2
D aD a + e

K
g
ij�(D iW )(D jW )� � 3eK W �

W : (2.7)

Notethatin supergravity,thereisa m anifestly nonrenorm alizable contribution (the

last term ). The scalar potentialis once again a sum ofD term s and F term s,the

analoguesofEq.(2.4)forglobalsuperym m etry. The F term shave the generalized

form Fi= e
K

2 gij�(D jW ),in which

D iW =
@W

@�i
+
@K

@�i
W : (2.8)

In the above expressions,we have suppressed the factorsofthe Planck m ass;these

factorscan berestored using dim ensionalanalysis.

2.2 Introducing the M SSM

W e now present a basic introduction to the m inim alsupersym m etric standard

m odel(M SSM )forthoseunfam iliarwith thedetailsofthem odel.Atpresentweshall

focusonthesupersym m etricsector;thesoftsupersym m etry-breakingLagrangianwill

beintroduced in Section 2.3.

TheM SSM isde�ned tobethem inim alsupersym m etricextension oftheSM ,and

hence isan SU(3)� SU(2)L � U(1)Y supersym m etric gauge theory with a general

setofsoftsupersym m etry-breaking term s.Theknown m atterand gauge�eldsofthe

SM areprom oted to super�eldsin the M SSM :each known particle hasa (presently

unobserved)superpartner.ThesuperpartnersoftheSM chiralferm ionsarethespin

zero sferm ions,thesquarksand sleptons.Thesuperpartnersofthegaugebosonsare

thespin 1=2 gauginos.

TheHiggssectoroftheM SSM di�ersfrom thatoftheSM (apartfrom thepresence

ofsuperpartners,the spin 1=2 higgsinos). The SM Higgssectorconsistsofa single

doubleth which couplestoallofthechiralm atter.In theM SSM ,twoHiggsdoublets

H u and H d,which coupleattreeleveltoup and down typechiralferm ionsseparately,

are required. The need for two Higgs doublets can be seen from the holom orphic

propertyofthesuperpotential:couplingsinvolvingh�,necessaryintheSM fortheup-

typequarkYukawacouplings,arenotallowedbysupersym m etry.TwoHiggsdoublets

arealsorequired forthem odeltobeanom alyfree.Sincethechiralferm ion contentof

thetheory includesthehiggsinos,anom aly constraintsrequirethattheHiggssector

bevectorlike,i.e.,thatthetwo Higgsdoubletshaveoppositehypercharges.

yForsim plicity,in whatfollowswe factoroutthe dependence on the quantity e,essentially the

determ inantofthevierbein.In atspace,which isthesituation ofinterestform ostofthisreview,

thisquantity isequalto 1.
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W ith theexception oftheHiggssector,theM SSM particlecontent,which islisted

in Table 1,includes only the known SM �eldsand theirsuperpartners. Supersym -

m etric theorieswith additionalm atterand/orgaugecontentcan ofcourse easily be

constructed.W ediscussseveralpossibleextensionsoftheM SSM in Section 10.

Table1:TheM SSM ParticleSpectrum

Super�eld Bosons Ferm ions

Gauge

bG g eg

bV a W a fW a

bV 0 B eB

M atter

bL

bE c
leptons

(
eL = (e�;ee� )L

eE = ee+R

(�;e� )L

ec
L

bQ

bU c

bD c

quarks

8
><

>:

eQ = (euL;edL)

eU c = eu�R
eD c = ed�R

(u;d)L
ucL

dcL

bH d

bH u

Higgs

(
H i

d

H
i
u

(eH 0
d;
eH �
d
)L

(eH +
u ;

eH 0
u)L

Therenorm alizableinteractionsoftheM SSM areencoded asterm sofdim ension

two and threein thesuperpotentialofthetheory.Thesuperpotentialterm sinclude

the Yukawa couplingsofthe quarksand leptonsto the Higgsdoublets,aswellasa

m assterm which couplesH u to H d.

Additionalrenorm alizablesuperpotentialcouplingswhich violatebaryon num ber

and lepton num berarealso allowed by gaugeinvariance,asshown explicitly in Sec-

tion 10.2.Such couplingswould lead torapid proton decay,and henceatleastcertain

com binations ofthese term s m ustbe forbidden by im posing additionalsym m etries

on the theory. A com m on,though not absolutely necessary,choice is to im pose a

discrete sym m etry known asR-parity,which forbidsallbaryon and lepton num ber

violation in the renorm alizable superpotential. R-parity and related issues willbe

discussed in Section 10.2.In thisreview,thede�nition oftheM SSM alwaysincludes

theassum ption ofa conserved R-parity.Hence,theM SSM superpotentialis

W = ���[� Ĥ
�
u Q̂

�

iYuijÛ
c
j + Ĥ

�
d Q̂

�

iYdijD̂
c
j + Ĥ

�
d L̂

�

iYeijÊ
c
j � �Ĥ

�
d Ĥ

�
u]: (2.9)
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In theaboveexpression,iand jarefam ily indices,while� and � areSU(2)L doublet

indices (the color indices are suppressed). ��� is de�ned in the standard way;see

Appendix C.1.

The superpotentialoftheM SSM dictatesallofthesupersym m etric couplingsof

thetheory,asidefrom thegaugecouplings.Thesuperpotentialand gaugecouplings

thusdictatethecouplingsoftheHiggspotentialofthetheory.Thiswould appearto

reduce the num berofindependentparam etersofthe M SSM ;forexam ple,the tree-

levelHiggsquarticcouplingsare�xed bysuperysm m etry tobegaugecouplingsrather

than arbitrarycouplingsasin theSM .However,thephenom enologicalrequirem entof

supersym m etry breaking term sin theLagrangian introducesm any new param eters,

which play crucialrolesin the phenom enology ofthe m odel.The restofthe review

willfocuson theoreticaland phenom enologicalaspects ofthe softsupersym m etry-

breaking sectoroftheM SSM .

2.3 T he param eters ofthe M SSM

Atlow energies,supersym m etry m ustbe a broken sym m etry. Since thisim plies

the appearance ofsupersym m etry-breaking term sin the Lagrangian,an im m ediate

question iswhethersuch term sspoilsupersym m etry’selegantsolution to thehierar-

chy problem .Asgenericquantum �eld theorieswith scalarsgenerally havea hierar-

chy problem ,ifallsupersym m etry-breaking term sconsistentwith othersym m etries

ofthetheory areallowed thedangerousUV divergencesm ay indeed bereintroduced.

Fortunately,such dangerousdivergencesarenotgenerated toany orderin pertur-

bation theory ifonly a certain subsetofsupersym m etry-breaking term sare present

in thetheory.Such operators,aresaid tobreak supersym m etry softly,and theircou-

plingsarecollectively denoted thesoftparam eters.ThepartoftheLagrangian which

containstheseterm sisgenericallycalledthesoftsupersym m etry-breakingLagrangian

Lsoft ,or sim ply the soft Lagrangian. The soft supersym m etry-breaking operators

com prise a consistent truncation ofallpossible operators in that the presence of

softsupersym m etry-breakingparam etersdoesnotregenerate\hard"supersym m etry-

breaking term s athigher order. The com plete set ofpossible softsupersym m etry-

breaking param eterswas�rstclassi�ed in the sem inalpapers[37,13,14,15]. The

classic proofofGirardello and Grisaru [37]willnot be repeated here. The power

counting m ethod,which explainswhy certain term saresoftwhile othersarenot,is

reviewed in Appendix A.4.

The soft supersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian is de�ned to include allallowed

term sthatdo notintroducequadraticdivergencesin thetheory:allgaugeinvariant

and Lorentzinvariantterm sofdim ension two and three(i.e.,therelevantoperators

from an e�ective �eld theory viewpoint). The term sofL soft can be categorized as

follows(sum m ation convention im plied):

� Softtrilinearscalarinteractions:1
3!
eA ijk�i�j�k + h:c:.
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� Softbilinearscalarinteractions:1
2
bij�i�j + h:c:.

� Softscalarm ass-squares:m2ij�
y

i�j.

� Softgaugino m asses:1
2
M a�

a�a + h:c:.

In the expression above,a labelsthe gauge group (i.e.,the generatorindex issup-

pressed here).W ewillnotdiscussin depth theterm sin Lsoft which can beonly be

softundercertain conditions,asdescribed briey in Appendix A.4. Such term sare

usually notincluded since they turn outto be negligible in m ostm odelsofthe soft

supersym m etry-breaking param eters.

Asstated,ourattention willm ainly be focused on the M SSM ,which isde�ned

to bethe supersym m etrized Standard M odelwith m inim alparticle contentand the

m ostgeneralsetofsoftsupersym m etry-breaking param eters.z Ofcourse,thecorrect

theory could be larger than the M SSM .Ifthe theory is extended,for exam ple by

adding an extra singletscalaroran additionalU(1)sym m etry,theassociated term s

can beadded in astraightforward way;seee.g.thediscussion ofthenext-to-m inim al

supersym m etric standard m odel(NM SSM ) in Section 10.3. Sim ilarly,just as it is

necessary to add new �eldssuch asright-handed neutrinosto theSM to incorporate

neutrino m asses in the SM ,such �elds and their superpartners and the associated

term s in Lsoft m ust be added to include neutrino m asses. This issue is som ewhat

m odel-dependent,and willbediscussed furtherin Section 10.1.

The m attercontentand superpotentialofthe M SSM were presented in Table 1

and Eq.(2.9)in Section 2.2;furtherdetailsarepresented in Appendix C.1.Thesoft

Lagrangian fortheM SSM ispresented in Eq.(C.3),which werepeathere:

� Lsoft =
1

2

h

M 3egeg+ M 2
fW fW + M 1

eB eB

i

+ ���[� bH
�
d H

�
u � H

�
u
eQ
�

i
eA uij

eU c
j + H

�
d
eQ
�

i
eA dij

eD c
j + H

�
d
eL
�

i
eA eij

eE c
j + h:c:]

+ m
2
H d
jH dj

2 + m
2
H u
jH uj

2 + eQ �
im

2
Q ij

eQ ��
j

+ eL�
im

2
L ij

eL��
j + eU c�

i m
2
U ij

eU c
j +

eD c�
i m

2
D ij

eD c
j +

eE c�
i m

2
E ij

eE c
j: (2.10)

Supersym m etry is broken because these term s contribute explicitly to m asses and

interactions of(say) winos or squarks but not to their superpartners. The under-

lying supersym m etry breaking isassum ed to be spontaneous(and presum ably take

place in a hidden sector,asdiscussed in Section 3). How supersym m etry breaking

istransm itted to thesuperpartnersisencoded in theparam etersofLsoft.Allofthe

quantitiesin Lsoft receive radiative correctionsand thusare scale-dependent,satis-

fying known renorm alization group equations. The beta functionsdepend on what

new physicsispresentbetween thetwo scales.Lsoft hasthesam eform atany scale.

zThe labelM SSM hasbeen used in the literature to denote sim plerversionsofthe theory (e.g.

with a restricted set ofsoft supersym m etry-breaking param eters). Here \m inim al" refers to the

particlecontent,notthe param eters.

19



Thesoftparam etersclearlyhaveasigni�cantim pactontheM SSM m assspectrum

and m ixings;the tree-levelm assspectrum ispresented in Appendix C.1. Asshown

in Eq.(C.24),the m assm atricesofthe sferm ionsare generally notdiagonalin the

diagonalferm ion basis,with o�-diagonale�ectsdependenton thesoftm ass-squares,
eA param eters,and the� param eter.Thegauginosand higgsinoswith equalelectric

charges m ix,with the charged superpartners generically denoted as charginos and

theneutralsuperpartnersasneutralinos.Thecharginoand neutralinom assm atrices

depend onthegauginom assparam etersand�,asshown inEq.(C.39)andEq.(C.46).

The tree-levelHiggssector depends on the Higgs softm ass-squares and the � and

bparam eters,asdiscussed in Section 4.1,and m any otherparam eters�lterinto the

Higgssectorathigher-loop order.Alloftheabovequantitiesalsodepend nontrivially

on tan�,theratio ofthe vacuum expectation valuesoftheHiggsdoublets(tan� �

hH ui=hH di). As willbecom e clear throughout this review,this param eter plays a

crucialrolein both thetheoreticaland phenom enologicalaspectsoftheM SSM .

M any ofthe soft param eters can be com plex. The squark and slepton m ass

m atrices are Herm itian m atrices in avor space,so the diagonalelem ents are real

while the o�-diagonalelem ents can be com plex. The softsupersym m etry-breaking

trilinear couplings eA u;d;e are general3 � 3 com plex m atrices in avor space. The

Yukawa-like eA param etersareoften assum ed tobeproportionaltothecorresponding

Yukawa m atrices.W hilethiscan arisein certain m odelsofthesoftsupersym m etry-

breakingterm s,itisbynom eansageneralfeature.Inthisreview,thisproportionality

shallnotbe assum ed to be true unlessthatisexplicitly stated. Sym m etriesofthe

theory allow a num berofthe param etersto be absorbed orrotated away with �eld

rede�nitions.Theparam eterswillbecounted carefully below.

The supersym m etric higgsino m ass param eter � is also highly relevant in the

discussion oftheconstraintson thesoftparam eters.In general,� can bea com plex

param eter,with a phase ��.Forthepurposeofthisreview the� param eterwillbe

included in the generalcategory ofthe softparam eters,although itisnota priori

directly related to supersym m etry breaking. The supersym m etric interactions of

the theory should notinclude a bare � term ,because the naturalscale for� would

presum ably be the high scale at which the theory is de�ned while phenom enology

dictatesthat� should have the sam e orderofm agnitude asthe softterm s. This�

problem willbediscussed in Section 4.1.

2.3.1 Param eter counting

Havingpresented thesoftsupersym m etry-breakingLagrangian oftheM SSM ,wenow

countitsphysicalparam eters(seealso [50,51]).

W ith the exception of m 2
H d
, m 2

H u
, and the diagonalentries of the soft m ass-

squared param eters ofthe squarks and sleptons,every param eter can in principle

becom plex.TheYukawa couplingsoftheSM and thesoftsupersym m etry-breaking

trilinear couplings are each generalcom plex 3 � 3 m atrices which involve a total
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of54 realparam eters and 54 phases. The soft m ass-squared param eters for the

squarksand sleptonsare each Herm itian 3� 3 m atriceswhich have in total30 real

and 15 im aginary param eters.Taking into accounttherealsoftHiggsm ass-squared

param eters,com plex gaugino m asses,� and b,the M SSM would appearto have 91

realparam eters(m assesand m ixing angles)and 74 phases.�

However,a subset ofparam eters can be elim inated by globalrephasings ofthe

�elds and thus are not physical. In the lim it in which the superpotentialand soft

supersym m etry-breaking couplingsare setto zero,the M SSM Lagrangian possesses

theglobalfam ily sym m etry

G = U(3)Q � U(3)D � U(3)U � U(3)L � U(3)E : (2.11)

As each U(3) can be param eterized by 3 m agnitudes and 6 phases,G has 15 real

param etersand 30phases.A subgroup ofthisfam ilysym m etrygroupisleftunbroken

in thelim itthatthesuperpotentialand softsupersym m etry-breaking interactionsare

switched on:

G residual= U(1)B � U(1)L; (2.12)

and hence only 15 m agnitudesand 28 phases can be rem oved from the M SSM La-

grangian from such globalrephasingsofthe �elds. There are two m ore U(1)global

sym m etriesoftheM SSM :U(1)R and U(1)P Q ,which willbediscussed in detaillater.

Including therestoftheSM param eters:thegaugecouplings,theQCD � angle,etc.,

thereare79 realparam etersand 45 phasesin theM SSM .Forthisreason,thetheory

hasalso been labeled theM SSM -124 by Haber[51].

Let us look in greater detailat how this elim ination ofparam eters is usually

done. In the quark/squark sector,globalsym m etry rotationsof(U(3)Q � U(3)U �

U(3)D )=(U(1)B ) are used to elim inate 9 realparam eters and 17 phases from the

Yukawa couplings Yu;d,leaving 9 realparam eters (the 6 quark m asses and 3 CKM

angles) and 1 CKM phase. It is custom ary to m ake a further U(3)uL � U(3)dL
rotationonboththequarksandtheirsuperpartners.y Inthisbasis(thesuper-CKM or

SCKM basis),thequark m assm atricesarediagonalbutgenerically thesquark m ass

m atrices are not diagonalbecause ofsupersym m etry-breaking e�ects. Let us �rst

assum em asslessneutrinos;thegeneralization to m assive neutrinoswillbediscussed

in Section 10.1. In the m assless neutrino case,(U(3)L � U(3)E )=U(1)L sym m etry

rotations ofthe lepton/slepton sector are used to elim inate 6 realparam eters and

11 phases,leaving 3 realparam eters(the lepton m asses)and no phasesin Ye. Two

phasescanthenberem oved from thesleptoncouplingsinLsoft.Theseavorrotations

m anifestly leavethegaugino m assparam eters,�,b,and theHiggssoftm ass-squared

param etersinvariant.

In thelim itthatthe� term and theLsoft param etersaresetto zero,theM SSM

Lagrangian has two additionalglobalU(1) sym m etries,U(1)P Q and U(1)R ,which

�O necan also include the com plex gravitino m assin the param etercount.
yThisrotation isnotasym m etry ofthegaugesectorand thusdoesnotfurtherreducethenum ber

ofparam eters,butratherintroducesthe CK M m atrix into the charged currentcoupling.
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are nota subgroup ofEq.(2.11). U(1)P Q com m utes with supersym m etry;in con-

trast,particlesand theirrespectivesuperpartnershavedi�erentchargeswith respect

to U(1)R . Forsuch sym m etries,generically called R-sym m etries,the chargesofthe

bosonic com ponents of the chiralsuper�elds are greater than the charges of the

ferm ionic com ponentsby a �xed am ount,typically norm alized to 1=2. These sym -

m etriesdo notacton thefam ily indices,otherwise theYukawa couplingswould not

rem ain invariant.Thecorresponding �eld rephasingsthusdo nota�ectthephasesof

the o�-diagonalcom ponentsofeitherthe m 2 orthe eA term sup to an overallphase

ofthe eA term s,asdiscussed below.

These �eld rephasingsdo a�ectthe phasesofthe gaugino m assparam eters,the

phasesof� and b.and theoverallphasesofthe eA param eters.Theoverall eA phases

are ofcourse not uniquely de�ned;we’llreturn to this issue later. GlobalU(1)P Q

rotationskeep allofthesofttrilinearscalarcouplings eA invariantz whileglobalU(1)R
transform ationschange the phasesofthe trilinearsby a charge 1 rotation. U(1)P Q
rotates� and bby the sam e am ountand thushasno e�ecton theirrelative phase.

U(1)R can changetherelativephasebecausethechargeof� isgreaterthethecharge

ofb by 2.x U(1)P Q hasno e�ectin the gaugino sector,butU(1)R rotationslead to

shiftsin thegaugino m assphases.

A particularchoice ofU(1)P Q and U(1)R chargesisshown in Table 2,in which

Fields U(1)P Q U(1)R U(1)R � P Q

boson ferm ion boson ferm ion

Q,U c,D c,L,E c � 1

2

1

2
� 1

2
1 0

H u,H d 1 1 0 0 � 1

Va 0 0 1 0 1

Table2: ThePQ,R,and R-PQ chargeassignm entsoftheM SSM �elds.

Va = (Va�;�a) are the vector m ultiplets ofthe SM gauge �elds,which include the

gauge bosons Va� and the gauginos �a. A usefulway to keep track ofthe e�ect

ofthe globalU(1)rotationson the phasesofthe param etersisto assum e thatthe

param etersthem selvesareactually (VEVsof)�eldswhich transform with respectto

theU(1)sym m etries,with chargeschosen such thattheglobalU(1)saresym m etries

ofthe fullLagrangian.{ The classi�cation ofthe param eters with respect to PQ

zThesofttrilinearcouplingsinvolvethesam ecom bination of�eldsastheYukawa couplings;the

only di�erence is that the two ferm ions are changed to their scalar partners,which has no e�ect

becauseU (1)P Q com m uteswith supersym m etry.
xTherelevantterm sarethehiggsinom assterm � eH u

eH d and thescalarsoftbilinearterm bH uH d.

The scalarm ass term s derived from the � term are j�j2jH u;dj
2,which are invariant under global

phaserotationsofthe Higgs�elds.
{Forexam ple,considera Lagrangian term C O ,whereO isany given com bination of�eldswith
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and R wasdonefortheM SSM in [52,53].Forcom pleteness,thethespurion charge

assignm entsfortheM SSM param etersunderU(1)P Q and U(1)R aregiven in Table3.

In phenom enologicalapplications, U(1)P Q and U(1)R rotations are often used to

Fields U(1)P Q U(1)R U(1)R � P Q

� � 2 0 2

Yu;d;e 0 0 0

M a 0 � 2 � 2

b � 2 � 2 0

eA 0 � 2 � 2

m 2 0 0 0

Table3: ThePQ,R,and R-PQ chargeassignm entsoftheM SSM spurions.

elim inate certain phases for the sake ofsim plicity. The results m ust ofcourse be

interpreted in term softherelevantreparam eterization invariantphasecom binations.

Reparam eterization invariancecan also serveasa usefulcheck ofcalculations,asthe

invarianceshould bem anifestin the�nalresults.

Reparam eterization invariantcom binationsofphasesfortheM SSM arebuiltby

determ ining theproductsof�eldsand param eters,orequivalently thelinearcom bi-

nationsofphases,forwhich thetotalchargesum stozero.Severalobviously invariant

com binationsinclude(i)thephasesoftheo�-diagonalentriesofthesoftm ass-squared

param eters,sincethey areuncharged underboth U(1)P Q and U(1)R ,and (ii)therel-

ative phases ofthe gaugino m asses �M a
� �M b

(a 6= b) and the relative phases of

the eA param eters� eA fij

� �eA f0
i0j0

,since they have the sam e PQ and R charge. The

phases that are a�ected are ��, �b and �M a
, and � eA f

, the overallphases ofthe

eA f param eters. Following [54],� eA f
can be de�ned in a basis-independent way as

� eA f
� 1

3
Arg[Det(eA fY

y

f
)](providing thedeterm inantexists).Linearcom binationsof

these phasesinvariantunderreparam eterization can be builtfrom the following set

ofbasisvectors:

�1f = �� + � eA f
� �b (2.13)

�2� = �� + �M a
� �b: (2.14)

Forexam ple,�M a
� �eA f

= �2� � �1f.Thisisnotto say thatallpossible invariants

willappear in a given process. Typically only a few reparam eterization invariant

com binationsappear,depending on thedetailsoftheobservablein question.

U (1) charges cO . Upon a �eld rotation O 0 = eicO �O ,the Lagrangian term becom es C e�ic O �O 0.

Thisisequivalentto assigning thecoupling C a U (1)charge� cO such thattheU (1)isa sym m etry

ofthe fullLagrangian.
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The previous discussion was based on particular choices ofU(1)R and U(1)P Q .

An alternate choice ofU(1)R � P Q and U(1)P Q is often used in the literature. The

associated chargesshown in Tables2and 3.TheR-PQ com bination isusefulsincethe

HiggsscalarsareneutralunderR-PQ,and hencetheirVEVsleavethiscom bination

unbroken.W hile�,eA u;d;e and M a violateR-PQ,Yu;d;e and brespectR-PQ.Sincethe

Higgs�eldsviolatePQ butrespectR-PQ,thePQ sym m etry can beused to rem ove

a phase from bin the knowledge thatR-PQ rotationswillnotputitback. Further

R-PQ rotationscan then rem ove a phasefrom �, eA u;d;e,orM a,afterwhich both PQ

and R-PQ sym m etriesareexhausted.TheLagrangian can becastinto a basiswhere

the phase ofb is zero and dropped from the invariants presented above. One can

alwayschoose to work in thisbasis.The reparam eterization invariantcom binations

used in this review willbe those invariant under R-PQ (e.g.,�M a
+ ��),but one

should alwayskeep in m ind thatthefullinvariantm ustincludethephaseofbterm .

In addition to setting the phase ofb to zero,itisalso com m on in the literature to

usetheU(1)R sym m etry tosetanotherphasetozero;thisphaseisusually oneofthe

�M a
,butthephaseof� oran overall eA phaseofcould instead beelim inated.Again,

oneshould keep thefullreparam eterization invariantin m ind in such situations.

2.3.2 T he allow ed Lsoft param eter space

In the previoussubsection,we have seen thattheLagrangian ofthe m inim alsuper-

sym m etric extension ofthe SM containsatleast105 new param etersin addition to

theSM param eters.Theseparam etersincludem asses,CKM -likem ixing angles,and

reparam eterization invariantphasecom binations.

Them asses,m ixings,and couplingsofthesuperpartnersand Higgsbosonsdepend

in com plicated ways on the Lsoft param eters as wellas on the SM param eters,as

described in detailin Section 9.2 and Appendix C.1.There are 32 m asseigenstates

in the M SSM :2 charginos, 4 neutralinos, 4 Higgs bosons, 6 charged sleptons, 3

sneutrinos, 6 up-squarks, 6 down-squarks, and the gluino. Ifit were possible to

m easureallthem asseigenstatesitwould in principlebepossibleto determ ine32 of

the105 softparam eters.However,aswewillsee,inverting theequationsto go from

observed m asseigenstatesto softparam etersrequiresaknowledgeofsoftphasesand

avor-dependent param eters,oradditionalexperim entalinform ation,and hence in

practiceitm ay bedi�cultorim possible.

This review aim s to provide a guide to the allowed regions ofthe M SSM -124

param eter space. Constraints on the 105-dim ensionalLsoft param eter space arise

from m any phenom enologicaland theoreticalconsiderations,as wellas direct and

indirectexperim entalbounds.Therestrictionson thesoftparam eterscan beloosely

classi�ed into two categories:

� Constraintsfrom avorphysics.

M any ofthe param etersofthe M SSM -124 are presentonly in avor-changing

couplings.Even avor-conserving M SSM couplingscan lead to avor-violating
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e�ective couplingsathigher-loop level.Such couplingspotentially disruptthe

delicate cancellation ofavor-changing neutralcurrents (FCNCs) ofthe SM .

The constraints are particularly stringent for the param eters associated with

the�rstand second generationsofsquarksand sleptons.Thisissue,known as

thesupersym m etric avorproblem ,willbediscussed in Section 5.

� Constraintsfrom CP violation.

Theparam etersoftheM SSM includea num berofCP-violating phases,which

can beclassi�ed into two generalcategories:

1.Certain phasesare presentin avor-conserving aswellasavor-changing

interactions. These phases include the phases ofthe gaugino m ass pa-

ram eters �M a
,the phases of� and b,��;�b,and the overallphases of

eA u;d;e: physicalobservables depend on the reparam eterization invariant

phase com binations spanned by the basis Eq.(2.13). A subset ofthese

phasesplay a role in electroweak baryogenesis,asdiscussed in Section 7.

However, these phases are also constrained by electric dipole m om ents

(EDM s),asdiscussed in Section 5.2.2.

In general,thephasesa�ectm any CP-conserving quantitiesand thuscan

bem easured,up to som eoverallsigns,in such quantities.Butsuch m ea-

surem entsm ay bem odeldependent.Thereareseveralwaystounam bigu-

ously dem onstrate the existence ofsoftLagrangian phases:(1)detection

ofEDM s,(2)observation atcollidersofexplicitlyCP-violatingobservables

such asappropriatetriplescalarproductsofm om enta,(3)observation of

CP-violating asym m etries di�erent from the SM expectation in rare de-

cays such as b ! s+ ,or B ! �Ks,(4) observation ofproduction of

severalneutralHiggsm asseigenstatesatlinearcollidersin theZ + Higgs

channel,and (5) �nding that m easurem ent ofparam eters such as tan�

give di�erent results when m easured di�erent ways assum ing phases are

zero.Extended m odelscould m im icthelasttwoofthesebuttodosothey

willpredictotherstatesore�ectsthatcan bechecked.

In sum m ary,the phases,ifnonnegligible,not only can have signi�cant

phenom enologicalim plicationsforCP-violating observables,butalso can

have nontrivialconsequencesforthe extraction ofthe M SSM param eters

from experim entalm easurem ents ofCP-conserving quantities, since al-

m ostnone oftheLagrangian param etersaredirectly m easured [55].The

phaseswillbeaddressed in the contextofneutralino dark m atterin Sec-

tion 6,and colliderphysicsin Section 9.

2.Therem aining phasesarepresentin theo�-diagonalentriesofthe eA and

m 2 param eters, and hence occur in avor-changing couplings. In this

sense they are analogous to the CKM phase ofthe SM ,which is m ost

econom ically expressed in term softheJarlskog invariant[56].Analogous
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Jarlskog-typeinvariantshavebeen constructed fortheM SSM [54].These

phasesaregenericallyconstrained byexperim entalboundsonCP violation

in avor-changing processes,asdiscussed in Section 5.

� Constraintsfrom EW SB,cosm ology,and colliderphysics.

The gaugino m asses, � param eter, and the third fam ily soft m ass param e-

tersplay dom inantrolesin M SSM phenom enology,from electroweak sym m etry

breaking to dark m atterto collidersignaturesforthesuperpartnersand Higgs

sector. Issues related to electroweak sym m etry breaking willbe discussed in

Section 4.1.Cosm ologicalquestionssuch asdark m atterand baryogenesiswill

be addressed in Section 6 and Section 7. Finally,collider constraints willbe

presented in Section 9.

Given the com plicated structure ofthe M SSM -124 param eter space,m any ofthe

phenom enologicalanalyses ofthe M SSM assum e that the 105 Lsoft param eters at

electroweak/TeV energies take on sim pli�ed form s at a given (usually high) scale.

Thenextsection ofthereview willbededicated toasum m ary ofthevariouspossible

m odels ofthe Lsoft param eters. Before discussing the details ofvarioussupersym -

m etry breaking m odelsitisusefulto consideron generalgroundsa certain m inim al

fram ework forthe pattern ofLsoft param eters. In these classes ofm odels,the pa-

ram etershavea m inim alavorstructure;i.e.,allavorviolation arisesfrom theSM

Yukawacouplings.M any oftheparam etersarethen avor-diagonaland m ay even be

universalaswell,drastically reducing the num ber ofindependent param eterschar-

acteristic oftheM SSM -124.In such scenarios,thesquark and slepton m ass-squares

arediagonalin avorspace:

m
2
Q ij

= m
2
Q �ij;m

2
U ij

= m
2
U �ij;m

2
D ij

= m
2
D �ij;m

2
L ij

= m
2
L�ij;m

2
E ij

= m
2
Q �ij; (2.15)

and the eA term sareproportionalto thecorresponding Yukawa couplingsasfollows:

eA uij = A uYuij;
eA dij = A dYdij;

eA eij = A eYeij: (2.16)

Typically thispattern ispresentatahigherscale,thescalewherethesoftparam eters

arepresum ablygenerated.Therefore,theparam etersm ustberun tolow energyusing

therenorm alization group equations(RGEs).Theone-loop RGEsfortheM SSM -124

are presented in Appendix C.6. For m any phenom enologicalanalyses higher-loop

accuracy isneeded;see[57]forthefullsetoftwo-loop RGEsoftheM SSM .

Such scenarios are known as m inim alavor violation (M FV).The squark and

slepton m assm atricesarenow diagonalin fam ilyspace,such thattheiravorrotation

anglesaretrivial.ThereisstillLR m ixing,butitisnegligibly sm allforallbutthird

generationsquarksandsleptons.M FV scenariosalsooftenassum ethatLsoft contains

nonew sourcesofCP violation.W hilem anyoftheCP-violatingphasesoftheM SSM -

124areelim inated in m inim alavorviolation scenariosby Eq.(2.15)and Eq.(2.16),
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thegaugino m asses,�,b,and Au;d;e could in principlebecom plex and subjectto the

constraintsm entioned in Section 5.2.2.

M inim alavor violation is em phasized here because it is so com m only used in

theliterature.Ithasseveralpracticaladvantageswith respecttothegeneralM SSM -

124. Sim plicity isan obviousvirtue;otheradvantageswillbecom e clearduring the

course ofthis review,particularly afterthe discussion ofCP violation and FCNCs

in Section 5. Asdiscussed in the nextsection,m ostattem ptsso farto build viable

m odelsofthe Lsoft param etersinvolve reproducing the structure ofEq.(2.15)and

Eq.(2.16),orsm alldeviationsfrom it. Even ifthism inim al,universalstructure is

assum ed to hold athigh scales,renorm alization group evolution to low energiesdoes

nottypically induceunacceptably largedeparturesfrom thisgeneralpattern.

However,such m inim alscenarios are notnecessarily expected eitherfrom theo-

reticalorphenom enologicalconsiderations. Despite the overwhelm ing focuson this

scenarioin theliterature,m inim aluniversality should thusnotbeadhered toblindly,

especially in the crucialtask oflearning how to extractthe Lagrangian param eters

from observables.

3 B riefoverview ofm odels ofLsoft

Forphenom enologicalpurposes,theM SSM Lagrangian described in theprevious

sectionsshould be viewed sim ply asa low energy e�ective Lagrangian with a num -

berofinputparam eters;wehaveseen thatthesupersym m etry-breaking sectoralone

includesatleast105 new param eters.W hile often only subsetsofthese param eters

arerelevantforparticularexperim entalobservables,in generalthenum berofparam -

eters is too large for practicalpurposes to carry out phenom enologicalanalyses in

fullgenerality. Furtherm ore,asoutlined in the previous section,a num ber ofphe-

nom enologicalconstraintsindicatethatgenericpointsin M SSM -124param eterspace,

i.e.,with allm assparam etersofO (TeV),generalavorm ixing anglesand phasesof

O (1),areexcluded.Acceptablephenom enology doesoccurforcertain regionsofthe

M SSM -124 param eterspace;unfortunately,a fullm ap ofallthe allowed regionsof

thisparam eterspace doesnotexist. These regionsinclude (butare notlim ited to)

thoseclustered aboutthepattern ofsoftterm sofEq.(2.15)and Eq.(2.16).

Inatop-downapproach,theM SSM param etersarepredicted withinthecontextof

an underlying theory,often asfunctionsoffewerbasic param eters. Speci�c m odels

can be constructed which approach or reproduce the m inim al/universalscenarios,

often furthersim plifyingthenum berofindependentparam eters.Forconvenienceand

practicality,phenom enologicalanalysesofsupersym m etryhavealwaysbeenrestricted

to m odels for the Lsoft param eters which exhibit such drastic sim pli�cations;as a

consequence m any resultsofsuch analysesarem odel-dependent.

In this section, a brief sum m ary of the various classes of m odels for the

Lsoft param eters is provided. A proper sum m ary of the various approaches and

m odelswould be a subjectfora review in itself. The following discussion ism eant
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to fam iliarize the readerwith certain theoreticalfram eworksand prototype m odels

which areoften used in phenom enologicalanalyses.

3.1 TeV scale supersym m etry breaking

The basic question to be addressed is how to understand the explicitsoft su-

persym m etry breaking encoded in the Lsoft param etersastheresultofspontaneous

supersym m etry breaking in a m orefundam entaltheory.To predictthevaluesofthe

Lsoft param etersunam biguously within am orefundam entaltheory requiresaknowl-

edgeoftheorigin and dynam icsofsupersym m etry breaking.Despitesigni�cante�ort

and m any m odel-building attem pts,the m echanism ofspontaneoussupersym m etry

breaking and how itm ightbeim plem ented consistently within theunderlying theory

isstilllargely unknown.

Them oststraightforward approach to a theory ofLsoft isto look atspontaneous

breaking ofsupersym m etry through the generation ofTeV scale F and/or D term

VEVs in the M SSM ,or sim ple extensions of the M SSM .Scenarios of TeV scale

supersym m etry breakingarealsocalled \visiblesector"supersym m etry breaking,for

reasonswhich willbecom eapparentin thenextsubsection.

Rem arkably,itisalready known thatany treelevelapproach to TeV scalespon-

taneous supersym m etry breaking necessarily leads to an experim entally excluded

pattern ofbosonicand ferm ionicm assesassum ing theparticlecontentoftheM SSM .

Considerasupersym m etrictheory with gauge-neutralm atter�elds� i,forwhich the

scalarpotentialV /
P

FiF
�
i.Thepotentialispositive de�nite and hence theabso-

lutem inim um occurswhen Fi= 0.Thesupersym m etric transform ation rulesim ply

thatthisabsolutem inim um isalso supersym m etry preserving.� Itispossiblethough

to constructa scalarpotentialin such a way thatthe Fi’scan notbesetto zero si-

m ultaneously.Thiscan beachieved usingasim plerenorm alizableLagrangian as�rst

shown by O’Raifeartaigh [58].TheM SSM coupled directly tosuch an O’Raifeartaigh

sectorwillexhibitspontaneoussupersym m etry breaking attreelevel.

Unfortunately this does not lead to a phenom enologically viable pattern of

supersym m etry-breaking param eters.Thiscan beseen from thefollowing sum rule,

known asthesupertracerelation,forparticlesofspin J [59,17]

X
m

2
J= 0 � 2

X
m

2

J= 1

2

+ 3
X

m
2
J= 1 = 0; (3.1)

which isvalid in the presence oftree levelsupersym m etry breaking. The vanishing

ofthissupertrace isfundam entalto tree levelsoftsupersym m etry breaking,asitis

sim ply thecondition thatone-loop quadraticdivergencescancel.

�Toseethisexplicitly,considerthevacuum expectation valueofthesupersym m etrictransform a-

tion rulesoftheferm ions:h� i= hi(���y)@��+ �F i.Lorentzinvarianceforbidsa nonzero VEV for

the�rstterm butallowsa nonzero VEV fortheF term .IfhF i6= 0,< � > 6= 0 and supersym m etry

isnotpreserved.

28



To understand why this sum rule leads to serious di�culties,consider the SM

particle content and their superpartners. As conservation ofelectric charge,color

charge,and globalsym m etry charges such as baryon and lepton num ber prevents

m assm ixing between sectorsof�eldsdi�ering in those quantum num bers,the sum

ruleholdsseparately foreach sector.Forexam ple,considerthecharge� 1

3
,colorred,

baryon num ber � 1

3
and lepton num ber 0 sector. The only ferm ions in this sector

arethethreegenerationsofright-handed down typequarks,which contributeto the

sum 2(m 2
d + m 2

s + m 2
b)� 2(5GeV)2. Thisim plies thatin the restofthe sum none

ofthe m assesofthe bosonscould be greaterthan about7 GeV.Such lightbosonic

superpartnersofquarksareclearly inconsistentwith experim entalsearches.

One can attem pt to evade this problem by including D term supersym m etry

breaking attreelevel.Forexam pleaFayet-Iliopoulosterm [60]forU(1)hypercharge

can break supersym m etry via a D term VEV.The M SSM m asssplittingsare then

determ ined by theknown SM hyperchargeassignm ents,butoneagain failsto obtain

a viablespectrum .Oneisthen led to extensionsoftheM SSM which haveadditional

U(1)gaugesym m etries.Tocancelanom alies,thisgenerallyalsorequirestheaddition

ofextra chiralsuper�elds which carry SM quantum num bers. In any such m odel,

thee�ecton thesupertraceform ula (3.1)isto replacetherighthand sideby D term

contributionsproportionaltotracesoverthenew U(1)charges.Howeverthesetraces

m ustallvanish,asotherwise they im ply m ixed gravitational-gauge anom alies,and

producea one-loop quadratically divergentcontribution to thecorresponding Fayet-

Iliopoulos param eter [61]. Thus one expects that allsuch m odels have di�culty

generating su�ciently largesuperpartnerm asses.

Indeed,the best existing m odels [62,63]oftree levelsupersym m etry breaking

in an extended M SSM failto obtain superpartner spectra consistent with current

experim entallowerbounds.ThusTeV scale supersym m etry breaking would appear

to be ruled outby experim ent. Like m ost\no-go" results,thisone should be taken

with a grain ofsalt.The supertrace form ula isonly valid attree level,and assum es

m inim al(thusrenom alizable)kineticterm s.Itm ay bepossibleto getviablespectra

from m odelssim ilarto[62,63]byincludingloope�ectsandraisingsom ewhatthescale

ofsupersym m etry breaking,from TeV to� 10 TeV [64].Oronecan considerm odels

in which the M SSM is enhanced by new strong interactions and new m ass scales,

such thatthee�ective low energy Lagrangian fortheM SSM �eldshasnonvanishing

supertrace. Thisisthe route taken in m odelsofdirectgauge m ediation,discussed

below,butthese already require raising the scale ofsupersym m etry breaking to at

least� 100 TeV [65].

3.2 T he hidden sector fram ew ork

Thenegativeresultsoftheprevioussubsection areastrongm otivation toconsider

alternativesto TeV scale spontaneoussupersym m etry breaking in a renorm alizable

Lagrangian.As�rstnoted by [66,67,68,69],a resolution ofthisissue leadsoneto
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assum ethatthetheory can besplitinto atleasttwo sectorswith no directrenorm al-

izablecouplingsbetween them :

� The observable orvisible sector,which containsthe SM �eldsand theirsuper-

partners.

� The hidden sector,in which supersym m etry isspontaneously broken by a dy-

nam icalm echanism ,such asgaugino condensation.

W ithin thisfram ework,supersym m etry breaking iscom m unicated from the hid-

den sector where it originates to the observable sector via suppressed interactions

(loop-suppressed ornonrenorm alizable operators)involving a third setof�elds,the

m ediatororm essenger�elds.Theresultisthee�ectivesoftsupersym m etry breaking

Lagrangian,Lsoft , in the observable sector. Though som ewhat ad hoc,this ap-

proach issuccessfulin thatthe sum rule (3.1)can be avoided,and itcan be easily

realized in a wide variety ofm odels. Since the m ediator interactions which gener-

ateLsoft aresuppressed,thehidden sectorfram ework im pliesthatthe fundam ental

scaleofsupersym m etry breaking M S,asexem pli�ed by theF and/orD term VEVs,

ishierarchically largerthan the TeV scale. Indeed,aswe willsee later,M S m ay be

related to otherpostulated heavy m assscales,such asthe M ajorana neutrino m ass

scale,theGUT scale,orscalesin extra-dim ensionalbraneworlds.

Because both M S and the scales associated with the m ediator interactions are

m uch largerthan theTeV scale,renorm alization group analysisisnecessary in order

to obtain the low energy values ofthe Lsoft param eters. Speci�c m echanism s for

how supersym m etry breaking ism ediated between thehidden and observablesectors

im ply speci�c energy scalesatwhich the softterm sare generated.These generated

values are then used to com pute the values at observable energy scales,using the

scaledependence oftheLsoft param etersasdictated by theirRGEs.

The two-loop M SSM RGEs are presented in [57],in which the two-loop beta

functionsforthesoftparam eterswerederived.W ereferthereaderto thispaperand

the references therein forearlierwork on the beta functionsofthe supersym m etric

sectorsuch asthegaugecouplingsand Yukawa couplings.W hiletheone-loop RGEs

arein generalnotsu�cientfordetailed phenom enologicalanalyses,they encapsulate

m uch ofthe essentialphysics. Hence,the com plete setofone-loop renorm alization

group equationsispresented forreference in Appendix C.6. There have been m any

phenom enologicalanalyses ofthe M SSM soft param eters. Classic studies include

[70,71,72,73]. In this review,we willnot present a com plete RG analysis ofthe

soft param eters in di�erent scenarios. This type ofstudy has evolved into a large

industry in recentyears.Rather,wewillexplain thenecessary detailsofRG running

when necessary and referfurtherdetailto thereferences.
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3.3 A taxonom y ofhidden sector m odels

Thereisa bewildering variety ofphenom enologically viablehidden sectorm odels

already on the m arket, m any developed in just the past few years. To organize

our thinking,we need a reasonable taxonom y for these m odels. W hat constitutes

a reasonable taxonom y dependsentirely on whatyou care about,which in ourcase

isthe di�erentpatternsofL soft param eterswhich are the outputsofthese m odels.

Thuswe need to understand whatcharacteristicsofhidden sectorm odelsare m ost

im portantin determ ining theresultantpatternsofLsoft param eters.

Asitturnsout,thepattern ofM SSM softterm sdependsm ostcrucially upon

� W hatisthem ediation m echanism ofsupersym m etry breaking.

� W hich �eldsgetthelargestF and/orD term VEVs.

� W hat are the dom inant e�ects producing the couplings between these VEVs

and theM SSM �elds:treelevel,one-loop,one-loop anom aly,two-loop,nonper-

turbative,Planck scale.

Surprisingly,thepattern ofthesoftterm susually turnsouttoberelatively insen-

sitiveto theexactm echanism ofthesupersym m etry breaking initiated in thehidden

sector.W hilethisisgood newsin thatourignoranceoftheorigin ofsupersym m etry

breaking doesnotpreventusfrom doing phenom enologicalanalysesoftheoriessuch

asthe M SSM with softly broken supersym m etry,itisunfortunate thatitbecom es

m oredi�cultto inferthem echanism ofsupersym m etry breaking from data.

M any generic featuresofthe softterm sare determ ined by the basic m echanism

by which supersym m etry breaking ism ediated to theobservablesector.Theknown

scenariosforthem ediation ofsupersym m etry breaking aregravity m ediation,gauge

m ediation, and bulk m ediation. These are the highest levelclassi�cations in our

taxonom y.Sim plyput,ingravitym ediationthesoftparam etersariseduetocouplings

which vanish as M P l ! 1 . In gauge m ediation,the soft param eters arise from

loop diagram sinvolving new m essenger �elds with SM quantum num bers. In bulk

m ediation,thehidden and observablesectorsresideon di�erentbranesseparated in

extradim ensions,and supersym m etry breakingism ediated by�eldswhich propagate

in between them ,\in thebulk."

Even this highest levelofour taxonom y is not com pletely clean. Forexam ple,

since gravity isa bulk �eld,som e subsetofgravity m ediation m odelsare also bulk

m ediation m odels;theseaream ong the\sequestered" supergravity m odelsdiscussed

below.Anotherexam ple ism odelsof\direct" gaugem ediation,which could aswell

be classi�ed asvisible sectorsupersym m etry breaking m odels,with theiradditional

dynam icsallowing them to circum venttheno-go resultsreviewed earlier.
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3.4 G ravity m ediated supersym m etry breaking

Asgravitationalinteractionsareshared by allparticles,gravity isa leading can-

didate forthe m ediation ofsupersym m etry breaking. Itisquite naturalto im agine

gravity (and whateverPlanck-suppressed e�ectsaccom pany gravity)to be the only

interaction shared by both the hidden and the observable sector. Such a situation

can be naturally addressed within N = 1 supergravity,which is a nonrenorm aliz-

ablesupersym m etric e�ective �eld theory ofgravity coupling to m atterobtained by

gauging globalsupersym m etry. Supergravity wasalready introduced in thisreview

in subsection 2.1 and furtherdetailsare presented in Appendix B. Allgravity m e-

diated m odels are based on the form alism ofN = 1 supergravity,som etim es with

additionalstringy or higher dim ensionalre�nem ents. Note that gravity m ediation

doesnotrefertointeractionsinvolving graviton exchange,butrathertosupergravity

interactionsdictated by thenecessity,in thepresenceofgravity,ofprom oting global

supersym m etry to localsupersym m etry.

W ithin the fram ework ofN = 1 supergravity,localsupersym m etry is assum ed

to be spontaneously broken in the hidden sector and m ediated to the observable

sectorby Planck-suppressed nonrenorm alizable contactterm s. These contactterm s

couplehidden sector�eldsto visiblesector�elds;theirexistence isrequired by local

supersym m etry and theirform isalm ostcom pletely�xed bysym m etry considerations

alone.Thesepowerfulsym m etry considerationsarewhatallow ustom akepredictive

statem entsfrom nonrenorm alizabletheoriesofPlanck scalephysics.

The m ediating contact term s can be regarded ascouplings ofthe visible sector

�eldsto F term VEVS ofsupergravity auxiliary �elds.Sincethesupergravity inter-

actionsarePlanck-suppressed,on dim ensionalgroundsthesoftparam etersgenerated

in thisway areoforder

m �
F

M P l

: (3.2)

Form � O (TeV),the scale ofspontaneous supersym m etry breaking MS �
p
F is

1011� 13 GeV.Thisdim ensionalanalysisism odi�ed in the case ofdynam icalbreak-

downofsupersym m etryviagauginocondensation inthehidden sector[74].A gaugino

condensate h�a�ai � �3 is notitselfan F term ,but can appearin the F term s of

m attersuper�eldsdueto nonrenorm alizablecouplingsallowed by supergravity.The

resulting F term VEVsare oforder�3=M P l,and thusgenerate softterm soforder

�3=M 2
P l. In thiscase TeV softterm sim pliesthatthe gaugino condensation scale �

should be1013� 15 GeV.

Goldstone’stheorem dictatesthatifa globalsym m etry isspontaneously broken,

therewillbea m assless(Goldstone)particlewith thesam espin asthebroken sym -

m etry generator.Forspontaneously broken supersym m etry,thisim pliesthepresence

ofam asslessferm ion,sincethesupersym m etry generatorsarespinors.Thism assless

ferm ion iscalled theGoldstino eG.Forspontaneously broken localorgaugesym m e-

tries,theHiggsm echanism statesthatthem asslessGoldstoneparticlewillbeeaten
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to becom ethelongitudinalcom ponentofthecorresponding m assivegauge�eld.For

spontaneouslocalsupersym m etry breaking in supergravity,thesupersym m etricver-

sion oftheHiggsm echanism (thesuperHiggsm echanism )im pliesthattheGoldstino

willbeeaten by thegravitino (thespin 3/2partnerofthespin 2 graviton),such that

thegravitino becom esm assive,with

m eG
�

M 2
S

M P l

: (3.3)

In gravity m ediated supersym m etry breaking,thegravitino m assm eG
generically

sets the overallscale for allofthe soft supersym m etry breaking m ass param eters.

In fact,thesupertracein (3.1)doesnotvanish forgravity m ediated supersym m etry

breaking,instead it is positive and proportionalto m 2
eG
. This im plies that on the

averagebosonsareheavierthan ferm ions,a resultwhich iscertainly m orein concert

with experim entalobservationsthan (3.1).

Aspreviously discussed,theLagrangian ofN = 1 supergravity,shown explicitly

in Appendix B,is com pletely �xed by sym m etries up to the speci�cation ofthree

functionalsofthem attersuper�elds:theK�ahlerpotentialK ,thesuperpotentialW ,

and thegaugekineticfunctionsfa,wherea labelsthegaugegroups.

At tree level,the soft breaking param eters can be com puted directly from the

supergravity Lagrangian [75,76,77];thisisexplained in m oredetailin Appendix B.

The details ofthe resulting soft supersym m etry breaking term s for the observable

sectorwillofcourse depend crucially on the assum ed form ofthe functionalsgiven

aboveand theirdependence on theF and D term VEVsthatbreak supersym m etry.

In allcaseswhatisdeterm ined arethehigh energy valuesofthesoftparam eters,and

an RGE analysisisnecessary to run these valuesdown to lowerenergies. The high

energy scaleiseitherthePlanck scale,thestring scaley,ortheGUT scale,depending

upon how one is im agining m atching the e�ective N = 1 supergravity Lagrangian

onto a m orefundam entalultraviolettheory.

Asexplained in Appendix B,theN = 1 supergravity Lagrangian hasa treelevel

invarianceunderK�ahler-W eyltransform ations.W hen supersym m etry isbroken this

invariancecan beused to expressK and W in term sofa singlefunctionalG:

G =
K

M 2
P l

+ ln
W

M 3
P l

+ ln
W �

M 3
P l

: (3.4)

The choice ofthe functionalG willdeterm ine,am ong other things,the pattern of

soft scalar m asses,the trilinear A term s,and the bilinear B term . G can also be

chosen in a way (the Giudice-M asiero m echanism ) that naturally gives a value for

the � param eter oforder m eG
,and G can be �ne-tuned to m ake the cosm ological

constantvanish aftersupersym m etry breaking.

yEstim atesofthestring scalerangefrom a few tim es1017 G eV down to aslow asa few TeV [78].

M odelswith an interm ediatestring scale1011 G eV can stillbe accom m odated by the supergravity

fram ework discussed here[79].
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Thegaugino m assesaredeterm ined by thegaugekineticterm sfa.Attherenor-

m alizablelevelthefa arejustconstants

fa =
4�

g2a
+
i�a

2�
: (3.5)

Howeverthesefunctionalsm ay also include tree-level(Planck-suppressed)couplings

to F term VEVsofm essengersuper�elds,which ifpresentim ply tree levelgaugino

m assesoforderm eG
.Gaugeinvariancerequiresthatthesem essengersuper�eldsm ust

be singletsunderthe SM gauge group. M ore generally in a GUT fram ework these

m essenger�eldsm usttransform in a representation oftheGUT gaugegroup thatis

contained in thetensorproductoftwo adjoints[80].

3.5 Taxonom y ofgravity m ediation m odels

From the above discussion itwould seem thatthe obviousway to m ake hidden

sector m odels with gravity m ediation is by theoretically m otivated choices ofthe

functionals K ,W ,and fa. However, to understand the underlying physics, it is

betterto approach thism odelbuilding in two stages.

Consider�rstthe lim itin which allofthe supergravity �eldsareturned o�.Let

K 0,W 0 and f0a denotetheK�ahlerpotential,thesuperpotentialand thegaugekinetic

functions in this lim it. At the renorm alizable levelK 0 and W 0 are just bilinear

and trilinear polynom ials ofthe super�elds,while the f0a are just constants. The

hypothesisofthehidden sectorplacesastrongconstrainton theform ofK 0 and W 0:

K
0(�y

;�) = K 0
vis + K 0

hid ; (3.6)

W
0(�) = W 0

vis + W 0
hid ; (3.7)

where K 0
vis,W

0
vis are functionalsonly ofthe visible sector�elds,while K

0
hid,W

0
hid are

functionalsonly ofthehidden sector�elds.

W eexpectthatK 0,W 0 and f0a alsocontain explicitnonrenorm alizablecouplings,

suppressed by powers ofM P l. These Planck suppressed couplings are determ ined,

in principle,by m atching thise�ectiveLagrangian onto whateveristhem orefunda-

m entalPlanck scaletheory (e.g.string theory).Thehypothesisofthehidden sector

doesnotim plytheabsenceofnonrenorm alizablecouplingswhich contain both visible

and hidden sector�elds. In generalsuch m ixed couplingswillbe present,and they

representsupersym m etry breaking m ediated notby supergravity per se,butrather

by otherPlanck scale physics (e.g. string m ode exchange orcouplings dictated by

stringy sym m etries).

Thus an essentialpartofbuilding gravity m ediation m odels isthe speci�cation

oftheseexplicitPlanck suppressed couplingsbetween thevisibleand hidden sectors.

Thisisdoneeitherby deriving thesecouplingsfrom a particularstringy scenario,or

just by postulating som e sim ple form . Severalclasses ofgravity m ediation m odels

aredistinguished by thisspeci�cation:
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� D ilaton dom inated supersym m etry breaking m odels: The dilaton su-

per�eld isinevitable in string theory,and the dilaton dependence ofK 0,W 0

and f0a forweakly coupled strings is com pletely speci�ed atthe perturbative

level[81,82,83]. Other considerations, e.g. string dualities and the dila-

ton \runaway" problem ,giveusim portantinform ation aboutnonperturbative

couplings involving the dilaton [84,85]. Hidden sector gaugino condensation

autom atically generatesan F term VEV forthedilaton.Thusifthisdilaton F

term turnsoutto bethedom inantcontribution to visible sectorsupersym m e-

try breaking,weobtain a well-m otivated scenario forgenerating Lsoft thathas

essentially no freeparam etersbesidesm eG
.

� M odulidom inated supersym m etry breaking m odels:Stringtheory also

containsm any other(too m any other)m odulisuper�elds,associated with the

variouspossibilitiesforstring com pacti�cations.In som ecasesthedependence

ofK 0,W 0 and f0a on otherm odulican beconstrained alm ostaswellasforthe

dilaton,and one can m ake strong argum entsthatthese m oduliobtain F term

VEVS,which m ay be the dom inant contribution to visible sector soft term s.

Thusagain oneobtainswell-m otivated scenariosforgenerating Lsoft thathave

very few free param eters. It is also popular to consider scenarios where a

com bination ofdilaton and m oduliF term VEVs dom inate,with \goldstino

angles" param etrizing therelativecontributions[86,79].

� Sequestered m odels: The sim plestassum ption aboutexplicitnonrenorm al-

izablecouplings| in thelim itthatsupergravity isturned o�| istopostulate

thatallPlanck suppressed m ixed couplingsareabsent.Such m odelsarecalled

sequestered. In the generalcontext ofgravity m ediation this choice is poorly

m otivated. W e willsee later,however,thatin the context ofbulk m ediation

sequestered m odelsarevery natural,ifweim aginethatthevisibleand hidden

sectorsresideon di�erentbranes[87].

Now letusturn supergravity back on,and ask in m ore detailhow supergravity

itselfcom m unicates supersym m etry breaking in the hidden sector to visible sector

�elds. The o�-shellN = 1 supergravity m ultiplet only contains one scalar�eld: a

com plex auxiliary �eld u(x). Thussince we are attem pting to com m unicate super-

sym m etry breaking (atleading orderin 1=M 2
P l)with supergravity m essengers,itis

not surprising that this occurs entirely via couplings ofthe visible sector �elds to

u(x),which hasa nonzero VEV induced by hidden sectorsupersym m etry breaking.

A covariantapproach to studying these couplingsisto introduce a \spurion" chiral

super�eld �,de�ned as

� = 1+ �
2
F� = 1+ �

2
u=3: (3.8)

The couplingsof� then determ ine in an obviousway the softterm sinduced in the

visiblesector.
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Asalready noted,couplingsof� to thevisiblesectorarerequired by localsuper-

sym m etry.In factthesecouplingsarem odi�cations(replacem ents)forthecouplings

thatwehad inputwith supergravity turned o�.Rem arkablythesem odi�ed couplings

are determ ined from the originalcouplings very sim ply,by the broken super-W eyl

invariance ofN = 1 supergravity.The rule isthat� appearsonly in couplingsthat

werenotscaleinvariant,and that� appearsto theappropriatepowersuch thatthe

contribution from itscanonicalscaledim ension rendersthem odi�ed couplingsscale

invariant(weareignoring som ecom plicationsherebutthisisthebasicidea).Thus

forexam ple[88]ifwehad chosen

W
0(C)= m 1C

2 + �C
3 +

1

m 2

C
4 (3.9)

asthesuperpotentialfora visiblesectorchiralsuper�eld C with supergravity turned

o�,then with supergravity turned on weobtain:

W (C)= m 1�C
2 + �C

3 +
1

m 2�
C
4 = �

3
W

0(C=�): (3.10)

Thisisa powerfulresult. Itim pliesthat,attree level,supergravity per se doesnot

generateany softterm sfora scale invariantvisible sector.Since therenorm alizable

couplingsoftheM SSM areallscaleinvariantwith exception ofthe� term ,only the

B bilinearsoftterm arisesfrom tree-levelsupergravity couplingsto a renorm alizable

M SSM .Allofthe othersoftterm scan arise only through loop-induced M SSM su-

pergravity couplings,orthrough nonrenorm alizable (and scalenoninvariant)M SSM

couplings.

Let us now ask what is the condition to have a sequestered m odel once su-

pergravity is turned on, i.e. what form is required for K , W and fa? Since

W (C)= �3W 0(C=�),we could justas wellhave written W = W vis + W hid asthe

condition fora sequestered superpotentialin supergravity. The sam e com m entap-

pliesforthegaugekineticfunctionsfa.However,thingsarem orecom plicated forthe

supergravity K�ahlerpotentialK ,which hasa nonlinearrelation to theinputK�ahler

potentialK 0:

K (C;h)= � 3M 2
P lln

�

1�
�y�K 0(C=�;h=�)

3M 2
P l

�

; (3.11)

where C and h denote visible sector and hidden sector super�elds, and we have

suppressed com plications involving derivatives. Note that,expanding in powers of

1=M 2
P l and suppressing the� dependence:

K (C;h)= K
0 + O

�
(K 0)2

M 2
P l

�

: (3.12)

Thusa sequestered K 0 doesnotim ply thatK isofthe form K = K v(C)+ K h(h),

norvice-versa. Instead we see from (3.11)thatsequestering im pliesa supergravity
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K�ahlerpotentialwith thefollowing specialform :

K (C;h)= � 3M 2
P lln

�

�
K v(C)

3M 2
P l

�
K h(h)

3M 2
P l

�

: (3.13)

Severalclassesofgravity m ediation m odelsaredistinguished by theseconsidera-

tions:

3.5.1 A nom aly m ediation

The renorm alizable couplingsofthe M SSM are allscale invariantattree levelwith

theexception ofthe� term .Howeverattheloop levelallofthecouplingsrun,and

thisrenom alization scaledependencerepresentsan anom aly in thescalingsym m etry.

Thus at the loop levelwe induce soft-term -generating supergravity couplings from

allofthe couplings ofthe M SSM .Furtherm ore the soft term s generated by these

e�ectsare com putable in term softhe beta functionsand anom alousdim ensionsof

theM SSM sector.Ifweturn o�allofthenonrenorm alizablevisiblesectorand m ixed

couplingsin K 0,W 0 and f0a,then thisanom alym ediation willbethedom inant(only)

sourceofLsoft [87,89].

Thesoftm assesin apureAM SB scenariocan beobtained usingeitherthespurion

technique (see e.g. [90])orby carefully regulating the supersym m etric Lagrangian

(see e.g.[89,91,83]).In the m inim alrealization ofAM SB,the softparam etersare

given by

M a =
�ga

ga
m 3=2;

m
2
ef
= �

1

4

�
@

@g
�g +

@

@y
�y

�

m
2
3=2

A y = �
�y

y
m 3=2; (3.14)

in which ycollectivelydenotestheYukawacouplings.The�-functionsandanom alous

dim ensions  are functions ofthe gauge couplings and superpotentialparam eters.

Typically softsupersym m etry breaking m asses generated thisway are oforderthe

gravitino m asssuppressed by a loop factor,

m �
m 3=2

16�2
; (3.15)

which im pliesthatforsoftm assesoforderaTeV,thegravitinom assshould beabout

two ordersofm agnitudelarger.

An interesting featureofEq.(3.14)isthattheform ofthesoftparam etersisscale

independent,provided theappropriaterunningparam eterisused in thecom putation

of� and . The UV insensitivity reectsthe elegantsolution ofthe avorproblem
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within anom aly m ediation: the soft m asses are independent ofhigh energy avor

violating e�ects.

Thesoftparam etersin anom aly m ediation havedistinctivephenom enologicalim -

plications.Them ain featureisthatthegaugino m assesarein theratio:

M 1 :M 2 :M 3 = 2:8:1:7:1 (3.16)

such thattheLSP istheneutralwino,which isonly slightly lighterthan thecharged

wino (by a few hundred M eV).This leads to a long lived lightest chargino with a

distinctive signature[92,93,94].Thewino LSP also hasinteresting im plicationsfor

dark m atter(seee.g.[95]).

Unfortunately,there is also an unattractive phenom enologicalprediction ofthe

AM SB softparam etersofEq.(3.14).Theproblem isthattheslepton m asssquareds

turn outto benegative,which isclearly unacceptable(thisleadsto chargebreaking

m inim a,asdiscussed in Section 4.4).Theslepton m assproblem hasm any proposed

solutions,ofwhich the sim plest [93]is to add a com m on m 2
0 to the scalar m ass-

squares.However,onecan arguethatsuch a phenom enologicalsolution underm ines

theelegantsolution to theavorproblem in theavorproblem ,becausethere isno

fundam entalreason to assum ethattheadditionalphysicsresponsibleforgenerating

them 2
0 contribution isavorblind.Othersolutionsinclude\deected" anom aly m e-

diation [90,88],couplingadditionalHiggsdoubletstotheleptons[96],and com bining

thism echanism with D term supersym m etry breaking [97,98,99],am ong others.

3.5.2 N o-scale m odels

No-scale m odels [100,101,102,103]are a specialcase ofthe sequestered m odels

discussed above.Letussupposethatthehidden sectorincludesa singlet(m odulus)

super�eld T. T does not appear in the superpotential,but hidden sector gaugino

condensation producesa VEV forthe superpotential,breaking supersym m etry. W e

furtherassum ethatthatthesupergravity K�ahlerpotentialisofthesequestered form

(3.13)with

K (C;h;T)= � 3ln
�
T + T

y� C
y
C � Kh(h)

�
; (3.17)

wherewehavesuppressed factorsofM P l.In thissortofm odelthe(high scale)values

ofthesoftscalarm assesand thetrilinearA term sallvanish attreelevel.Thecosm o-

logicalconstantalso vanishesautom atically attreelevel.Interestingly,theanom aly

m ediated contributionsto thegauginom assesalso vanish in thism odel[104],butwe

can generategaugino m assesattreelevelthrough T dependent(nonrenorm alizable)

gauge kinetic functions. Obviously no-scale m odelshave the virtue ofa sm allnum -

beroffreeparam eters.Ithasbeen argued thatthestrongly coupled heteroticstring

producesa no-scalee�ective theory [105].
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3.5.3 M inim alsupergravity

Thism odelisobtained by assum ing universalgauge kinetic functionsforthe three

SM gaugegroups,with treelevelgauginom assgeneration,and by assum ing thatthe

supergravity K�ahlerpotentialhasthe\canonical" form :

K (�i)=
X

i

j�ij
2
; (3.18)

where the labelirunsoverallthe M SSM chiralsuper�elds and atleastthose hid-

den super�eldswhich participate in supersym m etry breaking. The assum ption ofa

canonicalK�ahlerpotentialproduces(atthehigh scale)universalsoftscalarm asses,

and a com m on overallsoft trilinear param eter [75]. The resulting m odelof the

Lsoft param eters is often labeled as the m inim alsupergravity (m SUGRA) m odel

[43]. A subsetofthe m SUGRA param eterspace giveslow energy m odelsthatsat-

isfy the basic phenom enologicalrequirem ents (e.g. electroweak sym m etry break-

ing) incorporated into what is known as the constrained M SSM (CM SSM ) [106].

The CM SSM is by far the m ost popular scenario for Lsoft am ongst phenom enolo-

gists and experim enters;m ore phenom enologicalanalyses have been perform ed for

m SUGRA/CM SSM than forallotherscenarioscom bined.

Thecom pletelistofm SUGRA softparam etersis:

� a com m on gaugino m assm1=2

� a com m on softscalarm assm0

� a com m on softtrilinearparam eterA0 (eA ij = A 0Yij)

� a bilinearterm b0

These param eters plus the � term are often traded for the m ass ofthe Z boson

m Z,tan�,and thesign of� relative to m 1=2 orA 0 by im posing consistentradiative

electroweak sym m etry breaking,aswillbediscussed in Section 4.1.The origin of�

and b is quite m odel-dependent,and hence it is can be usefulto trade their m ag-

nitudes form Z and tan� to im plem ent the phenom enologically desirable radiative

electroweak sym m etry breaking m echanism . This,however,doesnotconstrain the

phasesoftheparam eters,ortheoverallsigns(iftheparam etersarereal).Thephase

ofb can always be consistently rotated to zero using the PQ sym m etry,while the

phase of� relative to the othersoftparam etersisundeterm ined. These issueswill

be discussed in Section 4.1. In generalthe PQ and R sym m etries allow only two

irrem ovable phases. The two reparam eterization invariant com binations are often

written asArg(A �
0m 1=2)and Arg(A 0B

�).

The alert reader willhave already objected that the assum ption ofa canonical

supergravity K�ahlerpotentialhasvery poortheoreticalm otivation,sincefrom (3.11)

we see thatthisassum ption requires that,with supergravity turned o�,we have a
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conspiracy between a noncanonicalK�ahlerpotentialand explicitPlanck suppressed

couplings. However itwas shown in [75]thatthe CM SSM willalso arise from the

M SSM ifweassum ethattheK�ahlerpotentialiscanonicalwith supergravity turned

o�,or m ore generally from the entire U(N ) sym m etric class ofK�ahler potentials

which are functionals only of
P

N

i= 1
j�ij

2. This is a stronger result,but this U(N )

sym m etry iscertainly notrespected by thesuperpotential,and isgenerally violated

in string-derived m odels[107,108].

By thesam etoken string-derived m odelsgenerally violatetheassum ption ofuni-

versalgaugino m asses[109]. One can attem ptto im pose gaugino m assuniversality

atthehigh scaleviagrand uni�cation,butin arealm odelGUT threshold e�ectswill

typically give signi�cant departures from L soft universality for the e�ective theory

below theGUT breaking scale[110].

3.6 G auge m ediated supersym m etry breaking

Theories in which supersym m etry breaking is m ediated by gauge interactions

provide an im portant alternative fram ework to gravity m ediation for constructing

m odelsofthesoftsupersym m etry breaking param eters.Thecanonicalm odelswere

�rstputforth in the olderworksof[111,112,113,12]butinterestwasrenewed in

thescenario by m odelsofDine,Nelson and collaborators[114,115,116].

Theingredientsofgaugem ediated supersym m etry breaking (GM SB)in itsm ost

basicim plem entation areasfollows.Asusual,thereistheobservablesectorand the

hidden sector,where asusualsupersym m etry isassum ed to be broken dynam ically

such that nonzero F com ponent VEVs ofthe hidden sector �elds are generated.

In addition,there is a m essenger sector with m essenger �elds Si. The m essenger

�eldscouple to the goldstino �eld ofthehidden sector,which generatesnonzero F S

term s.TheSialso coupleto theM SSM gaugebosonsand gauginosand aretypically

assum ed to be com plete m ultipletsundera given GUT group to preserve successful

gauge coupling uni�cation. Supersym m etry breaking is then com m unicated to the

observablesectorthrough radiativecorrectionsinvolving m essenger�eld loopstothe

propagatorsoftheobservablesector�elds.On purely dim ensionalgrounds,itcan be

inferred thatthesoftm assspectrum resulting from thisscenario is

M a �
g2a

(4�)2

FS

M S

; (3.19)

whereM S isatypicalm assscaleassociated with them essengersectorandgisanO (1)

gaugecoupling.To estim atethesizesofFS and M S which yield phenom enologically

desirable softsupersym m etry breaking m assparam etersof� O (TeV):ifFS � M 2
S,

M S � 105 GeV.Forlargervalues ofFS such asFS � 1014 GeV 2,M S � 109 GeV.

Therefore, M S is generally m uch sm aller in gauge m ediated m odels than it is in

gravity m ediated scenarios (even when
p
FS � M S). In m odels of\direct" gauge

m ediation,wherethem essenger�eldscarry thequantum num bersofthegauge�elds

thatbreak supersym m etry,M S can beaslow as100 to 1000 TeV [117,65,118].
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The gauge m ediation fram ework hascertain advantageson theoreticaland phe-

nom enologicalgrounds.A m ajorsuccessofgaugem ediation isthatgaugino m asses

aregenerated atone-loop order,whilescalarm ass-squaresaregenerated attwo-loop

order.Generically,they areoftheform

m
2
ef
�

g4

(16�2)2

F 2
S

M 2
S

; (3.20)

where we include the two-loop suppression factor explicitly. Hence, gaugino and

scalarm assesarecom parablein m agnitude.

In contrast,thesofttrilinear eA term sariseattwo-loop orderand arenegligible.z

This underlies one ofthe advantages ofthe fram ework in that it is not necessary

to work hard to achieve m inim alavorviolation. Asgauge interactions are avor-

blind,thesoftm ass-squaresareautom atically avordiagonalasin Eq.(2.15);the eA

term sare generated by RG evolution and thusare autom atically ofthe form given

in Eq.(2.16).

Sinceanyfundam entaltheorym ustcontain gravity,wem ustconsiderthecoupling

ofthepresentscenariotoasupersym m etricgeneralization ofgravity,usuallyassum ed

tobe4-dim ensionalN = 1supergravity.Given thetypicalsizesofFS and M S,gauge

m ediation provides the dom inant contribution to the Lsoft param eters. One m ain

consequence of coupling this supersym m etry breaking scenario to supergravity is

thatitwillalso break localsupersym m etry. However,due to the low value ofM S,

the gravitino m ass willbe very light (m eG
� M 2

S=M P l) and is invariably the LSP

within GM SB,leading to distinctive phenom enologicalsignatures. Aspects ofthe

phenom enology ofgauge-m ediated m odelsare presented in Section 9;see [119,120,

121,122]and thereview [123]fordetails.

3.6.1 M inim algauge m ediation

Using these building blocks,there are m any possibilities form odelbuilding in the

gauge m ediation fram ework,e.g. by varying the m atter content and couplings of

the m essenger sector and the scale � = F S=M S. In this review,the exam ples we

willconsider willbe m inim alGM SB m odels (M GM ),which are utilized in m any

phenom enologicalanalyses[124].In such m odels,them essengersectorisassum ed to

consistofN 5 com plete vectorlike pairsofSU(5)GUT 5-plets. The use ofcom plete

SU(5)m ultipletspreservesgaugecouplinguni�cation,and N 5 can beaslargeas5to

10 (depending on M S)withoutspoiling perturbativity ofthetheory up to theGUT

scale. In addition,once again the � and b term sare traded form Z,tan�,and the

zTheissue ofhow � and baregenerated ism orecom plicated;seeSection 4.1.
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sign of� relativeto thegaugino m asses.Thesoftm assesaregiven by:

M 3 =
�s

4�
�N 5 (3.21)

m
2
eeL

=
3�22

32�2
�2
N 5 +

3�21

160�2
�2
N 5 (3.22)

m
2
eeR

=
3�22

32�2
�2
N 5 +

3�21

160�2
�2
N 5 (3.23)

m
2
euL

=
�2s

6�2
�2
N 5

3�22

32�2
�2
N 5 +

�21

480�2
�2
N 5 (3.24)

m
2
euR

=
�2s

6�2
�2
N 5 +

�21

30�2
�2
N 5: (3.25)

Thusitappearsthatform inim algaugem ediation Lsoft isdeterm ined by only three

param eters(�,N 5,tan�)togetherwith thesign of�.Thisisnotquitetrue,asthe

low energy spectrum obtained by RGE running dependssigni�cantly on thestarting

pointoftheRGE,i.e.on thehigh energy m essengerscaleM S.

3.6.2 T he N LSP

SincethegravitinoisalwaystheLSP in gaugem ediation m odels,superpartnerdecay

chainsterm inatewith thedecay ofthenext-to-lightest-superpartner(NLSP)intothe

goldstino com ponentofthegravitino.Thedecay length oftheNLSP isgiven by the

form ula [124]:

c�(eX ! X eG)’ 100 �m

�
100GeV

m eX

� 5
 p

F

100TeV

! 4�

1�
m 2

X

m eX 2

� � 4

: (3.26)

Notethatthisdecay length dependson theinstrinsicsupersym m etry breaking scalep
F,which m ay belargerthan thee�ectivesupersym m etry breaking scale

p
FS com -

m unicated bythem essengersector.Thusthisintroducesanotherphenom enologically

relevantparam eterCG � F=FS.TheNLSP decaylength isofgreatim portance,since

for
p
F greaterthan about1000 TeV,the NLSP willdecay outside a conventional

colliderdetector.

In gravity m ediated m odels,the identity ofthe LSP varies according to m od-

els and param eters,butifR-parity isconserved m odelswith a neutralino LSP are

strongly favored phenom enologically.Forgaugem ediation thereisnoanalogousphe-

nom enologicalpreference for a neutralino NLSP.The lightest stau e� is an equally

plausiblecandidatefortheNLSP,and itiseven possibleto constructm odelswith a

gluino NLSP.Furtherm oreitisnotunlikely in gaugem ediation m odelsto encounter

\co-NLSPs",e.g.a nearly degeneratelightestneutralino and lighteststau.

In any taxonom y ofgaugem ediation m odels,itiscrucialto m akea clearlink be-

tween theunderlying m odelparam etersand theidentity oftheNLSP orco-NLSPs.
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Theidentity and decay length oftheNLSP determ ineswhethersupersym m etry col-

lidereventsarecharacterized by hard photon pairs,leptons,Higgs,orexoticcharged

tracks.Theinterested readershould consulttheexcellentreviews[123,125,124]for

detailsofGM SB m odelbuilding and theassociated phenom enology.

3.7 B ulk m ediation

Several supersym m etry breaking and m ediation m echanism s are inspired by

brane-world constructions in which there are two 4D branes separated by a single

extra dim ension.In thisreview we do notgenerally considerextra dim ensionalsce-

narios,butwedo often m ention string theory asa candidateprim ary theory.String

theoriesaregenerally form ulated in largernum bersofdim ensions,with theextra di-

m ensionsbeingeithercom pacti�ed with asm allradiusofcom pacti�cation,orwarped

in such asway asto m ake them consistent with the apparent 4D description with

which we are fam iliar. The discovery ofbranesopensup the possibility thatdi�er-

ent sectors ofthe theory live in di�erent places,for exam ple on either one ofthe

two branes or in the bulk,in the exam ple oftwo 4D branes separated by a single

extra dim ension m entioned above.Such a set-up ism otivated by theHorava-W itten

construction forexam ple[126].In such scenarios,itispossibletoenvisagesupersym -

m etry breaking occuring on oneofthebranes(thehidden brane),and partorallof

theM SSM living on theotherbrane(thevisible brane).Asalready m entioned,this

geom etricalpictureofsequestering was�rstactively pursued by [87]in thecontextof

anom aly m ediation. The precise way thatthe supersym m etry breaking ism ediated

to thebranein which welivehasgiven riseto severaldi�erentscenariosin addition

to anom aly m ediation.

3.7.1 G augino m ediation

A now classic exam ple within thiscontextisgaugino m ediation (egM SB)[127,128],

which issim ilartotheanom aly m ediation scenario with theexception thatthegaug-

inosare now allowed to propagate in the bulk and hence can have directcouplings

to the supersym m etry breaking on the hidden brane. Therefore,their soft m asses

are / F=M ,where F is supersym m etry breaking order param eter and M is the

scale thatcharacterizes the coupling between gaugino and the hidden sector(since

the coupling isusually ofthe form ofa nonrenorm alizable term suppressed by M ).

W ith proper choice ofF and M ,the gaugino m ass in this scenario can be chosen

to besim ilarto any oftheothersupersym m etry breaking m ediation scenarios.The

soft scalar m asses are generated from loop diagram s in which gauginos propagate

between the visible sectorbrane and the supersym m etry breaking brane. They are

then suppressed com pared to the gaugino m assby a loop factorm 2
ef
� M�=(16�

2),

butreceivepositiveavor-diagonalcontributionsproportionalto thegaugino m asses

through RG running.Theavorproblem isthusalleviated in thisscenario in a way
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sim ilar to gauge m ediation. There are a num ber ofvariations on this basic them e

(seee.g.[129,130,131,132],am ong others).

3.7.2 R adion m ediation

Branescenariosgenerically havem oduli�eldscalled radionsrelated tothebranesep-

arations;with supersym m etry these becom e chiralsuper�eldsthatlive in the bulk.

Form ally,thisisno di�erentthan the otherstring m odulisuper�eldswhich we dis-

cussed in the contextofgravity m ediation. W hen gauge boson super�eldsalso live

in thebulk,asin theegM SB m odelsjustdiscussed,theradion super�eld appearslin-

early in thegaugekineticterm s.Thism eansthatan F term VEV fortheradion will

generate tree levelgaugino m asses. Thism echanism ,called radion m ediated super-

sym m etry breaking (RM SB),islargerthan thecontribution to gaugino m assesfrom

anom aly m ediation,and can thusdom inate when the direct hidden sectorgaugino

couplingsofegM SB areabsent.Nonuniversalgaugino m assesresultfrom thesum of

the RM SB and anom aly m ediated contributions. In explicit m odels ofradion m e-

diation,the F term radion VEV isgenerated by the dynam ics which stabilizes the

radion scalarVEV [133,134,135,136].

3.8 D term breaking

In the m odelsdiscussed so farthe possibility ofsigni�cantD term contributions

to thesoftparam eterswasm ostly ignored.However,D term contributionsto scalar

softm asses arise generically whenever a gauge group isspontaneously broken with

a reduction in rank. In extensions ofthe M SSM to GUTsorstrings,we introduce

additionalU(1) factorswhich are certainly candidates forD term contributions to

Lsoft . These contributionsdepend on the chargesofthe M SSM �eldsunderthese

extra U(1)s,and thustypically generatenonuniversalcontributionsto thesoftscalar

m asses. A generalanalysisforextra U(1)swhich are contained in E 6 can be found

in [137].

3.8.1 A nom alous U(1)m ediated supersym m etry breaking

D term supersym m etry breakingusinganom alousU(1)’sisalsoan interesting fram e-

work forgenerating m odels ofthe softparam eters. This m echanism isinspired by

string constructionsin which there are m any extra U(1)gauge groups,atleastone

ofwhich is an anom alous U(1) gauge group with anom alies cancelled by a Green-

Schwartz (GS)m echanism . Asthe GS m echanism requires both the hidden sector

and the observable �eldstransform nontrivially underthe U(1),thisU(1)isa nat-

uralcandidatefortransm itting thesupersym m etry breaking from thehidden to the

observablesector,aswas�rstpointed outin [138,139].Forexam plein them odelin

[138],a pairofchiralsuper�elds�� and �+ areintroduced with chargesequalto � 1

and +1 respectively undertheU(1).Observablem attersuper�eldsQ i carry charges
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qi resulting in theD term

g2

2
D

2 =
g2

2

 
X

i

qijQ ij
2 + j�+ j2 � j�� j2 + �

! 2

; (3.27)

where

� =
g2TrQ

192�2
M

2
P l: (3.28)

IfEq.(3.27)isthe only term in the potentialthen supersym m etry willnotbe bro-

ken since the D term is zero atthe m inim um . However by including a m ass term

W = m �+ �� supersym m etry is broken atthe globalm inim um with both F term s

and D term s acquiring vacuum expectation values,and this results in scalar m ass

contributionsoforder[138],

m
2
Q �

< F�+ > 2

M 2
P l

: (3.29)

From thisbasic starting point,variousm odelshave been constructed with di�erent

phenom enologies,forexam ple[140,141].

3.9 W hy so m any m odels?

This briefoverview ofm odelsserves to illustrate the enorm ousvariety ofinter-

esting scenarios and powerfulideas which have been developed to m ake m odels of

supersym m etry breaking and itsm ediation to the M SSM .Itisparticularly im pres-

sivethat,fully twenty yearsaftertheonsetofserioussupersym m etry m odelbuilding,

new ideasarestillsurfacing.

M any concrete and detailed m odels have been proposed which can be consid-

ered phenom enologically viable. However ifone com bines the now ratherstringent

phenom enologicalconstraints,with our theoreticalbias towards sim ple and robust

m odels,itm ustbeadm itted thatnoexistingapproach hasyetem erged ascom pelling.

Thisisclearly a fruitfularea forfurthertheoreticalstudy,and future progresswill

begreatly aided and accelerated by experim entalguidance.

4 C onstraints on Lsoft from electroweak sym m etry breaking

4.1 R adiative electrow eak sym m etry breaking

Arguably the m ost im portant success ofsupersym m etry is that it can provide

a naturalm echanism for understanding Higgs physics and electroweak sym m etry

breaking [11,12,13,14,15].W hilethebasicphysicshereisnearly two decadesold,

itislessfam iliarto m any particlephysiciststoday than itshould be.Therefore,this

subsection isdevoted to a basic explanation ofthism echanism . The m ain resultis
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thatthism echanism requiresbasiccorrelationsam ongtheHiggssoftsupersym m etry-

breaking param etersand the supersym m etric Higgsm assparam eter�,which leads

naturally into a discussion ofthe� problem oftheM SSM .

Letusbegin by considering theHiggspotentialin theM SSM (forfurtherdetails

and m oreexplicitnotation,seetheAppendix).Anom aly conditions,orequivalently

the requirem ent that the superpotentialis holom orphic and has both up-type and

down-typequark Yukawa couplings,requiretwo electroweak Higgsdoublets

H d =

 
H 0

d

H
�
d

!

; H u =

 
H +

u

H 0
u

!

; (4.1)

with hypercharges� 1=2. The tree-levelscalarpotentialforthe two Higgsdoublets

isa sum ofF term s,D term s,and softsupersym m etry-breaking term s:

VH iggs = (j�j2 + m
2
H u
)jH a

uj
2 + (j�j2 + m

2
H d
)jH a

dj
2

+
1

8
(g2 + g

02)(jH a
uj
2 � jHa

dj
2)2 +

1

2
g
2jH a

uH
a�
d j

2

� (�abbH
a
dH

b
u + h:c:); (4.2)

in which g � g2 isthe SU(2)L gauge coupling and g0isthe hypercharge gauge cou-

pling.Electroweak sym m etry breaking requiresthattheparam etersofthispotential

m ust take on correlated values,such that the potentialis m inim ized with nonzero

VEVsfortheneutralcom ponentsoftheHiggsdoublets:

hH di=

 
vd

0

!

; hH ui=

 
0

vu

!

; (4.3)

in which v2d + v2u = v2,v = 174 GeV,and tan� = vu=vd. It is always possible by

SU(2)L gauge transform ationsto setthe vacuum expectation valuesofthe charged

Higgscom ponentsto zero. Furtherm ore,we can see thatin thistree-levelpotential

it is always possible to choose globalphases ofthe Higgs �elds to elim inate any

com plex phase in the b param eter,such that vu;d can be chosen realand positive.

CP sym m etry isthusnotbroken attree leveland the Higgsm asseigenstateshave

de�niteCP quantum num bers.AsthetwoHiggsdoubletseach contain 4realdegrees

offreedom and 3 generatorsarebroken when SU(2)L � U(1)Y ! U(1)E M ,thereare

5 physicalHiggsbosons. The physicalspectrum ofHiggsbosonsincludes3 neutral

Higgs bosons (the CP-even h,H and CP-odd A) and 1 charged Higgs (H � ). See

e.g.thereview [142]forfurtherdetailsoftheHiggsm assspectrum attree-leveland

higher-loop order.

Afterreplacing theHiggsdoubletsin thepotentialby theirVEVs,thepotential

takestheform

VH iggs = (j�j2 + m
2
H u
)v2u + (j�j2 + m

2
H d
)v2d � 2bvdvu +

1

8
(g2 + g

02)(v2u � v
2
d)

2
: (4.4)
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As a brief digression let us consider the conditions on the potential in the un-

physicallim itofunbroken supersym m etry butbroken gauge sym m etry. Ifthe soft

supersym m etry-breaking term sm 2
H u
,m 2

H d
,and barezero,thepotentialisgiven by

V
SU SY
H iggs = j�j2(v2d + v

2
u)+

1

8
(g2 + g

02)(v2u � v
2
d)

2
; (4.5)

which isa positive de�nite quantity. Thispotentialism inim ized fornonzero vu;d if

and only if� = 0and tan� � vu=vd = 1;hence,unbroken supersym m etry butbroken

gaugesym m etry ispossibleonly in thislim it.Ofcourse,theunbroken supersym m e-

try lim itisunphysical;furtherm ore,� = 0 and tan� = 1 have both been excluded

experim entally by directand indirectsearchesatcolliderssuch asLEP.Nevertheless,

this lim it willprove instructive later on when considering certain loop-suppressed

processessuch asm agnetic dipole transitions,where the SM and superpartnercon-

tributionscancel[143].

Let us now consider the phenom enologically viable situation in which the soft

term sand � arenonzero.Them inim um ofthepotentialm ustbreak SU(2)L � U(1)Y ;

i.e.,the m inim um ofthe potentialshould notoccurforvu;d = 0. Thisleadsto the

condition

(j�j2 + m
2
H d
)(j�j2 + m

2
H u
)< b

2
: (4.6)

The potentialm ust be also bounded from below along D atdirections (i.e.,with

vanishing D term s),yielding theconstraint

2j�j2 + m
2
H d

+ m
2
H u

� 2jbj: (4.7)

Them inim ization conditionsforthispotentialareasfollows:

j�j2 + m
2
H d

= btan� �
m 2

Z

2
cos2� (4.8)

j�j2 + m
2
H u

= bcot� +
m 2

Z

2
cos2�: (4.9)

The m inim ization conditions dem onstrate explicitly thatthe softparam eters m 2
H u
,

m 2
H d
,band thesupersym m etric param eter� allm ustbeofapproxim ately thesam e

order of m agnitude as m Z for the electroweak sym m etry breaking to occur in a

naturalm anner,i.e.withoutrequiring largecancellations.Herewem ean technically

naturalin the’tHooftsense in thatthere isno sym m etry in the e�ective theory at

the electroweak scale to protectthiscancellation,and the cancellationsin the loop

correctionsto the m asses,ifthe particle/sparticle m assdi�erencesare notoforder

theelectroweak/TeV scale.

The m inim ization conditions for an SU(2)L � U(1)Y breaking vacuum suggest

thatoneorboth oftheHiggsdoubletshasa negative m ass-squared atvd = vu = 0,

likethenegativem ass-squared in theSM .In a singleHiggsdoubletm odel,theusual

condition isthatthem ass-squared param eterisnegative.However,therequirem ents
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are m ore subtle in two Higgs doublet m odels,in which the condition m 2
H u

< 0 is

neithernecessary norsu�cient(although ithelps).

Nevertheless,a celebrated features ofthe M SSM isthatthe up-type Higgssoft

m ass-squared param eterdoesgetdriven negativevia renorm alization group running

due to the large top quark Yukawa coupling [11,12,13,14,15]. This can be seen

upon an inspection ofthe renorm alization group equationsforthe relevantsoftpa-

ram eters. Forthispurpose,itsu�ces to retain only the third fam ily contributions

in theapproxim ation ofEq.(C.117),aspresented in Eq.(C.118){Eq.(C.129)ofAp-

pendix C.6.Retainingonlythetop quark Yukawacoupling,onecan seethatthem 2
H u

param eterisdriven down by thelargetop Yukawa term sasonerunsdown from the

high scale to the low scale. In the large tan� regim e in which the bottom and tau

Yukawasare also large,there isa sim ilare�ectform 2
H d
,aswillbe discussed later.

Otherm assessuch asthestop m ass-squared param etersalso aredriven down by the

Yukawa term s;however,they also receive large positive contributions from gluino

loops,so they don’tusually run negative,although they can. Therefore,the Higgs

softm ass-squared param eterscan bedriven to negative valuesneartheelectroweak

scaledueto perturbativelogarithm icrunning.�

4.2 T he � problem

Electroweaksym m etrybreakingcanthustakeplaceinanaturalwayin theM SSM

via a radiativem echanism by which thesoftm ass-squared param eteroftheup-type

Higgsdoublet(and also thatofthedown-typeHiggswhen tan� islarge)approaches

orbecom eszero,provided that� and b are nonzero and take valuesroughly ofthe

sam e orderasm Z. To see thiscorrelation letusdem onstrate itexplicitly forthe �

param eter.Rewriting them inim ization conditionsyieldsthefollowing expression:

�
2 =

m 2
H d

� m2H u
tan2�

tan2� � 1
�
1

2
m

2
Z: (4.10)

Thiscorrelation leadstoapuzzle.Justasweareignorantoftheorigin and dynam ical

m echanism ofsupersym m etry breaking,we do not know why the supersym m etric

m assparam eter� should be ofthe orderofthe electroweak scale,and ofthe sam e

orderasthe supersym m etry breaking param eters(orelse there would be a chargino

lighterthan theW boson,which hasbeen excluded experim entally).Given that� is

a superpotentialparam eteronem ightexpect� � O (MX ),whereM X isa high scale,

e.g.theuni�cation orGUT scale.Ifthisweretrue,thehierarchy problem isclearly

restored.Thispuzzle,known asthe� problem ,was�rstpointed outin [144].

Operationally,one can trade the unknown input values of� and b form Z and

tan�;however,thisdoesnotconstrain thephaseorsign ofthe� param eterrelative

to the other soft supersym m etry-breaking term s. In practice,this is the standard

�Notehoweverthatelectroweak sym m etry breaking ispossibleeven ifm 2

H u
ispositiveaslong as

bislargeenough.
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approachform ostphenom enologicalanalysesoftheM SSM ,inwhich tan� istypically

taken to bean inputparam eter.

However,one can view the � problem in anotherway. The sm allvalue ofthe �

param eterrelative to the fundam entalscale suggests thatthe � term isnota fun-

dam entalparam eter,butratherparam eterizesm orefundam entalphysicsassociated

with the breakdown ofsupersym m etry atscales higherthan the electroweak scale.

In thisway understanding thesizeof� m ightlead to new insightabouttheorigin of

supersym m etry breaking.

The waysin which � and b are generated are highly m odeldependent.y Letus

considera few standard exam ples| theseby no m eansexhaustthepossiblem odels.

Theinterested readershould consulttheexcellentreview [145]forfurtherdetailsand

a m orecom pleteclassi�cation.

� The� term can begenerated from a renorm alizablesuperpotentialcoupling

W = N̂ Ĥ uĤ d; (4.11)

which occurs for exam ple in the NM SSM ,as dicussed in Section 10.3. This

renorm alizable superpotentialleads to the generation of� � hN i,and the b

term can be due to the associated softtrilinearcoupling A N . The VEV ofN

can be triggered in wayssim ilarto theusualradiative breaking m echanism in

the M SSM ,for exam ple ifthe N �eld couples to heavy exotic particles with

large Yukawa couplings. N can either be a totalsinglet with respect to any

gauge group,as in the NM SSM ,or a SM singlet charged with respect to an

additionalgauged U(1)0(seee.g.[146]).

� Anotherpossibility which can naturally occurwithin the supergravity fram e-

work istheGiudice-M asiero m echanism [147],which usesK�ahlerpotentialcou-

plingsthatm ix theup and down-typeHiggs:

K G M / Ĥ uĤ d + h:c:: (4.12)

Thisterm becom esan e�ectivesuperpotentialterm aftersupersym m etry break-

ing. The � and b term s are naturally ofa sim ilar orderofm agnitude asthe

gravitinom ass,which setsthescaleforthesoftsupersym m etry-breaking term s.

Theexam plesdescribed hereboth naturally�tin with thesupergravity m ediation

schem e for supersym m etry breaking. There are severalother possible m ediation

schem es,such asgaugem ediation,which havelowerm ediation scalesand a di�erent

hierarchy between the VEVs ofthe hidden sector �elds and the supersym m etry-

breaking F term s.W ithin these otherschem esotherpossible operatorscan be used

yAn optim istwould arguethatthism odeldependencecan beviewed asa positivefeature,since

then data m ay point to how � and b are actually generated,rather than having to decide from

purely theoreticalargum ents.
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to obtain � and bwith correctordersofm agnitude.However,in gaugem ediation it

takesacertain am ountofwork toarrangethat� and barenotgenerated atthesam e

loop order,which would beproblem aticforviablephenom enology (seee.g.[123,125]

forfurtherdiscussions).

4.3 T he ubiquitous tan�

An im portant quantity in relating supersym m etry to the realworld is tan� �

vu=vd. Tan� does not exist in the high scale theory, since it is the ratio ofthe

vacuum expectation valuesforthetwo Higgsdoublets.The VEV’sbecom e nonzero

at the electroweak phase transition at a few hundred GeV as the universe cools;

above thatscale the electroweak sym m etry isunbroken.Thustan� hasan unusual

status in the theory because itdoes notappear in the superpotentialorLsoft;yet

it enters signi�cantly in alm ost every experim entalprediction. It is often used as

an inputparam eterin phenom enologicalanalysesoftheM SSM ,typically underthe

assum ption ofperturbative radiative electroweak sym m etry breaking. Asdiscussed

in Section 4.1,the tree-levelm inim ization conditionsofthe Higgspotentialallow b

and � to be elim inated in favortan� and the Z m assup to a phase am biguity. It

isthen possible to calculate tan� within the fram ework ofthe high energy theory,

which should predictthe source ofb and �. The result ofcourse willdepend on a

num berofsoftparam eters.

There is inform ation available about tan� from both theory and phenom enol-

ogy. Bounds on the possible range oftan� can be obtained under the plausible

assum ption thatthetheory staysperturbativeatenergiesup totheuni�cation scale;

recallthe evidence forthisincludesgaugecoupling uni�cation and successfulradia-

tive electroweak sym m etry breaking. Astan� relatesthe Yukawa couplingsto the

m asses,tan� cannotbetoo sm allortoo largebecausetheYukawa couplingsshould

be bounded. This gives a lower lim it ofabout 1 and an upper lim it ofabout 60.

These lim its willnot be discussed in detailsince phenom enologicalinform ation is

anticipated to im proveon them in thenearfuture.

An additionalconstraintarisesfrom theupperbound on thelightestHiggsm ass,

which attreelevelisgiven by

m h0 . m Z jcos2�j: (4.13)

Ithasbeen known form ore than a decade thatthere are large loop corrections to

thistree-levelbound (see e.g.[142]fora review).Atvery low valuesoftan�,large

loop correctionsare needed,which m akesitm ore di�cultforsuch low tan� values

to beconsistentwith LEP Higgsm assbounds.Indeed,theabsenceofa Higgsboson

lighterthan about110 GeV im pliesjcos2�jisvery nearunity,which im pliestan� is

largerthan about4.z

zTo do this precisely one should allow for CP-violating e�ects which can lower the lim it;see

Section 9.
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Thereareotherhintsofalowerlim itofafew on tan� | theprecision data from

LEP,SLC,and the Tevatron isdescribed a little better[148,149]ifthere are light

superpartners and in particular ifsneutrinos are signi�cantly lighter than charged

sleptons. Theirm asses-squared are separated by the SU(2)D term jcos2�jm 2
W ,so

again theim plication isthatjcos2�jisnearunity.x In general,deducing upperlim its

on tan� ism oreinvolved because atlargertan� itisnecessary to includee�ectsof

tan� itselfon m assesand otherquantitiesthatenterinto estim ating thelim its.

On the theoreticalside, there has long been a bias toward having tan� near

unity forseveralreasons. First,in the supersym m etric lim itthe Higgspotentialis

m inim ized when tan� = 1,asshown in Section 4.1.Second,iftheparam etersofthe

Higgspotentialarecom parablein size,itisnaturalfortheHiggs�eldstohaveVEVs

ofsim ilarm agnitudes.Oneargum entin theoppositedirection isthattheattractive

idea thatthet,b,and � Yukawa couplingsunify ata high scale requireslargetan�

[150,151,152,153,154,155,156,52,157,158]. Precisely how largeissubtle,since

onem ustincluderunning e�ectson m assesand higherordere�ects.

Itwasnoticed quitesom etim eagothatradiativeelectroweak sym m etry breaking

without �ne tuning can be m ore di�cult to achieve in the very large tan� lim it

[159,52].To seethis,rewritethem inim ization conditionsasfollows:

m
2
H u

tan2� � m
2
H d

= �

�

j�j2 +
m 2

Z

2

�

(tan2� � 1) (4.14)

2b

sin2�
= 2j�j2 + m

2
H d

+ m
2
H u

= m
2
A; (4.15)

in which m 2
A isthem assoftheCP-odd Higgsboson.In thelargetan� lim it,

j�j2 = � m
2
H u

�
1

2
m

2
Z + O

�
1

tan2�

�

(4.16)

b =
1

tan�
(m 2

H d
� m

2
H u

� m
2
Z)+ O

�
1

tan3�

�

: (4.17)

Thisshowsthattherem ustbea hierarchy am ong thesoftparam eters:

b. m
2
W =tan�; (4.18)

whileonewould expectbtobethesizeofatypicalsoftm ass-squared.M oreprecisely,

1

tan�
=

b

2j�j2 + m 2
H d

+ m 2
H u

: (4.19)

xAlso,as described in Section 5,the recent data for the m uon anom alous m agnetic m om ent

m ay show a deviation from the SM .Ifso,and ifthe e�ect is indeed due to supersym m etry,the

supersym m etrycontribution needstobeafew tim estheelectroweakcontribution.Thisisreasonable

iftan� isgreaterthan about3,sincethe supersym m etry contribution growswith tan�.
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Thishierarchy doesnotappeartobeexplained by any approxim atesym m etry in two

Higgsdoubletm odelssuch astheM SSM (and even in singlet-extended m odelssuch

astheNM SSM ),asthem ostobvioussym m etriesthatcan dothejob(e.g.theU(1)P Q
and U(1)R sym m etries ofthe M SSM ) result in a light chargino with m ass � m Z,

which isruled outexperim entally [159,52].Forexam ple,� istypically m uch lighter

than m Z in the U(1)P Q scenario,while the softparam etersB � b=� � M2 � A are

typically m uch lighterthan m Z forU(1)R [52]. Eitherscenario predictsa chargino

lighter than the current LEP lim its. It appears to be necessary to take the scale

of(atleasta subset of)the softparam eterslargerthan the electroweak scale by a

m ultiplicative factorof
p
tan�,which isnotfavored by naturalnessargum ents.

Clearly theissueofhow to achievethehierarchy ofEq.(4.18)m ustbeaddressed

in m odel-building. Such a hierarchy is not in generalfavored within the sim plest

SUGRA scenarios,in which �2 � b unless speci�c cancellations occur,although it

can beachieved within GM SB (seee.g.[160,161]).Strictly speaking,theconstraints

here apply to the values ofthe param eters at the electroweak scale. Since � is a

superpotentialparam eterand hence only receiveswavefunction renorm alization,its

running ism ild.However,bisa softsupersym m etry-breaking param eterwhich can

receive large corrections not proportionalto its initialvalue. In carefully chosen

scenarios,b and � could start with sim ilar values but run to very di�erent values

atlow energy. Ifthere isno com pelling theoreticalm otivation forsuch a scenario,

though,a certain degreeof�ne-tuning isinherently present.

Radiativeelectroweak sym m etry breaking with largetan� isalso com plicated by

the sim ilar running ofthe softm ass-squared param eters ofthe two Higgsdoublets

when the t and b quark Yukawa couplings are com parable [52]. The key point is

Eq.(4.6) and Eq.(4.7) cannot be satis�ed ifm 2
H u

= m 2
H d
,indicating the need for

violationofthecustodialu $ dsym m etry.Inprinciple,thisbreakingcanbeprovided

by thehierarchy between thetand bYukawa couplings,with theheavy top Yukawa

couplingdrivingm 2
H u

negative.However,thisisnotpossiblein thelargetan� regim e

because the Yukawasare com parable. Both m 2
H u

and m 2
H d

willrun to negative and

com parable values iftheir initialvalues are sim ilar,which isgenerally problem atic

forelectroweak sym m etry breaking.Thisisparticularly an issueforGUT m odelsin

which the two electroweak Higgs doublets reside in a single GUT m ultiplet as the

initialvaluesoftheirsoftm ass-squared param etersareequal.

However,thisproblem can be alleviated via the well-known m echanism ofsplit-

tingthescalarm assesusingadditionalD term contributions[162,163,164,165,137].

W henever a gauged U(1) sym m etry is broken, contributions to soft scalar m ass

squaredscan resultvia theD term s,which can changethesuperpartnerspectrum in

a signi�cantway.Thetypicalstructureofa D term is

D
a = �

�
iT

a
ij�j (4.20)

whereTa
ij isagaugegroupgeneratorand�iisascalarcom ponentofachiralsuper�eld

which transform sunderthe gauge group. The contribution to the softpotentialis
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then oftheform

�V =
1

2
g
2
X

a

D
a
D

a (4.21)

where g is a gauge coupling associated with the gauge group under which Ta is a

generator. For com m uting gauge groups the potentialis constructed by sum m ing

overtheterm sforeach gaugegroup.

ForaU(1)gaugegroup,such D term swere�rstdiscussed byFayetand Illiopoulos

[60].TheseD term scan lead tocontributionstosoftm asseswhen Higgs�eldsdevelop

VEVs which break the U(1). Such contributionsto the m asses ofthe squarks and

sleptons are already present in the M SSM due to the breaking ofthe electroweak

sym m etry,contributing essentially m 2
Z(T3 � Q sin2�W )foreach,which isrelatively

sm all. However, further U(1) gauge groups could exist as additionalcom m uting

Abelian gaugegroups,orcorresponding to diagonalgeneratorsofnon-Abelian gauge

groups which are broken; these could lead to additionalcontributions to the soft

scalarm asseswhileleaving theothersoftparam etersunchanged.

In supersym m etric GUT m odels,the GUT sym m etry breaking can have conse-

quencesforlow energy phenom enology via such D term contributionsto the scalar

m asses ifthe SM particles are charged under the resulting U(1) sym m etries. This

hasbeen studied within supersym m etricGUT fram eworkssuch asSO (10)and Pati-

Salam SU(4)� SU(2)R � SU(2)L [166,158,167,168,169].Forexam ple,within the

Pati-Salam m odeltheD term correctionsm ustbeincluded becausethey leavean im -

printin thescalarm assesofthechargescarried by thebroken GUT generator(these

chargesdeterm ine the coe�cientsofthe g 2 term sabove). Therefore the analysisof

the sparticle spectra [169]m ightrevealthe nature ofthe GUT sym m etry breaking

pattern.In addition,they splitthesoftHiggsm assesby

m
2
H u

� m
2
H d

� � 4g2X D ; (4.22)

wheregX isthegaugecoupling constantde�ned atGUT scale.ThepositiveD term

thusfacilitatesradiativeelectroweak sym m etry breaking,particularly forlargetan�.

Such resultsareexpected to bequitegenericand apply in string theory forexam ple

where the sym m etry breaking is m ore obscure. In generalwhenever there is a D

atdirection which m ay be lifted by softsupersym m etry-breaking term s,there will

be D term contributions to soft m asses. Thus any discussion ofsoft squark and

slepton m assesm ustinclude an exam ination ofthe presence ofD term s,which can

give signi�cant contributions to the soft m ass m atrices. The D term s always lead

to additionalsoft m ass squared contributions which are always real. The possible

presence ofsuch term s is one reason why assum ing degenerate scalar m asses for

phenom enologicalstudiesm ay beunwise.
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4.4 C harge and color breaking m inim a

In the SM ,the quartic coupling � ofthe Higgs potentialm ust be positive,or

elsetheHiggspotentialhasno m inim um and theresulting �eld theory isillde�ned.

In the M SSM ,the quartic scalar couplings arise from D term s,which are positive

sem i-de�niteby de�nition butcan bezero alongcertain directionsin �eld space.For

exam ple,theHiggsscalarpotentialprojected along theneutralcom ponents

VH iggs = (j�j2 + m
2
H u
)jH 0

uj
2 + (j�j2 + m

2
H d
)jH 0

dj
2

+
1

8
(g2 + g

02)(jH 0
uj
2 � jH0

dj
2)2 � bH

0
dH

0
u + h:c:) (4.23)

hasD term s which vanish ifhH 0
ui= hH 0

di;technically the conditionsforsuch van-

ishing D term s are known as D atness conditions. Along this D at direction in

�eld space,theHiggsVEVscan betoo largeand hence unphysical.{ Thequadratic

term s,which determ inetheshapeofthepotential,m ustbepositiveorelsetheHiggs

potentialbecom es unbounded from below (UFB).M ore precisely,the condition to

avoid a tree-levelUFB potentialis:

m
2
H u

+ m
2
H d

+ 2j�j2 � 2b> 0; (4.24)

which m ustbesatis�ed forallscalesbetween M G U T and m Z.Onceradiativecorrec-

tionsareincluded thepotentialisno longerstrictly UFB;perhapsthen theproblem

should be called \the problem oflarge unphysicalm inim a" since the potentialwill

develop a deep unphysicalm inim um ata large HiggsVEV.Typically the tunneling

transition rate from the physicalHiggsVEV to a large unphysicalHiggsVEV isso

slow asto notyethave happened. The problem then isa cosm ologicalone,nam ely

why would the universe end up in our shallow,observed m inim um when there is

a m uch deeper,butunphysical,one available? Forthisreason the UFB constraint

should perhaps be regarded as a theoreticalcosm ologicalconstraint rather than a

colliderconstraint.

The M SSM di�ers from the SM in thatthe fullscalar potentialis notjust the

potentialofthe Higgsdoublets,butalso includes the potentialofthe squarks and

sleptons,any ofwhich could acquire a phenom enologically disastrous VEV ifcer-

tain conditions are notm et. Forexam ple,there is a D atdirection in which eU c,

H u,and the eUL com ponent of eQ allhave equalVEVs. However,unlike the Higgs

doublet case,this direction also has a cubic contribution in the potential,the soft

supersym m etry-breaking trilinearterm H u
eQ eA u

eU c.Ifthistrilinearterm givesa neg-

ative contribution to the potential,then a very deep CCB m inim um appearsunless

thefollowing constraintissatis�ed [170]:

jeA uj
2 � 3(m2Q + m

2
U + m

2
H u

+ j�j2): (4.25)

{Note thatsince the D term involvesquartic HiggsVEVs,itwould dom inate in the large VEV

lim it. Therefore,since the D term ispositive (ifitisnonzero),itwould prohibitthe HiggsVEVs

from everbecom ing large.
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There aresim ilarconstraintsforallthetrilinearterm s,including o�-diagonalavor

changing ones[171]. The CCB m inim a are those which lead to a deeperm inim um

than thephysicalone,even attree-level.

The presence ofsquarks and sleptons also allows new UFB problem s with the

fullscalar potential,analogous to the Higgs UFB problem s discussed above [172].

AsbeforetheUFB potentialattree-levelbecom esconverted into a largedeep m ini-

m um onceradiativecorrectionsareincluded,and sostrictly speaking theUFB vacua

involving squarksand sleptonsarereally furtherexam plesofCCB vacua.M any dan-

gerousCCB m inim a ofboth typesweresubsequently classi�ed and studied in detail

fordi�erentphysicalsituations[173,174,175,176].Allthedangerousdirectionshave

thefeaturethatthey areboth D atand F at,where theF atnessconditionsare

de�ned to behFii� h@W =@�ii= 0 forall�elds�i in them odel.

A particularlydangeroussetofatdirectionsinvolvetheHiggsVEV H u,sincethe

m asssquared m 2
H u

isnaturally negativeasitrunsbelow theGUT scale.Forexam ple

considertheatdirection characterized byLiQ 3D
c
3 and LiH u,wherewehaveused the

correspondencebetween atdirectionsand holom orphicgaugeinvariantpolynom ials

ofchiralsuper�elds[177].Thedangerousatdirection occurswhen theVEV ofthe
eD 3 com ponentofeQ 3 equalsthatofeD

c
3 and in addition theVEVsofH u and aslepton

doublet eLi arerelated by [172]

jeLij
2 = jH uj

2 + jeD 3j
2
: (4.26)

Thisleadsto theconstraint[172]

m
2
H u

+ m
2
Li
> 0; (4.27)

which m ustbesatis�ed overthewholerangebetween M G U T and m Z.Sincem
2
H u

runs

negative thiscondition can easily be violated. Thisconstraintisonly approxim ate;

the fullconstraint has been subsequently studied in detail[175,176],where other

equally dangerousatdirectionsLiLjE
c
k and LiH u werealso considered.

The requirem entofno CCB m inim a arising from the dangerousdirectionsleads

to severe conditions on the param eter space ofthe constrained M SSM .Generally

the CCB constraints prefer m odels where m 0 is high and m 1=2 is low [176]. For

m inim alm odelsbased on dilaton-dom inated supersym m etry breaking,forexam ple,

the CCB requirem ents rule outthe entire experim entally allowed param eterspace.

Othernonuniversalm odelsm ustbe studied case by case. However,we repeatthat

theCCB constraintsshould properly beregarded ascosm ologicalconstraintsrather

than particlephysicsconstraints.Forthisreason,itisnotcertain how seriously these

constraintsshould betaken in phenom enologicalanalyses.

4.5 U pper lim its on superpartner m asses and � ne-tuning

Thereareseveralargum entswhich havebeen used tosuggestthatatleastasubset

ofthesuperpartnerswillbelight.In thissection,webriey discusstheseargum ents

and discussissuesof�ne-tuning in thecontextoftheM SSM .
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Superpartners get m ass from both the Higgs m echanism and supersym m etry

breaking,the latterentering through the softm asses. Generically,the superpartner

m assesaredom inantly dueto thesoftm asses(and � and tan�)and notelectroweak

sym m etry breakinge�ects.Forexam ple,in thecharginom assm atrixtheo�-diagonal

elem entsareelectroweak sym m etry breaking e�ectsand thediagonalelem entscom e

from Lsoft. The electroweak contributionsare typically oforderm W orless. Ifthe

softm assesarelarge,thesuperpartnerm asseswillgenerally belarge.W hetherthere

areupperlim itson superpartnerm assesisofinterestbecausesuperpartnershavenot

yetbeen observed directly,and becausesuch considerationsareofcrucialim portance

in theplanning and construction offuturecolliders.

Perhapsthem ostcom pellingargum entin favoroflightsuperpartnerscom esfrom

thehierarchy problem ,which rem ainsthebasicm otivation forlow energy supersym -

m etry. From a bottom -up perspective,the hierarchy problem isencountered in the

Standard M odelasone-loop radiativecorrectionstotheHiggsm assparam eterm 2
H in

theHiggspotential.Sincethetop quark isheavy,thedom inantone-loop correction

arisesfrom top loops:

�m
2
H (toploop)= � (900GeV)2

�
�

3TeV

� 2

(4.28)

where� isa cuto� scale.In theSM ,electroweak sym m etry breaking requires

m
2
H + �m

2
H = � �(246GeV)2 (4.29)

where � isthe quartic Higgscoupling. By com paring Eq.(4.28)to Eq.(4.29)itis

clearthat�ne-tuning oftheunrenorm alized param eterm 2
H isrequired if�� 1TeV.

Loopsinvolving stop squarks,whosecouplingsto theHiggsareequalto thetop cou-

plingsby virtueofsupersym m etry,giveoppositesign contributionswhich cancelthe

leading quadraticdivergence,leaving only a subleading logarithm icdivergence.The

condition ofno �ne tuning then apparently im pliesthatthe stop m asses,identi�ed

with the cuto� � in Eq.(4.28),should be notm uch largerthan the TeV scale. Ac-

cording to sim ilarargum entstheothersuperpartnerswould havehigherupperm ass

lim itssincethetop quark istheheaviestknown particle.

From a top-down perspective the requirem ent that the M SSM gives radiative

electroweak sym m etry breaking without�ne-tuning can again give upperlim its on

superpartnerm asses.A veryattractivefeatureoftheM SSM isthatthee�ectiveHiggs

m assparam etersm 2
H u

+ j�j2 and m 2
H d

+ j�j2 can both startoutpositive and equal

atthe high energy scale,then when they are run down to low energy using the RG

equationsm 2
H u

can getdriven negativeduetothee�ectsoftop quark loops,resulting

in electroweaksym m etrybreakingasdiscussed inSection 4.1.Thisradiativebreaking

m echanism requiresa su�ciently heavy top quark in orderto work. However,m 2
H u

is typically driven m uch m ore negative than � m2Z,depending on the sizes ofthe

superpartner m asses. According to the m inim ization conditions in Eq.(4.9),this

56



e�ect can be com pensated by choosing the value ofj�j2 (which does not run very

strongly)to cancelagainstthe excessnegative low energy value ofm 2
H u
,butatthe

in expense ofa certain am ount of�ne-tuning. The resulting �ne-tuning was �rst

studied by [178,179,180]. The price ofsuch �ne-tuning im posed by the failure to

�nd superpartnersatLEP wassubsequently discussed in [181,182,183,184].

Generically,foragiven�xedtopquarkm ass,thelargerthehighenergysoftm asses

the m ore negative m 2
H u

isdriven atlow energiesand the greaterthe �ne-tuning.In

m any cases,the soft m ass param eter ultim ately m ost responsible for driving m 2
H u

negativeisthegluino m assM 3 [185,186].
k Thishasthee�ectofincreasing thestop

softm asses,and since theRGEsfortheup-typeHiggsand thestop softm assesare

strongly coupled dueto thelargetop Yukawa coupling,m 2
H u

isdriven m orenegative

in response. The requirem ent ofa large Higgsboson m assisindirectly responsible

for�ne-tuning,sincein theM SSM itm ustderiveallofitsm assin excessofm Z from

radiativecorrections,and thesedom inantly originatefrom thestop sector.Therefore

them oretheHiggsm assexceedsm Z,theheavierthelow energysoftm assparam eters

associated with thestop sectorm ustbe,and them orenegativem 2
H u

becom es.Since

the Higgsm assonly receives radiative correctionslogarithm ically,thisim pliesthat

�ne-tuning increases exponentially with the Higgsboson m ass. Ifthe Higgs boson

m asscan exceed m Z attree-levelasin theNM SSM then the�ne-tuning arising from

theHiggsboson m asswillbesigni�cantly decreased [188].

Onecan arguethatthereareessentially no instancesin physicswherelarge�ne-

tuningoccursorisacceptableoncethereisatheory,soitisappropriatetoim posesuch

a condition.On the otherhand,im posing a num ericalvalue to quantify �ne-tuning

and usingittoobtain upperlim itson superpartnersisfraughtwith di�culties.Even

thequestionofhow tode�neam easureofthe�ne-tuningassociatedwiththeradiative

breaking m echanism isnotsettled.Severalanalyses[189,190,191,192]dispute the

relevanceofthede�nition of�ne-tuning in term sofa sensitivity param eteron which

allofthediscussion aboveisbased.They arguethatonem usttakeinto accountthe

norm alization ofany naturalnessm easure,and claim thatthisresultsin signi�cantly

reduced �ne-tuning.

W hatappearsas�ne-tuning isofcoursetheory-dependent.Theusualexam pleis

the precise equality ofthe electric chargesofthe proton and the electron,so atom s

areneutralto a partin about1020.Ifelectricchargeisquantized thatisreasonable,

ifnotitrequiresa huge �ne-tuning.So one expectsany acceptable theory to im ply

quantization ofelectric charge. Sim ilarly,one should judge the �ne-tuning ofthe

softm assesin the presence ofa theory thatcan relate the param eters. Even then,

constraintsrem ain because param etersgenerally have di�erentphysicaloriginsand

run di�erently from the high oruni�cation scale where the theory isde�ned to the

electroweak scale.If supersym m etry isindeed theexplanation forelectroweak sym -

kA counterexam ple is the \focus-point" regim e [187]ofe.g. m SUG RA m odels,in which the

scalarm assesarem uch largerthan thegaugino m asses;in thiscasethestop m assescontroltheRG

running.

57



m etry breaking,then itisappropriate to im pose reasonable �ne-tuning constraints

on the soft param eters. These issues and possible ways to evade constraints have

recently been reexam ined in [193].

Thereareotherargum ents[178,194]thatcertain superpartners,m ostlikely slep-

tons,should belightorthelightestsupersym m etric particle(LSP)would annihilate

too poorly and the large num ber ofLSPs left would overclose the universe. This

assum estheLSP isthedark m atter,which isan extra,although likely,assum ption.

Therecan alsobeloopholes[178,194]from annihilation through aresonanceoralong

particulardirectionsin param eterspace.A third argum entisthatelectroweak baryo-

genesisrequirescharginosand stopsto belighterthan aboutm top and Higgsbosons

to befairly light.Ofcourse,thisassum esthebaryon asym m etry isindeed produced

thisway;seeSection 7.Finally,oneofthestop m assesistypically lighterthan those

ofthe�rsttwo generationsofsquarksfortwo reasons:(i)thestop softm ass-squared

param etersare driven down by RG running m uch like m 2
H u
,and (ii)they can have

large LR m ixing,which furtherpushesdown the m assofthe lighterstop (forlarge

tan�,thesbottom and stau softm ass-squaresarealsoreduced substantially).These

argum entsreinforce the expectation thatsom e superpartnersare lightand perhaps

in theTevatron dom ain,butnonearede�nitive.

5 C P violation and avor | origin and connections to Lsoft

The avorproblem ofthe SM quarksand leptonsisam ong the m ostintriguing

issuesin high energy physics.TheSM avorproblem can besum m arized by thefol-

lowingquestions:(i)why aretherethreestandard fam iliesofquarksand leptons,not

m oreorless,and (ii)whatistheorigin oftheirhierarchicalm assesand m ixingangles.

In the SM ,thiscan be rephrased asfollows: whatisthe theoreticalexplanation of

thequark and lepton Yukawa m atrices?

The origin ofCP violation isalso a m ystery. CP violation wasobserved in the

kaon system in the 1960’s[195],and m ore recently in the B system [196,197]. CP

violation isalso a necessary ingredient forbaryogenesis [7],asdiscussed in Section

7.W hethertheobserved CP violation in theneutralm eson system sisrelated to the

CP violation thata�ectsthebaryon asym m etry isan open question (seee.g.[198]).

However,other CP-violating observables,m ost notably the ferm ion electric dipole

m om ents(EDM s),havenotbeen observed experim entally.

The three-fam ily SM providesa well-known source ofCP violation in the quark

sector� through a single phase in the CKM m atrix [199]. The CKM phase does

not lead to observable EDM sy and there is em erging,but not de�nitive,evidence

�W e deferthe discussion ofphasesin the lepton sectorto Section 10.1,in which we discussthe

m inim ally extended M SSM including right-handed neutrinos.
yEDM sareavor-conserving,whiletheCK M phaseisassociated with avor-changingcouplings.

Hence,the �rst nonvanishing contribution to the EDM s occurs at three-loop order and is highly

suppressed [200].
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thatthe CKM phase isthe dom inantoronly source ofCP violation in the neutral

m eson system s. However, the strength ofCP violation,which is proportionalto

the Jarlskog invariant[56],isinsu�cient forelectroweak baryogenesis,asdiscussed

in Section 7. The EDM problem is also not solved because the QCD � param eter

genericallyoverproducestheneutron EDM bym anyordersofm agnitude.Thisstrong

CP problem willbeaddressed in Section 5.2.3.

Asidefrom thecaveatsm entioned aboveregardingtheorigin ofthebaryon asym -

m etry and the resolution to the strong CP problem (which both have possible so-

lutions discussed in this review),the key to understanding the SM avor and CP

problem sisto understand theorigin oftheYukawa couplingsofthequarksand lep-

tons. However,the SM is an e�ective theory which does notprovide a fram ework

in which to addressthe origin ofCP violation and avor. These questionsm ustbe

reserved fora m orefundam entalunderlying theory.Asthe M SSM isitselfan e�ec-

tivetheory,m aking thetheory supersym m etricsim ply transportstheproblem ofthe

Yukawa m atricesfrom the Lagrangian to the e�ective low energy superpotentialof

theM SSM .

However,supersym m etry breaking introduces new avor and CP questions be-

causetherearem any new sourcesofcom plex avor-changing couplingsand com plex

avor-conserving couplings due to the structure ofL soft . These questions can be

sum m arized asfollows:

� The com plex avor-conserving couplingsofLsoft can overproduce the electric

dipolem om ents(seee.g.[201]).Thisiscom m only known asthesupersym m et-

ric CP problem ;itwillbeaddressed in Section 5.2.2.

� These new sources ofavor and CP violation can also disrupt the delicate

m echanism which suppresses FCNCs to acceptably low levels in the SM (the

GIM m echanism [202]). Ifthe o�-diagonalelem ents ofthe squark orslepton

softparam etersareoforderthetypicalsquark orslepton m asses,then generi-

cally therewould belargeavor-m ixinge�ects[203],becausetherotationsthat

diagonalize the quarks and charged leptons need not diagonalize the squarks

and sleptons. FCNCs thus signi�cantly constrain the L soft param eter space.

Thisiscom m only known asthe supersym m etric avor problem ,which willbe

discussed in Section 5.1.

5.1 C onstraints on Lsoft from FC N C s

5.1.1 FC N C s and the m ass insertion approxim ation

The explanation for the suppression ofFCNCs is a great success ofthe SM .The

treelevelcouplingsoftheferm ionsto theneutralgaugebosonsdo notchangeavor

becausetheferm ionsarerotated from gaugetom asseigenstatesby unitary diagonal-

ization m atrices.In addition,thehigherordercontributionsfrom charged currentsat

one-loopvanish inthelim itofdegenerateferm ionm asses:thisistheGIM m echanism .
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Forexam ple,consider K 0 � K
0
m ixing in the SM ,which proceeds via the box

diagram involving W bosonsand up-type quarks u;c;t. The GIM m echanism dic-

tatesthattheam plitudeissuppressed (in addition to theloop suppression)by sm all

ferm ion m assdi�erences.The leading contribution is� (m2
c � m2u)=M

2
W ;othercon-

tributionsarefurtherCabibbo-suppressed.

In theM SSM ,therearem anyadditionalavor-changingcouplingswhich can con-

tributetoFCNCsatoneloop.Considerforexam pletheim plicationsfortheK 0� K
0

m ixing exam ple given above.In addition to theW box diagram ,therearenow dia-

gram swith fW sand up-typesquarkseu;ec;et,which areproportionalto sferm ion m ass

di�erences,e.g. (m 2
ec � m2eu)=em

2,in which em denotesa typicalsoftm ass. Therefore,

thesuperpartnerloop contributionsin generalinvolvean unsuppressed factoroforder

unity unlessthereisan approxim atedegeneracy ofthesquarks;ofcourse,theoverall

m agnitudeofthediagram m ay besm allerbecausethesuperpartnersin theloop are

typically heavierthan m W .Ifthere isan approxim ate squark degeneracy,thistype

ofcontribution isnota seriousproblem ;i.e.,thereisa \super-GIM m echanism ."

The supersym m etrized charged current interactions contribute to FCNCs even

ifLsoft is avor diagonal. IfL soft has nontrivialavor structure at low energies,

then thereareadditionalcontributionstoFCNC which arisefrom supersym m etrizing

the ferm ion couplingsto the neutralgauge bosons. The resulting ferm ion-sferm ion-

gaugino couplings,such asthequark-squark-gluino couplingsand thequark-squark-

neutralino couplings,aregenerically notavordiagonal.Thisisbecause thesquark

m assm atricesaretypicallynotdiagonalin thebasisin which thequarksarediagonal,

asshown explicitly in Section C.1.In thiscase,gluino and neutralino loopscan also

contribute to FCNCsatone-loop order.z Hence,in generic supersym m etric m odels

thereisan explicitfailureofthesupersym m etric version oftheGIM m echanism .

Theam plitudesforsuch avor-changing and CP-violating processesofcoursede-

pend on variousentriesofthe6� 6sferm ion diagonalization m atrices,given explicitly

in Eq.(C.28)and Eq.(C.29).Thesem atricesarerelated in com plicated waysto the

originalparam etersofLsoft expressed in theSCKM basis.Ratherthan workingwith

the explicitdiagonalization m atrices,itisoften usefulto recallthatthe size ofthe

avor-violating e�ects can be related to the o�-diagonalelem ents ofthe sferm ion

m assm atrices.Iftheseo�-diagonalentriesaresm allcom pared to thediagonalones,

itisillustrativeto usethem assinsertion approxim ation,in which thesferm ion diag-

onalization m atricescan beexpressed asaperturbation expansion in theo�-diagonal

entriesofthesferm ion m assm atricesnorm alized by a com m on sferm ion m ass[204].x

Explicitly,considerthefull6� 6 sferm ion m assm atricesexpressed in theSCKM

basis,as presented in Eqs.(C.24). The diagonalterm s are denoted as (m 2
A A)ii,in

zDiagram sinvolvingchargedHiggsbosonsarealsopresent.ThecouplingsofthechargedHiggsto

quarksobey theCK M hierarchy,and hencetheirinteractionscannotprobegenuinesupersym m etry

avor-violating e�ectssuch asthose involving the gluinosand neutralinos.
xFor those unfam iliar with the m ass insertion approxim ation,we present a sim ple two-fam ily

exam plein Appendix C.5.
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which AA can beLL orRR,andi= 1;2;3isafam ilyindex.Fornotationalsim plicity,

here we have suppressed the sferm ion avorindex (forup-type squarks,down-type

squarks,charged sleptons,and sneutrinos). The o�-diagonalterm sin the sferm ion

m assm atrices are (� A B)ij,where AB isLL,RR,LR,orRL (see Eq.(C.25)). For

exam ple,m 2
LL m ay bewritten as

m
2
LL =

0

B
B
B
@

(m 2
LL)11 (� LL)12 (� LL)13

(� LL)21 (m 2
LL)22 (� LL)23

(� LL)31 (� LL)32 (m 2
LL)33

1

C
C
C
A
; (5.1)

and analogously for allthe other m atrices. Herm iticity dictates that (� LL)ij =

(� �
LL)ji and (� R R )ij = (� �

R R )ji,aswellas(� LR )ij = (� �
R L)ji.

FCNC constraints translate m ost naturally into bounds on the m ass insertion

param eters,which arede�ned to bethe�snorm alized by a com m on softm ass.For

exam ple,them assinsertion param eterscan bede�ned asfollows:

(�A B )ij =
(� A B )ij

p
(m 2

A A)ii(m
2
B B )jj

: (5.2)

The choice ofthe denom inator is ofcourse not unique, as any m ass scale which

characterizes the diagonalterm s would su�ce. Argum ents for the choice ofthis

denom inatorwere�rstpresented in [205].

In the above expressions,the LL and RR m assinsertion param etersinvolve the

soft m ass-squared param eters m 2
Q and m 2

U rotated by the left-handed and right-

handed quark diagonalization m atrices,respectively.TheLR and RL m assinsertion

param etersinvolvelinearcom binationsof eA and �,rotated by thesam ecom bination

ofm atrices which diagonalize the Yukawas. The LR and RL blocks are generated

only afterelectroweak breaking,and consequently theirsizeistypically thegeom etric

m ean ofthe electroweak scaleand thescale ofthesoftsupersym m etry-breaking pa-

ram eters.On theotherhand,only thediagonalentriesoftheLL and RR blocksare

inuenced by electroweak breaking;theavor-violating entriesoriginatesolely from

supersym m etry breaking.In addition,whiletheLL and RR param etersareinvariant

underU(1)P Q and U(1)R ,theLR and RL param etersarenotR invariant(they have

R charge� 2accordingtoourconventionsin Table3).Physicalobservablesareeither

functions ofthe absolute squares ofLR/RL quantities or ofthe LR/RL quantities

m ultiplied by theappropriateR-charged softparam eters.

In the next section we briey discuss connections between data and the avor-

dependentsoftparam eters.There hasbeen a trem endousam ountofwork studying

theim plicationsofFCNCsforvarioussupersym m etric m odels,and itisbeyond the

scope ofthisreview to coverallm odelsordiscusseach processin detail.A num ber

ofexcellent reviews exist which provide a com prehensive approach to this subject

[206,207,208,209,210,211,212,213]forthosewho wantm oredetailin thisarea.
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5.1.2 C onstraints from FC processes

The absence ofavor-changing decaysform any system sputsstrong constraintson

certain com binations ofthe soft param eters. There are various observables which

are and/or willbe under experim entalinvestigation at various m eson factories. A

partiallistwould include the m assdi�erences and CP-violating m ixings ofbeauty,

charm and strangem esonsaswellasraredecayssuch asb! s.In thepresentation

that follows,the experim entalbounds are alltaken from the Particle Data Group

Collaboration [214]unlessotherwiseindicated.

Asthe FCNC constraintsgenerically require thatthe o�-diagonalentriesofthe

sferm ion m assm atricesin theSCKM basisaresuppressed to som edegree,itisstan-

dardtoexpresstheconstraintsinthecontextofthem assinsertion param etersde�ned

in theprevioussubsection.Beforediscussing speci�cconstraints,weem phasizethat

m any oftheconstraintson theavor-changingparam etersin theliteraturehavebeen

evaluated with sim pli�ed assum ptions.In general,theseassum ptionsneed notapply

and nontrivialcancellationsm ay occurwhich can relax certain constraints. W e de-

pictseveralexam plesofFCNC observables,including the SM predictionsand their

sensitivitiesto the M SSM param eters,forboth the hadronic (Table 4)and leptonic

(Table5)sectors.

A m odel-independent param eterization ofsuch new FCNC e�ects based on the

m assinsertion approxim ation,with a leading orderlinearm assinsertion,hasbeen

used tosetlim itson theo�-diagonalm assparam eters[205,215].Thefullpanoply of

FCNC constraintson the o�-diagonalm assesinclude those which arise from �m K ,

�m B ,�m D ,�,�
0=�,b ! s,� ! e, and the electric dipole m om ents dn and

de (these willbe discussed in Section 5.2.2). In m uch ofthe analysis of[205],the

gluino-m ediated loopsarethedom inantsourceofFCNC;i.e.,thechargino contribu-

tions,which can besigni�cant,arenotincluded.In general,theboundsarederived

assum ing thatsinglem assinsertion param eterssaturatetheFCNC constraints.

The strongest FCNC constraints by far arise from the kaon system ,im posing

very severe lim its on m ixing ofthe �rst and second generation squarks. The kaon

system su�ersfrom largehadronicuncertainties,and hencecarem ustbetaken in the

interpretation ofthe resultsboth within the SM and supersym m etry. The relevant

observablesinclude:

� �mK = m K L
� mK S

:Theexperim entalbound quoted by thePDG is�m K =

3:490� 0:006� 10� 12 M eV [214].The leading SM contribution is� (V�csVcd)
2.

Them ostsigni�cantM SSM contributionstypically arethoseinvolving gluinos

and down-type squarks,and charginos and up-type quarks. Asshown in the

table,theresultsaresensitivetothe12entriesoftheLL,LR,and RR subblocks

ofthe squark m ass m atrices in the SCKM basis. There are also neutralino{

down-type squark and charged Higgs{up-type quark diagram s,butthey tend

to benum erically lesssigni�cantin m ostregionsofparam eterspace.

� �:Thisparam eterm easurestheCP violation dueto m ixing ofshort-and long-
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Observable SM Prediction M SSM FlavorContent

�m K � (V�csVcd)
2 (�A B )12

� � Im (V�tsVtd)Re(V
�
csVcd) (�A B )12

�
0

=� � Im (V�tsVtd) (�A B )12

b! s � VtbV
�
ts (�A B )23

A C P (b! s) � �s(m b)
Vub
Vcb

m 2

c

m 2

b

(�A B )23

�m B d
� (V�tdVtb)

2 (�A B )13

�m B s
� (V�tsVtb)

2 (�A B )23

A C P (B !  K S) = sin2� (�A B )13

A C P (B ! �K S) = sin2� (�A B )23

Table 4: A partiallist ofavor-violating observables in the quark sector and their

relation to SM and M SSM param eters.The�sarethem assinsertion param etersfor

theup-and down-typesquark sectors,with AB denoting LL,LR,RL,orRR.

63



lived kaons and is used to �x the unitarity triangle. The experim entalvalue

is� = 2:28� 10� 3. In the SM ,� � Im (V�tsVtd)Re(V
�
csVcd). Roughly,the M SSM

contributionsare due to the im aginary partofthe am plitude ofthe diagram s

which contributeto �m K .

� �0:Thisparam eterm easurestheCP violation duetodecayin theK system ;the

experim entalworld averageis�0=� = (16:6� 1:6)� 10� 4.TheSM contributions

include W � q penguin diagram s� Im (V�tsVtd).Thesupersym m etric contribu-

tionsinclude box and penguin diagram salso involving gluinosand charginos,

which probesim ilarLsoft param etersas�,However,�
0isparticularly sensitive

to the 12 entry ofthe LR blocksofthe squark m assm atrices. Thisquantity

su�ersfrom largehadronicuncertainties.

In the kaon system ,K 0 � K
0
m ixing constraints allow for lim its to be placed

on the realpartsRe(�d12)LL < few:10� 2 and Re(�d12)LR � few:10� 3.� The � param e-

terprovidesan extrem ely stringentconstrainton supersym m etric m odels(and any

new avor-violating physicsin which theSM GIM m echanism isviolated),becausea

generic Lsoft with superpartnerm assesoforderthe electroweak scale,diagonaland

o�-diagonalsquark m asses ofsim ilarorders ofm agnitude in the SCKM basis,and

o�-diagonalphases ofO (1)overproduces � by seven orders ofm agnitude. The di-

rectCP-violating param eter�0=� alsoleadstostrongconstraints,in particularon the

im aginary partIm (�d12)LR � few:10� 5. �0=� in particularsu�ersfrom large hadronic

uncertainties,such that it is not absolutely clear whether the SM prediction is in

agreem ent with the experim entalresult,although they are consistent. M any au-

thors have speculated whether or not supersym m etry could provide the dom inant

contribution to �0=� [216,217,218,219,220,221,222,223,224].

TheB system alsoyieldsconstraintson theallowed form softheLsoft param eters,

and istheoretically relatively clean in com parison to the kaon system . Fora recent

review,seee.g.[225].y Therelevantobservablesinclude:

� B R(b! s) and AC P (b! s): Ithasbeen known forquite som e tim e that

b ! s provides im portant tests ofsupersym m etry [227,228]. The leading

SM contribution to the branching ratio appears at one loop level,with the

characteristicCabibbo suppression.Supersym m etry contributionsalso ariseat

oneloop,and aregenerically com parabletoorlargerthan theSM contributions

ifno m echanism sforsuppressing thenew sourcesofavorviolation exist.The

current experim entalweighted average ofthe inclusive B ! X s branching

ratio [229,230,231]isB R(B ! X s)exp = (3:23� 0:41)� 10� 4,which isin

�Theconstraintson them assinsertionsdepend ofcourseon them agnitudesofthesoftparam e-

ters:theboundsm entioned hereassum em eg � m eq � 500 G eV and thatthegluino{squark diagram s

arethe dom inantones.
yThepresentexperim entaland theoreticalsituationsforthe inclusiveB decaysaresum m arized

in the recentreview [226].
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roughagreem entwiththeSM theoreticalprediction(atNLO inQCD)B R(B !

X s)SM = (3:73� 0:30)� 10� 4;seee.g.[232].

The generalagreem entbetween the SM theoreticalprediction and the experi-

m entalresultsforb! s have provided usefulguidelinesforconstraining the

M SSM param eter space. Superpartners and charged Higgs loops generically

contribute to b ! s,ata levelcom petitive with the SM ,with contributions

thatdepend strongly on theparam etersofLsoft ,aswellas� and tan�.This

process has been m ost often studied in the M FV scenario at LO [228,233],

in certain lim its at NLO [234],and including large tan� enhanced two-loop

supersym m etry contributions [235,236],and all-order resum m ation oftan�

enhanced QCD corrections[237].

In M FV scenarios, b ! s receives contributions from charged Higgs and

chargino exchange diagram s. The charged Higgs diagram has the sam e sign

astheW boson contribution,which already saturatestheexperim entalresult.

Therefore,thecharginoand charged Higgscontributionsm ustinterferedestruc-

tively ifthecharged Higgs,charginos,and stopshavem assesneartheirpresent

experim entallower bounds. In m SUGRA param eter space,this cancellation

occursforaparticular\sign of�"| m oreprecisely,when the� param eterand

thestop trilinearcouplingsareofoppositesign.

Ifnew sourcesofavorviolation existin L soft ,there areadditionalcontribu-

tions to b ! s involving the exchange ofdown-type squarks together with

gluinosorneutralinos. Depending on the m agnitude ofthe avorviolation in

thedown squark sector,thecharged Higgsand chargino contributionscan be-

com e subleading. In particular,in the presence ofa chirality-ipping m ixing

between theeb and es squarks,the gluino exchange diagram contributesto the

dipolecoe�cient

�

�
m W

m eq

� 2
m eg

m b

�s

�

(�d23)LR

VtbV
?
ts

; (5.3)

which becom es quite large unless the supersym m etry breaking scale is high

enough oravorviolation isshuto�. The presentcontraintsfrom the experi-

m entalknowledgeofb! s rateis(�d23)LR � O (10� 2)when thestrangequark

m asse�ectsare neglected [205]. Asan alternative view,one can considerthe

scenario discussed in [238],where itwasfound thatthe am plitudes involving

theright-handed bquark can cancelwith theSM ,charged Higgs,and chargino

contributions,and thepresentboundson thebranching ratio can besaturated

via am plitudesinvolving right-handed s quarkswith a m uch larger(�d23)LR.

The CP asym m etry oftheb! s isan excellentprobeofnew physics,asthe

SM contribution is less than 1% [239]. The current experim entalbounds on

thisquantity are � 0:3 < AC P < 0:14,which are consistentwith zero butalso

m ay allow non-SM e�ects. Supersym m etry contributions could in generalbe
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quite a bitlargerthan the SM prediction due to the additionalCP-violating

Lsoft phases.

� AC P (B !  K S): This observable is the \golden m ode" for the study of

CP violation in the B system ,as it is theoretically very clean and provides

a m easurem ent of the angle � = Arg

h

�
VcdV

�

cb

VtdV
�

tb

i

of the unitarity triangle

(A C P (B !  K S) / sin2�). There has been experim entalobservation of

an O (1)CP asym m etry in thisdecay.Theexperim entalworld average[210]is

sin2� = 0:734� 0:054; (5.4)

which has provided the �rst conclusive evidence supporting the Kobayashi-

M askawa pictureofCP violation in theSM .z Itisdi�cult(though notim pos-

sible,see e.g. [240])to have such O (1)e�ectsin the B decaysifthe phasesof

Lsoft are the dom inantsource ofCP violation. There isa tree-levelSM con-

tribution to the decay am plitude,such thatsupersym m etric contributionsare

negligible and supersym m etry can only inuence the CP asym m etry ofthe B

decaysthrough B � B m ixing.

� AC P (B ! �K S): Recently the CP asym m etries for this exclusive process

havebeen reported.In theSM thetim e-dependentCP asym m etry should arise

only from B d � Bd m ixing,asforthe analogousCP asym m etry of K S,and

should be essentially equalto sin2�. The reported asym m etry is 2:7� away

from this value, although the error bars are large. Severalrecent analyses

have studied thissituation,both in m odel-dependent and m odel-independent

analyses[241,242,243,244,245].x

� �mB d
: Thisquantity m easuresthe m assm ixing in the B d m eson system ;its

experim entalvalueis�m B d
= 3:22� 10� 10 M eV.In theSM thisisdom inated

by the W � tbox diagram � (V�tdVtb)
2. It is used as a constraint to �x the

unitarity triangle and also providesconstraintson the M SSM avorviolating

param eters,especially (�A B )13.

� �mB s
:M assm ixingin theB s m eson system isalsodom inated bytheSM W � t

box diagram � (V�tsVtb)
2.In theM SSM ,ithassim ilardependenceon them ass

insertion param eterswith (�A B )13 $ (�A B )23.Thecurrentexperim entalbound

is�m B s
> 8:62� 10� 9 M eV.Forthcom ing experim entsatthe b factoriesand

theLHC should providedetailed m easurem entsoftheB s system .

zRecalltheSM pictureofCP violation providesan elegantexplanation forthesizeof�,butthe

theoreticaluncertaintiesin �0=� do notallow forcorroborating evidencefrom thatobservable.
xTherearem any possiblescenarioshere.Forexam ple,onescenario[242]usesthegluinodiagram

with the (�dR L )23 insertion thatalso givesa satisfactory description ofb! s [238].

66



Observable M SSM FlavorContent

� ! e (�A B )12

� ! � (�A B )23

� ! e (�A B )13

Table 5: A partiallist oflepton avor-violating observables and their relation to

M SSM param eters. The �sshould be understood asthose arising from the slepton

sector. In each case the SM contribution isidentically zero in the absence ofright-

handed neutrinosdue to the conservation ofindividuallepton num bersLe,L�,and

L�.

Typicalboundson the �13;23 param etersfrom the B system sare lessstringentthan

the analogous bounds in the K system [205,215]. The lone exception is b ! s,

which generically providessigni�cantconstraintson theL soft param eterspace.

In theleptonicsector,theo�-diagonalslepton m assesgiveriseto avorviolating

processes such as � ! e,� ! �,� ! e,� ! ���. Therefore,lepton avor

violating (LFV)processesin principlewillalso giveriseto signals/constraintsofthe

m assparam etersin thelepton sectoroftheM SSM ;see e.g.[246,247,205].A brief

listofsuch observablesisgiven in Table5.

The experim entalprospectsforim proving the lim itsoractually m easuring LFV

processes are very prom ising. The 90% C.L.lim its ofBR(� ! �) < 1:1� 10� 6

[248]and BR(� ! e)< 1:2� 10� 11 [249]areparticularly stringentin constraining

supersym m etric m odels. These lim its willbe lowered in the next 2-3 years as the

present B factories,inevitably producing tau leptons along with the b quarks,will

collect15-20 tim esm oredata and asthenew � ! e experim entatPSIprobesthe

branching ratio down to 10� 14 [250,251].

W eclosethissubsection by pointing outthatin thelargetan� regim e,theabove

FCNC constraintsm ustbereevaluated foranum berofreasons.Oneim portante�ect

is that certain diagram s discussed in the generalconsiderations above are tan�-

enhanced. However,it has recently been realized that additionalcontributions to

FCNC m ediated by Higgsbosonsem ergein thelargetan� lim it.
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Theessentialphysicsisasfollows.Attreelevel,theM SSM isatwoHiggsdoublet

m odelin which theup-typeand down-typequarkscoupleto di�erentHiggsbosons.

ThisclassoftwoHiggsdoubletm odelsisfreeoftree-levelFCNCs,asshown by [252].

This property ofthe quark-Higgs Yukawa couplings is enforced by the analyticity

requirem entofthesuperpotentialin supersym m etrictheories.However,sincesuper-

sym m etry is softly broken,one should expect that this property does not hold at

higherordersin perturbation theory.Indeed,therearenew e�ectiveavor-changing

couplingswhich arisefrom largeloop correctionsto thecouplingsofHiggsbosonsto

down-typequarksand leptons[156,155].

Thise�ectin theM SSM atlargetan� waspointed outforthequarksin [253,254]

and fortheleptonsin [255];theCKM m atrix alsoreceives�niteradiativecorrections,

asdiscussed in [256]. The Higgs-m ediated FCNC contributions also have a unique

feature: they do notdecouple when the superpartner m asses are m uch largerthan

theelectroweak scale,provided thattheHiggssectorrem ainslight.

Higgs-m ediated e�ectshavebeen discussed forvariousFCNC processesincluding

B ! X s [235,237],leptonic and sem ileptonic B decays [257,258,259,260,261,

262,263,264,265,266]aswellasB 0{B 0 m ixing[267]eitherindividually orcom bined

[268,269]. See also e.g. [270]for a recent analysis using an e�ective �eld theory

approach.Forexam ple,the branching ratio ofB s ! �+ �� decay,which isO (10� 9)

in theSM ,isenhanced by Higgs-m ediated e�ectsto O (10� 6)orlargerfortan� � 50

and m A � mt,in which m A denotestheusualpseudoscalarm assparam eter.Future

m easurem ents at the Tevatron and LHC willbe able to determ ine whether such

nonstandard e�ectsin B s ! �+ �� arepresent.

Higgs-m ediated FCNC processesin thepresenceofboth supersym m etricCP and

avor violation lead to a host ofinteresting phenom ena [271,272]. For exam ple,

the CP asym m etry ofB ! X s can be enhanced by such large tan� e�ects[236].

The Higgs-m ediated am plitudes can com pete,for instance,with the box diagram

contributionsto B 0{B 0 m ixing and theirinterference can eitherrelax orstrengthen

existing boundson variousm assinsertions.{ Supersym m etricavorviolation e�ects

are also im portant for Higgs couplings to leptons,though various e�ects,such as

the enhancem entoflightquark Yukawas,aretypically m ilderdueto theabsence of

supersym m etry QCD corrections.

5.1.3 Im plications for m odelbuilding

Given the tightness ofthe FCNC constraints,it isapparent thatto good approxi-

m ation supersym m etry m ustrealizeasuper-GIM m echanism ,thereby restricting the

classofviablem odelsofLsoft .Oneway toavoid theFCNC constraintsistoassum e

thatatleastasubsetofthesoftscalarm assesarem ulti-TeV such thatavor-violating

{Furtherm ore,forlargevaluesoftan�,theYukawacouplingsofalldown quarksassum euniversal

sizewhereby leading to experim entally testablesignaturesforHiggsdecaysforboth avor-changing

and avor-conserving channels.

68



e�ectsdecouple. The heavy-superpartnerapproach isin contrastto the philosophy

thatthe scale ofthe softsupersym m etry-breaking param etersisrelated to the ori-

gin ofthe electroweak scale,although m odelscan beconstructed in which thethird

fam ily sparticles,which havethestrongeste�ectson radiativeelectroweak sym m etry

breaking,are relatively light[273]. Thism ay be a viable possibility,although two-

loop e�ectsm ay spoilthedecoupling [274].In thisreview,we arem ainly interested

in lightsuperpartners,and thusdo notdiscussthisscenario further.

M uch e�orthasgoneintoconstructingm odelsofL softthatguaranteewithouttun-

ingtheabsenceofFCNC.W ith lightsuperpartners,therearetwogeneralapproaches:

(i)universality,which assum es thatthe softm asses are universaland avordiago-

nal,(ii)alignm ent,which assum esthatthesoftm asseshave a structure thatallows

the quark and squark m asses to be sim ultaneously diagonalizable. The super-GIM

m echanism arisesin theuniversal,avor-diagonalscenario sincethesquark and slep-

ton m assm atricesareallproportionalto theunitm atrix in avorspace.W hen the

Yukawa couplingsarerotated to thediagonalm assbasisno o�-diagonalsoftm asses

are generated and the diagonalm asses are approxim ately degenerate. The super-

GIM m echanism also arisesin the alignm entm echanism : ifthe softm assm atrices

and trilinears are diagonalized by exactly the sam e rotations that diagonalize the

Yukawa m atrices[275,276].Forexam pleifthereisa non-Abelian fam ily sym m etry

in som e supergravity m ediation m odel,atleading orderthe softm atricesare diag-

onaland the operatorswhich generate the Yukawa m atriceswillalso generate soft

m assm atricestending to align theYukawa and softm atrices,with theapproxim ate

degeneracy ofthediagonalm assesenforced by thefam ily sym m etry [277].

Supergravity-m ediated supersym m etry-breaking m odelsdo nottypically possess

a super-GIM m echanism .In otherwords,theo�-diagonalelem entsofthesoftm ass

m atrices can generally be nonzero. In addition,the diagonalelem ents ofthe soft

m assm atricesm ay notbeaccurately degenerate.Theo�-diagonalsoftm assesatlow

energiesariseboth becauseofexplicitavor-dependenceofsupersym m etry breaking

atthe high energy scale and the e�ectsofRG running dueto the e�ectsofYukawa

m atricesin going down to low energies.In nonm inim alsupergravity m odels,thereis

also generically an explicitfailure ofthe alignm entm echanism because the trilinear

couplings are generically not proportionalto the corresponding Yukawa couplings;

seee.g.[278]forfurtherdiscussions.k

Approachesforwhich theonly sourceofavorviolation arisesin theYukawacou-

plings,such asgauge-m ediated supersym m etry-breaking scenariosorM FV scenarios

in m inim alsupergravity,passtheFCNC constraints,although b! s providessub-

stantialconstraintson theallowed param eterspace.Severalapproaches,such asthe

alignm entand decoupling m echanism s m entioned previously,can (in theirsim plest

im plem entations) be insu�cient for the strong FCNC bounds from the K system ,

although m odelscan certainly be builtwhich passthe tests. The approxim ate CP

kThisfeaturecan haveim plicationsforEDM constraints,asdiscussed in Section 5.2.2.

69



approach [279],in which allphases (including the CKM phase) are assum ed to be

sm all,hasbeen disfavored from theobservation oflargeCP-violating e�ectsin theB

system .However,having no new avor-violating e�ectsin theparam etersofL soft is

notnecessarily theonly option;nonuniversality isin particularm oretolerableforthe

softsupersym m etry-breaking param etersofthethird generation.

Letusconcludethissection by considering thefollowing naturalquestion in this

context:how isthetheoreticalorigin ofthesoftm assm atricesrelated to thatofthe

Yukawa m atrices? Di�erentm echanism sforsupersym m etry breaking and m ediation

illustrate the di�erent possibilities for both the scale at which the soft m asses are

generated and the avordependence ofthesoftm assesatthatscale.In thisreview

weassum ethattheYukawa m atricesaregenerated ata high scaleatorcloseto the

stringscale.Bycontrastsupersym m etry breakingm ayoccurateitherahigh scale,as

in gravitym ediation,oralowerscale,asingaugem ediation.In addition thesoftm ass

m atricesm ay have avordependence,asisgenerically truein gravity m ediation,or

they m ay beavordiagonal,such in gaugeand anom aly m ediation.Itisalsopossible

thatthegravity m ediated m odelspredictavordiagonalsoftm assparam etersatthe

high energy scale,such asin m SUGRA orthe dilaton-dom inated scenario in string-

m otivated supergravity. In such M FV scenarios,the Yukawa couplingsare the only

sourceofavorviolation in thetheory and theire�ectsare�ltered tothesoftm asses

through RG evolution.An inspection oftheRGEsforthesoftm assparam eters(see

Appendix C.6)dem onstratesthattheavor-violatinge�ectsoftheYukawacouplings

leadstolow energysoftm assm atriceswhich exhibitsom edegreeofavordependence.

From a purely bottom -up perspective the softparam etersand Yukawa structure

areintim ately linked and cannotbeuntangled solely from experim entalinform ation.

Nevertheless, ifone is willing to m ake theoreticalassum ptions about the form of

thesoftsupersym m etry-breaking param eters,theobserved avordependence ofthe

low energy soft m asses could provide a window into the structure ofthe Yukawa

m atricesthatwould notbe possible to obtain from the observed low energy m asses

and m ixing anglesalone.However,experim entaldata alonecannotcon�rm thatthe

m easured soft param eters are consistent with such theoreticalassum ptions. This

is because the observable quantities not only involve the soft param eters,but also

theindividualleft-handed and right-handed quark rotation m atrices,ofwhich only a

subsetofparam eterscanbem easured independently| them asses,CKM entries,and

Jarlskog-type invariants.Therefore,additionaltheoreticalinputisrequired in order

to learn any furtherdetailsofthe Yukawa couplings. The issue can be sum m arized

as follows: the observable avor structure ofthe sferm ion sector depends on two

unknown m echanism swhich presum ably have theirresolution in high scale physics:

the origin ofthe ferm ion m ass hierarchy (the usualavor problem ofthe ferm ion

sector),and thesupersym m etry-breaking/m ediation m echanism s.
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5.2 D ipole m om ent constraints

5.2.1 g� � 2

Recently,precisem easurem entsoftheanom alousm agneticm om entofthem uon,

a� = (g�� 2)=2;werereported [280].In asupersym m etricworld theentireanom alous

m agnetic m om ent ofany ferm ion vanishes ifsupersym m etry is unbroken [143],so

m agnetic m om entshave long been expected to be very sensitive to the presence of

low energy supersym m etry,and particularly to supersym m etry breaking [281,282,

283,284,285,286,287,288].Thetheoreticalanalysiscan bedonein a very general

and m odel-independentm anner,and illustratesnicely how one can draw signi�cant

conclusions about the M SSM param eter space from this process. W e describe the

situation hereboth because thee�ectm ay bea m easurem entofphysicsbeyond the

SM ,and to illustratetheconnectionsofg� � 2 to thesoftparam eters.

Knowing whethertheg� � 2 data indicatesadeviation from theSM depends

on knowing the SM theory prediction. The SM prediction is di�cult to ascertain,

though,becausetheSM contributionstog� � 2includenonperturbativeQCD e�ects

(such asthehadronicvacuum polarization)which arenotcalculablefrom �rstprin-

ciples. Such e�ects are calculated using data to replace the nonperturbative parts.

Recent calculations[289,290]use two m ethods to carry outthisprocedure. Ifthe

m ethod using data from low energy e+ e� collisionsisused,experim ent and theory

di�erby about3� [289,290].Ofcourse,standard deviationsfrom a calculablenum -

berarem oresigni�cantthan thosein onebin ofa histogram whereany ofa num ber

ofbinscould uctuate,so 3� isa very signi�cantdeviation.However,an alternative

m ethod usinginform ation from � decaysleadstoadeviation lessthan 1� [289],while

itshould in principle give the sam e result. Untilthisdiscrepancy isunderstood,it

cannotbeconcluded thatthereisa signi�cantdeviation from theSM .� Ifthedevia-

tion isrealthen thesupersym m etric contribution needsto beabouta few tim esthe

electroweak SM contribution.

TheSM deviationsofg� from 2 arisefrom thetriangleloop with an internal

m uon and photon orZ,and the associated loop with W and ��. The superpartner

loops are just those that arise from � ! e�;W ! chargino,� ! e�;and  and

Z ! neutralinos. 11 M SSM param eters can enter (10 from Lsoft and tan�): the

softparam etersareM 1;M 2;�;A�;m e�L ;m e�R ;m e�;�M 2
+ ��;�M 1

+ ��;and �A + ��.

Although in the supersym m etric lim it g� � 2 vanishes because there is an exact

cancellation between theSM and superpartnerloops,when supersym m etry isbroken

the cancellation isfarfrom com plete. Depending on the softparam eters,they can

even contributewith thesam esign.Sincetheexperim entalresultislargerthan the

SM ,thisisindeed whatisrequired.

For large tan�, the chargino diagram dom inates over the neutralino diagram

�Itcan beargued,though,thatconsiderabletheoreticalextrapolation isneeded forthe� decays

m ethod (fora detailed critique see[291]),such thatthe � discrepancy m ay notbe relevant.
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over m ostofthe param eterspace [285,286,287,288],and islinearin tan�. This

e�ectcan be seen m osteasily in the m assinsertion approxim ation,where the m ain

contribution arisesfrom thecharginodiagram inwhich therequired chiralityiptakes

place via gaugino-higgsino m ixing ratherthan by an explicit m assinsertion on the

externalm uon [285,286,287,288].Assum ingthesuperpartnersareallapproxim ately

degeneratewith m assesgiven by em ,in thiscasetheleading chargino contribution is

oftheorder

a
susy
� =a

SM
� �

�
100GeV

em

� 2

tan� cos(�M 2
+ ��): (5.5)

The chargino sectorphase which entersin thisleading contributiony isconstrained

by electric dipolem om entconstraints,asdiscussed in Section 5.2.2.In m odelssuch

asm inim alsupergravity wherethegaugino m assesand � areassum ed to bereal,the

cosine then reduces to the \sign of�" in m odelswhere the gaugino m asses can be

taken to bepositivewithoutlossofgenerality.

There have been m any analyses of the phenom enologicalim plications for the

M SSM param etersfrom theg� � 2 m easurem entsincetheinitialreportofthedata,

e.g.[294,295,296,297,298,299,300,301,302,303,304,305](am ong others).One

obviousquestion addressed in a num berofthese analysesisifan upperlim iton su-

perpartnerm assescould bededuced assum ingthereissuch adeviation;in lookingfor

such an upperlim itonecan ofcoursedrop thephasedependence.Oncethesituation

with thevacuum polarization issettled,ifthereisindeed a realcontribution beyond

the SM it willbe possible to determ ine usefulupper lim its on som e superpartner

m assesasa function oftan�:Iftan� can be m easured otherwaysthen g� � 2 will

provideastrongconstrainton superpartnerm asses.Even ifthereisnoe�ectbeyond

the SM ,the existence ofa m easurem ent and the SM theory prediction puta lim it

on how large a supersym m etry contribution could be (see e.g. [306]). A signi�cant

region ofsupersym m etry param eterspacecan beexcluded in thisway,a region that

isnotprobed by previousexperim ents. M ore extensive recentanalysesofthe data

havealsobeen carried outby [307,308].Them easurem entcan ofcoursealsoprovide

im portantconstraintson m odelsofLsoft ,such asm SUGRA and gauge m ediation;

forexam plesofthee�ectson m SUGRA param eterspaceseee.g.[309,303].

Further data willreduce the experim entalerrors during 2003. Additional

experim entaldata on e+ e� collisions willfurther test that the current values are

correct,and som ewhat reduce errors. Further theoreticalwork should lead to an

understanding ofthe discrepancy between the e+ e� and the � vacuum polarization

results.Som etim ein 2004thesituation with g� � 2should beclear.Ifthereisindeed

a signi�cantdi�erence between the SM prediction and the data,itm ay be the �rst

signalofphysicsbeyond theSM thathastobeaccounted forby particleswith m asses

ofordertheelectroweak scale.

yThe phase dependence is ofcourse m ore com plicated when considering allcontributions;see

e.g.[292,293].
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5.2.2 C P violation and electric dipole m om ents

In theSM ,theonlysourceofCP violation ispresentin theCKM m atrixand thusCP

violation is intim ately tied to avorphysics. In the M SSM ,however,CP-violating

phaseswithin supersym m etricm odelscan occurin both avor-conserving and avor-

changing couplings. The phases ofthe avor-conserving couplings,which have no

analoguein theSM ,areofparticularinterestbecausethey can havesigni�cantphe-

nom enologicalim plicationswhich can bestudied withoutknowledge oftheorigin of

intergenerationalm ixing.In theM SSM ,thesephasesaregiven byreparam eterization

invariant com binations ofthe phases ofthe gaugino m ass param eters,the trilinear

couplings,and the � and b� �B param eters.A usefulbasisofthe reparam eteriza-

tion invariantphase com binationsisgiven in Eq.(2.13): �1f = �� + �A f
� �b and

�2a = �� + �M a
� �b,aspreviously discussed in Section 2.3.

The presence of these phases leads to what traditionally has been called the

supersym m etric CP problem : the ferm ion electric dipole m om ents (EDM s)receive

one-loop contributions due to superpartner exchange which for generic phases can

exceed the experim entalbounds. Early references include [310,311,312,313,314,

315,316,201,317]and slightly laterreferencesinclude[318,319,320,321,322,323].

Using therough estim ateoftheone-loop EDM sfore.g.theneutron [323]

dn � 2

�
100GeV

em

� 2

10� 23sin�; (5.6)

in which em denotesa generalsoftsupersym m etry-breaking m assand � can be any

ofthereparam eterization invariantphasecom binationsin Eq.(2.13),theboundsfor

theelectron [324,325]and neutron [326,327]EDM s

jdej < 4:3� 10� 27 e� cm (95% c:l:) (5.7)

jdnj < 6:3� 10� 26 e� cm (90% c:l:) (5.8)

individually constrain thephasesto beO (10� 2)forsparticlem assesconsistentwith

naturalness.Such constraintscan beexpressed asboundson theim aginary partsof

the(�
u;d;e

LR
)11 param eters[205],keeping in m ind thatby U(1)R invariancethebounds

should includethephasesofthegaugino m assesor�.

Such sm allphaseshave a negligible im pacton colliderphenom enology,although

they m ay stillberelevantin thecontextofbaryogenesis,e.g.perhapsin theA�eck-

Dinebaryogenesisscenariosdiscussed in Section 7.Hence,they have typically been

neglected in phenom enologicalanalyses. However,recent studies have shown that

EDM boundscanbesatis�ed withoutrequiringallreparam eterizationinvariantphase

com binationsto besm all,ifeither

� Thesparticlesofthe�rstand second fam ilieshavem ulti-TeV m asses[273].

� Certain cancellationsexistbetween the variousone-loop diagram swhich con-

tributeto EDM s[328,329,330,331,332,333](seealso [334,335,336]).These
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cancellationsareaccidentalcancellationsand arenotduetoa fundam entallow

energy sym m etry. In a purely low energy context,such cancellations can be

interpreted as�ne-tuning.Asdiscussed below,thequestion ofwhetherphases

are large and cancellations occurin this m anneris arguably m ostinteresting

in the contextofm odel-building. Forexam ple,string-m otivated supergravity

m odelscan beconstructed with largephaseswhich evadetheelectron and neu-

tron EDM bounds(see e.g [337,338,339,340]);however,these m odelsoften

do notpassthem ercury EDM constraint[341],asdiscussed below.

In each ofthesescenarios,theEDM boundsarem oredi�culttosatisfy when tan� is

relatively large.First,cancellationsin theone-loop EDM sm oredi�cultto achieve;

see e.g. [332]fora clearpresentation ofthese di�culties. Second,certain two-loop

contributionsarethen enhanced [342,343,344,345]which do notdecouplewhen the

sferm ionsareheavy.z

W ithin each ofthesescenariostherealso areparticularly strong constraintsaris-

ing from the atom ic EDM s such as the m ercury EDM [347],which appear to rule

outm any ofthe \cancellation" m odelsconstructed so far[348,341,349]. However,

there are unavoidable theoreticaluncertaintiesinvolved in the determ ination ofthe

hadronic EDM s and the atom ic EDM s (see e.g. [344,350]fordiscussions). These

uncertaintiesarearguably problem aticforthem ercury EDM (itsm easurem entisre-

ported in [351]),which yieldsthestrongestconstraintson thephases.Forthisreason,

there are disagreem ents in the literature over how to include this bound and vari-

ousrangesin the subsequentlim itson the Lsoft phases. Including allatom ic EDM

bounds and allowing for EDM cancellations,a generallow energy analysis ofthe

M SSM param eterspaceleadstoageneralupperbound of� �=(5tan�)on therepa-

ram eterization invariantphasepresentin thechargino sector(�� + �M 2
� �b � �22 in

ournotation),whiletheotherphasesarecom paratively unconstrained [349];stronger

boundson thisphase ofO (10� 2)are presented in [348],due to di�erencesin im ple-

m enting the m ercury EDM constraint. In the language used in m any EDM papers

| particularly in them SUGRA analyses| in which thephase ofM 2 issetto zero

using U(1)R ,thisconstraintthusappliesto the\phaseof�".Theaboveboundson

(�� + �M 2
)are quite conservative in thatthey assum e the superpartnerm assescan

be oforder TeV and that cancellations can occur;the bound is � O (10� 2) ifthe

superpartnerm assesareoforderm Z.

Recently,itwaspointed out[352]thateven ifthesupersym m etry-breaking term s

conserve CP,e.g. in a high scale supergravity theory where they are de�ned,the

Yukawa coupling phasesrequired to achieve a signi�cantCKM phase can �lterinto

the (�LR)11 param etersand overproduce the EDM s. Thiscan occurin supergravity

zForexam ple,in thelargetan� regim etheatom icEDM sreceivelargecontributionsfrom Higgs-

m ediated sem ileptonic four-ferm ion operators[346,345]. The thallium EDM ishighly sensitive to

such contributions:existingboundsareviolated fortan� � 10when �� � O (1)and M A � 200G eV.

O n the otherhand,the two-loop electron EDM hasan im portantim pacton the thallium EDM in

thatitcan partially cancelthe contributionsofthe four-ferm ion operators[344].
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m odelsbecausethe eA param eterstypicallydonothaveasim pleproportionalitytothe

Yukawa couplingsand are notdiagonalin the diagonalquark (SCKM )basis. M ore

precisely,the structure ofthe eA param etersin supergravity m odelsleadsto contri-

butionsto theLR and RL subblockswhich arenotsuppressed by thecorresponding

ferm ion m assesin the SCKM basis[278,352].These contributionsareproportional

to derivativesoftheYukawa couplingswith respectto the�eldswhich break super-

sym m etry,and hencearerelevantin scenarioswith m odelsfortheYukawa couplings

such asstring m odels,orm odelsusing theFroggatt-Nielsen (FN)m echanism [353].x

A furtherobservation isthatifthe eA term sare Herm itian,the corresponding diag-

onalentriesoftheLR and RL subblocksarethen real,alleviating EDM constraints

[355].However,thisapproach appearsto bedi�cultto im plem entin m odels.

Phenom enologically,the question ofwhether the phases are large m ust be ad-

dressed becauseifthesuperpartnerm assesarerelatively light,largephasescan have

very signi�cant e�ects [55]on a variety ofinteresting phenom ena | they generate

CP violation,they a�ect the baryon asym m etry ofthe universe,the relic density

and detectability ofcold dark m atter,rare decays,im plicationsofthe Higgssector,

and superpartnerm asses,crosssections,and branching ratios. The patternsofthe

phases and whether they are m easured to be large orsm all,m ay provide a link to

thenatureofthehigh energy theory.Certainly whetherthephasesarelargeorsm all

a�ectshow to extracttheLagrangian param etersfrom experim entalm easurem ents.

For certain particle physics and cosm ology phenom ena one can be badly m isled if

phasesarelargebutarenotincluded in theanalysis.

The nonobservation of electric dipole m om ents provide interesting constraints

on the M SSM phases. One could ofcourse set allthe soft phases to zero,which

m ay suggest that a presently unknown sym m etry ofthe high scale theory existed.

Alternatively,itcould happen thatthehigh scaletheory had a structurethatled to

apparentcancellationsin thelow energy e�ective theory forthephasecom binations

thataresigni�cantforEDM s.Thecontributionsto EDM sdo allow thecancellation

interpretation,butprobably only iftan� isnottoo largeand only ifnonzero EDM s

appearwith thenextround ofexperim entalim provem ents.

This apparent sm allness ofthe softphases is referred to as the supersym m etry

CP problem .Thepointissom ewhatsubtleand som etim esm isunderstood.Consider

the quark CKM phase. No one would argue that itis calculable theoretically yet,

since wedo notunderstand theorigin ofthesuperpotentialYukawas.Thesituation

isthesam eforthesupersym m etry softphases.They arealsonotcalculableyet.But

no experim entstrongly constrainstheCKM phaseyet,whiletheEDM sdo constrain

certain com binationsofsoftphasesweighted by softm assesand functionsoftan�.

The existence ofthisconstraintthatisnotautom atically satis�ed isthe supersym -

xIt was pointed out in [352]that in supergravity the FN �elds necessarily participate in su-

persym m etry breaking and thus contribute to the soft trilinear couplings. Such FN scenarios in

supergravity were subsequently analyzed in [354],with the conclusion thatsuch contributionsare

indeed relevantbutdo nottypically exceeed the phenom enologicalconstraints.
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m etric CP problem . These argum entsreferto the electroweak phase structure and

allassum e thatthe strong CP problem in the presence ofsupersym m etry hasbeen

addressed.W ereview thestrong CP problem separately in thefollowing section.

5.2.3 T he strong C P problem

The strong CP problem (see [356,357]for excellent generalreviews) ofthe SM is

thattheunobserved neutron EDM forcesa dim ensionlesscoe�cient� m ultiplying a

CP-violatingterm oftheSM QCD Lagrangian tobelessthan 10� 10 [358],when there

isno sym m etry reason forsuch asm allnum ber.M oreprecisely,theterm responsible

fortheproblem isthefollowing CP-odd term :

�LSC P V =
�

64�2
�����G

��
a G

��
a ; (5.9)

where G ��
a is the �eld strength ofthe SU(3)C gluons. The totalderivative nature

ofEq.(5.9) would m ake it unphysicalin the absence ofinstantons. For exam ple,

an analogousterm fortheU(1)Y sector,wherethevacuum m anifold istopologically

trivial,isunphysical.

Even withoutany othersource ofCP violation,this term leads to the e�ective

CP-violating operatorin thecontextofchiralperturbation theory [359,358]:

LC P V =
� �

f�

m um d(M � � MN )

(m u + m d)(2m s � mu � md)
~� � N ~�N ; (5.10)

in which ~� isthepion isotriplet,N isthenucleon �eld,f� = 93M eV isthem easured

pion decay constant,and fM �;M N g and fm s;m u;m dg arethem easured baryon and

quark m asses,respectively.Thisleadsto an NEDM of

D n � 10� 16� e� cm ; (5.11)

which when com pared to the experim entalbound leads to the unnaturally sm all

� < 10� 10.In thissection webriey describeconnectionsofthestrongCP problem to

supersym m etry and thesoftsupersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian.In particular,we

arenotsurveying them any published appraochesto solving thestrong CP problem ,

though wewillm ention thethreem ain categories.

Because � transform s nontrivially under the chiral rede�nitions of ferm ions

charged underSU(3)c duetothechiralanom aly,� by itselfisnotaphysically m ean-

ingfulparam eter.In theSM ,thequarksaretheonly ferm ionscharged underSU(3)c
whosetransform ationscan inducetransform ationsin �.Forexam ple,underthechiral

rotationsofthe�rstgeneration up quarks

Q u ! e
i�
Q u U

c ! e
i�
U
c
; (5.12)

� undergoestransform ations

� ! � + 2�; (5.13)
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because ofthenoninvariance(anom aly)ofthem easure ofthepath integral.Thisis

thekey nontrivialpropertyofthe� term .Denotingthem assm atricesfortheup-type

and down-typequarksasM u;d,respectively,thephysically m eaningfulparam eteris

� = � � Arg[Det[YuYd]]; (5.14)

which isinvariantunderU(3)Q � U(3)U � U(3)D globalquark �eld rede�nitions.

In the SM ,the leading divergentradiative correctionsto � occurata very large

loop order.Oneleadingcontribution is12th orderin theYukawacouplingand second

orderin theU(1)gaugecoupling.Anotherarisesat14th orderin Yukawa couplings

[360]due to Higgs exchange instead ofvector exchange. The reason for the large

order is that � is sensitive to the rephasing ofm any �elds. There is also a �nite

renorm alization contribution of�� = 10� 19 [361,362],which isinsigni�cant.

W ith the introduction ofsupersym m etry and the soft supersym m etry-breaking

term s,gluinochiralrotationscan alsocontributetothetransform ation ofthe� term ,

sincegluinosareadditionalferm ionscharged underSU(3)c.Therefore,theanalogof

theSM form ula Eq.(5.14)forsoftly broken supersym m etry is

� = � � Arg[Det[YuYd]]� 3Arg[meg]� 3Arg[b]: (5.15)

In the above expression,the Arg[b]term isrequired by rephasing invariance under

the (anom alous)globalU(1)P Q described in Section 2.3. Thisadditionalrephasing

invariance owes its origin to the requirem ent oftwo Higgs doublets in the M SSM .

Eq.(5.15)isalsoinvariantunderthesupersym m etry-nativerephasingfreedom U(1)R .

An advantage ofsupersym m etry for the strong CP problem is that � can be

protected from UV sensitivedivergentcontributionsby nonrenorm alization theorem s

[310,363]aslong assupersym m etry isspontaneously broken [364]. On the ipside,

however,there are m ore �nite radiative contributionsto �. Forexam ple,there isa

softterm -dependentcontribution atone-loop order,whosem agnitudeisgiven by

��soft =
X

q

O

�
�S

�
or

�

�

�

Im [UV y]qq[�m
2
sq=(m

2
sq orm

2
eg)]
m eg

m q

; (5.16)

where U and V are the gaugino couplings to left-and right-handed quark-squark

com binationsand thealternativedenom inatorsapply when m sq � m eg orviceversa.

Eq.(5.16)requiresthephasesto besm allerthan about10� 8.{ Even ifallthephases

are zero in the soft term s,because ofthe com plex Yukawas presum ably entering

through the m ass insertions,these one-loop diagram s stillgenerate a � term . The

com plex Yukawa contribution goesas

Im (Tr[Y y eA]); (5.17)

{Hence,when discussing the possibility ofnonzero Lsoft phases,one m ustpresuppose thatthe

strong CP problem issolved by oneofthe m echanism sdiscussed below.
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which vanishes if eA = 0 or eA / Y . It should be noted that e.g. gauge m ediated

supersym m etry breaking givestheuniversality needed forthisto vanish.

Therearecurrently threewidely known classesofproposed solutionstothestrong

CP problem :(i)theaxionicsolution [365,366,367,368,369,370,371,372],(ii)the

Nelson-Barrsolution [373,374],and (iii)them u = 0 solution [375].

The axionicsolution statesthatthevalueof� issm allbecause itisa dynam ical

variable which hasthe m inim um ofitspotentialat� = 0. To m ake ita dynam ical

variable,one associates it with the Goldstone boson ofa broken U(1) sym m etry

called a Peccei-Quinn (PQ)sym m etry (U(1)P Q ). Forexam ple,in the SM ,one can

m inim ally extend theHiggssectorto replacetheHiggsoftheup-typequark Yukawa

coupling with a second HiggsH 2 which transform slikei�
2H �

1,whereH 1 and H 2 are

now two independent SU(2) doublet com plex scalars. This sim plest extension has

U(1)P Q charges Q H 1
= 1,Q H 2

= 1,Q u = � 1,Qd = � 1,and QQ L
= � 1,where u

and d are the right handed SU(2) singlets and Q L is the left-handed doublet. In

thissetting,dueto electroweak sym m etry breaking,U(1)P Q isautom atically broken,

and theresulting Goldstoneistheaxion.Theaxion isnotm assless,however,dueto

SU(3)instantonswhich in thedilutegasapproxim ation generateaperiodicpotential

schem atically oftheform

V �
2Z

(1+ Z)2
m

2
�f

2
�

�

1� cos

�
a

fP Q

��

; (5.18)

in which f� is the pion decay constant, m � is the pion m ass, Z � mu=m d,and

fP Q is the scale ofPQ sym m etry breaking (e.g. for the electroweak scale m odels

of[367,368], fP Q � 246 GeV).A m ore generalargum ent for this potentialcan

be found in [377]. Given thata aswritten in Eq.(5.18)isthe rephasing invariant

strong CP phase,when a=fP Q is in its ground state m inim um ofa=fP Q = 0,the

strong CP problem issolved.Thism odeland sim ilarlow fP Q scalem odelsareruled

outbecause oflaboratory constraints[378,379,380,381,382],butthere are viable

extended m odelswhere fP Q � 246 GeV (the cosm ologically favored value offP Q is

around 1011 GeV).Because theseviable axionshavesuppressed couplingsto quarks

/ 1=fP Q (seeSection 6.7),they arecalled invisible axions.

The biggest challenge in axion m odelbuilding is to protect the PQ sym m etry

su�ciently.In otherwords,forthism echanism towork,thedom inantcontribution to

thepotentialhastobefrom theQCD instantonsin Eq.(5.9).SincethePQ sym m etry

isa globalsym m etry,itisexpected to be broken by gravitationalinteractions[383,

384,385]. Any explicit breaking ofU(1)P Q is expected to shift the m inim um of

a=fP Q away from zero,which isdangerousforthesolution tothestrongCP problem .

Even though gravitationalinteractionsare weak because theire�ective interactions

arePlanck-suppressed nonrenorm alizableoperators,therequired tolerancefora=fP Q
away from zero isso sm allthatU(1)P Q -violating nonrenorm alizable operatorswith

coe�cientslesssuppressed than 1=M 6
P l are disallowed [386,387].Ifthism ustoccur

asan accidentalresultofthegaugesym m etry and therepresentation ofthe�elds,it

78



isadi�cultchallenge.Anotherchallengeistosetup thephenom enologically favored

largehierarchy between M P land fP Q ;asstated aboveand argued below,thefavored

valueoffP Q is10� 8M P l.Forotherissues,seee.g.[388].

Another generic prediction ofaxion m odels in the context ofsupersym m etry is

the existence ofthe axino,the ferm ionic partner ofthe pseudoscalar axion,and a

saxion,thescalarcom pletingthem ultiplet.Theseparticleshavem ainlycosm ological

im plications.Forcouplingsand phenom enologicalim plications,seeSection 6.7.

TheNelson-Barrm echanism [373,374]assum esthatCP isafundam entalsym m e-

try ofthehigh energy theory and isbroken spontaneously by a com plex VEV which

iscoupled to the quarks. The spontaneousbreaking inducescom plex m ixingswith

heavy vectorlikeferm ionsassum ed toexist.Byan appropriatechoiceofquarkm asses

and Yukawacouplings,alargeCKM phaseand� = 0can bearranged.Unfortunately,

thebiggestproblem istoprotectthissolution from loop corrections,particularlyfrom

squarksand gauginos[389].Sincesquark m assdegeneracy and tightproportionality

between thequark and squark m assm atricessuppresstheloop e�ects,m odelswhich

solvethesupersym m etricavorproblem such asgaugem ediation m ay help provided

theneeded suppression [390,391].

The m u = 0 solution isnotfavored by chiralperturbation theory [392]. Lattice

sim ulationsm ay eventually settlethisissue[393].

6 D ark m atter

Them ostfavored cosm ologicalm odeltoday inferred from W M AP and othercos-

m ologicaldata� m aintains a cosm ologicalexpansion driven by an energy density

com prised ofthefollowing approxim atefractions[394,395](seealso e.g.[396,397]):

� 0:73� 0:04 negativepressuredark energy

� 0:22� 0:02 cold dark m atter

� 0:05 ofothercom ponents,ofwhich baryonscontribute around 0:044� 0:004,

m assiveneutrinosm akeup around 0:006,photonscontributearound 5� 10� 5,

and therelativisticneutrinosm akeup around 10� 5.

Letusconsidereach ofthesecom ponentsin turn.

Negativepressuredark energy [398]isde�ned tobean energy density com ponent

whosepressureptoenergydensity� ratio(i.e.,itsequationofstate)isp=� < � 1=3.A

cosm ologicalconstantcan qualify assuch an energy com ponent,becauseitsequation

ofstate is� 1. The m ostsensitive probe ofthisenergy isthe com bination ofCM B

and supernovaedata[399].Scalar�eldswhosepotentialenergydom inatesthekinetic

energy can also be responsible for this energy com ponent. Ifsuch �elds are tim e

�O nem ustbecarefulin interpreting theerrorbarso�ered by theseexperim ents,sincethereare

priorsand m odel-dependentassum ptionsin the �ts.
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varying aswellasweakly spatially varying,itisfashionable to referto these �elds

asquintessence [400]:fora senseoftheevolution ofthisidea,see[401,402]and the

review [403].Astherequired energy scaleisfarrem oved from theelectroweak scale,

theM SSM �eldsarenotlikelycandidatesforquintessence�elds.Theonlyconnection

ofquintessencewith Lsoft isthatsupersym m etry breakingterm swillinduceradiative

m assesforsuch �eldswhich arelargecom pared to theHubbleexpansion ratetoday

and generically give a cosm ologicalconstantcontribution which isatleastoforder

em 4,where em denotesa typicalscale oftheLsoft param eters.Generically onem ight

also expecta cosm ologicalconstantcontribution oforderM 4
S,whereM S isthescale

ofsupersym m etry breaking in thehidden sector[404,405,406].y

Cold dark m atter (CDM ) is de�ned as m atter which is nonrelativistic at the

tim eofm atter-radiation equality:when therelativisticenergy density,characterized

by itspositive nonvanishing pressure,isequalto the nonrelativistic energy density,

which hasvanishing pressure.Sim ilarly,hotdark m atterisde�ned asm atterwhich

is relativistic at the tim e ofm atter-radiation equality. In between lies warm dark

m atter,which issim ilarto hotdark m atterexceptthatitbecom esnonrelativisticat

a m uch earlier epoch,and hence has a m uch sm aller free-stream ing scale ofabout

1 M pc (3 m illion light years). Dark m atter is categorized in this m anner because

the tim e ofm atter-radiation equality m arksthe beginning ofthe m atter-dom inated

universe,which isthebeginning ofthetim e during which theuniverse isexpanding

slowly enough form atterto gravitationally clusterappreciably.z W hetherthe dark

m atter is relativistic or nonrelativistic changes the clustering property during this

m atterdom ination period.A com parison ofcosm ologicalobservations,such asCM B

and galaxy observations,with various theoreticalcalculations (including num erical

sim ulations) favors the nonnegative pressure com ponent ofthe dark m atter to be

CDM .Aswewillseein detail,therearenaturalcandidatesforCDM in theM SSM .

Baryonicdark m atterconsistsofwhitedwarfs,brown dwarfs,neutron stars,and

black holes. W e willnotdiscuss baryonic dark m atterfurther because ithaslittle

directrelation to the Lsoft param eters.The m ain progresswith respectto baryonic

dark m atterwhich isrelevantforLsoft isindirect,m ainly pointing to the necessity

ofnonbaryonicCDM .

Am ong thevariousdark m attercandidates,Lsoft hasitsclosestconnection with

colddarkm atterbecauseifR-parityisconserved,thelightestsupersym m etricparticle

(LSP)| which hasa m asscontrolled by theLsoft param eters| naturally provides

just the right abundance today to account for the CDM ifthe LSPs were once in

chem icaltherm alequilibrium with the background radiation. The beauty ofLSP

cold dark m atteristhatitwasm otivated m ostly independently ofany cosm ological

considerations.In theM SSM ,theR-parity which guaranteesLSP stability isneeded

to elim inate rapid proton decay,while the electroweak scale interactions and m ass

yIndeed,because ofitssensitivity,quintessenceisa good probeofthe K �ahlerpotential.
zThe physicsofthisgravitationalclustering can be understood via a m odi�ed Jeansinstability

analysis,which isdescribed in any standard textbook on gravity.
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scalesthatdeterm inetherelicabundancearem otivated from naturalnessconsidera-

tionsoftheSM .Astherearestrong boundson charged dark m atter[407,408,409],

the viable M SSM param eterregion isusually thatwithin which theLSP isneutral.

Am ongtheneutralLSP candidates,neutralinosand sneutrinoseach haveelectroweak

scaleinteractionsthatcan naturally lead todark m atterdensitiesconsistentwith ob-

servations. However,the possibility ofsneutrinos as signi�cant CDM is ruled out

form ostm odelsfrom LEP constraintsand directdetection [410].In them assrange

allowed by these constraints,the sneutrinos annihilate too rapidly via s-channelZ

exchange,and hencenotenough rem ain todaytom akeup thedark m atter.However,

sneutrinoscan ofcoursebetheLSPswithoutviolating experim entalboundsifLSPs

arenotrequired to com posetheCDM .

OneparticularLSP doesnothaveelectroweak scaleinteractions,butonlygravita-

tionalinteractions.Thisisthegravitino,which usuallyistheLSP ingaugem ediation,

asdiscussed in Section 3. Even when the gravitino isnotthe LSP and can decay,

asin m ostgravity-m ediated scenarios,itslifetim e can be very long due to itsweak

gravitationalinteractions,leadingtonontrivialconsequencesforlatetim ecosm ology.

Aswewillexplain below,thetypicalupperlim iton thetem peratureoftheuniverse

dueto thegravitino decay constraintisabout109 GeV.

Another well-m otivated dark m attercandidate,although notstrictly related to

supersym m etry and theLsoft param eters,istheaxion.Rem arkably,axionscan still

naturally live long enough to be the CDM even though they decay to photons. In

m any instances the axino,the supersym m etric partnerofthe axion,can also serve

asthe LSP dark m atter. W e discuss these candidatesbelow because (i)axionsare

arguably the m ostappealing solution to the strong CP problem ,and (ii)the inter-

pretation ofM SSM cosm ology can be m isleading withouttaking axionsand axinos

into consideration.

There are rare instances when the NLSP (the next-to-lightest supersym m etric

particle)can be an absolutely stable dark m attercandidate. This can occurifthe

LSP isstrongly interacting,such thatitsbound state to otherstrongly interacting

�eldshasam asslargeenough thatkinem aticsallow adecay totheweakly interacting

NLSP [411,412]. W e willnotdiscuss thisand otherrare situationsin thisreview.

W ewillalso notdiscussthedark energy connectionswith supersym m etry,prim arily

becausethey areofnegligiblerelevanceforthesoftLagrangian.

6.1 C om puting the LSP density

The prim ary assum ption in com puting the LSP density in the standard cosm o-

logicalscenario is to assum e that the LSP initialabundance is determ ined by the

chem icaltherm alequilibrium condition.Iftwo-body interactionscom prisethedom -

inantchannel,thesu�cientcondition forchem icalequilibrium is

X

i

h�ivin
eq

LSP � H ; (6.1)
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in which n
eq

LSP
istheequilibrium LSP density,H istheHubbleexpansion rate,� de-

notestheinelasticcrosssection ofLSPsgoinginto�nalstatesthatarein equilibrium

with thephoton,h�videnotesthetherm alaveraging of� m ultiplied by theM oeller

speed v,and thesum m ation isoverallrelevantcrosssections.Fornonrelativisticor

m ildly relativisticneutralinos,typically thehigherthetem perature,theeasieritwill

be to satisfy thisbound. Ifthe tem perature ofthe background photonsisnothigh

enough,then onecan ofcoursestillcom putetheLSP abundancetoday,butitwillbe

sensitive to them echanism through which theLSP isgenerated.In such situations,

arguably theLSP dark m attercandidatesarenotany m oreattractive,and perhaps

areeven lessattractive,than othertypesofnontherm aldark m atter.

Next,the Boltzm ann equationsare truncated to leading hierarchicalorder. Al-

though allchain reactionsshould in generalbe incorporated,forthe purposesofan

estim ateisissu�cientto write

dfLSP

dx
=

r
45

4�3g�
h�vim LSP M P lfLSP

�

fLSP � f0
f0

fLSP

�

; (6.2)

in which fLSP = nLSP =T
3 is the LSP volum e density scaled by the cube ofthe

tem perature T of the photons, h�vi can be approxim ated as the sum m ed cross

section in Eq. (6.1), x � T=mLSP is the tem perature scaled by the LSP m ass,

f0(x) � x� 3=2e� 1=x=
p
2�2 is the nonrelativistic approxim ation ofthe therm alequi-

librium density (the LSP’s are generally at m ost m ildly relativistic), and g� is a

dim ensionlessnum bercounting the �eld degreesoffreedom . Eq.(6.2)dem onstrates

thataslong asthe annihilation reaction ratesare large,the LSP density fLSP will

follow the equilibrium density f0.
x Once the annihilation reaction becom es weak,

thedensity willstop following theequilibrium density and generically becom esm uch

biggerthan theequilibrium density.Thisphenom enon isusually called \freeze-out."

TheLSP density today can thusbeestim ated asa fraction ofthecriticaldensity �c
asfollows:


�
T3

M P l�c

r
4�3g�(xF )

45

�Z xF

x0

h�vidx

� � 1

; (6.3)

in which

xF �
1

ln[�mLSP M P lh�v(xF )i]+
1

2
lnxF

; (6.4)

with

� �
1

(2�)3

s

45

2g�(xF )
: (6.5)

In theexpression above,thecriticaldensity �c � 4� 10� 47GeV 4,thenum berof�eld

degreesoffreedom g� � 100,and the tem perature today T � 2� 10� 13 GeV.The

xTheequation isevolved backwardsin x since the tem peratureisgetting cooler.
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therm ally averaged crosssection can beestim ated to be

h�vi�
1

64�

xm 2
LSP

m 4
ef

; (6.6)

in which m ef
isthem assoftheinterm ediatesferm ion through which theannihilation

occurs. The appearance ofx in the num erator in Eq.(6.6) is due to the p-wave

annihilation characteristicoflightM ajoranaparticles.Although thep-wavedoesnot

always dom inate over the s-wave,we willconsider this lim it to keep the estim ate

sim ple. Typically xF � 1=20,as can be obtained by iteratively solving Eq.(6.4).

Taking m LSP = m ef
= 100 GeV,one�ndsxF � 1=24 and 
� 0:4,which istheright

orderofm agnitudeforthedesired LSP density (
� 0:2 ).

Technically them ostdi�cultaspectofthecalculation in practiceisthetherm al

averaging ofthe cross section [413,414]. In m ost regions ofparam eter space,the

averaging issim ple since�v can beexpanded in v2 nonrelativistically.However,the

therm alaveraging can require som ecare because �v cannotbeexpanded in v2 near

nonanalyticpointssuch asthresholdsand polesofresonances.Form oredetailsabout

therm alaveraging and theBoltzm ann equations,seee.g.[413,414,412].

Therehasbeen a greatdealofactivity in com puting therelicdensity forvarious

regionsofM SSM param eterspace [415,416,417,418,419,414,413,420,421,422,

423,424,425,426,106,427,428,429,430,431,432,433,434,435,436,437,438,

439,440,441,442,443,444,445,446,447,448,449].Thestateoftheartnum erical

program stake into accountnearly 8000 Feynm an diagram s. Typically,the param -

eterexploration isdone in the contextofm SUGRA/CM SSM m odels,in which the

independent param eters at M G U T are the universalscalar m ass m 0,gaugino m ass

m 1=2,trilinear scalarcoupling A 0,tan�,and sign(�).{ These param eters are then

run from M G U T to low energiesusing the M SSM RGEs.In CP-violating extensions

ofm SUGRA m odels,there are Lsoft phasespresent in the neutralino and sferm ion

m assm atrices,which consequently a�ecttheannihilation rate(seee.g.[334]).

In practice,thenetwork ofrelic abundance equationsforthe N specieswith the

sam e R-parity asthe LSP isapproxim ately replaced by a single evolution equation

asin Eq.(6.2)by de�ning an appropriatee�ective therm ally averaged crosssection

[450]:

h�e� vi=

R1

2
K 1(a=x)

P N

i;j= 1
�(a2;b2i;b

2
j)gigj�ij(a)da

4x

�P N

i= 1
K 2(bi=x)b

2
igi

�2 ; (6.7)

in which gi is the num ber of�eld degrees offreedom ,�ij is the annihilation cross

section forij! X ,�(a2;b2i;b
2
j)= a4 + b4i + b4j � 2(a2b2i + a2b2j + b2ib

2
j)isa kinem atic

function with bi = m i=m LSP ,and a =
p
s=m LSP is the energy variable relevant

fortherm alaveraging. In the expression above,K � isthe m odi�ed Besselfunction

{Electroweak sym m etry breaking constraintshaveallowed tan� and m Z to replacethe � and b

param eters,up to the sign of�;seethe discussion ofthe m SUG RA scenario in Section 3.
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ofthe second kind: its appearance is due to the m ore accurate expression for the

therm alspectrum f0 =
P N

i
gim

2
iK 2(m i=T)=(2�

2T2).Thisevolutionequationgoverns

f �
P

N

i
fi,wherethesum isovertheN sparticles.

6.2 N eutralino param eter dependence

Attheelectroweak scale,theneutralino m assm atrix dependson M 1,M 2,tan�,

and �. The m assesand m ixingshave been analyzed in m any papers;see e.g. [416,

451,452,453,454,422].In thelim itin which jM 1j+ j�j� M Z and jM 2j> jM 1j,the

LSP iseithera pure bino (ifjM 1j� �),a higgsino (ifjM 1j� � ),ora m ixture (if

jM 1j� j�j).W hen MZ iscom parableto thelargerofjM ijorj�j,tan� controlsthe

m ixing.Thehiggsino m assesaresom ewhatsensitive to tan� in thislim it.

Therenorm alizablecouplingsoftheneutralinoareoftheform neutralino-ferm ion-

sferm ion, neutralino-neutralino-gauge boson, neutralino-chargino-gauge boson, or

neutralino-neutralino-Higgs. Forannihilation reactionsofneutralinossigni�cantfor

the �naldark m atterabundance,one m usthave eitherneutralino+neutralino,neu-

tralino+sferm ion,orneutralino+chargino in theinitialstate.Theannihilation reac-

tionsarebroadly classi�ed into two categories:

� TheLSPsareself-annihilating:i.e.,LSP+LSP in theinitialstate.

� TheLSPsarecoannihilating:i.e.,LSP + othersuperpartnerin theinitialstate.

Duetothestrongtherm alsuppression forinitialstatesheavierthan theLSP,theself-

annihilation channelsusually dom inatein thedeterm ination oftherelicabundance.

However, ifthere are other superpartners with m asses close to m LSP (within an

O (m LSP =20)fraction ofm LSP ),then thecoannihilation channelsbecom esigni�cant.

In typicalnonresonantsituations,thet-channelslepton exchangeself-annihilation

diagram s dom inate. However,m any s-channelcontributions exist,and ifthe neu-

tralinom assesarelightenough such thatthey sum approxim ately tothem assofone

ofthes-channelinterm ediateparticlessuch astheHiggsortheZ,theresonancecon-

tribution dom inatestheannihilation process.W hen theresonancedom inates,unless

the resonance iswide asispossible e.g. forthe Higgs,som e �ne tuning isrequired

to obtain a nonnegligible �nalabundance ofLSPsbecause the �nalrelic density is

inversely correlated with the strength ofthe annihilations. The relative strengths

ofthenonresonantreactionsaredeterm ined m ostly by them assoftheinterm ediate

particle (e.g. suppressed ifitisheavy)and the kinem atic phase space available for

the�nalstates(i.e.,theirm assesrelativeto m LSP ).

Thus far,we have been discussing the e�ectsofthe low energy param eters. As

m entioned previously,m ost ofthe param eter space exploration in the literature is

donewithin the5-param eterm SUGRA m odelbecauseofitsrelativesim plicity com -

pared tothegeneralM SSM -124.Ofcourse,in thiscontextalloftheabovediscussion

applies:thelow energy param etersarejustfunctionsofthe5 m SUGRA param eters
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determ ined by using the RGEs. The di�erences in the RGEs within the available

com putercodesin theliteratureappearsto bethegreatestsourceofdiscrepancy for

thecalculated dark m atterabundancewithin them SUGRA fram ework.

Typicalplotscan beseen in Figure1.Becauseofthetightconstraintson 
h 2 from

therecentW M AP �ts[394,395],a fairly largeannihilation crosssection isrequired

forcom patibility with cosm ology. The cosm ologically favorable verticaldark strips

at m 1=2 < 105 GeV are due to s-channelresonance annihilation through the light

Higgsand Z poles,and the horizontalstrip between m 0 = 50 and m 0 = 200 GeV is

dueto coannhilation channelsasm e�1 approachesm LSP .

Asthem assesofthepseudoscalarand theheavy scalarHiggsbosonsdecreaseas

tan� increases,s-channelannihilation through verybroad Higgsresonancedom inates

forhigh tan�,giving an acceptable relic abundance. The allowed param eterspace

through thisresonancescattering issom etim esreferred to asthefunnelregion.

Thereisanotheroften discussed region ofparam eterspacecalled thefocuspoint

region [440],which correspondsto very high valuesofm 0,in the m ulti-TeV range.

In thisparam eterregion the LSP becom esm ore and m ore higgsino-like due to the

fallingvaluesof� consistentwith radiativeEW SB.Form oderatevaluesoftan�,the

growing higgsino com ponentopensup new channelsforannihilation thatcan bring

down the�naldark m atterdensity.

Due to the lower bound on the Higgs m ass,m ost ofthe m SUGRA param eter

space isruled out. However,the sm allness ofthe allowed regionsin the m SUGRA

scenario should not be too alarm ing for considerations ofneutralino dark m atter.

Ifthe universality assum ptions ofm SUGRA are relaxed,a m uch larger param eter

region becom es viable [455,456,457,458]. M oreover,the sm allness ofthe allowed

param eter space also is partly a reection ofthe accuracy to which we know the

phenom enologically required CDM density.In addition,ifthereareextra �eldssuch

astheaxino to which theneutralino can decay,a largerparam eterspacecan becom e

viable, as discussed in Section 6.7. Finally,there can be nontherm alproduction

m echanism sfortheLSP.

6.3 N eutralino direct dectection

A greatdealofwork hasbeen doneon both theoreticaland experim entalaspects

ofdirect detection (see e.g. the reviews [459,460,461,462]). Direct detection of

W IM Ps can be accom plished through elastic scattering o� a nucleus in a crystal

[463,464,465,466].Therecoilenergy isthen m easured by a variety ofm eans:scin-

tillation detection,cryogenicdetection ofphonons(usuallyrelyingon superconductor

transitions),ionization detection,orsom ecom bination thereof.Inelasticnuclearscat-

teringm ethodshavealsobeen considered [467],butm ostoftheproposed experim ents

usetheelasticscattering m ethod dueto eventrateconsiderations.

The typicalelastic scattering crosssection isofthe order10� 10 to 10� 6 pb,and

hence the expected event rate is about 1 kg/day or less. The recoilenergy ofthe
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Figure 1: m SUGRA/CM SSM param eterspace exclusion plotstaken from [396],in

which A 0 = 0 and other param eters are as shown. The darkest \V" shaped thin

strip correspondsto the region with 0:094 � 
h2 � 0:129,while a biggerstrip with

a sim ilar shape corresponds to the region with 0:1 � 
h2 � 0:3. (There are other

dark stripsaswellwhen exam ined carefully.) Thetriangularregion in thelowerright

hand cornerisexcluded by m e�1 < m e�0,since DM cannotbe charged and hence isa

neutralino e�0). Othershadings and lines correspond to accelerator constraints. In

the lower �gure ( � < 0),m ost ofthe DM favored region below m 1=2 < 400 GeV

is ruled out by the b ! s constraint. In the upper �gure,the m edium shaded

band encom passing the bulge region shows thatthe region favored by dark m atter

constraintsisin concordance with the region favored by g� � 2 m easurem ents. The

Higgsand chargino m assboundsare also asindicated: the param eterspace leftof
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nucleus is also expected to be very sm all,oforder 10� 100 keV.The background

consistsofneutrons,-rays,and othercosm ic rays. Neutronsare particularly trou-

blesom e asthe recoilinduced by theirscattering isdi�cultto distinguish from the

W IM P-induced recoil.Indeed,thebackground reduction ratherthan largerexposure

rem ainsan im portantchallengefordirectdetection experim ents.

There are m any experim ents that have been or willbe dedicated to direct de-

tection. DAM A,located in the Gran Sasso underground laboratory,uses 58 kg of

NaI[468,469,470];it has already claim ed positive detection ofdark m atter [471]

(m ore below). The CDM S experim ent [472,473],located at the Soundan m ine in

M innesota,uses100gofSilicon and 495gofgerm anium at20m K.TheEDELW EISS

experim ent[474],located underthe French-Italian Alps,usesthree 320 g Ge detec-

torsoperating at17 m K.TheZEPLIN Iexperim entusesliquid Xenon (a high m ass

nucleus)correspondingto4kg�ducialm ass[475]located in Boulby M ine(England).

UKDM C NaI[476]is also located in Boulby M ine with a target ofaround 20 kg.

The CRESST experim entutilizes262 g ofsapphire cryogenic calorim eteroperating

at15m K located in theGran Sassounderground laboratory[477].Am ongthefuture

experim ents,GENIUS [478]isaparticularlyprom inentexperim entprogressingin the

Gran Sasso underground laboratory which willbe able to directly test the DAM A

experim entalresultsusing 100 kg ofnaturalGe.

To determ ine the neutralino direct detection rates,the neutralino-quark elastic

scattering am plitudesaswellastheoneloop neutralino-gluon scattering am plitudes

m ust be com puted. The parton levelam plitudes are convoluted with quark and

gluon distribution functionsin nucleonsand som em odelofdetectornucleusm ustbe

used to accountfordetector-speci�c structure e�ects. Thisisclearly a large source

of uncertainty. Generically, there are both spin-independent and spin-dependent

contributionsto theelasticcrosssection.

Thespin-independentorscalarpartreceivescontributionsfrom neutralino-quark

interactions via squark and Higgsexchange and from neutralino-gluon interactions

involving loop quarks,squarks,and Higgses. This can be described in term sofan

e�ective neutralino-nucleon Lagrangian

Lscalar = fp��	 p	 p + fn��	 n	 n; (6.8)

in which the nucleons are denoted by 	 n;p,and the neutralinosare collectively de-

noted by �. In the above,the e�ective couplingsfp;n contain allthe shortdistance

physicsand nucleonic partonic structure inform ation. The di�erentialcrosssection

forscattering on anucleusofchargeZ and atom icnum berA can then bewritten as

d�scalar

dj~qj2
=

m 2
Am

2
�

�(m A + m �)
2j~qj2

[Zfp + (A � Z)fn]
2
F
2(Q r); (6.9)

where ~q � mAm �=(m A + m �)~v is the m om entum transfer,Q r = j~qj2=(2m A)is the

recoilenergy,and F 2(Q r)isthescalarnuclearform factor.Notethatthecrosssection
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growswith Z 2 or(A� Z)2.Thereissigni�cantuncertaintyinfF 2(Q r);fp;fngbecause

ofthenuclearm odelsensitivity,and hencetheuncertainty should beatleastafactor

of2.Forintuitive purposes,onem ay estim atethedim ensionlessform factoras

F
2(Q)� exp(� QmN R

2
N =3); (6.10)

where R N � 5[0:3+ 0:91(mN =GeV)
1=3]GeV � 1 is the nuclear radius. Sim ilarly,the

dim ensionfule�ective nucleon coupling param eterscan beestim ated as

fp;n �

�
m p

m W

�
10� 1�W

m 2
H

� 10� 8 GeV � 2
; (6.11)

in which wehave assum ed thattheCP-even Higgsparton levelexchange dom inates

and m H � 100 GeV is the Higgs m ass scale. tan� determ ines to a large extent

which Higgs contribution dom inates. In practice,the m ass and m ixing param eter

dependence ofthese factors are com plicated and m odeldependent; i.e.,they are

sensitive to the neutralino couplings to Higgs, squarks, and quarks. For further

details,seee.g.[479,467,461,428].

Thespin-dependentpartreceivescontributionsfrom squark and Z exchange.The

e�ective neutralino-nucleon Lagrangian is

Lspin = 2
p
2(ap�

�
5�	 ps�	 p + an�

�
5�	 ns�	 n); (6.12)

where s� is the nucleon spin vector and an;p are the e�ective theory coe�cients.

Typically,an;p � �W =m
2
eq
or �W =m

2
W [479]. The spin interaction di�erentialcross

section o� ofa nucleuswith totalangularm om entum J is

d�spin

dj~qj2
=

8m 2
Am

2
�

�(m A + m �)
2j~qj2

[ap
hSpi

J
+ an

hSni

J
]2J(J + 1)S1(j~qj); (6.13)

where S1(j~qj)isthenuclearspin form factornorm alized to 1 atj~qj= 0 forpointlike

particlesandhSpiandhSnirepresenttheexpectation valuesoftheprotonandneutron

spin content in the nucleus. Sim ilarto the spin-independent situation,fap;an;S1g

have signi�cant m odeldependence, but these quantities are generally believed to

have uncertainties ofabout a factor of2. However,in this case the cross section

doesnotgrow with Z 2 or(A � Z)2.Hence,unlessthespin contentofthenucleusis

large,the scalarinteractionsusually dom inate (typically forA > 30). However,in

certain regionsoftheparam eterspace,thespin-dependentpartcan play asigni�cant

role even when A > 30.Forexam ple,for 73Ge,which hasa nonzero nuclearspin of

J = 9=2,thespin-dependentcontribution can giveasigni�cantcontribution for� < 0

and m oderate valuesoftan�. Although notwell-determ ined,one can approxim ate

hSpi� 0:03 and hSni� 0:378 [480].

Thedi�erentialdetection rateisgiven by

dR

dQ r

=
4

p
�3

��

m �v0
T(Q r)

�
[Zfp + (A � Z)fn]

2
F
2(Q r)

+8[ap
hSpi

J
+ an

hSni

J
]2J(J + 1)S1(j~qj)

�

; (6.14)
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in which v0 � 220 km /sisthe speed ofoursun relative to the centerofthe galaxy,

�� isthelocalLSP density,and

T(Q r)=

p
�v0

2

Z 1

vm in

dv
f�(v)

v
(6.15)

integrated overthe neutralino velocity distribution f�.The recoilenergy Q r istyp-

ically no m ore than 100 keV.The greatestuncertainty in the di�erentialdetection

rateisfrom theuncertainty in thelocalLSP density �� [481,482,483,484,485,486,

487,488,489,490,491,492,493];theanswerisuncertain by a factorofa few.W hen

folded in with the nuclearphysics uncertainties,the �naltheoreticaldetection rate

isuncertain by abouta factorof10 orm ore.

One way to enhance the detection signalabove the background is to look for

m odulationsin thesignalratedueto thedetector’stim evarying velocity relativeto

the dark m atterhalo. Forexam ple,due to the earth’sm otion around the sun,the

tim eofthem axim um velocity ofthedark m atterhalowith respecttotheterresterial

detectorissix m onth separated from thatofthem inim um velocity ofthedark m at-

terhalo with respectto the terresterialdetector[466,495]. Thism ethod hasbeen

the focus ofthe DAM A experim ent [468,469,470],which has announced positive

detection oftheannualm odulation [471].However,thediscovery hasbeen disputed

by m any experim entalgroupsand hasstillneitherbeen undisputedly excluded nor

con�rm ed [496],despitem any questionableclaim sto thecontrary in theliterature.

Anotherway toenhancethesignalabovethebackground istoresolvethenuclear

recoildirection asthe dark m atterelastically scatters [497]. Because ofthe strong

angulardependence,generically thenum berofrecoileventsin theforward direction

willsigni�cantlyexceed thenum berofeventsinthebackward direction foranyenergy

threshold ofthedetector.Dueto thedaily rotation oftheearth,thedetectorshould

then seea m odulation between thenighttim eand thedaytim e(diurnalm odulation).

The proposed experim ent DRIFT [498]is thus far the only experim ent that has

enough directionalsensitivity totakeadvantageofdiurnalm odulation.On theother

hand,becausethisexperim entrelieson m easuring ionization tracksin alow pressure

gas,onedrawback isthelow targetm assrequired by thelow pressuregas.

It has been argued that prospects for the discovery ofsupersym m etry through

the direct detection ofLSP CDM are asgood asorbetterthan through detection

at the LHC (see e.g. [499]) in som e regions ofparam eter space,such as the focus

point region. A typicalexclusion plot for data that has already been taken can

be seen in Figure 2. Ofcourse,because di�erent detectors have di�erent energy

thresholds and detection techniques,one m ust be carefulto consider the details of

theexperim entsbeforedrawing conclusionsfrom these kindsofplots.Furtherm ore,

recallfrom ourpreviousdiscussion thatthere isabouta factorof10 uncertainty in

the �naldetection rate. Given thatthisisan active area ofexperim entalresearch,

weexpectto seesubstantialim provem entsin thenearfuture.
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Figure 2:Typicalexclusion plottaken from [494]. The region above the curvesare

excluded. The closed curve represents the 3� positive detection region ofDAM A

experim ent.
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6.4 N eutralino indirect detection

The indirect detection processes are classi�ed according to which particles are

actuallyinteractingwith thelaboratorydetector.Thedetected particlesaregenerally

cosm icray particlesresulting from theannihilation ofLSP neutralinos.W ewill�rst

discuss neutrino telescopes,which arguably have the leastnum ber ofastrophysical

uncertainties,and then m ention thedetection ofothercosm icray particles.

N eutrino Telescopes LSP dark m atter can accum ulate in astrophysicalbodies

such as the sun or the earth by elastic scattering ifthe �nalstate W IM Ps have

velocities lessthan the escape velocity [500,501,502]. The accum ulated LSPscan

annihilate,giving rise to observable �nalproducts. Am ong the SM decay products

ofthe prim ary annihilation products,the m uon neutrino can escape withoutbeing

absorbed bythecoreofthesun ortheearthandcan reach terresterialdetectors.Since

�� ! �� issuppressed by the sm allneutrino m asses,the neutrinosprim arily arise

due to decays ofprim ary productsofannihilation with a m ean energy of� m�=2.

In thewater/terrestrialm aterialim m ersing thedetectors,them uon neutrinosinduce

m uon production,which can easily bem easured by itsCerenkov radiation.

The derivation ofthe capture rate (num berperunittim e)startsby writing the

di�erentialscattering eventsperunittim eas

d _N = (# ofnuclei)� (velocity di�erentialux)�

(angulardi�erentialelasticcross-section onto onenucleus): (6.16)

Onethen doestheangularintegration,restricting the�nalanglesuch thatthe�nal

state particle is below the escape velocity,and perform s the sum m ation over the

appropriate nucleidistributions. Thuscom puted,the capture rate ofneutralinosin

an astrophysicalbody ofm assM (recallthem assofthesun isM = 1:1� 1057 GeV

and them assoftheearthisM = 3:4� 1051 GeV)can bewritten as[502,503,504,505]

C �
��

v�
M

X

i

fi
�i

m �m i

hv2esc iiS(v�;vesc ;m �;m i); (6.17)

where �� and v� denote the localneutralino density and speed,fi isthe fraction of

nucleusiin the astrophysicalbody,vesc isthe escape speed,h:::idenotesaveraging

overthe distribution ofthe elem enti,�i isthe nucleus-LSP elastic scattering cross

section,and S(:::)isasuppression factorwhich accountsfortheadditionalkinem atics

ofthe neutralino-nucleusinteraction.k Typically,�� � 3� 10� 42 GeV 4,v� � 10� 3,

kTheescapevelocity isa localquantity,given by

v
2

esc(r)�
2

M 2

P l

Z
d3x0�(~x0)

j~x � ~x0j
;

wheretheintegralisoverthebody with totalm assM .Theearth-sun distanceisaround 1:5� 1013

cm ,while the earth radiusis6:4� 108 cm .
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and v2esc � (4� 10� 5)2 fortheearth whileitisv2esc � 105(4� 10� 5)2 forthesun.

Because thelocalspeed aftertheelasticscattering is[502,506]

v
20 = v

2

�

1�
2m �m i

(m i+ m �)
2
[1� cos�cm ]

�

; (6.18)

where�cm isthecenterofm assscatteringangle,thereisagreaterlossofenergy after

scattering when m � � mi (and hencea \resonant" enhancem ent[502]in thecapture

rate). Because the earth has heavy elem ents,there is a resonant enhancem ent of

captureforthem assrange

10 GeV � m� � 75 GeV; (6.19)

with thepeak neartheiron m assofm F e � 56 GeV.

Although thesun doesnothavesuch heavy elem entstocauseresonantscattering,

the large quantity ofthe sun’s hydrogen carriesspin,allowing axialinteractionsto

becom e im portant. Such interactions are particularly im portant ifthere is signi�-

cantZ coupling,which in turn depends on the higgsino fraction ofthe neutralino.

Due to the large solarm assand thisspin-dependentneutralino-quark crosssection

(�scalar�p < �spin�p ),the solarcapture ofthe neutralinosisusually m uch m ore e�cient

than neutralino capturein theearth.

Given the capture rate ofEq. (6.17),the annihilation rate into neutrinos and

theresulting neutrino ux nearthedetectorm ustbecalculated.Following [507],the

annihilation ratecan bededuced from thesim pli�ed Boltzm ann equation (neglecting

evaporation):
_N � = C � CAN

2
�; (6.20)

whereN � isthenum berofneutralinos,and

CA �
h�Avi

V0

�
m �

20 GeV

�3=2
(6.21)

istheannihilation ratepere�ectivevolum eofthebody,with V0 � 2:3� 1025cm 3(�

3� 1066 GeV � 3)fortheearth and V0 � 6:6� 1028 cm 3(� 8:6� 1069 GeV � 3)forthe

sun.Assum ing thatC and CA rem ain constant,thetotalannihilation rateis

�A =
1

2
CAN

2
� =

C

2
tanh

2
[t
p
CCA]; (6.22)

where t� 4:5 Gyr(� 2:2� 1041GeV � 1)isthe age ofthe m acroscopic body. W hen

accretion ise�cientsuch thattanh
2
� 1,theannihilation rate�A isindependentof

the annihilation cross section,but dependent on the capture rate C. Forthe sun,

the neutralinos are nearly in \equilibrium " due to the large capture rate im plying

�A � C=2.However,when thehiggsinocom ponentissm all,forexam pleasin thelow

m 0-high m 1=2 region ofm SUGRA param eterspace,�A hasa CA dependence. Also,
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Figure 3: Taken from [508],the left�gure showsthe directdetection scalarelastic

scattering crosssection forvariousneutralino m asses,and theright�gureshowsthe

indirectdetection experim ents’m uon ux forvariousneutralino m asses.Thescatter

points represent \typical" class ofm odels. Speci�cally,the m odelparam eters are

A 0 = 0;tan� = 45;� > 0;m 0 2 [40;3000];m 1=2 2 [40;1000]:The dotted curve,dot

dashed curved,and thedashed curveon theright�gurerepresentstheupperbound

on them uon ux com ing from M acro,Baksan,and Super-Kam iokandeexperim ents,

respectively.Thisplotshould betaken asanoptim isticpicture,becausethethreshold

fordetection wassetat5GeV,wherethesignal-to-noiseratioisvery low in practice.

CA issm allerwhen tan� islow,enhancing the CA sensitivity of�A. Forthe earth,

neutrinosarenotin equilibrium dueto thegenerally sm allercapturerate,leading to

�A oftheform

�A �
C 2CAt

2

2
: (6.23)

Thisleadsto enhancem entsin param eterregionswhere the annihilationsare large,

asdiscussed in Section 6.2.

Given �A,theneutrino di�erentialux is

d�

dE
=

�A

4�R2

X

j

bj

�
dN

dE

�

j

; (6.24)

where R is the detector-(neutralino source) distance,bj is the branching ratio of

annihilation channelj,and dN =dE is the di�erentialneutrino spectrum . As m en-

tioned previously,thesm allnessoftheneutrinom asssuppressesannihilation channels
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directly to neutrinos,and electron neutrinosscattertoo e�ciently to reach the de-

tector from the source. Therefore,the neutrino-producing reactions ofinterest are

secondary particle decays. The hard (energetic) m uon neutrinos com e from W W ,

ZZ,and ttdecays(assum ing the neutralino m assisabove these thresholds),while

the soft m uons neutrinos are sourced by bb decays. Since m uons are the actual

particlesbeing detected and neutrino-induced production ofm uonsgrowswith the

neutrino energy,high energy neutrinos are easier to detect. This m eans that the

m uon ux willbe larger for larger neutralino m asses,which roughly translates to

largerm 1=2 in m SUGRA.Also,sincean enhanced higgsino com ponentincreasesthe

annihilation into W W and ZZ which givesm oreenergetic neutrinos,increasing the

higgsino com ponent ofthe neutralino enhances the m uon signalaswell. Although

the ratio ofthe m assofthe sun to the m assofthe earth isaround 3� 105 and the

distance-squared ratiobetween theearth-sun distanceand theearth radiusisaround

5� 108,becausehv2esciisalsoproportionaltoM and thespin-dependentcrosssection

islargerthan thescalarcrosssection,theux ofneutrinosoriginatingfrom theearth

istypically m uch sm allerthan theux originating from thesun.

The uncertainties in the theoreticalcalculations should be sim ilarto the direct

detection case,since the quantities that enter are sim ilar: i.e.,m ost ofthe uncer-

taintiesstem from localastrophysics. Forexam ple,even a sm alldeviation from the

usually assum ed M axwellian distribution ofneutralinos (caused by scattering with

thesun and interacting with largeplanets)can havean O (100)e�ecton theindirect

detection ratesdueto annihilation in theearth form � < 150 GeV [509].� �

There have been severalexperim ents under the category ofneutrino telescopes

which had put bounds through indirect detection,including M acro [510],Baksan,

Super-Kam iokande,and AM ANDA [511]. Future experim entshave potentialto in-

directly detectthe neutralinos. One isthe Antares0.1 km 2 projectwhich covers a

volum e ofaround 0.02 km 3 (which m ay be upgraded upgraded to 1 km 3 in the fu-

ture)in theM editerranean sea ata depth of2.4 km down south ofFrance.Another

project,ICECUBE,willcover 1 km 3 volum e under about2.4 km ofice [512,513].

The reachesofthese experim entsare com pared to the directdetection experim ents

in Figure3.Thetypicalenergy thresholdsarebetween 5 to 10 GeV.

O ther cosm ic rays In addition to the neutrino telescopes, there m ay also be

the possibility possibility ofindirectneutralino detection through othercosm ic ray

particles [514]. Exam ples include gam m a rays [514,515,516,517,518,519,520,

521,522,523,524,525,526],lower energy photons such as radiowaves [516,527],

and antim attersuch aspositronsand antiprotons[514,528,529,530,531,532,533,

534,535].Thesourceofthesecosm icrayswillbeconcentrated towardsthecenterof

ourgalaxy.In fact,therecentpositron excessreported by theHEAT balloon borne

experim ent [536,537,538]m ay be attributable to W IM P annihilations ifcertain

��The corresponding e�ect for the direct detection is sm aller because this is a low m om entum

population with low m om entum transfer.
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nonstandard astrophysicalphenom ena areassum ed to takeplace[531,539,540,541,

542].Speci�cally,theHEAT collaborationhasreportedanexcessofpositronsthatare

consistentwith arisingfrom LSP annihilation iftheLSP isheavierthan theW .W hile

further study is needed to argue that this excess does not arise from conventional

sources,therehasnotbeen aconvincing alternativescenariowhich leadstoan excess

with a peak atan energy oforder10 GeV.The excesshasbeen seen in severalsets

ofdata with di�erentdetectors.

As far as theoreticalpredictions are concerned,there is greater uncertainty in

thenon-neutrino signalssincethey involvegreaterm odeldependenceofthegalactic

halo.Forexam ple,considerthephotons.Thecom putation ofthedi�erentialux is

usually doneusing theapproxim ateform ula

dF

d
dE
=
X

i

dN i


dE
�iv

1

4�

Z

n
2
�dl; (6.25)

where dlis the line ofsight integral,dN i
=dE is the photon spectrum injected per

annihilation channeli(thisincludes any secondary particle decay probability),�iv

isthe usualannihilation crosssection tim esthe M oellerspeed factor,and n� isthe

neutralino density in the halo. The strong m odeldependence isin the n2� integral.

The�ducialvalueisusually taken to be

Z

n
2
�dl�

�
0:3GeV

m �

1

cm 3

� 2

(8:5kpc); (6.26)

which correspondsto thecriticaldensity being m adeup by thedark m atter,and 8:5

kpc is the distance ofthe sun from the Galactic center. There is atleast a factor

of103 (perhaps even as large as 105) uncertainty in this integral[519]. The line

signal(neutralino annihilation directly into photons[543,544,545,546])isa loop-

suppressed process and is generically sm aller relative to the continuous spectrum

signal(dom inated by �0 ! ) in the param eter region ofinterest. On the other

hand,because it is di�cult to m im ic a line signalby astrophysicalprocesses not

involving heavy W IM Ps,the line signalis m ore robust in term s ofbeing able to

claim discovery ofa heavy relic.

The positron ux predictionsstem from a equation sim ilarto Eq.(6.25),except

with an additionalconvolution ofanontrivialGreen’sfunction forthepositron prop-

agation. On the otherhand,because only the high energy positrons(with energies

abovethesoftpositronscom ing from thesolarwind)areeasily m easurableabovethe

background and since thehigh energy positronsloseenergy e�ciently,thesourceof

m easurable positron ux cannotbe asfaraway asthe galactic center,and instead

m ustbe within a few kpc ofthe earth. Thism akesthe calculation lesssensitive to

the uncertainties ofthe m atter distribution atthe galactic center com pared to the

photon case.Thepositron ux can then bewritten as

dFe+

d
dE
= n

2
�(x0)

X
�iv

Z

dE
0
dN i

e+
(E 0)

dE 0
G(E ;E 0); (6.27)
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wheren2�(x0)isthelocalneutralinodensity,
dN i

e+
(E 0)

dE 0 isthepositroninjectionspectrum

attheneutralino annihilation source,and G(E ;E 0)em bodiesthepropagation ofthe

postironsand any rem aining uncertaintiesin thehalo pro�lem odels.An exam pleof

G(E ;E 0)fora \leaky box" toy m odel[528,529,530]is

G(E ;E 0)�
1

4��

1

E 2
�(E0� E )e

E
0
� 1

� E
� 1

�0� ; (6.28)

which at best can give a reasonable order ofm agnitude estim ate with � = 1:11�

10� 9yr� 1GeV � 1,�0 = 107 yr.Fora betterm odeland furtherdiscussions,see[531].

Regarding photon detection, am ong the various future experim ents the outer

space experim ent GLAST willhave the greatest sensitivity and willhave a good

chance ofseeing a signalbecause ofitswiderangularacceptance and betterenergy

resolution and reach [547]. As previously stated,the m ost clean signalis the line

(narrow width) spectralsignal,which corresponds to at least one ofthe prim ary

annihilation productsoftheneutralinosbeing a photon.Otherphoton-sensitive ex-

perim entsthathavealready run orareplanningtorun includeSTACEE,CELESTE,

ARGO-YBJ,M AGIC,HESS,VERITAS,AGILE,CANGAROO,and AM S/. The

m ost prom ising experim ents as far as the positron (and other antim atter) signal

is concerned are the space borne experim ents PAM ELA [535]and AM S-02 [537],

both ofwhich aresensitive to high positron energies,aslargeas200 and 1000 GeV.

Unfortunately,the positron signal-to-background ratio isgenerically extrem ely low,

typically lessthan 0:01[441].An antiproton signalalsom ust�ghtalargebackground

[548,549,526,550].

6.5 C om plem entarity

Notsurprisingly,directdetection,indirectdetection,colliderdetection,and con-

straintsfrom SM precision data play com plem entary roles| m utually checking as

wellashaving di�erentparam eterreaches| in thesearch forsupersym m etry.This

can be understood by exam ining the schem atic dependence on physicalquantities

controlling them agnitudeofthedirectand indirectsignals,asshown in Table6.

Collider and electroweak precision searches prefer lighter superpartners. In

m SUGRA,thiscorrespondsto sm allerm 0 and m 1=2 param eters.On theotherhand,

indirect searches are typically enhanced for a larger higgsino com ponent,which in

m SUGRA correspondstothelargem 0 region.In fact,iftheLSP hasalargehiggsino

com ponentand isheavierthan a few TeV,thedetection ofgam m a raysthrough the

�� !  and �� ! Z channels[462]m ay be the only way to discoversupersym -

m etry in theforeseeablefuturebecausetheaccelerator,directdetection,and indirect

neutrino dection m ay nothavetherequired sensitivities.Ofcourse,such heavy neu-

tralinos m ay be disfavored from �ne-tuning argum ents. Even for such large m ass

neutralinos,the annihilation can be strong enough to not overclose the universe if

thereisasu�cienthiggsinocom ponent.Thedirectdetection searches,which aresen-
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p-elastic low
p
s annhilation abundance error

directdetection ��p n�(local) 10

neutrino telesc. ��p littleforsun n�(local) 10

 (line,continuum ) ���! X ;���! �0�0 n2�(core) 103

e+ (E > 10 GeV) ���! W W ;Z Z n2�(nearby) 100

collider ��p ���! X X sm all sm all

Table6: A schem aticpictureofthevarioussearch processes.Thecolum n labeled \p-

elastic" givesthedependenceon proton-neutralino elastic-crosssection;\low
p
san-

nihilation" refersto thedependenceon variousself-annihilation crosssection atvery

low m om enta (characteristic ofthe dark m attertem perature in the halo);n�(local)

referstothedensity oftheneutralinosin oursolarsystem ;n�(core)referstotheden-

sity atthecenterofthegalaxy;n�(nearby )referstothehalo density within few kpc

ofthe solarsystem (notatthecore ofthe galaxy).The \error" refersto a m inim al

m ultiplicative uncertainty in thetheoreticalpredictions.Thetableisnotprecisefor

allpartsoftheM SSM param eterspaceand ism erely m eanttoprovidean elem entary

pictureofthetypicalsituation.Colliderdata obviously doesnotdirectly involvethe

proton-neutralino elastic crosssection northeself-annihilation crosssection atnon-

relativistic energies. However,collidersensitivity generically isenhanced with light

superpartners,which also tend to enhance both the elastic and the self-annihilation

crosssections.
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sitiveto ��p,havean inversecorrelation in som eregionsoftheparam eterspacewith

the indirect detection searches through ���! ,as higgsino-like neutralino m odels

with m � > 400 GeV which havea sm all��p generally havelarge���!  [462].

Theneutrino telescopesearchestend tocom plem entthedirectdetection searches

by having som e overlap in sensitivity,as both are very sensitive to ��p [551].
yy In

fact,there isa possibility ofm easuring m � by detecting the angulardistribution of

them uonsin theneutrino telscope[552,553].

Generically,there isan inverse correlation ofthe elastic scattering crosssection

with thecosm ologicalrelicabundanceoftheneutralinos.By looking atTable6,one

would then naively concludethatthedirectdetection processand indirectdetection

to som eextentcan stilldetectneutralinoseven ifneutralino LSPsdid notdom inate

the CDM com position.Indeed,directdark m attersearcheshave sensitivity in both

the lightLSP and the heavy LSP region,ascan be seen in Figure 2. Even forthe

indirectdetection,[554]dem onstratesthatan LSP halo fraction assm allas1% can

beindirectly detected with thecurrentgeneration ofexperim ents.

However,colliderm easurem entsofLSP neutralinosand theircouplingsrelevant

forself-annihilation do notim ply thatthedark m atterabundancecan becom puted,

because R-parity violation,light axinos (see Section 6.7),or a low reheating tem -

peraturem ay spoilthestandard LSP dark m atterscenario.In practice,even within

thestandard cosm ologicalscenario,thesituation with colliderm easurem entsaloneis

even worsethan whatitnaively would seem becausetherelevantparam etersneeded

to calculatetherelicdensity m ustbem easured to an accuracy oforder5% to obtain

a usefulanswerfortherelicdensity [555].

Rem arkably,even with LHC discovery ofsupersym m etry and LSP neutralinos

and with the assum ptionsofa standard cosm ologicalscenario and R-parity conser-

vation,westillm ay notbeableto know whetherthebulk oftheCDM iscom posed

ofLSP neutralinos. Hence,directand indirectdetection ofdark m atterare im por-

tantto ascertain the identity and the fraction ofCDM in LSP neutralinos. On the

ipside,having directand indirectdetection ofthe LSP neutralino dark m atterby

them selvesdo notspecify thefraction ofCDM in LSP neutralinosbecausethelocal

astrophysicaluncertaintiesare unlikely to be sm allerthan a factorof2 in the near

futureand becausetherelevantLsoft param etersm ustbem easured to interpretthe

detection m eaningfully. Therefore,very accurate collider and other m easurem ents

ofthe param etersthatare essentialforthe relevantkind ofdark m atterwhich can

allow com putationsofSection 6.1 areessentialto determ ine theLSP fraction ofthe

CDM .Thiswillm ostlikely requirecollidersbeyond theLHC.

yyO fcourse,there are param eter space regions,such as m 0 < 500 G eV and m 1=2 > 800 G eV,

wherethe neutrino telescopeswillbe also sensitiveto the self-annihilation [508].
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6.6 G ravitinos

In scenariossuch asgauge-m ediated supersym m etry breaking,thegravitinonatu-

rally istheLSP,and hencebecom esa dark m attercandidate[23,556].Forexam ple,

ifthesupersym m etry-breaking scaleisoforder
p
F � 106 GeV,thegravitinom assis

oftheorderF=M pl� 10� 6 GeV (F istheF term VEV which characterizessupersym -

m etry breaking,asdiscussed in Section 3). The helicity 1=2 (goldstino)com ponent

has gravitationalinteractions ofdim ension 4 and 5,with coe�cients ofthe order

(m 2
� � m2�)=(m 3=2M pl)and m �=(m 3=2M pl)[557](here m � and m � denote scalarand

gaugino m asses,respectively). This allowsitto interactm uch m ore strongly when

m �;�;� � m 3=2 than the helicity 3=2 com ponent,for which the gravitationalinter-

actions are notsim ilarly enhanced. W ithoutthis enhancem ent,asin e.g. gravity-

m ediated supersym m etry breaking scenarios in which m 3=2 � O (TeV),gravitinos

neverreach therm alequilibrium below Planck scaletem peratures.Theenhancem ent

allowstherm alequilibrium tobereached,such thatthegravitinoscan gothrough the

usualfreezeoutprocesstoactaswarm dark m attercandidates.Therelicabundance

can becalculated as


eg(th)h
2 �

� m 3=2

1 keV

��
g�(Tf)

100

� � 1

; (6.29)

which requiresm 3=2 to belessthan about0:1 keV iftheHubble param etertoday is

given by h � 0:7and g�(Tf)= 100.Thism ay causeproblem sin thecontextofgauge

m ediation [23,558,559],becausesuch low valuesfortheF term areunattractivein

som e gauge-m ediated m odels. One m ay need to invoke m ethodsto dilute the grav-

itino abundance[560]orhavealow reheating tem perature[558,559].In certain spe-

cialarrangem entsofthesparticlem assspectrum ,therecanbeasecondarypopulation

ofnontherm algravitinosfrom NLSP decay[561].Duetotheirnontherm alm om entum

distribution,thissecondary population can m im ic hotdark m atterconsisting ofeV

rangeneutrinos.Thereareotherwaystogenerateanontherm aldistribution ofgrav-

itinosaswell[562,563,564].Even when thereheating tem peratureissm allenough

thatthereisno overclosureoftheuniversewith LSP gravitinos,therem ay bea cos-

m ologicalproblem with thedecay ofNLSPs(which typically havelonglifetim es)into

gravitinos,because such decaysaregenerally accom panied by decay productswhich

can spoilbigbangnucleosynthesis(BBN)[565,566,567,568,569,570,571,572,573].

In gravity-m ediated supersym m etry-breaking scenarios, the m ass of the grav-

itino is generically close to a TeV and it usually is not the LSP.In such scenar-

ios,there m ay be severalcosm ologicalproblem s caused by gravitino decay prod-

ucts which can dissociate nucleiduring BBN,destroying its successfulpredictions

[567,574,566,568,570,572,569,575,576].In general,successfulBBN requiresthe

photonsto havea nearly therm alspectrum ,whilethegravitino decay productsm ay

induce su�cientdeparturesfrom the therm alspectrum to ruin the successfulratios

ofelem entabundances. The disruption ofthe photon spectrum can occurthrough
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Figure4: Reheating tem peratureupperbound constraintsfrom BBN asa function

ofthegravitino m asstaken from [572].Thevarious\high" and \low" valuesreferto

the usage ofobservationally deduced lightnucleiabundancesin deducing the upper

bound. Hence,the discrepancy can be seen asan indication ofthe system atic error

in theupperbound constraintfrom observationalinputuncertainties.
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prim ary decay productsaswellthrough particlesfartherdown the cascade ofreac-

tions.Assum ing thatthegravitino decaysto a photino and a photon,itslifetim e is

given by [567]

�3=2 = 3:9� 108
� m 3=2

100 GeV

�� 3
sec: (6.30)

The decay hasa long tim e scale because itoriginatesfrom a dim ension �ve (1=M P l

suppressed) operator. Forreference,BBN occursduring �B B N � 1� 102 sec (T �

1� 0:1 M eV).

Assum ing thegravitinosareproduced therm ally (although they neverreach ther-

m alequilibrium unlessm 3=2 � 100GeV),thegravitino abundancecan becalculated

asa function ofthereheating tem peratureoftheuniverse TR H to be[567]

n3=2

n
� 2:14� 10� 11

�
TR H

1010GeV

�

(6.31)

for T � 1 M eV but for tim e t < �3=2. This is a signi�cant num ber and energy

density since the baryon-to-photon ratio is nB =n � 10� 10 and m 3=2 � m p. This

largenum berofgravitinoswilldecay to photons,which willcausethedissociation of

BBN nucleithrough reactionssuch asD +  ! n + p or4H e+  ! n +3 H e . An

exam pleofboundscom ing from successfulBBN can beseen in Figure4.

6.7 A xion,axino,and saxion

As discussed previously,the axion �eld a is a pseudo-Nam bu-Goldstone boson

ofthe broken U(1)P Q sym m etry which solves the strong CP problem ;its presence

changestheusual� to

�a = � �
a(x)

fP Q =N
; (6.32)

where fP Q isthe PQ breaking scale and N isde�ned below. Itspropertiesdepend

m oststrongly on only one unknown param eter,the axion m ass m a orequivalently

thePQ breaking scalefP Q :

m a �

p
Z

1+ Z

f�m �

(fP Q =N )
; (6.33)

wherethepion decay constantisf� � 93 M eV,thepion m assism� � 135 M eV,the

dim ensionlessratioZ � mu=m d,and N = Tr[Q P Q (Q �
SU (3)C

)2]isthecoloranom aly of

thePQ sym m etry [367,577,578,361,378,579].Itsinteractionsincludeitscoupling

to thegluon
�3gagg

8�

a

(fP Q =N )
eG a
��G

��
a ; (6.34)

thenucleon and electron

i
1

(fP Q =N )
@�a[gann(n

�
5n)+ gaee(e

�
5e)]; (6.35)
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and thephoton
�E M ga

2�

a

(fP Q =N )
eF ��

F�� (6.36)

where gaii are m odel-dependent O (1) coe�cients. Two standard m odels ofaxions

aretheKSVZ [369,371]and DFSZ [372,370]m odels.M odelssuch asKSVZ m odels

with gaee = 0 attree levelare called \hadronic" because they lack directcouplings

to leptons. Asallthe couplingsare suppressed by m om entum =(fP Q =N ),the axion

can beessentially \invisible" iffP Q =N islargeenough.However,aswillbeexplained

below,fP Q =N isseverely constrained by variousm easurem ents.

Since the interaction strength becom es larger as fP Q =N is lowered, the lower

bound on fP Q =N is determ ined both indirectly and directly by observable parti-

cle reactionsthatcan produce axions[580,581]. One exam ple isSupernova 1987A

(SN1987A) which yielded a totalof19 detected neutrino events spanning a tim e

period ofabout12 seconds which wasin accord with the expectations. Foraxions

in the m ass range fP Q =N � 4 � 109 GeV to fP Q =N � 2 � 106 GeV,the cool-

ing due to axion em ission through brem sstrahlung from nucleonswould shorten the

duration ofthe neutrino em ission to unacceptable valuesm uch sm allerthan 12 sec-

onds,according to thestandard picture[582].Them ain reason why SN cannotrule

outsm allervaluesoffP Q =N isbecause atthese sm allervalues,the interactionsbe-

com esu�ciently strong such thattheaxionsbecom etrapped in thesupernova core,

causing theaxion-m ediated cooling to beine�cient.Forsm allerf P Q =N ,stellarpro-

cesses provide constraints. Axion em ission from the stellar core accelerates stellar

evolution (m ore intense burning to com pensate forthe axion em ission energy loss),

shortening the lifetim e ofred giants. For hadronic axions,this gives a bound of

22 GeV < fP Q =N < 9� 106 GeV [583,584,585].Thelowerbound isdueto thered

giantcoretem peraturescaleof10 keV being too sm allto exciteheavieraxions.The

upperbound isfrom therequirem entoftheaxion being su�ciently strongly coupled

to be produced. Because the He core issupported by the electron degeneracy pres-

sure forthe DFSZ type ofaxions,the axion coupling to the electrons can coolthe

Hecoreto such an extentthattheHeburning nevertakesplace[586].Thisextends

the upper bound from red giants on fP Q =N to 22 GeV < fP Q =N < 4� 108GeV.

Finally,foreven m orestrongly coupled,heavieraxions,a variety oflab experim ents

[587]put constraints offP Q =N > 86 GeV.Therefore,the com bined experim ental

resultsexclude a broad range ofscales,leading to a lowerbound on the axion scale

offP Q =N > 4� 109 GeV.

Theupperbound on fP Q =N isgiven by cosm ology from dark m atterconstraints.

Sinceaxionshavea long lifetim e

�a � 1017 yrs

�
m a

1 eV

�� 5
; (6.37)

axionscan be good dark m attercandidates. The long lifetim e com pared to thatof

the pion is due to the enhancem ent (m �=m a)
5. The cosm ology ofaxions depends
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on the inationary history ofthe universe: we willassum e throughoutthis review

thatination took place.Ifination reheatsto a tem peraturelargerthan thelower

bound offP Q =N of4� 109 GeV,gravitinostend to disruptthesuccessesofstandard

cosm ology (seeSection 6.6).Furtherm ore,ifthereheatingtem peratureisabovefP Q ,

there m ay be a problem with dom ain wallform ation;this leads to atbest a com -

plicated,m ore m odel-dependent cosm ology [588]. To keep the m odeldependence

down and the physics sim ple forthisreview,we willfocuson situations where the

reheating tem perature islowerthan the PQ transition. Even then,there are ina-

tionary m odeldependent constraints due to the quantum uctuationsofthe axion

�eld during ination [589,590],which wewillnotdiscusshere.

Because theinteraction rateisextrem ely sm all(e.g.,forquark m assm q,h�vi�

�(m q=(fP Q =N ))
2=T2 for T > m q,which is again strongly suppressed by fP Q =N ),

the axions typically cannot be in therm alequilibrium for fP Q =N > 4 � 109 GeV

[591]. Furtherm ore,one can estim ate that the relic density oftherm ally produced

axions willbe a negligible com ponent ofthe CDM ,typically close to the energy

densitycontribution ofthecosm icm icrowavebackground (CM B)radiation.However,

axionscan be a large source ofCDM from the condensate oscillation contribution,

i.e.essentially,hom ogeneousclassicalaxion �eld oscillationsin tim e.Thereason why

the axion �eld willgenerically have such oscillationsisthatbefore the QCD phase

transition,the axion has a relatively at potential,such that its value (callit ai)

can be anywhere ofO (fP Q ). Afterthe QCD phase transition,instanton e�ectswill

generate a potentialfora. Since the m inim um ofthe potentialam willbe di�erent

from ai,the axion willundergo a dam ped oscillating m otion aboutthem inim um of

the potentialwith the m axim um initialam plitude ofai� am . Thisoscillation will

contributean energy density [592,593,594,595,596]


a �
1

6

�
ai� am

fP Q =N

� 2�
fP Q =N

1012GeV

� 7=6�
0:7

h

� 2

; (6.38)

which would generically give a largecontribution iffP Q islargewith the oscillation

am plitude (ai � am )=(fP Q =N ) �xed (which naively is naturally expected to be of

O (1)). In the absence of�ne tuning ai,the U(1)P Q breaking scale isthen bounded

to be fP Q =N < 1012GeV:Therefore,rem arkably,the scale ofnew physicsisknown

to bewithin a sm allwindow

109GeV < fP Q =N < 1012 GeV: (6.39)

However,thereissom eroom foradjustm ent(particularly attheupperend),ifthere

isa m ethod to relax ai to am during ination orifthereisa way to introduceextra

entropy aftertheoscillationsbegin.Iftheaxion condensateoscillationsm akeup the

CDM ,therewillbespatially dependentuctuationsthatm ustnecessarily participate

in structureform ation [592].

Upon supersym m eterization,thepseudoscalaraxion �eld,which isonerealdegree

offreedom ,attainsaferm ionicsuperpartner,theaxinoea,and arealscalar,thesaxion
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s,to m atch the axino degrees offreedom . Since the axion superm ultiplet clearly

involvesphysicsbeyond theM SSM ,itisdi�cultto justify theinclusion ofthistopic

in a review oftheLsoft param eters.Nonetheless,sincethestrong CP problem exists

in theM SSM ,onecannotjustify a phenom enological/cosm ologicaldiscussion ofthe

M SSM withoutatleastbriey considering whatthe e�ectsofa strong CP problem

solution m ay be.�

Thesaxion-axino interactionsinclude(seee.g.[597,598])

�3

8�fP Q =N

�

sF
(a)
�� F

(a)�� +
1

2
ea5[�;�]eg

(a)
F
(a)��

�

(6.40)

forthe strong gauge group and related couplingsforothergauge groups. The �rst

term allowsthe saxion to decay to gluons(pions)while the second term allowsthe

axino to scatter with gluinos into quarks via s-channelgluons. There willalso be

couplingsto them attersector.Theinteraction strengthsshould besim ilarto those

ofthe axion. On the other hand,the m asses are very di�erent. The saxion can

have a softbreaking m assterm ,in analogy with the usualLsoft term s,and thusis

naturally expected to have a m assatleastthe orderofm 3=2. The axino also m ight

naively be expected to have a m ass oforder m 3=2. However,explicit m odels (see

e.g.[599,600,601,602])dem onstratethattheaxino m asscan besm aller,depending

on the m odel(not surprisingly): the axino can even be lighter than the lightest

neutralino.Hence,with R-parity conservation,theaxino can bethedark m atter.

The axino hasdi�culty reaching therm alequilibrium because ofitsweak inter-

actions(e.g. see [602,597]). Indeed,the axino failsto reach equilibrium unlessthe

reheating tem peratureTR H oftheuniverse is

TR H > 1010GeV

�
fP Q =N

1011GeV

� �
�s

0:1

�� 3
� TD : (6.41)

This istypically in conictwith the gravitino bound. Ifthiscondition issatis�ed,

then therelicabundanceofaxinoscan bewritten as


ah
2 �

�
m ea

12:8 eV

��
geff

g�(TD )

�

; (6.42)

wherethee�ectivenum berofdegreesoffreedom geff = 1:5 foraxinosand g�(TD )is

thenum berofrelativisticdegreesoffreedom when T = TD (� 230 in theM SSM ).

Ifthe axinosneverreach chem icaltherm alequilibrium ,the detailsoftheirpro-

duction m echanism s becom e relevant in determ ining their �naldensity. One class

ofproduction m echanism s that has been explored is when the production occurs

through interactionsofparticlesthatwereonce in therm alequilibrium [597].In such

scenarios,theactualaxino production can occurthrough thedecay and scattering of

particlesthatcontinue to bein equilibrium orhave fallen outofequilibrium .W hen

�Forotherm oregeneralreviewson theoryand astrophysicsofaxions,seee.g.[356,357,580,581].
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thereheating tem peratureTR H isabovethesquark and thegluino m assessuch that

they arein equilibrium ,thetherm alscattering processesinvolving theaxino-gluino-

gluon vertex willresultin


eah
2 � 0:05

�
�s(TR H )

0:3

�3�
1012GeV

(fP Q =N )

�2�
TR H

1 TeV

�h
m ea

GeV

i

; (6.43)

wherethestrongcouplingisevaluated atTR H [597].W hen thereheatingtem perature

is in the range m � � TR H � meq;eg with gluinos in therm alequilibrium ,the axino

abundancecan bewritten as[597]


eah
2 � 0:3

�
�s(TR H )

0:3

�2�
1012GeV

(fP Q =N )

�2h
m eg

1 TeV

i3
�
1 TeV

TR H

�2h
m ea

GeV

i

�

"

1�
m 2

ea

m 2
eg

#3

exp

�

�
m eg

TR H

�

:

Finally,ifthe decays of\frozen-out" neutralinos� dom inate the axino abundance,

theaxino abundanceis


eah
2 =

m ea

m �


�h
2 (6.44)

where
�h
2 can betaken from neutralino CDM calculation ofSection 6.1.

Axinos m ust have severalotherproperties in orderto be cosm ologically consis-

tent dark m atter candidates. For exam ple,for the axino to be cold dark m atter

instead ofhotorwarm dark m atter,itsm assm ustbesu�ciently large.Since BBN

strongly constrains the num ber ofrelativistic species in excess ofthose in the SM

attem peraturesoforderT = 10 M eV,the axino m assm ustalso be heavy enough

to be nonrelativistic by thattim e. These considerations lead to a lower bound on

the axino m assofaround 300 keV [597]. Because axinosare weakly coupled,light

negativeR-parity particlessuch asthelightestneutralinosthatdecay tothem can be

very long lived.Thisposesa dangerto BBN through thedecay productsdestroying

delicatelightelem ents,leading to a m odel-dependentbound oforderm ea � 360 M eV

forlightbinos(seee.g.[597,603]).

In contrast to the axion and the dark m atter axino,the saxion (ofm ass m s)

decaysrelatively quickly

�a = 3� 10� 6sec

�
fP Q =N

1011GeV

0:1

�s

� 2�
m s

1 TeV

�� 3
(6.45)

becauseofitstypicalm 3=2 scalem ass.Ifthesaxionenergydom inatedduringitsdecay,

the decay could introduce signi�cant entropy into the universe, possibly diluting

unwanted gravitationalm oduliand/orrelaxing thecosm ologicalbound on fP Q =N .

In axion-axino cosm ology, both the gravitino bound and the LSP overclosure

bound can berelaxed to a certain extent.Thegravitino problem ofdissociating the
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BBN elem ents through energetic decay photons can also be evaded in the context

ofthe axino m odel[603],since the gravitinos would then decay prim arily through

 3=2 ! ea+ a withoutcreating a strong cascadein theSM channel.Finally,them ost

direct inuence on L soft is that the usual
C D M bounds constraining the M SSM

param eterspace can be relaxed by large factors(100 orm ore)once the neutralinos

can decay into axinos.

In colliderphenom enology,the e�ectsofthe axino are typically negligibly sm all

since itisvery weakly coupled. One m ustonly keep in m ind thatbecause the neu-

tralinoscan belonglived even withoutbeing theLSP,neutralinosatcolliderscan be

m istaken forastableparticleeven ifthey arearenotstableand axinosarethestable

LSP [602].Sinceaxinoswith R-parity conservation cannotbedetected by theusual

direct/indirectdetection experim ents due to the 1=(fP Q =N )suppressed coupling,a

positive detection ofneutralinos by such experim ents can rule out axino CDM as

a signi�cantdark m attercom ponent. Ofcourse,axino decaysm ay be detectable if

R-parity isviolated.

7 B aryogenesis

Phenom enologically,there are m any reasonsto believe thatwe live in a baryon

asym m etricuniverse.Onestrongpieceofevidenceisfrom theacousticpeaks| early

universebaryon-photon plasm aoscillations| inferred from CM B m easurem ents(see

e.g.[394]),which givethebaryon-to-photon ratio:

� �
nB

s
�
nb� n

b

s
= 6:1� 10� 10 + 0:3� 10

� 10

� 0:2� 10� 10; (7.1)

in which s is the entropy density (roughly the photon density),and nb and n
b are

thenum berdensitiesofbaryonsand antibaryons,respectively.Thisdata agreeswell

with big bang nucleosynthesis(BBN),which requiresthe baryon-to entropy density

ratio to be(seee.g.[604,605])

2:6� 10� 10 � � � 6:2� 10� 10: (7.2)

Theproblem ofbaryogenesis[7]isto explain theorigin ofthissm allnum berstarting

from the naturalinitialcondition of� = 0,which in m ostcasesisattained athigh

enough tem peratures.y

Assum ingCPT ispreserved,therearethreenecessary conditionsforbaryogenesis,

usually referred to astheSakharov requirem ents[7]:

1.Baryon num berviolation

yPeoplealso often state thatthe sign of� m ustbe explained.From an em piricalpointofview,

thissign isofcoursean arbitrary convention.O n theotherhand,theproblem ofbaryogenesism ay

be restrictively rede�ned to include the goalofrelating the observed signsand m agnitudesofthe

shortdistanceCP-violating phaseswith the sign ofthe baryon asym m etry.
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2.Departurefrom therm alequilibrium

3.C and CP violation

The �rstrequirem ent isobvious,since the production ofa nonzero baryon num ber

requiresbaryon num berviolation by de�nition.Thesecond requirem entfollowsfrom

consideringthetherm alequilibrium averageofthebaryon num ber-violatingoperator

hB i= Tr[e� �H B ]= Tr[(CPT)(CPT)� 1e� �H B ]; (7.3)

usingthecyclicpropertyofthetraceandthatB isoddunderCPT.Thethird require-

m entarisesbecauseforevery B increasing reaction thereisan exactly equivalentB

decreasing reaction ifC and CP areexactsym m etries,asthesereactionsarerelated

by C and CP transform ations.

Severalm echanism s have been proposed for baryogenesis (for reviews,see e.g.

[607,608,609]).Am ong theavailablepossibilities,electroweak baryogenesisisby far

them ostrelevantm echanism with respecttotheparam etersofLsoft (asm easureable

today). W e review electroweak baryogenesis in the M SSM in the next subsection.

W e willalso review two other popular baryogenesis m echanism s, the leptogenesis

and A�eck-Dinescenarios,although neitherprovidem any directconstraintsforthe

Lsoft param eters.

7.1 Electrow eak baryogenesis

Them echanism ofelectroweak baryogenesisissim pleto understand heuristically.

Athigh tem peratures,i.e.,early in the universe,the electroweak sym m etry istyp-

ically restored. Asthe universe coolsto Tc � 100 GeV,there isa �rstorderphase

transition breaking theelectroweak sym m etry,resulting in theform ation ofbubbles

ofthe broken phase. During this tim e,particles interact CP asym m etrically with

the bubble walls, causing a buildup ofa nonzero quark-antiquark asym m etry: a

left-handed quark-antiquark density and an equaland opposite right-handed quark

asym m etry. Atthis point,the baryon asym m etry vanishes,butthere isa nonzero

chiralasym m etry. The left-handed quark-antiquark asym m etry nqL ,which we will

loosely referto asthechiralasym m etry forreasonsexplained below,then owsand

di�usesinto the unbroken phase | i.e.,in \front" ofthe bubble walls. Nonpertur-

bative baryon num ber processes called sphaleron processes then convert the chiral

asym m etries into baryon num ber asym m etries in the unbroken phase. Finally,the

generated baryon asym m etry istransported back to the broken phase (through the

bubble wallsweeping over the baryon asym m etry generated region and di�usion)

wherethesphaleron rateissuppressed,thereby protecting thebaryon num ber.

Param etrically,thebaryon asym m etry can beestim ated asfollows:

� �
(k�w)�

4
w�C P

g�
f; (7.4)
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in which k�w � 1,g� isthenum berofrelativistic�eld degreesoffreedom atthecrit-

icaltem perature,�C P denotestherelevantrephasing-invariantCP-violating phaseof

thetheory,and f isafactorthatcharacterizesthevariation oftheHiggsexpectation

value in a m oving bubble wall. Let’ssee how thisparam etric estim ate arises. The

sphaleron transition rate,which isproportionalto k�5W ,yieldsthe requisite baryon

num berviolation. The factorf accountsforthe out-of-equilibrium condition,since

f determ inesthe protection ofthe baryon num berin the broken phase (ofcourse f

dependson the bubble wallvelocity vw,butnotm onotonically). The CP-violating

quantity �C P satis�es Sakharov’s third requirem ent. Finally,since the entropy s

countsthe relativistic degreesoffreedom through g�,the ratio nB =s should be pro-

portionalto 1=g�. Since �
4
w � 10� 6 and g� � 102,there isnotm uch room for�C P f

to be sm all. M ostofthe laborand com plexity in the com putation of� isinvolved

in determ ining f,which is associated with nonequilibrium physics. W e sum m arize

theseissuesin thenextsubsection.

Electroweak baryogenesis in the SM is (m ost likely) im possible because oftwo

reasons.Firstly,theCP violating phase

�C P =

�
gW

2m W

� 12

(m 2
t � m

2
u)(m

2
t � m

2
c)(m

2
c � m

2
u)(m

2
b � m

2
d)(m

2
b � m

2
s)(m

2
s � m

2
d)j

� 10� 22; (7.5)

characterized by theJarlskog invariant[56]

j= Im [VcsV
�
usVudV

�
cd]� 10� 4; (7.6)

is too sm all. Secondly,the phase transition is too weak,resulting in a washout of

baryon asym m etry.Theweak phasetransition,which iscloserto second orderthan

�rst order,essentially m eans that there is a sm ooth transition from the broken to

the unbroken phase withouta bubble wallto protectthe baryon asym m etry,which

should resultin f � 10� 2.

Beforepassingo�ontheSM baryogenesis,coupleofrem arksareinorderregarding

the sm allness ofthe CP violation argum ent. Firstly,another way to see why the

SM �C P istoo sm allissim ply thatthe rephasing invariance requiresm any Yukawa

couplingsto be m ultiplied togetherand the Yukawa couplingsare sm all. Secondly,

although one m ustbe carefulto interpretthe dim ensionless phase param eterto be

thatofEq.(7.5),becausethedom inantquantum coherentenergy scaleisthecritical

tem perature Tc � mW ,perturbation in the m ass param eter as in Eq.(7.5) gives

a good estim ate wher m W represents the the criticaltem perature scale. Possible

low energy coherent e�ect which evades the naive estim ate ofEq.(7.5)is given in

[610,611]which hasbeen refuted forexam pleby [612].

TheM SSM hastwo m ain advantagesovertheSM forelectroweak baryogenesis:

1.Supersym m etry has additionalsources ofCP violation,and hence �C P is no

longersuppressed asin theSM .
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2.TheHiggssectorofM SSM allowsa �rstorderphasetransition,such thatf is

relatively unsuppressed.

ToexplaintheseadvantagesoftheM SSM ,letuslookatthethreeconditionsnecessary

forbaryogenesisin m ore detail. Readersinterested in the electroweak baryogenesis

constraintson theM SSM param eterspaceonly can skip thenextsubsection.

7.1.1 B asics ofelectrow eak baryogenesis

B aryon num ber violating operator In both the SM and M SSM ,there is a

nonperturbativebaryon num berviolating operatorarising from thetopologicalterm

Z

d
4
xeF��F

��
; (7.7)

in which F�� is the �eld strength for the SU(2)L gauge �elds and eF�� is its dual.

Am ongtheSM gaugegroups,onlySU(2)L contributestothebaryonnum berviolating

operator,because itisthe only non-Abelian gauge group with chiralcouplings. To

clarify thispoint,considerthebaryon num berU(1)B rotation

q(x)! e
i
1

3
�(x)

q(x); (7.8)

corresponding to thebaryon current

J
�

B =
X

q

1

3
q

�
q: (7.9)

Dueto thetransform ation ofthepath integralm easure,thereisan induced anom aly

term

�S1 = i

Z

d
4
x
1

3
�(x)

�
1

8�2
TrF (L)eF (L)�

1

8�2
TrF (R )eF (R )

�

; (7.10)

in which F (L;R ) denotegauge�eld strengthscoupled totheleft-and theright-handed

quarks.UnderSU(2)L,thesecond term in Eq.(7.10)isabsent,and hencethereisa

nonvanishing anom aly term .Although thisterm isa totalderivative,thenontrivial

topologicalproperty (winding)oftheSU(2)L vacuum renderstheterm physical.

On the otherhand,since SU(3)c couplesto both the left-and the right-handed

ferm ionsequally,Eq.(7.10)vanishes,and thusthere isno baryon num berviolating

operator com ing from SU(3)c. However,as we have seen in our discussion ofthe

strong CP problem ,transitionsfrom oneSU(3)c vacuum to anotherinduce changes

in the chiraldensity because SU(3)c has a chiralanom aly. U(1)Y does not cou-

ple to the left and the right equally,but there stillis no nonperturbative baryon

num berviolating operatorcontribution forthesam ereason thatthereareno U(1)Y
instantons.
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Atzero tem perature,thetopologicalterm Eq.(7.7)can only inducebaryon num -

berviolation through SU(2)L instantons,which have exponentially suppressed am -

plitudes. However,above a criticaltem perature ofaround 100 GeV,the SU(2)L
vacuum transition rate can occurwithoutany tunneling through therm ally excited

m odescallled \sphalerons" [613,614,615].Roughly speaking,thesem odesarether-

m ally energeticenough togooverthepotentialbarrierseparating theSU(2)L vacua.

The actualm agnitude ofthe baryon num ber change persphaleron transition is

given by thecurrentequation

@�j
�

B
=

3

8�2
Tr[F ~F]: (7.11)

Thisleadsto an e�ective operator[375,376]

� cO �iqLi
qLi

qLi
lLi
; (7.12)

wheretheproductindex runsoverthenum berofgenerations,theoperatorO corre-

spondsto non-baryonic/leptonicferm ionscharged underSU(2)L,and thecoe�cient

ccan bean exponentially suppressed coe�cient.Note thatin M SSM ,O consistsof

winosand higgsinos.W hen folded in with thetransition rate,thechem icalpotential

ofthelefthanded particlesparticipatingin thesphaleron transitionsgivesthebaryon

num berchanging rateas[606,607]

_B = � NF
�

2T

X

i

�i; (7.13)

in which N F isthe num ber offam ilies,�x denotesthe chem icalpotentialsforleft-

handed SU(2)charged ferm ions,and � isthesphaleron transition rate.

The sphaleron-induced baryon num berviolating transition rateat�nitetem per-

aturewith theelectroweak sym m etry broken (T < Tc � 100 GeV)is[616]

�� 2:8� 105T4

�
�W

4�

�4
�
�7

B7
e
� � (7.14)

in which � = Esph(T)=T,10
� 4 � � � 10� 1,B isa radiative correction factor,and

E sph(T)istheenergy ofthe sphaleron solution.W hen theelectroweak sym m etry is

unbroken (T > Tc),thesphaleron-induced baryon num berviolation rateis

�� k�
5
W T

4
; (7.15)

wherek�W � O (1)[617,618,619].In frontofthebubblewall(unbroken phase),the

sphaleron converts the chiralasym m etry (orm ore precisely nqL � n�qL )into baryon

num ber.Thiscalculation willbedescribed in m oredetailbelow.

Regarding thebaryon num berviolation rate,theM SSM di�ersfrom theSM pri-

m arilyinE sph(T)andB inEq.(7.14),possiblyenhancingthe�nalbaryon asym m etry.
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Hence,theM SSM prim arily a�ectsthesphaleron transition ratein thebroken phase

(Eq.(7.14)) and not in the unbroken phase (Eq.(7.15)). The suppression ofthe

broken phasetransition rateism ostly an issueoftheout-of-equilibrium condition.

The weak sphaleron only participatesin violating baryon num berwith the left-

handed quarksthrough reactionssuch astLtLbL�L $ 0 and tLbLbL�L $ 0. Hence,

ifa left-handed baryon num bercan be builtwithoutviolating totalbaryon num ber,

i.e. ifthe right-handed and left-handed baryon num berscancel,sphaleronscan act

on theleft-handed baryon num bertoproduceanetright-handed baryon num ber(see

Eq.(7.36),which includes additionalterm sassociated with the washoutaswellas

di�usion).Thisisthekey to theelectroweak baryogenesism echanism .

Thiscan beseen sym bolically asfollows.Lettherebea nonvanishing nL � nL=

x 6= 0.Baryon num berconservation would im ply x = nR � nR ,which in turn im plies

nL � nR = 2x + nL � nR: (7.16)

A chiralasym m etry m ustbesetup startingfrom anonzero left-handed baryon num -

berdespite thetotalbaryon num berconservation.Thisleft-handed baryon num ber

x iswhatisprocessed by thesphaleron.Following Eq.(7.16),wewillloosely referto

theprocessofbuilding a nonvanishing x asaccum ulating chiralasym m etry.

T he out-of-equilibrium condition Ifthetem peratureoftheplasm a exceedsthe

criticaltem perature Tc � 100 GeV,there is an electroweak phase transition,with

theHiggs�eld VEV astheorderparam eter,duetotheinteraction oftheSM plasm a

with the Higgs�eld. Asthe out-of-equilibrium necessary forsu�cientbaryogenesis

requiresa �rstorderphase transition (explained below),the strength ofthe out-of-

equilibrium can becharacterized by two physicalobservables:(i)thevelocity ofthe

bubble wall,and (ii)the suppression ofthe baryon num berviolation in the broken

phase (Eq. (7.14)). The bubble wallvelocity vw hasa large uncertainty. Itsvalue

istypically som ewhere between 0:01 and 0:1 and hasonly a m ild dependenceon the

Higgsm ass[620,621].

The suppression ofbaryon num ber violation in the broken phase,on the other

hand,is m ore sensitive to the M SSM Higgs m ass. The factor controlling the pro-

tection ofthe baryon num ber,i.e.,the suppression ofbaryon num ber violation in

thebroken phase,isgiven in Eq.(7.14).To havesu�cientprotection,thesphaleron

energy needsto belargeenough:

E sph(T)

Tc
� 45: (7.17)

Thesphaleron energy hasbeen com puted at�nitetem perature:

E sph(T)=
H (T)gW

�W
B (m h=m W ); (7.18)
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in which H (T)istheVEV ofthelightestHiggs�eld,B (x)hasbeen com puted in the

SM to bea function oforder1 (B (x)� 1:58+ 0:32x� 0:05x2),and gW istheweak

coupling.Eqs.(7.17)and (7.18)thereforetranslateinto thebound

H (Tc)

Tc
� 1: (7.19)

M oreintuitively,thiscondition ensuresthatthe�rstorderphasetransition described

by a potentialoftheform

V (H ;T)= D (T2 � T
2
0)H

2 � E TH
3 +

�(T)

4
H

4
; (7.20)

with E 6= 0 controlling the heightofthe bubble wallpotential,isstrong enough to

protectthenewly-created baryon num ber,since

H (Tc)

Tc
�

E

�(TC )
: (7.21)

To com pute H (Tc)=Tc,the�nitetem perature e�ective action m ustbecom puted

nearT = Tc.Thiscom putation istechnically di�cultbecauseinfrared resum m ations

aswellastwo-loop ordercalculationsm ustbeperform ed in theparam eterrangesof

interest. Because the validity ofthe perturbation series was not obvious, lattice

com putationshavebeen em ployed aswellasacheck.Exceptforspecialpointsin the

param eterspace,thelatticeseem stobein agreem entwith thetwoloop com putation.

Forright-handed stop m assesbelow oroforderthetop quark m ass,and forlarge

valuesofthe CP-odd Higgsm assm A � M Z,the one-loop im proved Higgse�ective

potentialcan beexpanded in 1=T (keeping only thetop contribution)[622,623]:

V0 + V1 = �
m 2(T)

2
H

2 � T[ESM H
3 + 2N c

(m 2
et
+ � etR

(T))3=2

12�
]+

�(T)

8
H

4 + ::: (7.22)
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2
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T
2 +

�
1

3
�

1

18
jcos�j

�

g
02
T
2
; (7.23)

in which N c = 3 is the num ber ofcolors,X t � At � �=tan� is the e�ective stop

m ixing param eter,E SM � 1

4�v3
(2m 3

W + m 3
Z)isthesm allcubicterm coe�cientin the

SM case,and � etR
isthetherm alcontribution to thestop m ass.Since

m
2
et
� m

2
U + 0:15M 2

Z cos2� + m
2
t(1�

eA 2
t=m

2
Q ); (7.24)

a cubicterm can arise(thereby enhancing the�rstorderphasetransition)ifthereis

a cancellation between m 2
U and � etR

(T),since both m t and m Z are proportionalto

H . Only the bosonic therm alcontributions give rise to this cubic term . However,
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the one-loop induced cubic term alone is insu�cient since this cancellation e�ect

is restricted because too negative values ofm 2
U can induce color breaking m inim a.

Fortunately,there are regionsofparam eter space where two-loop contributions (of

the double sunset type) with the gluon orHiggsline becom es im portant[624]. Its

contribution to the e�ective potentialisofthe form H 2T2lnH ,which enhancesthe

�rstorderphasetransition:

V2(H ;T)�
H 2T2

32�2

�
51

16
g
2 � 3h4tx

2sin4� + 8g2sh
2
txsin

2
�

�

ln

�
�H

H

�

; (7.25)

in which x � 1� eA 2
t=m

2
Q [624,622]. The �rstterm ofEq.(7.25)ispresent in the

SM ,while the others are due to the superpartners. The validity ofthe two-loop

e�ectivepotentialapproach to studying theM SSM electroweak phasetransition has

been supported by a latticestudy [625].

In sum m ary,the lightright-handed stop loopsenhance the strength ofthe �rst

orderphasetransition,and hencegive theelectroweak baryogenesisscenario a su�-

cientout-of-equilibrium condition in the M SSM .The �rstorderphase transition is

also enhanced with a sm allerHiggsm assatzero tem perature(m 2
H (T = 0))because

ofEq.(7.21)and therelation

m
2
H (T = 0)� �v

2 (7.26)

wherev = 246 GeV isthezero tem peratureHiggsVEV.

C P violation CP violation enters the electroweak baryogenesis calculation in

building up thechiralasym m etry in thebubble wallregion (m orediscussion ofthis

pointwillfollow when wediscussthebaryon asym m etrycalculation).Although spon-

taneous(also often called \transient")CP violation withoutany explicitCP viola-

tion could in principleoccurduring theout-of-equilibrium period oftheelectroweak

phase transition,the requirem entofa strong enough �rstorderphase transition es-

sentially prevents the utility ofthis scenario for electroweak baryogenesis (see e.g.

[626]). Due to the large top Yukawa coupling,which aidsin e�ciently transferring

the CP-violating chargesfrom the superpartnersto the quarks,the m ostim portant

superpartner currents involve stops and higgsinos. The right-handed stop and the

higgsino CP-violating currents source through the top Yukawa interaction a chiral

asym m etry for the left-handed quarks (i.e.,a nonzero left-handed baryon num ber

although thetotalbaryon num beriszero).Thischiralasym m etry in turn getscon-

verted into a totalnonzero baryon num berby thesphalerons,which only acton the

left-handed particles.

In the param eter regim e ofinterest,the chiralasym m etry sourcing current of

stopstendsto besubdom inantto thehiggsino current[627].Thiscan beseen from
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Figure 5: The leading diagram s contributing to the CP-violating currents that

eventually sourcesthe quark chiralasym m etry. The diagram a)correspondsto the

right-handed squark currentJ
�

R and thediagram b)correspondsto thehiggsino cur-

rent J
�

~H
. The e�ective m ass term s correspond to m 2

LR = Yt(A tH u � ��H d) and

�a = ga(H dPL +
�

j�j
H uPR )wherePL;R arechiralprojectorsand ga = g2 fora = 1;2;3

and ga = g1 fora = 4.
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them assinsertion diagram sofFig.5,which aretaken from [627].Notethattheleft-

handed squark m assm Q entersthepropagatorofoneofthelegsfortheright-handed

squark current. Forlarge m Q ,the CP-violating piece ofthe squark current,which

is proportionalto Im (A t�),is suppressed relative to the higgsino current,which is

proportionaltoIm (�(M 2g
2
2))orIm (�(M 1g

2
1)).Thedom inantphasethen isnaturally

�� + �M 2
,which isstrongly constrained by laboratory EDM bounds,asdiscussed in

Section 5.2.2.In theW KB approach,thesquark currentisabsentto leading deriva-

tiveorder,whilethehiggsino currentispresent.

B aryon num ber calculation As previously m entioned, the process of baryon

num berproduction involvesthe accum ulation ofa chiralasym m etry in frontofthe

bubblewall,sphaleron transitionsconverting thechiralasym m etry into baryon num -

ber,and then thebubblewallm oving pasttheconverted baryonstoprotectit.Allof

theseprocessescan beapproxim ately com puted using theBoltzm ann equation.One

ofthe�rstusesofthedi�usion equation forelectroweak baryogenesiscan befound in

[628].Anothernicerecentsum m ary ofthecom putations(using theW KB approach)

can also befound in [629].Herewewillfollow thesem iclassicalpresentation of[630],

which agreeswith [629,631]exceptin certain detailsthatwewillspecify below.The

discrepancy isrooted in argum entsabouttheconsistency ofvariousapproxim ations,

which should besorted outin thenearfuture.

Starting from theusualclassicalBoltzm ann equation,

p�

E
@�fi+ F

�

i r �fi= Ci[f]; (7.27)

wherep�=E � dx�=dtisthe4-velocity,F � � dp�=dtistheforcegenerated bythespa-

tially dependentbackground HiggsVEV,and Ci arecollision integrals,thedi�usion

equation can bederived [630]

� vw@zni+ D i@
2
zni+ �ij

nj

kj
= Si[n

(B )]; (7.28)

after m aking severalassum ptions about interactions. Note that di�usion greatly

enhancesthee�ciency ofthechiralasym m etry to m oveoutofthewalland into the

unbroken phase.In theexpression above,

ni�

Z
d3p

(2�)3
fi; (7.29)

�ij isthe averaged interaction rate forthe inelastic reaction channeli! j,kj = 2

forbosonswhilekj = 1 forferm ions,D i aredi�usion coe�cientsde�ned as

D i=
1

�Ti

R
d3p

(2�)3
p2z
E 2

@f0

@E
R

d3p

(2�)3
@f0

@E

; (7.30)
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ẑ isthedirection perpendicularto theplaneofthebubblewall,f0 istheequilibrium

distribution,and �Ti isthe totalinteraction rate. �ij includesthe strong sphaleron

transitions[632,633],which participate in relaxing the chiralasym m etry,although

theypreservebaryon num ber.Speci�cally,thestrongsphaleron inducesthecondition

3X

i= 1

(niuL � n
i
uR
+ n

i
dL
� n

i
dR
)= 0 (7.31)

when in equilibrium .Thesourceterm sSi[n
(B )]aregiven by

Si[n
(B )]� Di@

2
zn

(B )

i � vw@zn
(B )

i ; (7.32)

in which n
(B )

i isthedensity in theabsenceofinteractionsotherthan thebackground

HiggsVEV.The source term ,which containsallthe CP violation inform ation,can

be roughly interpreted as the integrated current owing from the walldue to the

z-varying Higgs VEV,or sim ply as the force exerted by the z varying background

Higgs VEV.As discussed earlier,the strongest source forbaryogenesis is from the

higgsino currentand isproportionalto �� + �M 2
. The reason foritsim portance is

because the higgsinoshave a strong coupling to the top quark,and itisthe quark

chiralchargewhich isconverted into baryons(i.e.,CP violation m ustbefed into the

quarksfrom thechargino sector).Asargued previously,thesquark sourcecurrentis

suppressed in theparam eterrangeofinterest.Thebackground Higgs�eld variation

(i.e.thebubble)isapproxim ated as[634,635]

H (z)=
1

2
v(T)(1� tanh[�(1� 2z=Lw)]) (7.33)

�(z)= � �
1

2
�� (1+ tanh[�(1� 2z=Lw)]) (7.34)

where � � 3=2,LW � 20=T;tan� is the usualratio ofHiggs VEVs,and �� �

O (10� 2)isthe� di�erencebetween thebroken phaseand theunbroken phase.

Thebackground density forthespeciesiin thepresenceofthebackground �elds

iscom puted [636,637,627,638,639,640]by evaluating hJ
�

(i)
iin perturbation theory,

in which the background Higgs �eld variation is Taylor expanded to linear order

[635,627](the free part ofthe Lagrangian corresponding to the kinetic term with

a constantm ass,while the interacting piece isthe �rstderivative piece ofthe m ass

with a linearspatialvariation).Thebackground density then is

n
(B )

i = hJ0(i)i: (7.35)

In com putinghJ
�

(i)
i,[629,631]usestheW KB approxim ation instead ofdoingalinear

expansion ofthebackground.

Using thesetofdi�usion equationsEq.(7.28)and neglecting theslow sphaleron

rate,[630]solvesforthechem icalpotentialofthequarks.Thisissum m arized in the
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quantity �di�L ,which isthe sum ofchem icalpotentialsoverthe three generationsof

theleft-handed up and down quarks.The�nalequation describing theconversion of

�di�L into baryon num bercan bewritten as

D @
2
znB (z)� vw@znB (z)= �(� z)

�
3T2�di�L (z)

4
+
24

7
nB (z)

�

�w s; (7.36)

in which �w s = 6k�5wT istheweaksphaleron ratein theunbroken phase(derived from

Eq.(7.15))and D � 6=T.Thisisthen integrated to obtain thebaryon asym m etry.

Asalluded topreviously,thespeci�cform oftheCP-violatingsources(thedetails

ofevaluating Eq.(7.35)and Eq.(7.32))isstillcontroversial[630]. The question is

regarding theexistence ofthesourceterm

�ijH i@
�
H j; (7.37)

in which H i heredenotestheneutralcom ponentsofthetwo Higgsdoublets.Ifsuch

a sourceterm isabsentand thedom inantsourceterm isinstead proportionalto

H 1@
�
H 2 + H 2@

�
H 1; (7.38)

then su�cientbaryogenesisisessentially unattainable[630]within m ostifnotallof

theallowed param eterregion oftheM SSM .

7.1.2 Valid M SSM param eter space

The analysis of[629]reported thatsu�cient baryogenesis requires � � + �M 2
to be

largerthan 0:15 even forthe extrem e (and probably now excluded by LEP)case of

very lightcharginos(� � m2 � 50 GeV).Asdiscussed in Section5.2.2,experim ental

EDM boundsconstrain thisphase,which im pliesthatM SSM electroweak baryogen-

esisistightly bounded and ruled outin a large region ofthe param eterspace. The

EDM constraintson thisphase vary in the literature depending on how the uncer-

tainties inherent in the atom ic and hadronic EDM s are im plem ented,as discussed

in Section 5.2.2,resulting in variousboundariesoftheM SSM param eterspacewith

su�cientelectroweak baryogenesis.Forexam ple,using theM SSM EDM analysisof

[348](which yields the strongest bound on �� + �M a
� 10� 2 atthe GUT scale for

sparticle m assesconsistentwith naturalness)leadsto the conclusion [629,631]that

the O (10� 1) phase required for baryogenesis is only possible in m odels with m ost

superpartnerm assesabovetheTeV range.However,theEDM boundson thisphase

presented in [349]are aboutan order ofm agnitude less stringent,which m ay alle-

viate the restrictions on the M SSM param eterspace som ewhat in the case oflight

superpartnerm asses.Notethereisno analysisoftheM SSM param eterspaceyetin

the literature in which the collider,EDM ,and electroweak baryogenesisconstraints

are allrigorously im plem ented sim ultaneously. The conclusion of[629]isbased on

the nonexistence ofthe controversialsource term proportionalto Eq.(7.37)(recall
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[630]and [629,631]disagreeaboutwhetherthisterm exists);however,forparam eter

rangesaway from jM 2j� j�jthisconclusion ism ore robustbecause in thisparam -

eterregim e,the feasibility ofEW baryogenesisdoesnotsigni�cantly depend on the

existence ofthecontroversialsourceterm .

W hen thecontroversialsourceproportionalto Eq.(7.37)isincluded,thebaryon

asym m etry has an order ofm agnitude resonant enhancem ent at jM 2j= j�jwhen

m A � 300 GeV.Hence,su�cient baryogenesis seem s possible without resorting to

large scalarm asses,but[344,641]have recently argued thatthe requisite phase of

�� + �M 2
> 0:1 m ay stillbe too large to satisfy the EDM bounds. On the other

hand,even iftheantisym m etric source proportionalto Eq.(7.37)isneglected there

isa cornerofparam eterspace in which su�cientbaryogenesisispossible.Thiscor-

responds to the regim e in which large �rst and second generation m asses suppress

theone-loop EDM swhilealargepseudoscalarm assm A suppressesthetwo-loop con-

tributionswhich becom eenhanced atlargertan�.The resultsof[630]dem onstrate

thatsu�cientbaryogenesisispossiblewith � � � O (1),mA = 1000 GeV,tan� = 10,

and a large range of�. One should ofcourse keep in m ind,however,that given

theuncertaintiesinherentin theelectroweak baryogenesiscalculation,an additional

factoroften uncertainty should be assigned to the phase constraints,which would

signi�cantly increasetheallowed param eterspace.

Aside from phases,anotherparam etricrequirem entforelectroweak baryogenesis

is that one stop be m ainly right-handed and its m ass be sm allto m ake the phase

transition su�ciently �rst order[642,623,627,643]: 120 GeV � metR � mt. The

upperbound on the stop m assisreasonable in lightofEqs. (7.22)and (7.24)and

recalling thattheH 3 term enhancem entrequiresa partialcancellation between m 2
U

and � etR
.Thelowerbound on thestop m assisconstrained by therequirem entofno

colorbreaking m inim a and also possibly b! s [635].

A �nalcrucialingredientforsuccessfulbaryogenesisisthattheHiggsm ustbelight

because ofthe outofequilibrium condition explained in Eq.(7.26). Unfortunately,

the LEP boundspush up the acceptable Higgsm assto be above around 113 GeV,

which pushesthe allowed param eterregion to a corner. To achieve such a scenario

with \large" Higgsm ass,severalconditionsare required: tan� > 5,m Q � 1 TeV,

and A t � 0:2 mQ GeV [635]. Also,to preserve su�ciently large Eq.(7.19),A t �

0:4m Q .Thereisan upperbound on tan� aswellsinceboth theantisym m etricsource

Eq.(7.37)and thesym m etric sourceEq.(7.38)vanish as� ! �=2 [630,644,645].

Hence,ifelectroweak baryogenesis is correct,experim ental\predictions" would

include observationsofa lightstop and a lightHiggs. To give m ore supportto the

electroweak baryogenesisscenario,itisalso crucialto �nd evidenceforphasesin the

chargino sector.A linearcolliderwould beofgreatassistancein thisdirection [644].
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7.2 Leptogenesis

The basic idea ofleptogenesis is to generate a nonvanishing baryon num ber by

�rstcreating a nonzero B � L density and converting theB � L into B using weak

sphalerons (which preserve B � L while violating B + L). Given a B � L, the

equilibrium sphaleronsconvertsitinto a baryon asym m etry [646,647]:

B =

�
8N f + 4N H

22N f + 13N H

�

(B � L); (7.39)

in which N f isthenum berofferm ion fam iliesand N H isthenum berofHiggsdoublets

coupled to SU(2)L.

Thereareacoupleofreasonswhy itisadvantageoustocreateB � L �rst,instead

ofB directly as in electroweak baryogenesis. First,typically there is enough tim e

to convert lepton num ber to baryon num ber in equilibrium . The baryon num ber

generation does not su�er from the sphaleron rate suppression ofO (1)�4
w � 10� 6

as in Eq.(7.15). A second advantage is that there is a naturalB � L violating

operatorwhich arisesin a very naturalsolution to the problem ofthe origin ofthe

lightneutrinom asses.ThisoperatorisM �cR �R ,which leadstotheseesaw m echanism

[5,6]when com bined with aDiracm assterm m LL�R .Form � 1GeV and M � 1010

GeV,theseesaw m echanism givesa lightneutrino m assoftheorder

m � �
m 2

M
� 10� 1 eV; (7.40)

which seem stobetheneutrinom assscalethatexperim entsare�nding(seee.g.[648]

fora review ofneutrino phenom enology).Thebeauty ofthisoperatoristhatitalso

givesthe needed large m assforthe right-handed neutrinosto go outofequilibrium

atvery high tem peratures,long beforetheonsetoftheelectroweak phasetransition.

This willallow the equilibrium sphalerons to convert the lepton num berto baryon

num ber withoutany suppression (Eq.(7.39)). Using this operatorforleptogenesis

was�rstsuggested by [649]. W e willfocuson such seesaw scenariosforthisreview

since that seem s to be the best experim entally m otivated scenario,and hence has

been receiving increased attention lately.

Thegeneralphysicsofleptogenesisisvery m uch sim ilarto theGUT baryogenesis

scenario,forwhich thegeneralphysicshasbeen carefully studied and beautifully pre-

sented in [650].TheBoltzm ann dynam icsherearevery sim ilarto thatofneutralino

LSP abundance com putation (see Section 6.1).First,oneassum esthatthetem per-

aturesarehigh enough such thatthe right-handed neutrinosarein therm alequilib-

rium .z W ithoutthishigh tem perature starting point,there isa lossofpredictivity

sincetheneutrinoproduction historym ustbetaken intoaccount.Thelepton num ber

zFora recentpapercarefully addressing the leptogenesisdependence on the reheating tem pera-

ture,see[651].
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conserving processeswith reaction rate h�vin�R usually keep the right-handed neu-

trinosin equilibrium (thelepton num berviolating processesaretypically suppressed

relativeto theconserving processes).W hen thetem peraturefallsto theextentthat

h�vin�R <
T2

M P l

; (7.41)

the right-handed neutrinosgo outofequilibrium . During thistim e,lepton num ber

is created through CP and lepton num ber violating reactions ofthe right-handed

neutrinos. Then typically,when the heavy right handed neutrino abundance falls

below theB � L density (duee.g.toitsdecay),thebaryon asym m etry approxim ately

freezesout.Iftheright-handed neutrino goesback in equilibrium beforeitsdensity

fallsbelow theB � L density,a noticeablepartoftheB � L iserased.

Typically,there willbe m ore than one right-handed neutrino thatwillundergo

leptogenesisoutofequilibrium .In thatcase,thelastright-handed neutrino to decay

(usually the lightest one) willdeterm ine the bulk ofthe baryon asym m etry,since

the B � L violating reactions ofthe lightest right-handed neutrino willerase the

previously existing B � L density [652].

Thereisa largeliteratureon lepton asym m etry com putations(seee.g.[653,654,

655]and referencestherein).Theparam etricdependenceestim atecan bewritten as

� �
�C P m �M

g�v
2

r
M

T
e
� M =Tc; (7.42)

in which m � is the neutrino m ass scale,M is the right-handed M ajorana neutrino

m assscale (seesaw scale),v � 246 GeV isthe HiggsVEV,Tc isthe tem perature at

which Eq.(7.41)is�rstsatis�ed (decouplingtem perature),g� isthenum berofdegrees

offreedom atT = Tc,and

q
M

T
e� M =Tc istheBoltzm ann suppression factorassociated

with the num ber density divided by the entropy. One can substitute �C P � 10� 1,

m � � 10� 1eV,M � 109GeV,g� � 100,mW � 100 GeV,and

q
M

T
e� M =Tc � 10� 1 to

obtain � � 10� 10. Note thatthe lepton num berviolating reaction,which goeslike

m �M =v2,isnotstrongly suppressed (only quadraticin theYukawa coupling).

The CP-violating phase �C P is unfortunately not strictly m easurable from low

energy data. Thisisobviousbecause the m atrix M atthe seesaw scale breakspart

ofthe rephasing invariance thatexisted in the absence ofthism atrix. De�ning the

orthogonalcom plex m atrix R by

m � =

�

UM N S

q

(m �)diagR

� �

R
T

q

(m �)diagU
y

M N S

�

; (7.43)

the phases ofR are what enters �C P . Therefore,low energy data ofthe neutrinos

alone (which specify UM N S,the m atrix which diagonalizes the light neutrino m ass

m atrix)cannotspecify �C P and hence� (seeforexam plea good discussion in [656]).
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By assum ing a m inim alseesaw m odel,hierarchicalneutrino m ass pattern,and

dom inanceofthelightestneutrino forgenerating thecorrectbaryon asym m etry,up-

per bounds can be set on alllight neutrino m asses ofabout 0:23 eV [657]. There

have also been attem ptsto connectleptogenesiswith lepton-avorviolation experi-

m ents[658]and CP violation experim ents[656].However,asonecan guessfrom Eq.

(7.42),theredoesnotseem to bea largedi�erencewhetherornota supersym m etric

em bedding ofleptogenesisisim plem ented.

One ofthe strongestcosm ologicalconstrainton the leptogenesisscenario com es

from the reheating tem perature. As m entioned previously, the standard scenario

assum estherm alequilibrium initialconditionsfortherighthanded neutrinos.How-

ever,because the righthanded neutrinos m ustbe heavy forsuccessfulsee-saw and

forsu�cientB � L asym m etry generation (fora recentpaperon lowerbound on the

righthanded neutrinom ass,seee.g.[659]),TR H typically m ustbelargeas1010 GeV.

Aswe discussin subsection 6.6,such large reheating tem peraturesm ay be di�cult

to reconcilewith a successfulcosm ologicalscenario.

7.3 A � eck-D ine

A�eck-Dine baryogenesis refers to the scenario in which a scalar condensate

charged underbaryon num ber,initially displaced away from itspotentialm inim um ,

attains �eld m otion equivalent to a nonzero baryonic current,and then decays to

produceordinary baryons[660].Thus,theheartofthephysicsofA�eck-Dinebaryo-

genesisresidesin theinitialconditionsand thevariety ofwaysthescalarcondensate

can decay. W e willreferto the baryon num bercarrying condensate asthe A�eck-

Dine condensate (ADC)and use the variable eC to denote it. (The baryonic charge

density carried by eC � �ei� is approxim ately �2 _� where f�;�g are real.) Itshould

also bekeptin m ind thatthebaryon num bercan bereplaced by lepton num berand

leptogenesisthen carried outusing a sim ilarsetup.

In term s ofSakharov’s conditions,the out-of-equilibrium condition is that the

ADC is initially displaced away from the true m inim um . The CP violation com es

from the com binationsofparam etersofthe potential(such asA-term phases) and

any spontaneousCP violation induced by VEVs.CP violation biasesthe eC m otion

to havenonvanishing baryoniccurrent.Thebaryon num berviolation iscontained in

thebaryon num bercarrying condensate and itsinteractions.

The physicalm echanism thatdisplacesthe ADC isgenerically attributed to the

physics thatgivesrise to a large Hubble expansion rate in the early universe. Any

scalar �eld with a m ass m uch sm aller than H willhave quantum uctutations of

orderH .Dueto theexpansion oftheuniverse,thisquantum uctuation convertsto

classicaldisplacem ent (uctuation)oforderH . Som ewhatm ore concrete scenarios

[661,662]havethesupersym m etry breaking duringination generateanegativecur-

vatureofthepotentialatwhatwilleventually bethestablem inim um (with positive

curvature)aftertheend ofination.Thiswillthen determ inetheinitaldisplacem ent
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oftheADC (ifoneassum esthattheADC isatthem inim um ofitspotentialin the

earlyuniverse).The�eld eC willadiabaticallytrackH (sayduringand afterination)

dueto thefriction term provided by H untilH fallsbelow itsm assoforderm 3=2,at

which tim e eC willattain m otion and inducethebaryoniccurrent.

In supersym m etric m odels, there are m any baryon num ber or lepton num ber

carrying renorm alizable atdirections| i.e.,�eld directionsin which thepotential

vanishes | which are lifted by nonrenorm alizable operators and supersym m etry-

breakingterm s.(W ewillgenericallyrefertotheseasjustatdirections,althoughthis

can referto�eld directionswhoseatnessisbroken only by supersym m etry-breaking

operators.) The atdirectionsin theM SSM have been classi�ed in [177].Since the

�nalbaryon asym m etry is proportionalto the initialADC �eld displacem ent,at

directionsareusefulforobtainingalargebaryon asym m etry.Theinitialdisplacem ent

willthen be determ ined by the cosm ologicaldynam ics and the nonrenorm alizable

operators,both in thesuperpotentialand thesupersym m etry-breaking sector.

The decay/evolution channelsofthe ADC can bequite com plicated.Because eC

istypically large,theparticlesthatarecoupled to theADC willobtain largem asses

and thereby prolongitslifetim e.In thecasethatthedecay issuppressed,theprim ary

conversion ofeC intoordinarybaryons(orleptonsforaleptogenesisscenario)willthen

transpirethrough scatteringofthecondensatewith therm alparticles.Thescattering

e�ects which induce plasm a m asscan also suppress the baryon num ber by causing
eC to oscillate early [663]. Unlike in other baryogenesis scenarios,the �nalbaryon

asym m etry can betypically very large[609]:

� � 10� 10
�

TR

109GeV

� �
M p

m 3=2

� n� 1

n+ 1

sin�C P : (7.44)

In the above expression,ithasbeen assum ed thatthe initialconditionswere �xed

by them inim um of

V � � H
2jeCj2 +

1

M 2n
jeCj2n+ 4; (7.45)

with H � m3=2,and theCP-violatingphaseis�C P isassum ed tobefrom asupersym -

m etry breaking sectorcoupling to eC.An unacceptably largebaryon asym m etry m ay

bebroughtto tolerablelevelsby additionalcosm ologicaleventssuch asgravitational

m odulidecay,which can dum p extra entropy and hencedilutethebaryons.

In addition to the usualparticle decay/evaporation channel,because eC can de-

velop inhom ogeneitieswhich can becom eunstable,itcan fragm entinto sm allercon-

densatesifthe baryon num bercarried by the condensate istoo big [664,665,666].

The fragm entation can lead to form ation ofQ-balls,which are nontopologicalsoli-

tonswhose stability againstdecay into scalarparticlesisguaranteed by there being

a globalm inim um ofV (eC)=jeCj2 [667]. Ifthe m assperbaryon num ber isless than

theproton m assin theQ-ball,itisstable,even againstdecay to ferm ions[668].For

gaugem ediated supersym m etry breaking m odels,thisleadsto a bound on thelarge
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num berofchargesnecessary forthestability ofQ-balls:

Q B �

�
M S

1 GeV

� 4

� 1016; (7.46)

which isquitelarge[664].Such stableQ-ballscan com posedark m atter.Thegravity

m ediated supersym m etry breaking m odelsdo notpossesssuch absolutely stable Q-

balls [669]. Unstable Q-balls can decay to LSPs and stillprovide a source ofdark

m atter. M eanwhile,som e ofthe baryon num bercan evaporate to contribute to the

baryon asym m etry. This possible connection between the dark m atter abundance

and thebaryonicabundancehasintrigued m any researchers[670,669,671,672].

As the A�eck-Dine baryogenesis scenario depends in a crucialway on the in-

troduction ofthe inaton and its consequent inationary and reheating history,it

doesnotby itselfprovidedirectconstraintson Lsoft .Nonetheless,Q-ballscarrying

baryon num berdom akegood darkm attercandidates.Although theux islow,their

detection [673]atlarge detectorslike ANTARES and Ice Cube would give spectac-

ularsupport forthe A�eck-Dine baryogenesis scenario since the creation ofstable

Q-ballsisotherwise quite di�cult[674,675]. W e referthe interested readerto the

com prehensive reviews[609,676]form oredetails.

8 Ination

Thebene�tsofinationary cosm ology in alleviating thecosm ologicalinitialdata

problem sare by now standard textbook knowledge (see e.g. [677]). Standard ina-

tionary cosm ology isde�ned by thecondition thattherewassom eperiod oftim ein

the early universe when energy density with a negative equation ofstate,typically

associated with ascalar�eld called theinaton,dom inated theuniverse,inducing an

approxim ately de Sitter-likem etric long enough to solve thecosm ologicalproblem s.

Asthecosm ologicalinitialcondition problem sareassociated with theSM -m otivated

restrictionsto particulartypesofstresstensor,by extending theSM onecan arrange

forthestresstensortohavethenegativepressuredom inated phasebehaviorrequired

forination to takeplace.

A rem arkable prediction ofinationary cosm ology (ratherthan a postdiction of

solving the initialdata problem s)isthe generation ofscale-invariantenergy density

perturbationsonsuperhorizon scaleswhich m ayeventuallybecom eseedsforstructure

form ation (forreviews,see e.g. [678,679,680,681]). These density perturbations

are also m anifestastem perature uctuationson the cosm ic m icrowave background

(CM B) radiation. Various experim ents, such as COBE DM R,DASI,M AXIM A,

BOOM ERANG,CBI,and W M AP,have m easured these CM B tem perature uctu-

ations. The qualitative featuresare in agreem entwith whatone expectsfrom m ost

inationary scenarios.

Hence,there isa strong m otivation to take ination seriously. In the contextof

supersym m etric extensions ofthe SM such as the M SSM ,one m ight im agine that
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ination m ay yield insightsinto thesoftsupersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian.How-

ever,theconnectionsaresom ewhattenuous,aswewillexplain.Onebasicdi�cultyin

connecting ination directly with L soft isrelated to theobservationally and theoret-

ically constrained scalesforination.Form ostm odels,a SM singletsectorneedsto

beintroduced;in m any cases,thissectoristied with theinterm ediatescaleofsuper-

sym m etry breaking. Indeed,inationary m odelsrequire physicsbeyond the M SSM

by de�nition. Currently,there are no com pelling m odels ofination connected to

high energy physics,although som em odelsarem oreplausiblethan others.W ethus

seea greatopportunity forsigni�cantprogressin thefuture,sinceitisquiteunlikely

thatparticle physicsdoesnothave anything to do with the observationally favored

paradigm ofinationary cosm ology.

8.1 R equirem ents ofin ation

To discuss the requirem ents ofination,for sim plicity we start with the sim -

plest sem irealistic param eterization that captures the essentialphysics during the

inationary epoch.Considera hom ogeneousand isotropicm etric

ds
2 = g��dx

�
dx

� = dt
2 � a

2(t)d~x2; (8.1)

in which a(t)isthe scale factorofthe universe. The Hubble expansion isH = _a=a.

Theequation ofm otion fora isgoverned by oneoftheEinstein equations

�
_a

a

� 2

=
8�

3M 2
P l

�; (8.2)

in which � istheenergy density dom inated by theinaton �eld(s)�i.The�nalequa-

tion in thesetistheequation ofm otion forthe�eldscom posing �.Both theinaton

�eld(s) �i and corresponding energy density � are assum ed to be hom ogeneous to

leading approxim ation:i.e.�i(t;~x)� �i(t)and �(t;~x)� �(t).

Ination requiresthefollowing qualitativeelem ents:

1.Negative pressure m ustdom inate,such that�a > 0 foraboutN > 60 e-folds.

By N e-folds,we m ean thata(t)m ustbesm alleratthetim eofthebeginning

ofination tithan itisatthetim eoftheend ofination tf by an exponentially

largefactor:a(ti)=a(tf)= e� N .

2.Ination m ustend.

3.W riting the inaton �elds as �i(t;~x) = �i(t)+ ��i(t;~x),the inhom ogeneous

uctuations��i(t;~x)which perturb thebackground inaton �eld(s)�i(t)m ust

generate su�ciently sm allperturbations ��(t;~x) ofthe energy density � on

largestobservablescaleswith a scale-invariantspectrum .�

�Standard structureform ation scenariospreferthat��(t;~x)hasa certain value.However,alter-

nativestructureform ationshavebeen proposed which do notlead to such restrictionson ��(t;~x).
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4.Aftertheend ofination,theuniversem ustreleaseentropy and heatto a tem -

peratureofatleast10M eV forsuccessfulnucleosynthesisoftheheavy elem ents

[576,604].Thephoton energy density m ustalso dom inateby thetem perature

of10 M eV,and a successfulbaryogenesism echanism m ustbepossible. W hen

theenergy density becom esradiation-dom inated,thetem peratureatthattim e

isreferred to asthe\reheating" tem peratureTR H .

5.Afterthe end ofination,therm odynam icsand particle interactionsm ustnot

generateunobserved heavy particles,solitons,orother\relics."

Inthecrudestattem ptsatm odelbuilding,requirem ents4and5areneglected because

they depend on necessarily sm allcouplingsof�i,and require a m ore detailed �eld

content.Requirem ents1,2,and3genericallyrequirethepresenceofsm allparam eters

and tuned initialconditions,which arethem ain challengeform odelbuilding.

Asan exam ple,considertheaction fora singlescalar�eld � (theinaton):

S� =

Z

d
4
x
p
g

�
1

2
_�2 � V (�)

�

; (8.3)

in which � to leading approxim ation only dependson tim e,consistentwith thesym -

m etry ofthem etric.In thistoym odel,� = 1

2
_�2+ V (�).Thequalitativerequirem ents

1,2,and 3 can betranslated into approxim atequantitativerequirem entsin term sof

the\slow-roll" param etersasfollows:

1.Negativepressuream ountsto

� �
M

2

p

2

�
V 0

V

� 2

� 1 (8.4)

and

� � M
2

p

�
V 00

V

�

� 1; (8.5)

whereM p � MP l=
p
8�.The60 e-foldingsam ountto

N (�i)�

�
�
�
�
�

Z �(tf)

�(ti)

1
p
2�

d�

M p

�
�
�
�
�
> 60; (8.6)

where �(ti;f) is the value of the inaton �eld at the beginning and end of

ination,respectively.and �(tf)isattheend ofination.

2.Theend ofination isreached when � = �(tf)satisfying

�(�(tf))� 1: (8.7)

In som e cases,the end ofination can besignaled by �(�(tf))� 1 aswell.In

addition,V (�m in)� 0 atthem inim um ofthepotential.
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3.Thedensity perturbation am plitudeisgiven by

q

P
�

k
�

s
16

3�2�(�60)

V

M
4

p

� 10� 5; (8.8)

in which�60 isthevalueofthe�eld 60e-foldsbeforetheend ofination (som e-

where between �(ti) and �(tf)) and is de�ned by N (�60) � 60,with N (�)

de�ned in 1 above.Thescaleinvarianceischaracterized by

j2�(�60)� 6�(�60)j< 0:3: (8.9)

Notethatrequirem ent1 forcesthepotentialto beatam d inaton to have a sm all

m ass:(V 00� m2�)� (V=M
2

p � (_a=a)2 = H 2). Satisfying thissm allm assconstraint

willbeaided signi�cantly by supersym m etry,although supergravity correctionsalso

generically cause di�culties. The num ber 60 in requirem ent 1 depends on postin-

ationary cosm ology,but is typically between 30 and 60. Since N (�i) > 60 is a

history-dependent requirem ent (i.e. an integration over �),it requires a �ne tun-

ing ofthe initialconditionsfor�. Conditions 2 and 3 sets a lim iton the absolute

m agnitude ofthe potential,and thusare prim arily responsible forrequiring a sm all

dim ensionless param eter. Furtherm ore,the latter part ofthe requirem ent 2 con-

tainsthecosm ologicalconstantproblem ,which rem ainsoneofthegreatestunsolved

problem s ofhigh energy physics. However,the challenge ofbuilding a com pelling

m odelofination issurprisingly di�cult even ifone isfreely allowed to throw out

thecosm ologicalconstant.

The slow-rollform ulae (see e.g. [682,679])presented above represent a leading

approxim ation and can break down in m any instancessuch asnonanalyticpointsin

the potentialor points where the slow-rollparam eters vanish [683,684,685]. The

stateoftheartin slow-rollform ulaecan befound in [681].

Although therearesom enew featuresin them orerealisticm ulti�eld inationary

scenario,m ost ofthe localphysics rem ains the sam e as in the single �eld m odel

except fordensity perturbations which can have contributions from uctuations in

allthelightdirections.A m oregeneralform ulafordensityperturbationsinthecaseof

m ulti�eld ination can befound in [686].Oneelem entary butim portantconsequence

ofam ulti�eld inationaryscenarioisitsabilitytolowertherequired �eld valuestobe

m uch sm allerthan M P l.Thereason why thisisim portantisbecause in an e�ective

�eld theory with M P l as the cuto� scale,the nonrenorm alizable operators whose

coe�cients we cannot generally obtain from low energy data becom e im portant if

� � MP l.Forrelated discussions,seeforexam ple[687].

Anotherunsettled and dubiousissuewithin theinationary paradigm isthenec-

essary conditionsforstarting ination.Although som epotentialsarem orelikely to

havetheinaton �eld sitting faraway from them inim um ,ifthereisa nonzero prob-

ability ofination taking place (even ifitissm all),ination can take place within
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a �nite tim e. For any set of�xed assum ptions about the probability space ofthe

potentials,therem ay beawell-de�ned probability forination takingplace,butsuch

assum ptionsaredi�cultto justify rigorously.

8.2 Scales

Although thescalesarem odeldependent,onecan m akesom egeneralstatem ents.

By considering a singleinaton potentialV (�)� �M
4

p(
�

M p
)n in Eqs.(8.4),(8.8),and

(8.6),itcan beshown thattheenergy scalesare

� � M p (8.10)

and

� � 10� 10 (8.11)

whereM p � MP l=
p
8� � 1018 GeV.Hence,thepotentialenergy scaleiscloseto the

GUT scaleand thedynam icalscaleH isaround 1013 GeV.

Anotherprototypicalm odeliscalled thehybrid inationary m odel[688],in which

one�eld � being away from them inim um givesthevacuum energy density whilethe

uctuationsof� slowly rollinggivesthedensity perturbations.Forexam ple,consider

V (�;�)=
1

4�
(m 2

� � ��
2)2 +

1

2
m

2
��

2 +
1

2
g
2
�
2
�
2 (8.12)

where because initially � > �c = m �=g,the�eld � sitsat0,and thepotentiallooks

like V (�;�) �
m 4

�

4�
+ 1

2
m 2

��
2 initially. This m eans that when m 2

� � g2m 2
�=� (and

m oderate values of� > �c),the vacuum energy willbe dom inated by a constant

term m 4
�=(4�).Ination endswhen � < �c,since atthattim e� acquiresa negative

m asssquared and rollsdown to itsm inim um atm �=
p
�.Here,Eq.(8.8)gives

g

�3=2

m 2
�

m 2
�

m
3
� � 10� 3M

3

p (8.13)

which im pliesthatm � can be ata m uch lowerscale than M p ifM p � m � � m 2
�.

Forexam ple,ifwe choose the electroweak scale form � = 100 GeV,then Eq.(8.13)

im pliesm � � 1011 GeV,which istheinterm ediatescalethatm ay beassociated with

gravity-m ediated supersym m etry breaking. Hence,in this case there need not be

sm allcouplingsortransPlanckian �eld values.Thepotentialenergy can benaturally

as low as the interm ediate scale,with V � (1011 GeV)4,and the dynam icalscale

naturally aslow asH � 1 TeV.Thus,from a sim ple consideration ofscales,hybrid

ination isa m uch m ore\natural" m odelthan a single�eld m odel.

Asfarasthe reheating tem perature isconcerned,ifone assum esa perturbative

decay oftheinaton with decay width �� overseveraloscillationsafterthe inaton

reachesitsm inim um ,thetem peratureisgiven by

TR H � 0:2

�
200

g�

� 1=4p
M P l��; (8.14)

127



whereg� isthenum berofrelativisticdegreesoffreedom (seee.g.[677]).Iftheinaton

interactsfairly strongly with thedecay particles,theoscillatingtim e-dependentm ass

oftheparticlesto which theinaton couplescan inducea param etricresonance-like

phenom enon which can signi�cantly increasethee�ciency ofreheating and raisethe

tem perature ofthe ensuing radiation dom ination period (for the sem inal,original

papers,see[689,690,691,692,693]).Although a rich and fascinating subjectin its

own right,reheatingdynam icswillnotbeaddressed in thisreview duetoitsm arginal

connection to Lsoft in theliterature.

8.3 Im plications for supersym m etry

From even the�eld contentpointofview,supersym m etry isattractive forina-

tion,asitcontainsasm any scalardegreesoffreedom asferm ionicdegreesoffreedom .

Hence,in supersym m etricm odelstherem ay beplenty ofinaton candidateswithout

condensation ofhigherspin �elds,unlikethem eagerchoiceoftheHiggsboson in the

SM .Furtherm ore,there are a greatnum berof�eld directionscalled atdirections

in which thepotentialreceivesnonvanishing VEV contributionsonly from nonrenor-

m alizableoperatorsand supersym m etry breaking:seee.g.[177]fora catalog ofat

directionsin theM SSM .Sinceination potentialneedstobeat,theseatdirections

arevery attractiveforbuilding inationary m odels.

As we have seen,one ofthe prim ary requirem ents ofination is keeping a at

potential(sm allslopeand m ass,see\slow-roll"requirem ent1 in subsection 8.1)over

a range of�eld values during ination. Even allowing for�ne tuning attree level,

the atnessofthe potentialisgenerically spoiled by radiative corrections. W ithout

supersym m etry,foreach degree offreedom thatcan generate loopscoupled to the

inaton �eld �,thereisa contribution to thee�ective potentialoftheform

�
1

64�2
M

4(�)ln

�
bM 2(�)

Q 2

�

; (8.15)

in which Q istherenorm alization scaleand M 2(�)isthecoupling-generated e�ective

m ass.Forexam ple,in ��4 theory,M 2(�)= 12��2,which generatesa�4ln(�=Q)type

correction.On theotherhand,with supersym m etry,thereisa genericcontribution

1

64�2
STr

�

M 4

�

ln

�
M 2

Q 2

�

�
3

2

��

; (8.16)

where the ferm ionic contribution can cancelthe bosonic contributions. W ith only

soft supersym em try breaking,one typically has �2ln(�=Q) and with spontaneous

breakingin which STrM 2 = 0,thecorrectionsgoasln(�=Q),which isfunctionally a

m uch m ildercorrection [694].Thiscancellation (theheartofthenonrenorm alization

theorem )isoneofthekey advantagesofsupersym m etric inationary m odels.

A related advantage ofsupersym m etric m odels is the possibility ofm otivating

large �eld initialconditions,which generically help in attaining a su�cient num -

ber ofe-folds (requirem ent 1 in subsection 8.1). Supersym m etric m odels generally
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have a plethora ofscalars and the nonrenorm alization theorem s which protect the

superpotentialto allorders in perturbation theory in the lim it ofunbroken super-

sym m etry com bineto givem any directionsin scalar�eld spacewhich areat(up to

supersym m etry-breaking and nonrenorm alizableterm s),allowing thescalar�eldsto

m ovefaraway from them inim um ofthepotentialwithoutcosting m uch energy.

An im portantfeature ofsupersym m etric ination istheSUGRA structure.The

SUGRA structurebecom esparticularlyim portantforcasesin which theinaton �eld

� hasa valuecloseto orlargerthan M P l.Aspreviously discussed,them ostgeneral

4D N = 1 SUGRA scalar sector Lagrangian is speci�ed by the K�ahler potential,

thesuperpotential,and thegaugekineticfunction.In principle,therealso m ay bea

nonvanishing FIterm .Ofcourse,lookingatthebosonicsectoralone,thestructureis

only slightly m orerigid than them ostgeneralnonrenorm alizablelocale�ective�eld

theory.The m ain di�erence isthatcertain scalarcouplingsin thepotentialaretied

togetherbecause ofthe F term and D term contributions. The SUGRA structure,

however,isneithergenerically bad orgenerically good forination.Theverdictlies

in the structure ofthe nonrenorm alizable term s generated by the K�ahlerpotential

and thegaugekineticfunction.In theferm ionicsector,thereisan im portantgeneric

cosm ologicalim plication from the SUGRA structure. Nam ely,the existence ofthe

gravitino in thespectrum often playsan im portantrolein satisfying requirem ents4

and 5 ofsubsection 8.1.W ediscussthegravitino problem in Section 6.6.

In the contextofSUGRA,people also often referto the inationary � problem

[695,696,697](forrelated literature,see [698,661,699,700]),where � isde�ned in

Eq.(8.5). Thisarisesbecause ifthe inaton potentialenergy density isdom inated

by the F term ,then the m inim alK�ahlerpotentialK generically leadsto � � O (1)

becauseoftheexp[K =M
2

p]in thepotential

V � e
K =M

2

p

"

(K � 1)
j

iFiF
j �

3jW j2

M
2

p

#

+
g2

2
Ref� 1A B D

A
D

B
; (8.17)

wherefA B isthegaugekineticfunction and D i istheD term .However,thisshould

beseen asa challengeratherthan a no-go sincetheK�ahlerpotential(in conjunction

with the superpotential) m ay satisfy conditions such that � � 1 can be achieved

[696].Futherm ore,theK�ahlerpotentialcan atten thepotential(seee.g.[406])just

as easily asruining the atness. Unfortunately,the K�ahlerpotentialgenerically is

not fully com putable without a UV com plete theory. Even in string m odels,it is

di�cultto com putein practice.

To evadethe� problem ,itwaspointed outin [696,701,702](seealso [703,704])

thatifthevacuum energy isdom inated by a U(1)Fayet-IliopoulosD term �A

D
A = K

i(TA)
j

i�j + �
A
; (8.18)

ination can occur even with the o�ending exp(K =M
2

p) term equalto zero. This

scenario,called the D term inationary scenario,hasan inaton (and hence an end
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to ination) due to the one-loop generated dependence ofthe potentialon a U(1)

neutral�eld [701,702]. In m odelswith an anom alousU(1)sym m etry,the vacuum

energy determ ining the � m agnitude is�xed by the Green-Schwarz m echanism ,but

generically them agnitudeofthisterm

�G S =
g2M 2

P lTrQ

192�2
(8.19)

istoolarge.Therehasbeen m uch m odel-building activity in thisdirection [705,706,

707,708,709,710],butthese generally have very little connection with the M SSM

and theLsoft param eters.Aspointed outby [687],D term ination also issensitive

to nonrenorm alizableoperatorsthrough thegaugekineticfunction.

8.4 M odels related to the soft param eters

Sincethereisalargeliteratureofsupersym m etricinationarym odels(som eofthe

literature thatwe willnotdiscussbelow includes[711,712,713,714,715,716,717,

718,719,720,721,722,723,724,725,726,727,728,729,730]),and sincem ostofthem

do nothave a directlink with theM SSM and Lsoft ,wereview a few representative

m odelsto illustratesom eoftheattem ptsto connecttheM SSM and ination.

8.4.1 � N M SSM

Thenext-to-m inim alsupersym m etricstandard m odel(NM SSM )isam odelwhich has

a superpotentialoftheform (in addition to theusualquark/lepton Yukawa term s):

W = �N̂ Ĥ uĤ d � kN̂
3
; (8.20)

whereH u;d aretheusualHiggs�eldsand N isaSM gaugesinglet�eld.TheNM SSM

isdescribed in m ore detailin Section 10.3.The m ain m otivation ofthe m odelisto

generate the � term in the M SSM by giving a VEV to the scalarcom ponentofN .

However,thekN 3 term hasadiscreteZ3 sym m etrywhich cangeneratecosm ologically

unattractive dom ain walls ifthe sym m etry is broken spontaneously afterination.

Therefore,thissuperpotentialcan bem odi�ed [731,732]to be

W = �N̂ Ĥ uĤ d � k�N̂
2
; (8.21)

where � is a SM gauge singlet inaton (for a related m odel,see [733]). Now the

term with coe�cient k has a globalU(1) PQ sym m etry instead ofthe discrete Z 3

sym m etry.y Just as in the M SSM ,soft supersym m etry-breaking term s are added

containing the new �elds N and �,requiring dim ensionfulparam eters m i and A k.

yEven ifstringsform ed afterination ended by thespontaneousbreakingoftheU (1),they would

notcausem uch harm to cosm ology.
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Onecan ofcourseassum ethattheseterm scom efrom gravity m ediation.Thisgives

genericvalues

m i� Ak � 1 TeV; (8.22)

butpeculiarly notforthem assm � oftheinaton �eld,which is�xed by thedensity

perturbation am plitude.

As the U(1) PQ sym m etry is spontaneously broken in the true vacuum by the

VEVsof� andN ,thereisanaxioninthelow energyspectrum .Sinceatthem inim um

ofthe potentialthe axion VEV scale isA k=k and ispreferred (fordom inantaxion

darkm atter)tobearound 1013 GeV,thedim ensionlesscouplingk isforced totakeon

atiny� 10� 10 value.� isthen constrained aswelltoobtain areasonablevalueforthe

e�ective � param eter.These sm allvaluesm ay beexplained by discrete sym m etries.

Since the inaton VEV scale is tied with the axion VEV scale,the inaton VEV

is also 1013 GeV.Finally,a constant term V0 m ust be added to enforce that the

potentialis zero at the m inim um . The value ofV
1=4

0 � Ak=
p
k � 108 GeV.The

potentialgenerated by thesuperpotentialforN and � naturally givesriseto hybrid

ination [688]with hN iacting astheswitch �eld for�,ifa constantpotentialV0 is

added to the system . During ination,when the VEV of� isbeyond som e critical

value,the VEV ofN sitsatthe origin (the HiggsVEVs are assum ed to be atthe

usualelectroweak sym m etry breaking values,and hence are negligible). This gives

thepotential

V0 +
1

2
m

2
��

2
: (8.23)

Ination endswhen � reachesa criticalvalue,e�ectively governed by requirem ent2

discussed in Section 8.1.

Therequired am plitudeofdensity perturbationsforcem � to bevery light:m � �

1 eV.(Even ifjust the slow-rollconditions were im posed,the m ass m � would be

only 100 keV.) Because k is very sm all, if m � is forced to vanish at som e high

renorm alization scale,therunningwillonlygenerateatinym assoftheorderk� 1TeV

which is close to the requisite m � � 1 eV.Itis then supposed thatthe inaton is

m asslessatthehighenergyscaleandthem assisgeneratedradiatively.Thisvanishing

m asscan bejusti�ed in asituation in which thepotentialonly receivescontributions

from vanishing m odularweightterm s[732].However,thisisnotgeneric[694].

However,ifm � � 1 eV and thus ism uch sm allerthan the spacetim e curvature

scale H � 1 M eV during ination,graviton loops(which were notdiscussed in the

originalpaperssince these corrections are separate from those related to the usual

� problem ,asthey are too sm allto cause the � problem )m ay give signi�cantcon-

tributionsto theinaton m ass.Thesegraviton loop contributionscan even possibly

destabilize the inaton m ass. Such graviton loop corrections are suppressed by a

loop factor,and hence are nota problem when jm �=H j> 0:01. However,they can

posea problem herebecausem �=H � 10� 3 in thism odel.Discussionsrelated to this

one-loop e�ectcan befound in [723].
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In sum m ary,theonly connection ofination with thesoftparam etersin thissce-

nario is the scale of1 TeV,and the atness ofthe inaton potentialisnotdue to

cancellation propertiesofsupersym m etry,butratherspecialdiscretesym m etriesthat

protectthetuningofasm allcoupling k.Theweakestpointsarethejusti�cation ofa

sm allinaton m assand thesm allnessofthecoupling constant.z Thestrong features

are that� doesnottake transPlanckian valuestypicalofhybrid ination,and that

them odelconnectsinationary physicswith possibly observableaxion physics.This

isto beconsidered a very low scaleinationary m odelsinceH � 1 M eV.Som em od-

i�cationscan be m adeto m ake som e ofthe extraordinarily sm alldim ensionlessand

dim ensionfulparam etersm ore natural. Forexam ple,extra dim ensionsm uch larger

than theinverseGUT scalecan beinvoked tosuppresscouplingsby thelargevolum e

factor [734]. To raise the inaton m ass from O (1) eV to O (100) keV,the idea of

isocurvature perturbationsconverting into curvature perturbationson superhorizon

scalesdueto nonadiabaticphysics[735,736,737,738,739,740]also hasbeen im ple-

m ented [741]byrequiringtheHiggstobealm ostm assless(with am assoforderofthe

100 keV inaton m ass)during ination and tuning theHiggs�eld initialconditions

appropriately to m akeitthesourceoflargeisocurvatureperturbations.

8.4.2 C haotic in ation w ith right-handed sneutrino

Herethem ain idea isto try toconnecttheseesaw scaleof1013 GeV with thechaotic

inationary scale H [742,743]. The starting point is a PQ invariant extension of

theM SSM including right-handed neutrinos[744].Thesuperpotentialofthetheory

includestheusualYukawa couplingsforthequarks,leptons,and theneutrinos(note

thata bare � term isdisallowed),and hasan additionalsetofPQ-breaking term s.

Denoting theseterm scollectively asW 2,they aregiven by

W 2 =
1

2
h
i
M N

c
iN

c
iP +

f

M P l

P
3
P
0+

g

M P l

PP
0
H uH d; (8.24)

such thatthePQ sym m etry breaking isatan interm ediate scale,near1012 GeV.

Considering the atness ofthe potential,the upper bound ofthe potentialof

M 4
P l,thelarge�eld valuerequired forthechaoticinationary scenario (largem eans

> O (M P l)),and the relative lightnessofthe sneutrino,[745]concludesthatchaotic

ination occurs with a quartic potentialassociated with the right-handed electron

sneutrinowhoseVEV istransPlanckian eN 1 � M P l.Thee�ectivepotentialessentially

becom es

V (�)=
1

4
h
2
1j
eN
c
1j
4 (8.25)

whereh1 = 10� 7 isrequired to generatetheobservationally required density pertur-

bations. Since h1 is akin to the electron Yukawa coupling,the as ofyet unknown

zA lackofexplanationoftheoriginofV0 isalsoaproblem in thecontextofSUG RA.Furtherm ore,

because � isforced to be tiny,the � m agnitude isnotcontrolled by the VEV ofN . Hence,the �

problem really isnotsolved unlessa dynam icalm echanism isgiven forthe sm allnessof�.
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reason forthesm allnessoftheelectron Yukawa m ay beresponsibleforthesm allness

ofh1.Heretheradiativecorrectionsassociated with softsupersym m etrybreakingcan

inducean interm ediatescalebreaking hPi� 1012 GeV,giving an electron M ajorana

neutrino m assscaleofM N 1
� h1hPi� 105 GeV:

In sum m ary,theonly connection ofination to thesoftsupersym m etry-breaking

Lagrangian in thisscenarioistheradiativebreakingofU(1)P Q ,leadingtohePi� 1012

GeV.Oneofthem ostobservationallyprom isingim plicationsofthism odelisthrough

avorphenom enology. The generaldi�culty with inationary m odelsin which the

inaton hasa VEV m uch largerthan M P l isthatthe nonrenorm alizable operators

thathavebeen neglected areim portant,m akingsuch sim plescenariosunlikely.Since

H � 1013 GeV,thisscenario isa prototypical\high" scaleinationary scenario.

8.5 O utlook

Ination isa paradigm thathasbeen attaining increasing observationalsupport

[394].Although therearem any analysesofsupersym m etricinationary m odelsthat

wedid nottouch upon [711,712,713,714,715,716,717,718,719,720,721,722,723,

724,725,726,727,728,729,730],there is little direct connection with the M SSM

and Lsoft in m ostcases.

The reason can bestated schem atically asfollows.Single�eld inationary m od-

els generically require �ne tuning ofthe couplings as wellas transPlanckian �eld

values. The only source ofsu�cient �ne tuning within the M SSM is the Yukawa

couplings.(W ehave given an exam ple ofsuch a scenario above.) However,herethe

transPlanckian values require a determ ination ofthe nonrenorm alizable operators,

which isim possiblewithouta UV com pletefram ework.Aswehaveseen,thehybrid

inationary scenariocan phenom enologically accom m odatetheelectroweak scaleand

theinterm ediate scale.However,iftheatdirectionsinvolve only M SSM �elds,the

VEVsthataretuned to betheinaton tend to beunacceptably largeattheend of

ination and/orbreak unwanted gaugegroups[720].

9 H ow do the soft param eters show up in collider experi-

m ents?

W e now turn to the direct production ofsuperpartners at colliders, and how

one can learn about the low energy values ofthe Lsoft param eters from the data.

Asexplained in Section 2.3,atm ostone param eterofLsoft isdirectly m easurable,

the gluino m ass (which could have up to 25% radiative correction [57]). Before

considering how to extractthe Lagrangian param eters from data aftera discovery,

letus�rstexam ine the currentexperim entaland theoreticallim itson superpartner

m asses(asof2003).
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9.1 C urrent lim its on superpartner m asses

Thegenerallim itsfrom directexperim entsthatcould producesuperpartnersare

notvery strong.They arealsoallm odeldependent,som etim esalittleand som etim es

very m uch.Lim itsfrom LEP on charged superpartnersarenearthekinem aticlim its

except forcertain m odels,unless there is close degeneracy ofthe charged sparticle

and the LSP,in which case the decay products are very soft and hard to observe,

giving weakerlim its.In m ostscenarioscharginosand charged sleptonshavelim itsof

about100 GeV.Gluinosand squarks have typicallim itsofabout250 GeV,except

thatifoneortwo squarksarelighterthelim itson them arem uch weaker.Forstops

and sbottom sthelim itsareabout85 GeV separately.

There are no generallim its on neutralinos, though som etim es such lim its are

quoted. For exam ple,suppose the LSP was pure photino. Then it could not be

produced at LEP through a Z which does not couple to photinos. If selectrons

are very heavy,photino production via selectron exchange is very sm allin pair or

associated production. Then no crosssection atLEP islarge enough to setlim its.

There are no generalrelations between neutralino m asses and chargino or gluino

m asses,so lim itson thelatterdo notim ply lim itson neutralinos.In typicalm odels

thelim itsarem LSP & 40 GeV,m eN 2
& 85 GeV.

Superpartnersgetm assfrom both theHiggsm echanism and from supersym m etry

breaking,soonewould expectthem totypically beheavierthan SM particles.AllSM

particleswould bem asslesswithouttheHiggsm echanism ,butsuperpartnerswould

not.M any ofthequark and lepton m assesaresm allpresum ably becausethey donot

getm assfrom Yukawa couplingsoforderunity in the superpotential,so one would

expectnaively thatthenorm alm assscalefortheHiggsm echanism wasoforderthe

Z ortop m asses. In m any m odels,the chargino and neutralino m assesare often of

orderZ and top m asses,whilethegluino m assisa few tim estheZ m ass.

There are no �rm indirectlim itson superpartnerm asses. Ifsupersym m etry ex-

plainstheorigin ofelectroweaksym m etrybreaking,thereareratherlightupperlim its

on certain superpartner m asses,butthey are noteasily m ade precise,asdiscussed

in Section 4.5. Radiative electroweak sym m etry breaking produces the Z m ass in

term sofsoftsupersym m etry-breaking m asses,so ifthesoftsupersym m etry-breaking

m assesaretoo largesuch an explanation doesnotm ake sense.Thesoftparam eters

m ostsensitiveto thisissueareM 3 (thegluino m assparam eter)and � (which enters

the chargino and neutralino m assm atrices). Qualitatively,one then expectsrather

lightgluino,chargino,and neutralino m asses.Taking thisargum entseriously,oneis

led to expectm eg . 500 GeV,m eN 2

,m eC
. 250 GeV,and m eN 1

. 100 GeV.These are

upperlim its,seldom saturated in typicalm odelsofthesoftparam eters.Thereareno

associated lim itson sferm ions.They suggestthatthesegauginostatesshould bepro-

duced in signi�cantquantitiesatthe Tevatron. Recently,these argum entsforlight

superpartners have been exam ined to study whether cancellations am ong di�erent

softparam eterssuch as� and M 3,orscalars,could weaken the constraints. Based
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on typicalm odels,particularly string-m otivated m odels,cancellationsare arguably

very unlikely because� and thedi�erentsoftm asseson which electroweak sym m etry

breaking dependstypically arisefrom ratherdi�erentphysics[193].

Thereareothercluesthatsom esuperpartnersm aybelight.Ifthebaryon num ber

isgenerated atthe electroweak phase transition then the lighterstop and charginos

should be lighterthan the top. Ifthe LSP isindeed the cold dark m atter,then at

leastonescalarferm ion isprobably lightenough toallow enough annihilation ofrelic

LSPs,butthereareloopholesto thisargum ent.

9.2 A fter the discovery: deducing Lsoft

Suppose superpartnersand Higgsbosonsare found. First,there willbe a great

celebration.Next,itwillbetim eto study thesignalsin orderto learn thevaluesof

tan� and theLagrangian param eters,and tostudy how thepatternspointtotheun-

derlying theory.In asensethem ain resultfrom study oftheStandard M odelatLEP

is thatthe data pointtoward a perturbative,weakly coupled origin ofelectroweak

sym m etry breaking.Sim ilarly,Lsoft willpointtoward som eunderlying theoriesand

away from others. Considerthe particlesthatwilleventually be seen. There are 4

neutralino m asses,associated with the softterm sfrom W 0,B 0,H 0
u,H

0
d (or,in the

electroweak m asseigenstatebasis,,Z,H 0
u,H

0
d).Theneutralino superpartnersm ix,

with thephysicalneutralino m asseigenstatesdenoted as eN 1;2;3;4.Sim ilarly,thereare

two chargino m asseigenstatesfrom the chargino m ass m atrix eC1;2. There are four

Higgsboson m asses,forh0,H 0,A 0,H � .Thereisonegluino m assand onegravitino

m ass.Thesquark m assm atrix forup-typesquarkshassix independenteigenvalues,

the superpartners ofthe left-and right-handed quarks u,c,t: ~uL,ecL,etL,euR ,ecR ,
etR . Sim ilarly,there are 6 down-type m ass eigenstates and 6 charged lepton m ass

eigenstates. In the M SSM there are only the three left-handed neutrinosand their

sneutrinos. Including the gravitino m ass,these add up to 33 physicalm asses that

can be m easured ifallthe states are found in experim ents. Ifthe gravitino is not

theLSP then itm ay notbepossibleto m easureitsm asssinceitcouplestoo weakly

to beproduced directly atcollidersand a�ectsonly certain aspectsofearly-universe

cosm ology,perhapsratherindirectly.

Another im portant param eter is tan�,the ratio ofthe VEVs ofthe two Higgs

�elds: tan� � hHui=hH di. tan� isintrinsically a low energy param eter,since the

Higgs�eldsdo nothave VEVsuntilthe RG running inducesthem som ewhatabove

the electroweak scale. As willbe explained below, in generalm easuring tan� is

di�cultand cannotbedoneaccurately,i.e.,withoutm odel-dependentassum ptions,

withoutalepton colliderwith apolarized beam thatisabovethethreshold forseveral

superpartners.W hen trying todeducetheuni�cation scaleLagrangian,tan� can be

traded fora high scaleparam eterin theHiggssector.Perhapswith luck tan� hasa

valuethatleadsto e�ectsthatdo allow itsdeterm ination.Forexam ple,largevalues

oftan� havedistinctive phenom enologicalim plications(seeSection 9.3).
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Theform forLsoft israthergeneraland allowsforothere�ects,such asD term s

(from thebreaking ofextra U(1)sym m etries)thatgivecontributionsto squark and

slepton m asses (Section 4.1),or Planck scale operators that lead to contributions

to m asses when som e �elds getVEVs. Extra U(1)’sorextra scalars can lead to a

largerneutralino m assm atrix than the 4� 4 one expected here.Term softhe form

���2 (rather than �3) are generally allowed [746,276,747,748]in gauge theories

where the scalars are charged under som e broken gauge group,but no m odels are

yetknown wheresuch term sgivesigni�cante�ects.They can beadded ifnecessary.

Itis extrem ely im portantto allow forthe possibility thate�ects such asthese are

present,by notoverconstraining theform ofLsoft too stringently with assum ptions.

Letusturn in thefollowing sectionsto how to connectthe softparam eterswith

observables. The essential point is that at colliders experim enters only m easure

kinem atic m asses, and cross sections tim es branching ratios,etc.,which m ust be

expressed in term s ofsoft param eters to extract the values ofthe soft param eters

from data. The gravitino m ass can probably only be m easured ifit is the LSP

and then only very approxim ately.Thesoftparam eterM 3 can bededuced from the

gluinom asstoabout20% accuracyfrom theoreticaluncertainties[9]duetolargeloop

correctionsdepending on squark m asses(notcounting experim entaluncertainties).

43oftheparam etersin Lsoftarephases.Asexplained previously,acertain subset

ofthe phases a�ect essentially allobservables. Phenom enologically,life would be

m uch sim plerifthephaseswerezero,orsm all.Itwould bem uch easierto determ ine

the soft param eters from data,to m easure tan�,etc. There are argum ents that

the M SSM phases are sm all,but it is certain that sources ofCP violation beyond

the CKM phase are necessary forbaryogenesis(i.e.,itisknown thatthe Standard

M odelcannot explain baryogenesis). Ifthe baryon asym m etry is generated atthe

electroweakphasetransition (i.e.in thestandard pictureofelectroweakbaryogenesis,

there m ust be phases ofLsoft associated with the stop and chargino sector. Until

the valuesofthe phasesare m easured,orunderstood theoretically,in principle one

m ustallow fortheire�ectsin relating data and theory. Forourpurposesitisonly

necessary to allow forthepossibility thatthephasesarenotsm all(recallthatthisis

notruled out,although such pointsdo appearto representexceptionalpointsofthe

M SSM param eterspace),and considerthequestion ofhow thepresenceofthephases

com plicatestheextraction oftheLagrangian param etersfrom low energy data.

Therehasbeen asigni�cantam ountofresearch e�ortstudying theissueofrecon-

structing the softLagrangian from data;see e.g. [749,750,751,752,753,754,755,

756,757]and referencestherein forfurtherdetails.In thissection,wewillillustrate

the generalissues and com plications,such asnontrivialphases and large tan�,in-

volved in thisreconstruction process.

C harginos The sim plestexam ple isthe chargino sector. Thisistreated in m any

placesin theliterature;m oredetailsaregiven in e.g.[8,9]aswellasin AppendixC.2.
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The superpartners ofW � and ofthe charged Higgs bosons H � are both spin-1/2

ferm ionsand theym ixoncetheelectroweak sym m etry isbroken,i.e.oncetheneutral

Higgs�eld getVEVs.Thereisa fW fW m assterm M 2e
i�2;ahiggsinom assterm �ei��,

and a m ixing term ,so thechargino m assm atrix is

M eC
=

 
M 2e

i�2
p
2m W sin�

p
2m W cos� �ei��

!

: (9.1)

The eigenvalues ofthis m atrix (since it is not sym m etric one usually diagonalizes

M ~c
y
M ~c)are the physicalm asseigenstates,M eC 1

and M eC 2
: The form ulasare a little

sim pler afterrewriting in term s ofthe trace (sum ofeigenvalues) and determ inant

(productofeigenvalues),

TrM
y

eC
M eC

= M
2
eC 1

+ M
2
eC 2

= M
2
2 + �

2 + 2m 2
W (9.2)

DetM
y

eC
M eC

= M
2
eC 1

M
2
eC 2

= M
2
2�

2 + 2m 4
W sin22�

� 2m2W M 2� sin2� cos(�2 + ��): (9.3)

The physicalm asses M eC 1

and M eC 2

willbe what is m easured,but what m ust be

known to determ ine the Lagrangian are M 2;�;the phases,as wellas tan�. The

phasesenterin thereparam eterization invariant(and henceobservable)com bination

�2 + ��. W hile generally the presence ofnonzero phasesare linked to CP-violating

phenom ena,they also havean im pacton CP-conserving quantities(herethem asses

also depend strongly on thephases).

Afterdiagonalizing thism atrix,the gaugeeigenstatescan be expressed in term s

ofthem asseigenstates,which willbelinearcom binationsofgaugeeigenstateswhose

coe�cients are the elem ents ofthe eigenvectors ofthe diagonalizing m atrix. These

coe�cients,which also depend on tan� and thephases,entertheFeynm an rulesfor

producing the m asseigenstates.Thusthecrosssectionsand decay branching ratios

(BR)also depend on the phasesand tan�. To m easure any ofthe param etersitis

necessary to invertthe equationsand m easure allofthem . Since there are fourpa-

ram etershereonehasto haveatleastfourobservables.In practicem oreobservables

willbe necessary since there willbe quadratic and trigonom etric am biguities,and

experim entalerrorswilllead to overlapping solutions. Thusfrom the m assesalone

itisnotpossible to m easure tan� in a m odel-independent way [55]. W e elaborate

on thispointbecausetheresultsofm any phenom enologicalanalyseshavem adethe

erroneousclaim thattan� can bem easured in varioussectors.W heneverthisclaim

has been m ade (except at a lepton collider with polarized beam s or by com bining

a variety ofHiggssectordata | see below),the analysishasactually assum ed var-

ious softterm s are zero orequalto reduce the num ber ofparam eters. W hile such

assum ptionsm ay (orm ay not)begood guesses,oncethereisdata itisim portantto

m easuresuch param eterswithoutassum ptions.

Thenextthing to try isto add the(presum ed)crosssection data.Thedom inant

processes are s-channelZ and ,and squark exchanges for hadron colliders. The
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Figure6:Possible m echanism sforchargino decay.

couplingsto Z and  are determ ined by the diagonalized m assm atrix,butnow the

squark m asses and couplings enter,giving new param eters. Ifchargino decays are

not considered,there are three cross sections, eC1
eC1;

eC2
eC2;

eC1
eC2:In principle,one

can im aginem easuring di�erentialcrosssections,obtaining severalangularbins.In

practice,with lim ited statisticsand backgrounds,usually atbestoneonly m easures

totalcrosssectionsand forward-backward asym m etriesA F B .Ata hadron colliderit

would bevery hard tom easureeven theasym m etries(becauseofdi�cultiesin recon-

structing thesuperpartnersfrom theirdecay products,becauseoflargebackgrounds,

and because m ore than one superpartnerchannelm ay contribute to a given signal)

and beforethey wereincluded in thecounting a carefulsim ulation would haveto be

done. Thus,ifthe produced charginoscan be reconstructed,itm ay be possible to

m easuretan� atan electron collider(seee.g.[756,349]),butprobably stillnotata

hadron collider.However,itneedsto be shown thatthe produced charginoscan be

reconstructed even ata lepton collider.

Further,thecharginosofcoursedecay.Therearea num berofpossiblechannels,

a few ofwhich areshown in Figure6.Theseintroducenew param eters,slepton and

squark m asses and couplings,and the LSP m assand couplings,even assum ing the

prom ptdecay to theLSP dom inatesoverdecay cascadesthrough otherneutralinos.

Unlessonedecay dom inates,too m any param etersm ay enterto m easuretan� from

thesechannelseven atahigherenergylepton collider.Ifthedecayviaaninterm ediate

W dom inates,som e �nalpolarization can be obtained,butifsleptonsand squarks

arelightand contributetothedecaysthen nopolarization inform ation istransm itted

to the �nalstate because they are spinless. Theirchirality can stillentersince the

wino com ponent ofcharginos couples to left-handed sferm ions,while the higgsino

com ponentcouplesto right-handed sferm ions.

In generalthen itisnotpossibleto m easuretan� orthesoftphasesorothersoft

param etersfrom charginochannelsalone,though ifsquarksand sleptonsareheavy or

ifcharginoscanbereconstructed experim entallyitm aybepossible(seee.g.[756,349]

and references therein). Ifone assum es values for phases or assum es relations for

param eterstheresultsfortan� and otherparam etersarenottruem easurem entsand

m ay not correspond to the actualvalues. However,it is stillworthwhile to m ake

certain assum ptionsand learn asm uch aspossiblewithin thatcontext.Forexam ple,

one standard set ofassum ptions includes assum ing that the three sneutrinos are

approxim ately degenerate,thateeL;e�L;e�L areapproxim ately degenerateand sim ilarly
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eeR ;e�R;e�R are approxim ately degenerate,with sim ilar assum ptions forthe �rsttwo

squark fam ilies.Also,forcolliderphysicsthe�rsttwo fam iliescan betaken to have

sm allLR m ixing,since LR m ixing is expected to be proportionalto the m ass of

the associated ferm ions. Under these assum ptions it willbe possible to m easure

tan� and the soft phases atlepton colliders that can produce at least a subset of

thesuperpartners,when theextra observablesfrom beam polarization and a second

energyareincluded,even ifthecolliderdoesnothaveenough energytoproducem any

superpartners(see Section 9.4). W ith such assum ptionsitm ay even be possible to

m easuretan� and certain phasesathadron colliders.Severaloftheassum ptionscan

bechecked independently.

Here only the chargino channelshave been looked atso asto have a sim ple ex-

am ple,butofcoursealltheaccessiblesuperpartnerswillbeproduced atany collider,

leading tom oreparam etersand m oreobservables.Only with good sim ulations(orof

course realdata)can one be con�dentaboutcounting observables. Conservatively,

with hadron colliders true m easurem ents oftan� and soft phases and other soft

param eters are not possible,but they m ay be possible for reasonable approxim ate

m odelsdepending on theactualvaluesoftheparam eters,orby com bining a num ber

ofm easurem ents.Forlepton colliderswith apolarized beam ,abovethethreshold for

som esuperpartners,theparam etersofLsoft can bem easured,asdiscussed below.

N eutralinos Ofcourse,ifcharginos are produced,neutralinos willalso be pro-

duced,leading to m oreobservables(m asses,crosssections,asym m etries).Thereare

m ore param etersin the neutralino sector,butnotasm any new param etersasnew

observables.Theneutralino m assm atrix is(seeAppendix C.2):

M eN
=

0

B
B
B
B
@

M 1e
i�1 0 � mZ sin�W cos� m Z sin�W sin�

M 2e
i�2 m Z cos�W cos� � mZ cos�W sin�

0 � �ei��

0

1

C
C
C
C
A
; (9.4)

in the basis(eB ;fW ;eH U ;eH D ). Even when the elem entsare com plex itcan be diago-

nalized by a singleunitary m atrix.Forsim plicity,herea phasein theHiggsVEVsis

being ignored thatwillin generalbepresent.

Thechargino sectordepended on a singlephysicalphase,thereparam eterization

invariantcom bination �2+ ��:Sim ilarly therearetwophysicalphasesthatcannotbe

rotated away in theneutralino m assm atrix.Onecan see thisby sim ply calculating
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observables,oronecan rede�ne thebasisby m ultiplying by

0

B
B
B
B
@

e+ i(�� � �2)=2

e+ i(�� � �2)=2

e� i(�� � �2)=2

e� i(�� � �2)=2

1

C
C
C
C
A
; (9.5)

such that the resulting m atrix depends explicitly only the physicalphases. Thus

thereisonenew softm assM 1 and onenew physicalphase�1 + ��:In principle the

m asses ofthe fourm ass eigenstates can be m easured,as wellas the cross sections
eN 1 + eN 1;eN 1 + eN 2;eN 2 + eN 2;etc.,and associated asym m etries. The num berofnew

observablesisdi�erentatdi�erentcolliders.

Ifonly two new m assesarem easured,thereisno progressin inverting theequa-

tionstosolvefortan�,etc.Ifcrosssectionsareused thereareadditionalparam eters,

from squarkorselectron exchange.Thenum berofparam etersandobservablesarising

from the Higgssectorwillalso be counted below explicitly. Itisextrem ely im por-

tantfordetectorgroupsatvariouscollidersto countthenum berofobservablesthey

can expectto m easure. Thishasto be done using m odels,ofcourse,butthe m od-

els should be quite general,so that param eters are not de�ned away by arbitrary

assum ptions. The m odelsshould also be able to accom m odate electroweak sym m e-

try breaking without excessive �ne tuning. Ofcourse,the m odels should also be

consistentwith LEP data.

G luinos W e now consider the e�ects ofphases in the gluino sector,which nicely

illustrates the subtleties ofincluding and m easuring the phases [757]. In general,

there can be a phase �3 associated with the soft supersym m etry-breaking gluino

m ass param eter M 3. However,this phase is not by itselfan observable phase. As

shown in Appendix C.2,it is convenient to rede�ne the gluino �eld to absorb the

phaseofM 3 asfollows:

�eg = G�
0
eg;�eg = G

�
�
0

eg (9.6)

whereG = e� i�3=2.Then forany avorquark theFeynm an rulesintroducefactorsof

G orG � attheverticesin addition to thecolorfactors.

Now considera sim ple version ofgluino production q+ q! eg+ eg.FactorsofG

and G � enterso thatthereisno dependence on thephasefrom thesetwo diagram s.

Nextconsiderq+ g ! eq+ eg:Production ofeqL leadsto an overallfactorofG
�;while

production ofeqR givesan overallG. Thisoverallphase iscom bined with the phase

oftheLR m ixing partofthesquark m asses;therelevantphasesoftheLR sectorare

thephaseof eA and �.E�ectsofthereparam eterization invariantphasecom binations

�3� �eA and �3+ �� arethen observablein principle,butLR m ixingisexpected tobe

very sm allforthe�rsttwo fam ilies(which aretheconstituentsofthebeam sused in
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experim ents)because LR m ixing istypically proportionalto the associated ferm ion

m ass(see Eq.(C.24)).� Thusthe e�ectsofthe phaseswillin generalbe suppressed

in gluino production.

Butgluinoshavetodecay,and then thephasesenter.Toillustratewhathappens,

im aginethegluinodecay isviaasquark toqqeB ,asshown foreqL.Then afactore
i�3=2

enters at the gluino vertex and a factor e� i�1=2 at the bino vertex. The resulting

di�erentialcrosssection is

d�

dx
/ (

1

m 4
eqL

+
1

m 4
eqR

)m 4
egx
p
x2 � y2

� (x �
4

3
x
2 �

2

3
y
2 + xy

2 + y
�
1� 2x + y

2
�
cos(�3 � �1)) (9.7)

where x = E eB
=m eg;y = m eB

=m eg:The physical,reparam eterization invariant phase

which enters is �3 � �1. This is a sim pli�ed discussion assum ing no CP-violating

phases are present in the squark sector and the LSP is a bino. M ore generally,

additionalreparam eterization invariantcom binationscan enter. The waysin which

variousdistributionsdepend on thisphase (and on tan� and the softm asses)have

been studied in [757]so m easurem entscan bem adeattheTevatron and theLHC.

H iggs bosons In a sim ilar m anner, let us consider the Higgs sector in further

detail. In Section 4.1 the Higgs sector and electroweak sym m etry breaking were

discussed.Hereweincludethequantum correctionsand explain how in practicethe

Higgssector depends on a m inim um ofseven param eters. The dom inant radiative

corrections com e from the top quark loops (see e.g. [142]for a review), and in

generalhave large e�ects on the spectrum and couplings. It is beyond the scope

ofthis review to provide a com prehensive and thorough presentation ofthe Higgs

sector;a starting pointto therelevantliteraturecan befound in therecentreportof

theTevatron HiggsW orking Group [758],which sum m arizesthesee�ectsthoroughly

�However,thisisnotnecessarily trueifthe eA param etersarenotfactorizablein a particularway

with respectto the Yukawa m atrices.
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(except for phases),including num ericalstudies. The recent com prehensive Higgs

sector review [142]includes CP-violating e�ects and is an excellent reference for

those interested in studying the Higgssector. Here we sim ply wish to reiterate the

point that it is crucialto include the radiative corrections (which are functions of

the Lsoft param eters)when em barking on phenom enologicalanalysesofthe M SSM

Higgs sector. In addition,iftan� & 4 there can also be im portant e�ects from

gluino loopsthata�ectm b and hbb couplings and otherquantities. These are also

studied in [758],and a m orerecentsum m ary isgiven in [759].Thephasesofthesoft

supersym m etry-breaking param eterscan signi�cantly a�ectthephysicsoftheHiggs

sector[760,761,55,762,763,764,765,766,767,768].Attreelevelithaslong been

understood thatallthe quantitiesthata�ecttheHiggsphysicscan bechosen to be

real. The phase e�ects enter atone loop order,because the stop loopsare a large

contribution [55,760,761]. The stop loops involve phases because the 2� 2 stop

m assm atrix isgiven by

m
2
et
=

 
(m 2

Q )33 + m 2
t + � u v� eA �

tsin� � v�Ytcos�

veA tsin� � v���Ytcos� (m 2
U )33 + m 2

t + �u

!

; (9.8)

where � u = (1
2
� 2

3
sin2�W )cos2�m

2
Z,�u = 2

3
sin2�W cos2�m 2

Z. Yt = Yu33 (i.e.,

we assum e nonzero Yukawasforonly the third generation)and eA t = (eA u)33,which

should be a good approxim ation in this context.y W riting the Higgs �elds in the

standard way as

H d =
1
p
2

 
vd + h1 + ia1

h
�
1

!

;

H u =
ei�
p
2

 
h
+
2

vu + h2 + ia2

!

; (9.9)

(with theVEVstaken to berealand tan� � vu=vd),thephase� iszero attreelevel

butgenerally nonzero ifradiativecorrectionsareincluded.tan� can bechosen tobe

a realquantity,butboth tan� and � arenecessary to specify thevacuum .

As the stop m ass m atrix has o�-diagonalLR m ixing entries,the phases ofthe

trilinearcoupling eA tand of� and therelativephase� enterthestop m asseigenvalues

m eti
.Thee�ective potentialatoneloop includesterm swith stop loopsasfollows:

V1� loop �
X

m
4
eti
lnm 2

eti
; (9.10)

such that V = Vtree + V1� loop. Two ofthe four m inim ization conditions (@V=@h1,

@V=@h2,@V=@a1,@V=@a2 = 0)areredundant,so threeconditionsrem ain.

yThiscan be obtained from Eq.(C.24)dropping allbutthird generation quantities.
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The Higgs sector thus has 12 param eters,vu;vd,� eA t
,��,�,eA t,�,m

2
eQ
,m 2

eu
,b,

m 2
H u
,m 2

H d
from Lsoft,and the renorm alization scale Q since the param eters run.

Three can be elim inated by the three equationsfrom m inim izing V .The scale Q is

chosen tom inim izehigherordercorrections.Theconditionsthatguaranteeradiative

electroweak sym m etry breaking occursallow vu;vd to be replaced by m Z and tan�

asusual.Thusthereare7 physicalparam etersleft,including tan� and onephysical

phase� which isdeterm ined asafunction ofthe(reparam eterization-invariant)phase

� eA t
+ �� and otherparam eters. Thisnum bercannotbe reduced withoutnew the-

oreticalorexperim entalinform ation. Any description ofthe Higgssectorbased on

fewerthan 7param etershasm adearbitraryguessesforsom eoftheseparam etersand

m ay bewrong.Iftan� islarge,then sbottom loopscan also enterV and additional

param eters are present. Chargino and neutralino loopsalso enter and m ay notbe

negligible[769].Thiscounting isdoneassum ing a phenom enologicalapproach.In a

top-down theory tan� and otherparam eterswillbepredicted.

IfthephaseisnonzeroitisnotpossibletoseparatethepseudoscalarA = sin�a1+

cos�a2 from h;H soitisnecessarytodiagonalizea3� 3m assm atrix.Forthissection,

wenam ethethreem asseigenstatesH i;in thelim itofno CP-violating phaseH 1 !

h;H 2 ! A;H 3 ! H :Generally,allthree m asseigenstatescan decay into any given

�nalstateorbeproduced in any channel,so therecould bethreem asspeakspresent

in a channelsuch as Z+Higgs (wouldn’t that be nice). Allproduction rates and

branching ratiosdepend on the phase and can change signi�cantly asthe couplings

ofHiggsbosonsto the SM gauge bosonsand chiralferm ionsdepend sensitively on

theCP-violating phases(seee.g.[767,768]).

Thephasesalso havea signi�cantim pacton how to extracttheparam etersfrom

experim entalresultsofHiggssearches(discovery orexclusion)[768].Forexam ple,If

no Higgsboson isfound,there isan experim entallim iton �(H 1)� B R(H1 ! bb).

Theresultinglowerlim itson m H 1 and tan� in thefullseven param etertheorychange

signi�cantly com pared with theCP-conserving M SSM .Forexam ple,ifthe m odelis

CP-conserving the lower lim it on the lightest Higgs m ass is about 10% below the

SM lim it,butiftheHiggssectorisCP-violating thelowerlim itcan bean additional

10% lower (see also [770,771,772]). Ifa Higgs boson is found,then m H 1 and its

� � B R have been m easured. The allowed region ofthe fullseven param eterspace

isquitedi�erentfortheCP-violating and CP-conserving m odels.Thusoncethereis

a discovery itcould bem isleading to notincludethisphasein theanalysis.

IftheheavierHiggsbosonsareheavy and decouple,thee�ectsforboth questions

decrease for the lower lim it on the m ass ofthe lightest eigenstate (and the e�ects

ofCP violation on the other properties ofthe lightest eigenstate also decouple in

this lim it). There is stillCP-violating m ixing between the two heavy eigenstates.

However,thiscan only becarefully studied aftertheproduction ofthosestates.

W ith fullparam etersspacefortheHiggspotential,wewould need atleastseven

orm oreobservablesin orderto determ inetan� orany oftheLsoft param etersfrom

the Higgs sector alone. For exam ple,consider the following collection ofpossible
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observables:threeneutralscalarm asseigenstates,thecharged Higgsm ass,thethree

� � B R for Z+Higgs and three � � B R for channels Hi+ H j,and the two stop

m ass eigenstate m asses. Probably in addition one can add the ratio r = �(gg !

H 2 ! bb)=�(gg ! H 1 ! bb). W hich observablescan be m easured dependson the

m asses,tan�,etc.IftheTevatron and itsdetectorsfunction well,severalobservables

can be m easured. The W W h and ZZh couplings,which are the m ost im portant

Higgscouplings,sincethey con�rm theHiggsm echanism (becausetheyarenotgauge

invariant),can bedetected.Oncem h isknown theinclusiveproduction can beused.

As m any as 50,000 Higgs bosons could eventually be produced and studied atthe

Tevatron (ifsu�cientintegrated lum inosity isgathered),and itshould bepossibleto

con�rm h couplesproportionalto m ass.Ratiosof� � B R forseveralchannelsm ay

provide independent observables. The states A,H 0,H � could be observed there.

Com bining LHC and Tevatron data m ay lead to enough observables to invert the

equationsand m easuretan�,�eA t
+ ��,and otherLsoft param eters.

There are two recentpiecesofinform ation aboutHiggsphysics thatboth inde-

pendently suggestitwillnotbetoo long beforea con�rm ed discovery (ofcoursethe

discovery oftheHiggsissuch an im portantquestion thatsolid data isneeded).

First,thereisan upperlim iton m h from theglobalanalysisofprecision LEP (or

LEP + SLC +Tevatron)data[31].Thereareanum berofindependentm easurem ents

ofSM observables,and every param eterneeded to calculateattheobserved levelof

precision is m easured except m h:Hence,one can do a global�t to the data and

determ inetherangeofvaluesofm h forwhich the�tisacceptable.Theresultisthat

at95% C.L.m h should bebelow about200 GeV.Theprecisevaluedoesnotm atter

for us,and because the data really determ ines lnm h the sensitivity is exponential

so it m oves around with sm allchanges in input. W hat is im portant is that there

is an upper lim it. The best �t is for a centralvalue oforder 100 GeV,but the

m inim um isfairly broad.Theanalysisisdonefora SM Higgsbutisvery sim ilarfor

a supersym m etric Higgsoverm ostoftheparam eterspace.

An upperlim itofcoursedoesnotalwaysim plythereissom ethingbelow theupper

lim it. Here the true lim itison a contribution to the am plitude,and m aybe itcan

befaked by otherkindsofcontributionsthatm im icit.However,such contributions

behave di�erently in other settings,so they can be separated. Ifone analyzes the

possibilities[773,774]one�ndsthatthereisa realupperlim itoforder450 GeV on

theHiggsm ass,if(and only if)additionalnew physicsispresentin theTeV region.

Thatnew physics oritse�ectscould be detected atLHC and/ora 500 GeV linear

electron collider,and/ora higherintensity Z factory (\giga-Z")thataccom paniesa

linearcollider.Sotheupperlim itgivesuspowerfulnew inform ation.Ifnoothernew

physics(besidessupersym m etry)occursand conspiresin justtherequired way with

theheavierHiggsstate,theupperlim itreally isabout200 GeV.

Second,there wasalso a possible signalfrom LEP [770]in itsclosing weeks for

a Higgs boson with m h=115 GeV.It was not possible to run LEP to get enough

data to con�rm thissignal. Fortunately,itspropertiesare nearly optim alforearly
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con�rm ation at the Tevatron,since its m ass is predicted and its cross section and

branching ratio to bb are large. Less is required to con�rm a signalin a predicted

m assbin than to �nd a signalofunknown m ass,so lessthan 10 fb� 1 ofintegrated

lum inosity willbe required ifthe LEP signaliscorrect. Iffunding and the collider,

detectors,etc.,allwork asplanned,con�rm ing evidence forh could occurin 2004.

IftheLEP h isindeed real,whathave welearned [775,776]? Ofcourse,�rstwe

have learned thata fundam entalHiggsboson exists. The Higgsboson ispoint-like

because its production cross section is not suppressed by structure e�ects. It is a

new kind ofm atter,di�erentfrom theknown m atterparticlesand gaugebosons.It

com pletes the SM and points to how to extend the theory. It con�rm s the Higgs

m echanism ,since it is produced with the non-gauge-invariant ZZh vertex,which

m ustoriginatein thegauge-invariantZZhh vertex with oneHiggshaving a VEV.

The m assof115 GeV can potentially tellusim portantinform ation. First,one

can obtain inform ation about the nature ofthe Higgs sector by the requirem ent

thatthe potentialenergy notbe unbounded from below. To derive boundson the

Higgsm ass,di�erenttypesofcriteria forstability m ay beused. Requiring absolute

stability naturally leads to the strongest bounds; however, as this assum ption is

notexperim entally required,som ewhatweakerboundscan beobtained by requiring

stability with respectto eithertherm alorquantum uctuations. The boundsm ost

often discussed in the literature are those derived by requiring that the potential

rem ain stablewith respectto therm aluctuationsin theearly universe,whereitcan

be shown thata 115 GeV Higgsboson isnota purely SM one,since the potential

energywould beunbounded from below atthatm ass.Theargum entis[777,778,779,

780,781]thatthecorrectionsto thepotentialfrom ferm ion loopsdom inatebecause

oftheheavy top and can benegativeifm h istoo sm all.TheSM potentialis

V (h)= � �
2
h
2 +

�

� +
3m 4

Z + 6m 4
W + m 4

h � 12m4t

64�2v4
ln( )

�

h
4
; (9.11)

where the argum entofthe logarithm isa function (ofthe m asses)largerthan one.

In theusualway � = m 2
h=2v

2:Thesecond term in thebracketsisnegative,so � (and

m h)hastobelargeenough.A carefulcalculation yieldsthatm h m ustbelargerthan

about125 GeV ifh can be a purely SM Higgsboson,and hence an experim entally

con�rm ed Higgsboson m asslessthan thisvaluewould bea signalofnew physics.z

Second,115 GeV isa possiblevalueofm h within theM SSM ,butonly iftan� is

constrained to belargerthan about4.Thatisbecause asdescribed above,thetree

levelcontribution isproportionalto jcos2�jand to geta resultaslarge as115 itis

necessary thatjcos2�jbeessentially unity,giving a lowerlim iton tan� ofabout4 .

Even then thetreelevelpiececan only contributea m axim um ofm Z to m h,and the

zHowever,thisconclusion m ay nothold ifcertain assum ptionsarerelaxed.Forexam ple,see[782]

for weakerlowerbounds on the Higgs m ass derived by requiring that the Higgs potentialrem ain

stablewith respectto quantum uctuationsatzero tem perature.
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restcom esfrom radiativecorrections(m ainly thetop loop).Num erically onegets

m
2
h � (91)2 + (40)2

(

ln
m 2

et

m 2
t

+ :::

)

; (9.12)

wherem 2
et
isan appropriateaverageofthetwostopm asseigenstates.Thesecond term

m ustsupply about(70GeV)2,which ispossiblebutconstraining,and som ewhat�ne

tuned.W hen theM SSM Higgssectorisextended,thereareadditionalcontributions

to m h attreeleveland tan� can becloserto unity.

9.3 T he large tan� regim e

Phenom enologically there are a num ber of e�ects if tan� is large. If any of

these e�ectsare seen they willgreatly help determ ine the num ericalvalue oftan�.

First,there are large (nondecoupling)radiative correctionsto the down-type quark

m asses (in particularthe b quark m ass) and couplings which then a�ecta num ber

ofobservables[156,253,759].The radiative correctionsare largebecause the tan�

enhancem ent can com pensate the suppression from loop factors. Both m b and b

couplingscan change signi�cantly,with the signsofthe change notdeterm ined. In

particular,Higgscouplingsto bbcan change,which in turn changesHiggsbranching

ratiostophotonsandotherchannels[783].In thelargetan� lim itHiggscouplingsare

no longersim ply proportionalto m ass[253];forexam ple,because certain enhanced

correctionsinvolvegluinosthey contributem oreto h � ! bbthan to h � ! �� so the

ratio ofthese branching ratios is no longer in the ratio ofthe m asses squared. In

m any processes in addition tan� entersexplicitly. The large tan� correctionsalso

have considerablee�ectson FCNC,aswillbediscussed in Section 5.To sum m arize

briey, the branching ratios for rare decays such as e.g. the branching ratio for

B s � ! �+ �� or B d � ! �+ �� can be greatly enhanced [253,784], but there is

little e�ecton B � B m ixing [253]. Studiesofthe im portantavorchanging decay

b� ! s m ustbedonecarefully and include resum ed contributionsiftan� islarge.

Otherquestionssuch asrelicdensity calculationsforneutralino cold dark m attercan

besigni�cantly a�ected by largetan�.

There can bea variety ofe�ectson collidersignaturesin thelargetan� regim e.

Thereason isthatlargetan� leadsto both e� andeb having lighterm assesthan the

othersleptonsand squarksfrom two e�ects| largero�-diagonalterm sin theirm ass

m atricesproportionalto m � orm b givea lightereigenvalue,and RG running from a

com m on m assata high scale pushesthe e� andeb m asseslower. E�ectshave been

studied in detailin [785](seealso[438]).Theylead to�-rich and b-rich eventsbecause

branchingratiossuchas eC � ! e�(� ! �fN 1)�� and eN 2 � ! e�(� ! �fN 1)�;eN 2 � ! eb(� !

bfN 1)b;eN 2 � ! hfN 1 are enhanced. Thatalso reducesthe particularly good trilepton

signature since there are fewer e�� and ee� trileptons,but ifthe tau detection is

good enough the signalcan stillbe seen in the l��;ll�;bb� etc channels (l= e;�).
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The production cross section for the Higgs state A grows with tan� so A m ay be

visibleattheTevatron.Thedom inantdecay ofstopsm ay be et1 � ! e���b:

9.4 From Tevatron and LH C data to Lsoft

Atpresent,allevidence forlow energy supersym m etry isindirect.Although the

evidenceisstrong,itcould in principlebeaseriesofcoincidences.Additionalindirect

evidence could com e soon from FCNC rare decaysatthe b-factories,proton decay,

better understanding ofthe g� � 2 SM theory (hadronic vacuum polarization and

light-by-lightscattering),orCDM detection.However,�nally itwillbenecessary to

directly observesuperpartnersand toshow theyareindeed superpartners.Thiscould

�rsthappen atthe Tevatron collideratthe Ferm iNationalAcceleratorLaboratory,

and is later expected to happen at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN.

Indeed,ifsupersym m etry isreallytheexplanation forelectroweaksym m etrybreaking

then thesoftm assesshould beO (m Z),asdiscussed in Section 4.5.Furtherm ore,ifthe

crosssectionsforsuperpartnerproduction aretypicalelectroweak ones(orlargerfor

gluinos),superpartnersshould beproduced in signi�cantquantitiesattheTevatron

and the LHC.Thissubsection isdedicated to an exam ination ofhow superpartners

m ightappearattheTevatron and theLHC.W eem phasizethelighterstateshere;of

course,thepossibility rem ainsthatsuperpartnersareheavierthan onem ightexpect

from �ne-tuning,butbelow theirnaturalupperlim itsofa few TeV,in which these

stateswould bedetectable�rstattheLHC.x

Thevery natureofsupersym m etry (acceptingR-parityconservation)im pliesthat

(with onepossibleexception)therecan beno elegant,clearsignalthatcan convince

an uninform ed observerthata dram atic discovery hasoccurred,because superpart-

nersarebeing produced in pairs.Each decaysintoan LSP thatescapesthedetector,

so there are two escaping particlescarrying away m assand energy. No distribution

can show asharp peak,butratherseveraleventtopologieswillshow excessesoverthe

expected num berofeventsfrom theSM .Nevertheless,ifthebackgroundsare accu-

rately known,asexpected since thebackgroundsarisefrom (in principle)calculable

SM processes,itwillbe possible to discovercom pelling evidence forsignalsbeyond

the SM .(The possible exception isthatprom ptphotonscould be presentforsom e

signaturesand isbriey described below.) Aftertheexcitem entofthatdiscovery the

challengeoflearning theunderlying physicswillbegin.

xHowever,one ofus would like to em phasize that taking the �ne-tuning argum ents one step

further and assum ing the lum inosity and the detectors are good enough to separate signals from

backgrounds,itispossibleto m aketheargum entthatifdirectevidenceforsuperpartnersdoesnot

em erge atthe Tevatron (assum ing itachieved design lum inosity)then eithernature doesnothave

low energy supersym m etry or there is som ething m issing from our understanding oflow energy

supersym m etry.Ifsuperpartnersdo notappearattheTevatron,m any willwaituntiltheLHC has

taken data to beconvinced natureisnotsupersym m etric,butonecould argue(and oneofuswould

like to stressthispoint)thatitisunlikely thatsuperpartnerscould be produced atthe LHC ifat

leasta few ofthem arenot�rstproduced atthe Tevatron.
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Acceptingthatsupersym m etryexplainstheoriginofelectroweaksym m etrybreak-

ing,thegluinos,neutralinos,and charginosareexpected toberatherlight.Typically

thelighterstop m aybelightaswellduetostrongLR m ixingin thetop-squarksector.

Sleptonsm ay also be light,though there issom ewhatlessm otivation forthat.One

can listanum berofpossiblechannelsand look atthesignaturesforeach.Alm ostall

casesrequire a very good understanding ofthe SM events thatresem ble the possi-

blesignals,both in m agnitude(given thedetectore�ciencies)and thedistributions.

M issing transverse energy willbe denoted by E/T. Untilthe ordering ofthe super-

partnerm assesisknown,itisnecessary to considera num berofalternative decays

of eN 2; eC1;et1;eg,etc.

An im m ediate com plication is that certain excesses willcom e m ainly from one

channelbutotherswillhavesigni�cantcontributionsfrom several. Therewillbetoo

few eventsto m ake sharp cutsthatm ightisolate one channel[786]. Consequently

itwillbe necessary to study \inclusive signatures" [787]. Possible channelsinclude

lE/T,llE/T,lE/T,jE/T,jjE/T,etc.,where lrepresentsa charged lepton,j an isolated,

energeticjet, an isolated,energeticphoton,and E/T m issingtransverseenergy.They

can arise from a variety ofsuperpartnerchannels,such asproduction of eC +
1 + eC

�
1 ,

eC �
1 + eN 1;2, eN 1 + eN 2;3,eg+ eg,eg+ eC �

1 ,
el+ + el� ,etc. Ifthe excessarisesm ainly from

one channelitm ay be possible by kinem atic m ethodssuch asendpointsofspectra

to deduce them assesofa certain subsetofthe superpartners.The following survey

ism eantto illustratethetypesofsignalsthatcould arise,notto bea fullcatalog of

possiblesignalsforalltheories.

N eutralinos,charginos,and sleptons Letusconsiderseveralchannelsin detail,

assum ing eN 1 istheLSP.

� eN 1+ eN 1:Thischannelisvery hard totagatahadron collider,sinceboth LSPs

escape.

� eN 1 + eN 2;3: These channels can be produced through an s-channelZ or a t-

channelsquark exchange.Thesignaturesdepend considerably on thecharacter

of eN 2; eN 3. eN 1 escapes.If eN 2 hasa largecoupling to eN 1+ Z (forrealorvirtual

Z)then the eN 1 willescapeand theZ willdecay to e or� pairseach 3% ofthe

tim e,so the event willhave m issing energy and a prom pt (\prom pt" m eans

energetic,appearing to originate in the m ain event vertex and nota delayed

one,and forleptonsorphotons,isolated,i.e.,notin a jetofhadrons)lepton

pair. There willalso be tau pairsbutthose are som ewhatharderto identify.

Or,perhaps eN 2 ism ainly photino and eN 1 m ainly higgsino,forwhich there is

a largeBR for eN 2 ! eN 1 +  (see[788]and referencestherein to thehistory of

the calculation)and the signature of eN 2 isone prom pt and m issing energy.

Theproduction crosssection can depend signi�cantly on thewavefunctionsof
eN 1;eN 2:Ifthe cross section is sm allfor eN 1 + eN 2 it is likely to be larger for
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eN 1 + eN 3:M ostcrosssectionsforlighterchannelswillbe largerthan about50

fb,which correspondsto 200 eventsforan integrated lum inosity of2 fb
� 1

per

detector.

� eN 1+ eC1:Thesestatesareproduced through s-channelW
� ort-channelsquarks.

The eN 1 escapes,sothesignaturecom esfrom the eC1 decay,which dependsonthe

relativesizesofm asses,butism ostoften eC1 ! l� + E/T.Thisisthesignatureif

sleptonsarelighterthan charginos(eC1 ! el� + �;followed byel� ! l� + eN 1),or

ifsneutrinosare lighterthan charginosby a sim ilarchain,orby a three-body

decay (eC1 ! eN 1 + virtualW ,W ! l� + �). However,it is not guaranteed

| forexam pleifstopsarelighterthan charginosthedom inantdecay could be
eC1 ! et+ b.Ifthelepton dom inates,theeventsignatureisthen l� + E/T,so it

isnecessary to �nd an excessin thischannel.Com pared to the SM sourcesof

such events the supersym m etry oneswillhave no prom pthadronic jets. The

supersym m etry events also have di�erent distributions for the lepton energy

and forthem issing transverseenergy.

� eN 2 + eC1: If eN 2 decays via a Z to eN 1 + l+ + l� and eC1 decays to eN 1 + l� ;

thischannelgives the well-known tri-lepton signature: three charged leptons,

E/T ,and no prom ptjets,which m ay be relatively easy to separate from SM

backgrounds (see [789,790,791,792]for recent discussions ofthe signature

and backgroundsforthe trileptons).Butitm ay bethat eN 2 ! eN 1 + ;so the

signaturem ay bel� +  + E/T.

� el+ + el� : Sleptons m ay be light enough to be produced in pairs. Depending

on m asses and whether lepton-L or slepton-R is produced,they could decay

via el� ! l� + eN 1;
eC1 + �,W + e�. IfeN 1 is m ainly higgsino decays to it are

suppressed by lepton m assfactors,soel� ! l� + eN 2 m ay dom inate,followed by
eN 2 ! eN 1 + .

Fora com pletetreatm entoneshould listalltherelated channelsand com binethose

thatcan lead tosim ilarsignatures.Thetotalsam plem ay bedom inated by onechan-

nelbuthavesigni�cantcontributionsfrom others,etc.Itshould also beem phasized

thatthese \backgrounds" are notjunk backgroundsthatcannotbe calculated,but

from SM eventswhose ratesand distributionscan be understood ifthe appropriate

work is done. Determ ining these background rates is essentialto identify a signal

and to identify new physics. Thisrequirespowerfultoolsin the form ofsim ulation

program s,which in turn require considerable expertise to use correctly. The total

production cross section for allneutralino and chargino channels at the Tevatron

colliderisexpected to bebetween 0.1 and 10 pb,depending on how lightthesuper-

partnersare,so even in theworstcasethereshould beseveralhundred eventsin the

two detectors (atdesign lum inosity),and ofcourse m any m ore atthe LHC.Ifthe

cross sections are on the low side it willrequire com bining inclusive signatures to

dem onstratenew physicshasbeen observed.
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G luinos Gluinoscan beproduced viaseveralchannels,eg+ eg,eg+ eC1,eg+ eN 1,etc.As

previously stated,ifsupersym m etry indeed explainselectroweak sym m etry breaking

itwould besurprising ifthegluino wereheavierthan about500 GeV.Forsuch light

gluinosthetotalproduction crosssection should belargeenough to observe gluinos

at the Tevatron. The LHC willbe sensitive to considerably larger gluino m asses,

over 2 TeV.Ifallofits decays are three-body decays,e.g. eg ! eq+ q followed by

eq ! q+ eC1;etc,then the signature hasenergetic jets,E/T,and som etim escharged

leptons.Therearetwo channelsthatareparticularly interesting and notunlikely to

occur| ift+ etorb+ ebarelighterthan eg then they willdom inatebecausethey are

two-body. Thesignaturescan then bequitedi�erent,with m ostly band cjets,and

di�erentm ultiplicity.

Gluinos and neutralinos are M ajorana particles,and thus can decay either as

particleorantiparticle.If,forexam ple,adecay path ~g ! t(! W � b)+ etoccurs,with

W � ! e� �;there is an equalprobability for ~g ! e+ + :::. This indicates that a

pairofgluinoscan give sam e-sign oroppositesign dileptonswith equalprobability!

This result holds for any way oftagging the electric charge | here leptons have

been focused on since their charges are easiest to identify. The sam e result holds

for neutralinos. The SM allows no way to get prom pt sam e-sign leptons,so any

observation ofsuch eventsisa signalofphysicsbeyond theSM and isvery likely to

bea strong indication ofsupersym m etry.

Squarks Stops can be rather light,so they should be looked for very seriously.

They can bepairproduced via gluons,with a crosssection thatisabout1=8 ofthe

top paircrosssection;thecrosssection issm allerbecauseofa p-wavethreshold sup-

pression forscalars and a factoroffour suppression forthe num ber ofspin states.

Stopscould also be produced in top decaysifthey are lighterthan m t� M eN 1
;and

in gluino decaysifthey arelighterthan m eg � mt (which isnotunlikely).Theirm ost

obviousdecay channeliset! eC + b,which willindeed dom inateifm et > m eC
.Ifthis

relation doesnothold,itm ay stilldom inateasa virtualdecay,followed by eC realor

virtualdecay (say toW + eN 1);such thatthe�nalstateis4-body afterW decaysand

suppressed by 4-body phasespace.Thatm ay allow theone-loop decay et! c+ eN 1 to

dom inatestop decay.Asan exam pleofhow varioussignaturesm ay arise,ifthem ass

ordering ist> eC1 > et> eN 1 and t> et+ eN 1;then a produced ttpairwillsom etim es

(depending on therelativebranching ratio,which dependson them assvalues)have

onetop decay to W + band theotherto c+ eN 1;giving a W + 2 jetssignature,with

thejetsdetectableby borcharm tagging,and thereforeexcessW jj events.

An event was reported by the CDF collaboration [793]from Tevatron Run 1,

pp ! eeE/T,that is interesting both as a possible signaland to illustrate a few

pedagogicalissues. The possibility that such an event m ight be an early signal

ofsupersym m etry was suggested in 1986 [794]. Such an event can arise [122]ifa
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selectron pairisproduced and iftheLSP ishiggsino-like,forwhich thedecay ofthe

selectron to e+ eN 1 is suppressed by a factorofm e. Then ee ! e+ eN 2 dom inates,

followed by eN 2 ! eN 1+ .Theonly way togetsuch an eventin theSM isproduction

ofW W  with both W ! e+ �;with an overallprobability oforder10� 6 forsuch an

eventin Run 1.Othercheckson kinem atics,crosssection forselectrons,etc.,allow

for an interpretation in the context ofsupersym m etry,and the resulting values of

m assesdo notim ply any thatm usthave been found atLEP orasotherobservable

channels at CDF.There are m any consistency conditions that m ust be checked if

such an interpretation is allowed and a num ber ofthem could have failed but did

not.Ifthiseventwerea signaladditionaloneswould soon occurin Run 2.Because

ofthe needed branching ratiosthere would be no trilepton signalatthe Tevatron,

since eN 2 decaysm ainly into a photon instead ofl
+ l� ;and thedecay of eN 3 would be

dom inated by e��. Even with lim ited lum inosity atthe Tevatron itwillbe cleaner

thereifsuch an eventisrealwellbeforetheLHC takesdata.

Once thesignalsarefound,experim enterswillbeableto m ake som e determ ina-

tionsofsom esuperpartnerm assesand crosssections(tim esBR).Ourrealgoalisto

learn theLagrangian param eterswhich willbedi�cultfrom lim ited data.In spiteof

the di�culty in m easuring the needed param eters,a num berofaspectsofthe data

willallow one to m ake progresstoward learning how supersym m etry isbroken and

how thebreaking istransm itted.Di�erentm echanism sim ply variousqualitativefea-

turesthatcan pointtoward thecorrectapproach.Forexam ple,oneclue iswhether

the eventshave prom ptphotons,i.e. isolated energetic photonsem erging from the

superpartnerdecaysandthereforetheprim aryeventvertex.Gravity-m ediated super-

sym m etry breaking with large� givesa bino-likeLSP,so decaysofheavierproduced

superpartnersto theLSP do notgivephotons.If� issm alltheLSP ishiggsino-like

so decaysto lightquarksand leptonsaresuppressed and decaysofheavierneutrali-

nosgivephotons.In gauge-m ediated m odelsthegravitino islightso any neutralinos

lighterthan theZ,astheLSP islikely to be,decay to photon plusgravitino so every

eventhastwo photonsunlesstheNLSP happensto bevery long lived and doesnot

decay in thedetector.W hilean explicitm easurem entof� isdi�cultbecauseofthe

inability to invertthe equationsrelating observablesand param eters,the com bina-

tion ofinform ation from knowing thedom inantinclusivesignaturesand approxim ate

superpartnerm assesm ay allow an approxim ate determ ination ofthe value of�. A

briefsum m ary ispresented in [787]and in Table5.
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Inclusive SUGRA;SUGRA; GM SB; UnstablehD i

Signatures large� sm all� low scale LSP

LargeET yes yes yes no

Prom pt0s no som etim esyes(but...) no

Trilepton events yes no no no

Sam e-sign dileptons

Long-lived LSP

�� rich

b� rich

One can add both rowsand colum ns| thisiswork in progress. Thisapproach

also shows how to com bine top-down and bottom up approaches | one uses top-

down analysisto identify thecolum nsand �llin them issing entriesin thetable.By

sim ply identifying qualitativefeaturesofthechannelswith excessesonecan focuson

a few oreven one type oftheory. Then detailed study can letone zoom in on the

detailed structure ofthe underlying theory and itshigh energy features. W ith such

an approach onecan partly bypasstheproblem ofnotbeing ableto fully isolatethe

Lagrangian explicitly. One willnotbe able to prove thatspeci�c superpartnersare

being observed with this\inclusive" analysis,butwecan gam bleand leavetheproof

forlater.In thistableSUGRA standsforgravity-m ediated supersym m etry breaking,

GM SB forgauge-m ediated supersym m etry breaking,hD iforsupersym m etry break-

ingby an D term VEV,etc.Each inclusiveobservation allowsonetocarveaway part

ofthe param eterspace,and the rem aining partspointtoward the underlying high

scale theory.One doesnotneed to m easure every softparam eterto m ake progress,

because the patterns,the m ass orderings,etc.,im ply m uch about the underlying

theory | ifoneunderstandsthetheory.

W hatwewantto em phasizeisthatsincesupersym m etry isa well-de�ned theory

it is possible to calculate its predictions for m any processes and use them allto

constrain param eters. Because ofthis even at hadron colliders the situation m ay

notbe so bad. By com bining inform ation from severalchannels each with alm ost-

signi�cantexcesseswe can learn a lotaboutthe param etersand perhapsaboutthe

basic theory itself.In practicewe m ay belucky,and �nd thatsom e param etersput

usin a region ofparam eterspace where m easurem entsarepossible.Forexam ple,if

tan� is very large itm ay be possible to observe Bs ! �+ �� atthe Tevatron (see

e.g. [253])and therefore geta m easurem ent oftan�. Data from the Higgssector,

the way the electroweak sym m etry isbroken,how the hierarchy problem issolved,

gaugecoupling uni�cation,theabsenceofLEP signals,raredecays,cold dark m atter

detectors,g� � 2;proton decay,the neutrino sector,and othernon-colliderphysics

willbevery im portantto com binewith colliderdata to m akeprogress.
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Although itm ightlook easy to interpretany nonstandard signalorexcessassu-

persym m etry,a littlethoughtshowsnotbecausesupersym m etry isvery constrained.

As illustrated in the above exam ples,a given signature im plies an ordering ofsu-

perpartner m asses,which im plies a num ber ofcross sections and decay branching

ratios.Allm ustberight.Allofthecouplingsin the Lagrangian aredeterm ined,so

there islittle freedom once the m assesare �xed by the kinem aticsofthe candidate

events. Once m asses are known,contributions to rare decays,CDM interactions,

g� � 2,etc.,are strong constraints. To prove a possible signalisindeed consistent

with supersym m etry onehasalsotocheck thatcertain relationsam ongcouplingsare

indeed satis�ed.Such checkswillbeeasy atlepton colliders,butdi�cultathadron

colliders;however,hadron colliderresultsarelikely to beavailableatleasta decade

before lepton colliderresults. There can ofcourse be alternative interpretations of

any new physics.However,itshould bepossibletoshow whetherthesupersym m etry

interpretation ispreferred | a challengewhich would beenthusiastically welcom ed.

In 2008 or soon after we willhave data about superpartner and Higgs boson

production atLHC.Assum ing weak-scalesupersym m etry isindeed present,theLHC

willbe a superpartner factory. There has been a great dealofstudy ofhow to

m easurecertain superpartnerm asses(and m assdi�erences)atLHC,and som estudy

ofhow to m easure superpartner crosssections. The literature can be traced from

thesum m ary given in [795].

But alm ost none ofthis work by the detector groups and theorists has studied

the questionson which thisreview isfocused,nam ely how to learn the param eters

ofthesoftLagrangian. Theissuesraised particularly in Section 9.2 aboutinverting

the equationsrelating data to softparam etershave hardly been addressed yetand

there is a great dealofwork to do here. The �rst goalis to �nd direct signals of

supersym m etry atcolliders| thatisparam ount,and deservesthe em phasisithas.

Ideally,nextone would m easure m assesand crosssections,with m ethodsbased on

extensive study [795]. But�rst,only 32 ofthe 105 softparam etersare m asses,and

second,athadron colliderstherearein principlenotenough observablestoinvertthe

equations to go from m asses and cross sections (assum ing those can be m easured)

to tan� and softparam eters. Very little study hasbeen devoted to thisinversion

problem ,and to relating the data to the physics ofthe underlying theory. Som e

activity can betraced from [79].

Linearcolliderdata willbeessentialform orecom pletem easurem entsofthesoft

param eters. Severalgroupshaveaddressed invertingtheequationstoobtain thesoft

param etersusingfuturelinearcolliderdata[796,797,798].M ostofthisworkrelieson

m easurem entsatlepton colliders,in practicefuturelineare+ e� colliders. Theextra

observablesarisingfrom polarized beam s,thesm allerrorsthatcan beachieved there,

and theability tom easurecrosssectionscom binetogivesu�cientdatain som ecases

tocarryouttheinversions. Additionalinform ation willcom efrom runningthelinear

collideratm orethanoneenergy,which givesadditionalindependentobservablessince

thecoe�cientsdepend on energy;thisadditionalinform ation doesnotseem to have
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been used so farin the studies. Learning the soft param eters from linear collider

data,particularly thephases,hasalso been studied in [349,799,756].

A som ewhat di�erent and usefulapproach has been begun by Zerwas and col-

laborators,who specify the softparam etersata high scale,run them down to the

electroweak scale,assum e they aresom ehow m easured with assum ed errorsatLHC

plus a linear collider,and run back up to see how wellthe param eters can be re-

covered atthe high scale. They have studied som e obstaclesto doing this,such as

infrared �xed point behavior,though they have not studied m ost ofthe obstacles

which aredescribed briey in theconclusionsofthisreview and m oreextensively in

e.g. in [800],norhave they studied how to actually m easure the softparam etersat

theelectroweak scalefrom LHC. A basicresultoftheseanalysesisthatm easurem ent

accuracy willbevery valuablein m aking progress.

Recentlytherehasbeensom ediscussion [800]ofthem oregeneralproblem ofgoing

from lim ited data on superpartners,plus data on rare decays,m agnetic m om ents,

electricdipolem om ents,cold dark m atterdata,and m oretothesoftLagrangian and

perhapstolearningaspectsoftheunderlyingtheory withoutcom pletem easurem ents

ofLsoft .W ewillbriey return to such issuesattheconclusion ofthereview.

9.5 B enchm ark m odels

Benchm ark m odels can be ofgreat value. They force one to understand

the theory wellenough to produce concrete m odels,and help theoristsgain insight

into which features ofthe theory im ply certain phenom ena and vice versa. They

help plan and execute experim entalanalyses,allow quantitative studies oftriggers

and detectordesign,and can a�ectsetting prioritiesforexperim entalgroups. They

suggestwhatsignaturescan befruitfulsearch channelsfornew physics,and provide

essentialguidanceaboutwhatbackgroundsarecrucialto understand,and whatsys-

tem atic errors need to be controlled. To be precise,here we de�ne a benchm ark

m odelasonein thefram ework ofsoftly-broken supersym m etry and based on a the-

oretically m otivated high scale approach. Atthe presenttim e such m odelscannot

bespeci�ed in su�cientdetailto determ inea m eaningfulspectrum ofsuperpartners

and theirinteractionswithoutassum ptionsand approxim ations,and thoseshould be

ones thatm ake sense in the context ofthe theory ratherthan arbitrary ones. As

theory im provesitshould beincreasingly possibleto derivethem ain featuresofthe

m odels. Eventually itwould begood to have� and tan� determ ined by thetheory

instead ofbeing �xed by electroweak sym m etry breaking conditions.

In thissection wegivea briefsurvey ofsom eofthebenchm ark m odelsproposed

in recentyears(see[801]fora synthesisofm any oftheproposed benchm arks).The

proposed benchm ark m odels generally fallin two classes: (i) supergravity m odels,

and (ii) m odels based on alternative supersym m etry m ediation scenarios. The su-

pergravity benchm arks(seee.g.[802,803,801])typically encodethem inim alchoice

ofsupergravity couplings. This class ofm odels is known as m inim alsupergravity
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SPS Point Slope

m SUGRA: m 0 m 1=2 A 0 tan�

1a 100 250 -100 10 m 0 = � A0 = 0:4m 1=2, m 1=2 varies

1b 200 400 0 30

2 1450 300 0 10 m 0 = 2m 1=2 + 850 GeV , m 1=2 varies

3 90 400 0 10 m 0 = 0:25m 1=2 � 10 GeV, m1=2 varies

4 400 300 0 50

5 150 300 -1000 5

m SUGRA-like: m 0 m 1=2 A 0 tan� M 1 M 2 = M 3

6 150 300 0 10 480 300 M 1 = 1:6M 2,m 0 = 0:5M 2, M 2 varies

GM SB: �=103M m es=10
3 N m es tan�

7 40 80 3 15 M m es=�= 2, � varies

8 100 200 1 15 M m es=�= 2, � varies

AM SB: m 0 m aux=10
3 tan�

9 450 60 10 m 0 = 0:0075m aux, m aux varies

Table 7: The param eters (which refer to ISAJET version 7.58) for the Snowm ass

Pointsand Slopes(SPS).Them assesand scalesaregiven in GeV.AllSPS arede�ned

with � > 0.Theparam etersM 1,M 2,M 3 in SPS 6 areunderstood to betaken atthe

GUT scale.Thevalueofthetop-quark m assforallSPS ism t = 175 GeV.

(m SUGRA),orin a slightly broadersense,theconstrained M SSM (CM SSM ).W ith

a num ber ofuniversality assum ptions (see the discussion in Section 2.3.2 ),these

m odelscontain thefollowing fourparam eters:

m 1=2; ;m 0 ;tan�; sign(�): (9.13)

There are also benchm arks based on other popular alternative supersym m etry-

breakingscenarios,such asgaugem ediation and anom alym ediation,with generically

di�erentpatternsofsoftm assparam eters,asdiscussed in Section 3.

A typicalcollection ofthosebenchm ark m odels,theSnowm assPointsand Slopes,

arecollected in Table7,taken from [801].Thelow energy spectra which resultfrom

thesepointscan befound in [804].Theboundswhich havebeen used in theselection

ofm odelpoints include: (i)The relic abundance,(ii)LEP exclusion lim its forthe

Higgsm ass,(iii)the b ! s constraint,and (iv)the m uon g� � 2 constraint. The

phenom enologicalanalysesofsuch m odelshasevolved into a sophisticated industry.
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Severalwell-developed codes exist to handle di�erent parts ofthe calculation with

high accuracy. The resulting benchm ark m odelspassallthe existing known exper-

im entalbounds. Such m odels can clearly serve as a very usefulguide for present,

future,and forthcom ing experim entalsearches.

W enow com m entonseveralfeaturesofthesebenchm arkm odels,focusingontheir

�ne-tuning properties.In them SUGRA m odels,largergaugino m asses,in particular

the gluino m ass,are quite typical. This feature is due to the im posed degeneracy

between theinputvaluesofthegluinoand othergauginom assesand theexperim ental

lim itson the chargino m ass. Anotherunderlying factorhere isthe ratherstringent

Higgsm assbound from LEP.W ithin theM SSM ,thecurrentHiggslowerbound from

directsearchespointstoheaviersquarkm asses,particularlyforthestops.Thiswillin

turn requireheaviergluinom asses,becausethegluinom asshasadom inantroleinthe

RG runningofthesquark softm asses.However,itisknown thatalargergluinom ass

willim ply alarger�ne-tuningforelectroweak sym m etry breaking,which representsa

potentialproblem .Thehigher�ne-tuning would appearto requirecertain nontrivial

relationstoexistbetween thesoftm assterm s.{ In thegaugem ediation and anom aly

m ediation m odels,thepatternsofthegaugino m assesarequitedi�erentthan in the

m SUGRA m odels. Unfortunately,in both ofthose scenarios,the gluino istypically

even heavierand thusthe�ne-tuning problem isnotin generalm itigated.However,

gaugem ediation m odelsgenerically haveam uch lowersupersym m etry breakingscale

than them SUGRA m odels,which can changetheanalysisof�ne-tuningsigni�cantly

[193].On theotherhand,electroweak sym m etry breaking naively m ay beharderto

achieve becausem 2
H u

willrun lessnegative.

Arguably,alloftheabovebenchm ark m odelsareintrinsically \bottom -up" m od-

els,with theirm ain m otivation arising solely from low energy phenom enology. One

can then consider the question ofwhether such scenarios are also m otivated from

the \top-down" perspective,e.g. within a m ore fundam entaltheory such asstring

theory. Given whatiscurrently known aboutthe m odulispace ofthe string theory

vacua,one can ask the question ofwhether m odels resem bling som e ofthe above

benchm ark pointsaregeneric.m SUGRA m odelsdo representa particularcornerof

that(very big)m odulispace.However,itisfairto say thereareotherpointsatleast

asnaturalasthe m SUGRA pointfrom a m odelbuilding pointofview. The sam e

question m ustbeaddressed forgaugem ediation and anom aly m ediation aswell.

Another recently-proposed set ofbenchm ark m odelswhich attem pts to address

theseissueswaspresented in[109].Thisanalysisusesfullone-loopexpressionsforsoft

param etersand incorporatesthree classesofstring-based m odels. The assum ptions

are di�erent from the m ore fam iliar constrained M SSM scenarios. One class of

m odels assum es the dilaton is stabilized by nonperturbative contributions to the

{However,the\focus-point"region,point2in theSPStable,isapossiblesolutiontothisproblem .

In thisregion,the low energy valueoftheHiggssoftparam eterm 2

H u
isrelatively insensitiveto the

inputvaluein thefocuspointregion [187].Thus,within thisregion when thefocuspointconditions

aresatis�ed,the electroweak sym m etry breaking isnot�ne-tuned.
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K�ahlerpotential.In thisclassm odelthevacuum energy issettozeroand them odels

are determ ined by only three param eters: tan�;m 3=2;and a param eter called anp

related to nonperturbativecorrections. A furtherclassofm odelsisbased on string

approaches where supersym m etry breaking is due to VEVs ofm oduli�elds. The

\racetrack" m ethod for dilaton stabilization is used in this class ofm odels They

are param eterized by tan�;m 3=2;a m oduliVEV,and a Green-Schwarz coe�cient

�G S: The�nalclassisbased on partialgauge-m ediated m odelswherethem ediating

particlesarehigh scaleonesthatactually arisein thespectrum ofthem odels. They

are param etrized again by tan�;m 3=2;and by three param etersthatdeterm ine the

quantum num bersofthehigh-scale�elds.

Point A B C D E F G

tan� 10 5 5 45 30 10 20

�U V 2� 1016 2� 1016 2� 1016 2� 1016 2� 1016 8� 1016 8� 1016

M 1 198.7 220.1 215.3 606.5 710.8 278.9 302.2

M 2 172.1 162.3 137.3 195.2 244.6 213.4 231.2

M 3 154.6 122.3 82.4 -99.2 -89.0 525.4 482.9

A t 193.0 204.8 195.4 286.0 352.5 210.7 228.2

A b 205.3 235.3 236.3 390.6 501.5 211.6 229.2

A � 188.4 200.0 188.9 158.1 501.5 210.3 227.8

m 2

Q 3
(1507)2 (3216)2 (4323)2 (2035)2 (2144)2 (286)2 (276)2

m 2

U 3
(1504)2 (3209)2 (4312)2 (1487)2 (1601)2 (290)2 (281)2

m 2

D 3
(1505)2 (3213)2 (4319)2 (1713)2 (1870)2 (287)2 (277)2

m 2

L 3
(1503)2 (3208)2 (4312)2 (1361)2 (1489)2 (125)2 (135)2

m 2

E 3
(1502)2 (3206)2 (4308)2 (756)2 (1139)2 (140)2 (152)2

m 2

Q 1;2
(1508)2 (3220)2 (4328)2 (2347)2 (2347)2 (286)2 (276)2

m 2

U 1;2
(1506)2 (3215)2 (4321)2 (2050)2 (2050)2 (290)2 (281)2

m 2

D 1;2
(1505)2 (3213)2 (4319)2 (1919)2 (1919)2 (287)2 (277)2

m 2

L 1;2
(1503)2 (3208)2 (4312)2 (1533)2 (1533)2 (125)2 (135)2

m 2

E 1;2
(1502)2 (3206)2 (4308)2 (1252)2 (1252)2 (140)2 (152)2

m 2

H u
(1500)2 (3199)2 (4298)2 � (797)2 � (331)2 (125)2 (135)2

m 2

H d
(1503)2 (3208)2 (4312)2 (858)2 (1392)2 (125)2 (135)2

Table8:SoftTerm Inputs.Initialvaluesofsupersym m etry-breakingsoftterm sin G eV,includ-

ing the fullone-loop contributions,atthe initialscale given by �U V . Allpointsare taken to have

� > 0.

Thephenom enologyofbenchm arkm odelsism oststronglydeterm ined bywhether

they have gaugino m assdegeneracy ornot. In the setofbenchm ark m odelsm en-

tioned above,tree-levelcontributionsto gaugino m assesaresuppressed,so one-loop

contributionsaresigni�cantand rem ovedegeneracy. Onem ightworry thatgaugino
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Point A B C D E F G

tan� 10 5 5 45 30 10 20

�U V 2� 1016 2� 1016 2� 1016 2� 1016 2� 1016 8� 1016 8� 1016

m 3=2 1500 3200 4300 20000 20000 120 130

M 1 84.0 95.6 94.7 264.7 309.9 106.2 115.7

M 2 133.7 127.9 108.9 159.0 198.5 154.6 169.6

M 3 346.5 264.0 175.6 -227.5 -203.9 1201 1109

m eN 1

77.9 93.1 90.6 171.6 213.0 103.5 113.1

m eN 2

122.3 132.2 110.0 264.8 309.7 157.6 173.1

m eC
�

1

119.8 131.9 109.8 171.6 213.0 157.5 173.0

m eg 471 427 329 351 326 1252 1158

eB % jLSP 89.8 % 98.7 % 93.4 % 0 % 0 % 99.4 % 99.4 %

fW 3% jLSP 2.5 % 0.6 % 4.6 % 99.7 % 99.7 % 0.1 % 0.06 %

m h 114.3 114.5 116.4 114.7 114.9 115.2 115.5

m A 1507 3318 4400 887 1792 721 640

m H 1510 3329 4417 916 1821 722 644

� 245 631 481 1565 1542 703 643

m et1
947 1909 2570 1066 1105 954 886

m et2
1281 2639 3530 1678 1897 1123 991

m ec1,m eu1 1553 3254 4364 2085 2086 1127 1047

m ec2,m eu2 1557 3260 4371 2382 2382 1132 1054

m eb1
1282 2681 3614 1213 1714 1053 971

m eb2
1540 3245 4353 1719 1921 1123 1037

m es1,m ed1
1552 3252 4362 1950 1948 1126 1045

m es2,m ed2
1560 3261 4372 2383 2384 1135 1057

m e�1 1491 3199 4298 559 1038 153 135

m e�2 1502 3207 4308 1321 1457 221 252

m e�1
,m ee1 1505 3207 4309 1274 1282 182 196

m e�2
,m ee2 1509 3211 4313 1544 1548 200 217

m e�3 1500 3206 4307 1314 1453 183 198

Table 9: Sam ple Spectra. Allm assesare in G eV.Forthe purposesofcalibrating these results

with thoseofothersoftwarepackageswealso providetherunning gaugino m assesatthescaleM Z ,

which include NLO corrections.
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m assdegeneracy isim plied by gaugecouplinguni�cation. Thatisnotsobecausethe

tree-levelsuppression ofgaugino m asseshappensbutnotthe tree-levelsuppression

ofgauge couplings. M ore theoretically,gaugino m assesarise from one VEV ofthe

F com ponentsofthem oduli�elds(including thedilaton),whilethegaugecouplings

from the VEV ofthe scalarcom ponentofthe dilaton superm ultiplet. The RG in-

varianceofM a=g
2
a only holdsattreelevelaswell. Further,gauginom assdegeneracy

plusconstraintsfrom dataon M 1 and M 2 necessarily lead to�ne-tuningwith respect

to electroweak sym m etry breaking,so phenom enologically thereisgood reason to be

concerned about im posing gaugino m ass degeneracy and about taking its im plica-

tionstoo seriously. W hile the m odelsof[109]do notrequire large cancellationsto

getthevalueofm Z;severalstillhavea largem 3=2: Atthepresenttim ethereareno

benchm ark m odelsin the literature thathave allsoftparam etersand superpartner

m assesoforderatm osta few tim esm Z:

Forconcreteness,we reproduce here the softparam etersin Table 8 and the re-

sulting low energy M SSM param etersin Table 9 ofthe seven benchm ark m odelsof

[109]. These allow the reader to get a feeling for the param eter values that such

m odelsgive.k These m odelsareconsistentwith allcolliderconstraintsand indirect

constraints such ascold dark m atter,loop-induced rare decays,g� � 2;etc. They

allhave som e superpartnerslightenough to give signalsobservable atthe Tevatron

colliderwith a few fb� 1 ofintegrated lum inosity,with signaturesthatcan be stud-

ied. One possible signature ofgluinos studied in [109],fourjetsplus large m issing

transverseenergy plustwo softisolated prom ptcharged pions,wassuggested by the

string-based partialgauge-m ediation m odels and had not previously been thought

ofphenom enologically. Itisencouraging thatsuch stringy approachescan lead to

new phenom enology. Furtherphenom enology isstudied in [109]. They also begin

study ofa possibly usefulapproach to relating lim ited data to theunderlying theory

| ifonem akesscatterplotsofwhich theoriesgivevariousinclusivesignatures(such

as the num ber oftrilepton events versus the num ber ofevents with opposite sign

dileptons plus jets) one �nds that di�erent string-based approaches lie in di�erent

partsofthe plots. Ifsuch plotscan be m ade forseveralinclusive signatures,and

forraredecaysorquantitiessuch asg� � 2 thataresensitive to supersym m etry,the

resultsm ay help pointto the type ofstring-based m odelswhich m ightbe relevant,

and help focusattention toward fruitfuldirections.

10 Extensions ofthe M SSM

Throughoutm ostofthisreview,wehaveassum ed thatM SSM isthecorrectand

com pleteparam eterization ofthelow energy e�ectiveLagrangian with softly broken

kAlthough both the softterm inputsand resulting m assspectra look rathercom plicated,recall

thatthesem odelsarespeci�ed in term sofonly a few fundam entalparam eters(sim ilarto them ore

fam iliar m inim alSUG RA m odels),with the soft term inputs given by speci�c functions ofthese

param eters.
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supersym m etry. Although this is quite a well-m otivated assum ption,extensions of

this m odelm ay prove to be inevitable theoretically orexperim entally. In this sec-

tion,we discuss severalsim ple extensions ofthe M SSM (though we adm ittedly do

notprovide an exhaustive orcom prehensive survey),with an em phasison how the

phenom enology can changewith respectto theM SSM .

10.1 T he m inim alsupersym m etric seesaw m odel

Thisreview hasm ainly focused on theM SSM ,in which therearenoright-handed

neutrinosbelow the GUT scale butwellabove the electroweak scale. Ifthe slepton

m assm atricesatthe GUT scale are diagonalin avorspace,three separate lepton

num bers Le;L�;L� would be conserved also atlow energies since the RGEs would

preserve these sym m etries just as in the SM .The convincing recent evidence for

atm ospheric [805]and solarneutrino [806]oscillationsseem sto im ply the existence

ofneutrino m asses.An attractiveinterpretation ofthesm allnessofneutrino m asses

isin term sofa seesaw m echanism [5,6,807],which,togetherwith theatm ospheric

neutrino data,im pliesthatthereisatleastoneright-handed neutrino with a lepton

num berviolating M ajorana m assbelow theGUT scale.� In thefram ework ofseesaw

m odel,therequirem entofahigh energyscaleatwhich leptonnum berisviolatedlends

supportto the notion ofatleastone physicalhigh energy scale in nature which is

hierarchically m uch largerthan theelectroweak scale,in addition to thescalewhere

the gauge couplings unify and the Planck scale. However it does m ean that the

discussion in thisreview m ustbe extended to include the presence ofright-handed

neutrinos below the GUT scale. The purpose ofthis section is to discuss the new

phenom enologicalfeaturesthatthisim plies.

Consider for de�niteness the addition of three right-handed neutrinos to the

M SSM ,and work in the diagonalbasisofright-handed M ajorana m asseswhere the

threeright-handed neutrinoshavelargeM ajorana m asseigenvaluesM R 1
;M R 2

;M R 3
.

Such a fram ework hasbeen called the m inim alsupersym m etric seesaw m odel. The

threeright-handed neutrinoscoupleto thelepton doubletsvia a new Yukawa m atrix

Y� and thesoftsupersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian willinvolvea new softtrilinear

m assm atrix eA � and anew softm assm atrix fortheright-handed sneutrinosm 2
N .The

new term swhich m ustbeadded to thesuperpotentialand thesoftsupersym m etry-

breaking Lagrangian are

�W = � �abĤ
a
u L̂

b
iY�ijN̂

c
j +

1

2
N̂

c
iM R i

N̂
c
i (10.1)

�V soft= [� �abH
a
u
eLb
i
eA �ij

eN c
j +

1

2
eN c
ib

�
i
eN c
i + h:c:]+ eN c�

i m
2
N ij

eN c
j: (10.2)

�Such an extensionoftheM SSM isalsowell-m otivated in particularfrom asupersym m etricgrand

uni�cation m odel(SUSY-G UTs)pointofview,asm any G UT m odels(such asSO (10))naturally

containsheavy right-handed neutrinos.Therearem any studiesalongthisdirection in theliterature

[808,809,810,811,812,813].
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It is also often convenient to work in the basis where the charged lepton Yukawa

m atrix Ye isrealand diagonal.In thiscase,therem ainingphasefreedom can beused

to rem ove three phases from the neutrino Yukawa m atrix Y�,so that the num ber

offree param etersin the neutrino Yukawa sectorofthe superpotentialconsistsof6

com plex plus3 realYukawa couplings,togetherwith the3 realdiagonalheavy right-

handed M ajoranam asses.y Eq 10.1also showsthatthetheory containsright-handed

neutrino and sneutrino m asseseven when supersym m etry isnotbroken.

In such an extension ofthe M SSM with right-handed neutrinos (which is often

labeled as the �M SSM ),there are m odi�cations ofthe M SSM RGEs which have

signi�antphenom enologicalim plications.Theseterm shavealready been included in

the RGEsstated in Appendix C.6. One im m ediate im plication ofthese additional

term sisthateven ifthesoftslepton m assesarediagonalattheGUT scale,thethree

separatelepton num bersLe;L�;L� arenotgenerically notconserved atlow energies

ifthere are right-handed neutrinos below the GUT scale. Below the m ass scale of

theright-handed neutrinoswem ustdecoupletheheavy right-handed neutrinosfrom

theRGEsand then theRGEsreturn to thoseoftheM SSM .Thusthelepton num ber

violatingadditionalterm sareonly e�ectivein theregion between theGUT scaleand

the m assscale ofthe lightestright-handed neutrino and allofthe e�ects oflepton

num ber violation are generated by RG e�ects over this range. The e�ect ofRG

running overthisrangewilllead too�-diagonalslepton m assesathigh energy,which

resultin o�-diagonalslepton m assesatlow energy,and henceobservablelepton avor

violation in experim ents.

Forexam ple,the RGE forthe softslepton doubletm asscontainsthe additional

term s

dm 2
L

dt
=

�
dm 2

L

dt

�

Y�= 0

�
1

32�2

h

Y�Y
y
�m

2
L + m

2
LY�Y

y
� + 2Y�m

2
N Y

y
� + 2(m 2

H u
)Y�Y

y
� + 2eA �

eA y
�

i

:(10.3)

The �rst term on the right-hand side represents term s which do not depend on

the neutrino Yukawa coupling. Ifwe assum e forillustrative purposesuniversalsoft

param eters at M G U T, m
2
L(0) = m 2

N (0) = m 2
0I, where I is the unit m atrix, and

eA �(0)= AY�,then

dm 2
L

dt
=

�
dm 2

L

dt

�

Y�= 0

�
(3m 2

0 + A 2)

16�2

�
Y�Y

y
�

�
: (10.4)

The �rst term on the right-hand side ofEq.(10.4) represents term s which do not

depend on the neutrino Yukawa coupling;in the basisin which the charged lepton

yO necan ofcoursealso do thecounting withoutspecifying a particularbasis(i.e.theM ajorana

m assterm is 1

2
N̂ c
iM R ij

N̂ c
j)[814].Afterutilizing allpossible�eld rede�nitions,thereare21 param -

eters:3 charged lepton m asses,3 lightneutrino m asses,3 heavy M ajorana neutrino m asses,3 light

neutrino m ixing angles,3 lightneutrino m ixing phases,and 3 m ixing anglesand 3 phasesassociated

with the heavy neutrino sector.
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Yukawa couplingsarediagonal,theseterm sarealso diagonal.In running theRGEs

between M G U T andaright-handedneutrinom assM R i
,theneutrinoYukawacouplings

generateo�-diagonalcontributionsto theslepton m asssquared m atrices,

m
2
Lij

� �
1

16�2
ln

�
M 2

G U T

M 2
i

�

(3m 2
0 + A

2)
�
Y�Y

y
�

�

ij
; i6= j; (10.5)

to leading log approxim ation. In the sim plestcase,the right-handed neutrino cou-

plingsm ayrepresenttheonlysourceofLFV inthem odel.Therehasbeenagreatdeal

ofwork exam ining thephenom enologicalim plicationsofthiscasesince,in thisway,

LFV can be com m unicated very e�ciently from the neutrino sectorto the charged

lepton sector. This is in strong contrast to the SM ,where the known LFV in the

neutrino sector has essentially no observable im pact on the charged lepton sector.

Thus,supersym m etry m ay provide a window into the Yukawa m atricesthatwould

notbeavailablein theSM alone[815,816,817,818,819,820,814].

10.2 R -parity violation

In the SM ,gauge invariance im plies thatalloperatorsofdim ension less than 4

autom atically (butaccidentally) preserve both baryon num ber and lepton num ber.

However, supersym m etric extensions ofthe SM have the additionalcom plication

thatin generalthereareadditionalrenorm alizableterm sthatonecould writein the

superpotentialthatareanalytic,gaugeinvariant,and Lorentzinvariant,butviolate

B and/orL.Theseterm sare

W R = �ijkL̂iL̂jÊ
c
k + �

0
ijkL̂iQ̂ jD̂

c
k + �

00
ijkÛ

c
iD̂

c
jD̂

c
k: (10.6)

The couplings �;�0;�00 are m atrices in fam ily space. Ifboth the second and third

term sarepresentin W R ,thereisa new tree-levelm echanism forproton decay which

predicts m icroscopically short proton lifetim es. To avoid this phenom enologically

disastrousresult,itisnecessarythatoneorboth ofthesecouplingsvanish.Therefore,

the usualexpectation isthata sym m etry ofunderlying fundam entaltheory forbids

alloftheterm sin W R,although thisisnotphenom enologically required (seebelow).

TherearetwoapproachestodealingwithW R .Aspreviouslym entioned,asym m e-

try,called R-parity ora variation called m atterparity,can beadded to thee�ective

low energy theory. Presum ably this sym m etry arises from new physics at higher

energy scales,such asan extended gauge group ordiscrete sym m etries from string

theory.R-parity isde�ned asfollows:

R = (� 1)3(B � L)+ 2S; (10.7)

where S is the spin. This is a discrete Z2 sym m etry (a parity) in which the SM

particlesand Higgs�eldsareeven and thesuperpartnersareodd.[Recallthatsuch

sym m etries thattreatsuperpartnersdi�erently from SM particlesand therefore do
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notcom m utewith supersym m etry aregenericallycalled R sym m etries.]Equivalently,

onecan usem atterparity,

Pm = (� 1)3(B � L): (10.8)

A term in W is only allowed if Pm = +1:Gauge �elds and Higgs are assigned

Pm = +1;and quark and lepton superm ultiplets Pm = � 1:Pm com m utes with

supersym m etry and forbidsW R :
z M atterparitycould bean exactsym m etry ofnature

and such sym m etriesdoarisein stringtheory.IfR-parityorm atterparityholdsthere

arem ajorphenom enologicalconsequences:

� Atcolliders(orin loops)superpartnersareproduced in pairs.

� Each superpartner decays into one other superpartner (or an odd num ber of

superpartners).

� The lightestsuperpartner(LSP)isstable. Thisfeature determ inessupersym -

m etry collidersignaturesand m akestheLSP agood candidateforthecold dark

m atteroftheuniverse.

The second approach to dealing with W R is very di�erent and does not have

any ofthe above phenom enologicalconsequences. In this approach,�0 and/or �00

are arbitrarily set to zerox so there isno observable violation ofbaryon num ber or

lepton num ber.Theotherterm sin W R arethen allowed and onesetslim itson their

coupling strengthswhen theire�ectsarenotobserved,term by term .Ifweonly have

M SSM particlecontentR-parity m ustbebroken explicitly ifitisbroken atall.Ifit

werebroken spontaneously,e.g.by a nonzero VEV forthesneutrino,therewould be

a Goldstone boson associated with the spontaneousbreaking oflepton num ber(the

M ajoron)and certain excluded Z decayswould havebeen observed.

Although this approach has been pursued extensively in the literature (see e.g.

[821]fora review,and thereferencestherein),R-parity violation isoften considered

tobelesstheoretically appealingbecauseofthelossoftheLSP asacold dark m atter

candidate. M any people feelthatthe often ad hoc nature ofthe second approach,

whereoneofthe�0or�00issettozerowithouttheoreticalm otivation,m eansR-parity

violation isunlikely to bea partofa basictheory.Argum entsarefurtherm adethat

large classes oftheories do conserve R-parity orm atterparity. Forexam ple,often

theorieshavea gauged U(1)B � L sym m etry thatisbroken by scalarVEVsand leaves

Pm autom atically conserved. In string m odels,exam ples exist which conserve R-

parity,as do exam ples with R-parity violation (which stillhave proton stability).

W ithin this fram ework the com pelling question ishow R-parity m ightarise within

string theory. Forexam ple,issuesinclude how the string construction distinguishes

zM atterparity and R-parity areequivalentbecause(� )2S = 1forany vertex ofany theory which

conservesangularm om entum .
xRecall that the nonrenorm alization theorem ensures that these term s are not regenerated

through radiativecorrections.
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between lepton and down-type Higgsdoublets,orwhetherthe discrete sym m etries

often presentin 4D string m odelscan include R-parity orm atterparity.In general,

when supersym m etry isviewed asem bedded in am orefundam entaltheory,R-parity

conservation isoften easily justi�ed,butisnotguaranteed. Ultim ately,ofcourse,

experim entwilldecidebetween am ong theoptions.

10.3 T he N M SSM

Probably the sim plest direction in which the M SSM can be extended,and the

m oststudied,istheaddition ofagaugesingletchiralsuper�eld totheM SSM m atter

content [822,69,170,823,824],[825,826]. Such an addition is particularly well-

m otivated by solutionstothe� problem which replacetheexplicit� term with a�eld

N .IfN receivesaVEV duringelectroweak sym m etry breaking,thesizeofthe� term

isautom aticallytied totheelectroweak scale,asdesired [75,144,827,828,147].Such

a m odelis known as the next-to-m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odelM SSM

(NM SSM ).W ewilldiscussin thissection afew ofthephenom enologicalissueswhich

arisein theNM SSM .{

The superpotentialforthe NM SSM replacesthe � term ofthe M SSM superpo-

tentialasfollows:

� �ab�Ĥ
a
d Ĥ

b
u ! �ab�N̂ Ĥ

a
d Ĥ

b
u �

1

3
kN̂

3 (10.9)

where � and k are dim ensionlesscouplingsk. The softsupersym m etry-breaking La-

grangian term associated with theHiggssectoroftheNM SSM isgiven by

� LN M SSM
soft = � �ab[�A�N H

a
dH

b
u +

1

3
kA kN

3 + h:c:]

+ m
2
H d
jH dj

2 + m
2
H u
jH uj

2 + m
2
N jN j

2
: (10.10)

The low energy spectrum oftheNM SSM containsthreeCP-even Higgsscalars,two

CP-odd Higgs scalars,and two charged Higgs scalars. The phenom enology ofthe

Higgsm assspectrum in the NM SSM ,including the dom inantradiative corrections,

was �rst studied in [829,830,831,832]. The constrained version ofthe NM SSM ,

analogousto theconstrained M SSM ,was�rststudied in [833,834,835,836].

TheN 3 term in theNM SSM superpotentialisnecessary in orderto avoid a U(1)

Peccei-Quinn sym m etry which,when the �eldsacquire theirVEVs,would resultin

a phenom enologically unacceptable axion. However, a Z3 sym m etry stillrem ains

{Before there wasexperim entalevidence fora heavy top quark,the NM SSM wasalso invoked

asthem inim alsupersym m etricm odelwhich naturally broketheelectroweak sym m etry.Theheavy

top quark,coupled with radiative electroweak sym m etry breaking,has elim inated this particular

argum entforthe NM SSM .
kIn principle,wecould considerm oregeneralscalarpotentialV (N̂ ).W ecould even includem ore

com plicated scalar potentialinvolving other �elds. W e use cubic coupling here as an illustrative

exam ple. Therefore,any statem ent depending speci�cally on the form ofcubic coupling,such as

discretesym m etry,should be considered to be m odeldependent.
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underwhich allthe m atterand Higgs�elds� transform as� ! ��,� 3 = 1. This

Z3 sym m etry m ay be invoked to banish such unwanted term sin the superpotential

as Ĥ dĤ u,N̂
2 and N̂ ,allofwhich would haveassociated m assparam eters.

Despite the obvioususefulness ofthe NM SSM ,itisnotwithoutitsown unique

setofproblem s.Forexam ple,m odelsofphysicsathigh energiesgenerically contain

hard supersym m etry breaking term swhich are suppressed by powersofthe Planck

scale. Usually such term s are harm less. But in the presence ofa gauge singlet

�eld they becom edangerousbecausetogetherthey can form tadpoles[837,838,839]

which violate the Z3 sym m etry and drag the singlet VEV up to the Planck scale,

destabilizing thegaugehierarchy [840,841,842,843,844].A second problem isthat

spontaneous breaking ofthe Z3 after electroweak sym m etry breaking can generate

dom ain wallsin the universe,with disatrousconsequences forcosm ology [845]. W e

willreturn to thisbelow.

Unlike the M SSM ,where it is possible to derive sim ple constraints which test

whetherelectroweak sym m etry breaking willoccur(atleastattreelevelin theHiggs

sector), the possible vacuum structure ofthe NM SSM is very com plicated. One

m ustalwayscheck thata particularselection ofparam etersin thelow energy Higgs

potentialwillnot result in the VEVs breaking electrom agnetism . The condition

that electrom agnetism is not broken sim ply reduces to requiring that the physical

charged Higgsm asssquared isnonnegative[826].Itcan beshown,attreelevel,that

spontaneousCP violation doesnotoccurin a widerangeofsupersym m etric m odels

including the NM SSM [846]. Given that these conditions are satis�ed,we are left

with a choiceofVEVsforH u,H d and N .Onede�nestan� asusual,and introduces

theratio ofVEVsr� x=�,with < N >= x.

Asin the M SSM ,there isalwaysthe possibility ofsquark and/orslepton VEVs

breaking electrom agnetism orcolor(orboth).The authorsof[823]haveform ulated

sim ple conditionswhich determ ine in which regionsofparam eterspace such VEVs

do notoccur.Thecondition thatwehaveno slepton VEVsis

A
2
e < 3(m 2

e + m
2
L + m

2
H d
); (10.11)

Thisconstraintisderived from thetree-levelpotentialundercertain approxim ations,

and should be tested at a scale oforder A e=he,a typicalslepton VEV.A sim ilar

condition on squark param eters willensure the absence of color-breaking squark

VEVs:

A
2
t < 3(m 2

t + m
2
Q + m

2
H u
): (10.12)

Thereliability oftheseresultshasbeen discussed in theliterature[826].

Thereisawell-de�ned lim itoftheNM SSM in which thecom ponentsofthesinglet

decouplefrom therestofthespectrum which thereforeresem blesthatoftheM SSM

(assum ing no degeneraciesofthesingletwith theotherparticlesofsim ilarspin and

CP quantum num berswhich m aylead tom ixinge�ectswhich willenabletheNM SSM

to be distinguished from the M SSM even in thislim it). This lim itissim ply [826]:

k ! 0;� ! 0;x ! 1 with kx and �x �xed.
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In general,however,theneutralHiggsbosonswillbem ixturesofthesingletand

the neutralcom ponentsofthe usualM SSM Higgsdoublets. One m ightworry then

thattheLHC would notbecapableofdiscovering theNM SSM Higgs.Thisquestion

hasrecently been addressed in [847],wherea num berofdi�cultpointswerestudied.

It was concluded that LHC willdiscover at least one NM SSM Higgs boson unless

therearelargebranching ratiosforparticularsuperpartnerdecays[847].

Ithasalso been pointed outthatthefailureto discovertheHiggsboson atLEP2

increasesthem otivation fortheNM SSM [188].Theargum entistwofold.Firstly�ne-

tuningissigni�cantly sm allerin theNM SSM than theM SSM foragiven Higgsboson

m ass,essentiallybecausethetree-levelHiggsbosonm assislargerintheNM SSM than

theM SSM .Thetree-levelHiggsboson m assbound in theNM SSM isgiven by

m
2
h � M

2
Z

�

cos22� +
2�2

g2 + g02
sin22�

�

(10.13)

which containsanadditionalterm proportionalto�2.Theextratree-levelterm m eans

thatfora given Higgsboson m ass,lessofa contribution isrequired from radiative

correctionsin the NM SSM than the M SSM ,and thusthe stop m assparam etersin

theNM SSM m ay besm allerthan in theM SSM ,leading to reduced �ne-tuning.The

second argum ent in favor ofthe NM SSM is that electroweak baryogenesis is m uch

easier to achieve in the NM SSM than in the M SSM .The failure to discover Higgs

or stops at LEP2 severely constrains the M SSM param eter space consistent with

electroweak baryogenesis.However,thetree-levelcubiccoupling oftheHiggsbosons

to singletsin the NM SSM enhancesthe �rstordernature ofthe electroweak phase

transition withoutproviding any constraintson thestop param eterspace.

A phenom enologicalcom parison ofthe M SSM to the NM SSM ,including Higgs

m assbounds,can befound in [848].Typically theHiggsm assbound in theNM SSM

is about10 GeV higher than in the M SSM [831]. The increase in the Higgs m ass

in extensionswith gauge singletswas�rstobserved in [29,30]. Assum ing only per-

turbativeuni�cation,theHiggsm asscould beasheavy as205 GeV in m oregeneral

fram eworksthan the M SSM orNM SSM (i.e. with additionalnonsingletHiggsrep-

resentations)[849,850].Given theconstraintsplaced on theM SSM param eterspace

from the currentLEP Higgsm assbounds,there iscertainly a strong m otivation to

considerm odelssuch astheNM SSM which haveextended Higgssectors.

Finally,let us return to the problem ofthe dom ain walls created in the early

universe due to the discrete Z3 sym m etry which isbroken atthe electroweak scale

in theNM SSM .Thiscosm ologicalcatastrophecan ofcoursebeavoided by allowing

explicit Z3 breaking by term s suppressed by powers ofthe Planck m ass which will

ultim ately dom inate the wallevolution [851,852,853,854]without a�ecting the

phenom enology ofthe m odel. One can also construct variations ofthe NM SSM

which solvethisdom ain wallproblem .Thereareseveralclassesofsolutions:

� Break theZ3 sym m etry explicitly by retaining the� term ,togetherwith addi-

tional�-liketerm softheform �0N 2,�00N [855].Such a m odelclearly doesnot
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solvethe� problem ,butrem ainsa possiblealternativeto theM SSM .

� Rem ovetheN̂ 3 term and gaugethePQ U(1)sym m etry [146].Thisintroduces

a Z 0gaugeboson with interesting electroweak scalephenom enology [146].

� Rem ovethêN 3 term and break thePQ U(1)sym m etry with a discreteR sym -

m etry [856].Thisallowsloop-suppressed tadpoleterm swhich haveacceptable

electroweak phenom enology [857].

� Replace theN̂ 3 term by a �̂N̂ 2 term where � is a second singlet which is

identi�ed asan inaton �eld in ahybrid ination scenario [731].W ith asecond

singletthePQ sym m etryrem ains,andtheVEVsoftheN ;� scalarsareassum ed

to beata high energy scaleassociated with thePQ solution to thestrong CP

problem .Ination also occursatthatscale which inatesaway any unwanted

relics. In this version ofthe m odel,the � term requires a very sm allvalue

of � � 10� 10, which m ust be explained (e.g. as originating from e�ective

nonrenorm alizableoperators[731]).

11 C onclusions and outlook: from data to the fundam ental

theory

In addition to the very strong indirect phenom enologicalevidence for low en-

ergy supersym m etry and itsconsiderable theoreticalattractiveness,supersym m etry

isprobably the only m eaningfulapproach thatwillallow usto connectdata atthe

energieswhereexperim entispossiblewith a fundam entalshortdistancetheory that

includesgravity.Traditionally data plustheory provoked ideasthatled to testsand

to progressin understanding,butalwaysatthe sam e scale. Today we are in a new

kind ofsituation where thefundam entaltheory isexpected to beatshortdistances

butthe data isnot.Ifthere isindeed low energy supersym m etry in naturewe have

theexciting opportunity to scienti�cally connectthesetwo realm sand to e�ectively

bedoing physicsatornearthePlanck scale.

Traditionally oneapproach wasthegradualbottom -up onewheredata wasgath-

ered and studied and analyzed,leading to cluesabouttheunderlying theory.Alter-

natively,studiesofthetheory with littleregard forthedata (top-down)led to m ajor

progresstoo,teaching usaboutsuch thingsastheHiggsm echanism ,Yang-M illsthe-

ories,and m ore.Ofcourse,both oftheseapproacheshaveinherentlim itations.The

m ain lim itation ofthe purely top-down approach is obvious. One m ust guess the

form oftheunderlying theory,and henceprogressm ay requirecom pelling theoretical

guidelines (and ideally new fundam entalprinciples) which render this process less

arbitrary. Since our m ain em phasis in this review has been along the lines ofthe

bottom -up approach,we now pause to elaborate on the lim itationsinherentwithin

the purely bottom -up fram ework,and discuss why a closer connection ofthe two

approacheswillbenecessary forprogressnow and in thefuture.
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Suppose we succeed in m easuring the low energy soft supersym m etry-breaking

Lagrangian param eters.W hatobstaclesexistto deducing a m orefundam ental,high

scale theory? In a purely bottom -up approach,the m easured param eters m ust be

extrapolated to higherscalesusing therenorm alization group equations.In thislies

the basic lim itation:the running ofthe RGEsm ustbe stopped and m odi�ed when

new lightdegreesoffreedom enterthetheory,butlow energy data alonecan nottell

usatwhatscalesuch statesappearorthedetailsofthenew particlecontent.M ore

explicitly,withoutany knowledgeofthehigh energy theory,wehavethefreedom to

stop runningtheRGEsatanyscaleanddeclarethatshould bewherethefundam ental

orem bedding theory isde�ned.

Initialstudiesalong thisdirection [858,859,860,800,861,79]typically assum e

there isa desertbetween the TeV scale and the GUT scale,where the RG running

is stopped. Even then,there are lim itations associated with the experim entalun-

certaintiesin the low energy data. Forexam ple,the low energy param eterscan be

close to an infrared (quasi-)�xed pointwhich would m ake them insensitive to their

high scalevalues(thisiscertainly trueforthetop Yukawa coupling).In thiscase,a

sm alluncertainty dueto experim entalerrorwilltranslateinto largeuncertaintiesin

theextrapolated valuesofthehigh scaleparam eters.

Setting asidetheissueofhow to guessthe\fundam ental" scale,itiswellknown

thatthe presence ofnew lightdegrees offreedom atinterm ediate scales in general

has a signi�cant im pact on the RG running ofthe param eters from low to high

scales. Forexam ple,ifarbitrary gauged degreesoffreedom with interm ediate scale

m assesexistbetween theelectroweak scaleand theGUT scale,thesuccessfulM SSM

gauge uni�cation is generically spoiled. Interm ediate states can also destroy the

perturbativity ofthe gauge interactions at a lower scale,i.e.,the RG evolution of

the gauge couplings can encounter a Landau pole. Ofcourse, not allchoices of

interm ediatestatesdestroy gaugeuni�cation and/orperturbativity,and in factsuch

statesm ay even bephenom enologically desirablein top-down constructions.

In this context, there is a related issue which does not appear to have been

addressed m uch in the literature. In particulartop down supersym m etry breaking

scenarios,supersym m etry isbroken spontaneously(forexam plethrough gauginocon-

densation)atan energy scale � farbelow theGUT scale.Thisnaively im pliesthat

when the RGE isevolved above the scale �,there are no longerany softbreaking

term sin thee�ectivetheory.In such cases,itisnotclearexactly whatonecan learn

by evolving thesoftparam etersabovethescale�.

Dueto theaboveam biguities,a purely bottom -up approach cannotprovidesu�-

cientinform ation abouttheem bedding theory.Insisting on using thisapproach only

with oversim pli�ed assum ptionscan lead tom isleading results.Notsurprisingly,itis

m ostprudenttoadoptan approach which com binesthetop-down and thebottom -up

m ethods,which hasled to progressthroughoutthehistory ofphysics.

Thereisagreatdealofworktobedonealongthisdirection.Oneshould construct

top-down m odels which include inform ation such as the supersym m etry breaking
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scale,possible additionalparticle content and interm ediate scales,etc.,enough to

resolve the am biguities in the running-up process. This inform ation can then be

com bined with the usually incom plete, low energy experim entalresults to obtain

furtherinform ation aboutthe em bedding theory which isnotfully speci�ed in the

originalm odel.However,thenew inform ation m aynotbeconsistentwith theoriginal

m odel:e.g.,certain patternsofcouplingsm ay notexistin aparticularm odelsetting.

In such situations,oneshould im provethem odeland repeattheprocess.Gradually,

with the accum ulation ofexperience with m odelsand experim entalinputs,one can

hopeto closein on a m orefundam entaltheory.

Ideally we would have been able to present plansand algorithm sthatcould be

applied to point towards the underlying theory as data from colliders and virtual

superpartnere�ectsbecom eavailable.Butwecannotsay so m uch abouthow to do

thatbecause these are notyetsolved problem s. M uch im portantwork needsto be

donehereby experim entersand phenom enologicaltheoristsand form altheorists.W e

urge thatthe powerfulopportunities provided by supersym m etry be studied m uch

m ore thoroughly than they have been,even before the data requires such studies.

In the review we have often pointed outaspectsofthe data-theory connection that

needed betterunderstanding.

In this review,our goalhas been to bring together m uch ofwhat is currently

known aboutthe supersym m etry soft-breaking Lagrangian,and to describe the op-

portunitiesthatm ay em erge asparticlephysicsentersa new data-rich era.W ealso

believe thatwe willsoon enteran era where basicconnectionsofthesuperpotential

and Lsoft to an underlying em bedding theory such asstring theory can bededuced.

Ifthe description ofnature indeed includeslow energy supersym m etry,apartpossi-

bly from a few cosm ologicalobservationsalm ostallphenom ena (colliderdata,rare

decays,dark m atter detection,neutrino physics,m agnetic and electric dipole m o-

m ents,and m ore)m easurableby experim entbeyond thestandard m odelsofparticle

physicsand cosm ology can beinterpreted asm easurem entsofthesuperpotentialand

Lsoft param eters.Ourgoalhasbeen tostim ulateand facilitatethoseinterpretations.

In the presentera itispossible forthe �rsttim e thatallofthe basic questions

aboutthe lawsofnature and the universe can be the subjectofscienti�c research.

String theory isexciting becauseitisa fram ework which can addresshow to explain

the Standard M odelforces and particles and relate them to gravity in a quantum

theory.TheStandard M odelisexciting becauseitprovided a description thatsum -

m arized fourcenturies ofphysics and told us how the world we see works. Super-

sym m etry is exciting perhapsm ostbecause it,and probably only it�,provides the

opportunity to com binethese approachesand extend theStandard M odelby giving

usa window on thePlanck scale.

�O therapproachesaresom etim esstated to be com petitive.However,when the fullsetofques-

tionsare included,e.g. dark m atter,ination,baryogenesis,the origin ofavorand CP violation,

collideropportunities,and electroweak sym m etry breaking,etc.,then no otherapproach isassuc-

cessfulaslow energy supersym m etry.
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A G lobalsupersym m etry basics

Thissection ofthereview aim sto providethereaderwith a basicoverview ofthe

propertiesofN = 1 supersym m etric quantum �eld theoriesand softsupersym m etry

breaking,with a few relevantdetails. Form ore com prehensive and pedagogicalap-

proaches,therearem any textbooks[38,39,40,41]and reviews,including two classic

reviewsoftheearly 1980s[43,8]aswellasm orerecenttheoreticaland phenom eno-

logicalreviews[46,47,48,9].

Supersym m etry avoids the restrictions ofthe Colem an-M andula theorem [862]

by extending the structure ofLie algebra to include anticom m utators and success-

fully em beds Poincare group into its larger group structure without m odifying the

usualnotionsoflocalquantum �eld theory.Although notinvented forthispurpose,

supersym m etry hasuniquehigh energypropertiesin com parison with generic(nonsu-

persym m etric)quantum �eld theories:in particular,supersym m etry hasthe ability

tostabilizelargehierarchiesofscaleseven in thepresenceoffundam entalscalar�elds.

In thisway,supersym m etric theoriesprovide a resolution to the hierarchy problem

which plaguesordinary (nonsupersym m etric)QFTs.

Given its im portance, let us consider the hierarchy problem in greater detail.

Suppose an e�ective quantum �eld theory is de�ned at a cuto� scale �,beyond

which new ultravioletphysics sets in such thatthe e�ective low energy description

isno longervalid.Atthescale�,thetheory isgiven by L �(m �;��),wherem � and

�� collectively denotethe m asses,coupling constants,and otherparam etersatthat

scale.Consideran exam plein which thehigh energy theory isa scalar�4 m odel:

L� =
1

2
@
�
��@��� +

1

2
m

2
��

2
� +

��

4!
�
4
�; (A.1)

Becauseofquantum uctuationsand selfinteractions,thelow energy observed m ass

is m 2
� + ���

2,where we have absorbed possible loop factors into a rede�nition of

��.However,thephysicalm assm m ustbesm allifthelow energy e�ectivetheory is

to describea lightdegreeoffreedom relevantforlow energy experim entalprocesses.

This requires that m 2
� � O (�2) m ust be �ne-tuned such that m 2

� and �2 cancel

to a precision ofm 2. Thisisthe statem ent ofthe hierarchy problem : the physical

scale m is unstable with respect to quantum corrections ifthe ratio �=m is large.

This problem exists in the SM because the electroweak scale �xed by the Higgs

m assm H � 102 GeV ism uch sm allerthan the cuto� scale suggested by the grand

uni�cation scale of1016 GeV or the quantum gravity scale of1019 GeV.This �ne

tuningproblem appliestoany term in theLagrangian with adim ensionfulparam eter

which ism easured to bem uch lessthan thecuto� scale ofthee�ective theory.The

hierarchy problem isa generic featureofnonsupersym m etric quantum �eld theories

with fundam entalscalar�eldsand cuto�scalem uch largerthantheelectroweak scale.

One way to alleviate the hierarchy between the scales � and m is to elim inate

the unwanted quantum uctuationsthatgenerate the large \corrections" above the
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scalem using a fundam entalsym m etry oftheLagrangian.Sincethesupersym m etry

algebra containsboth com m uting and anticom m uting generators,there isa natural

pairing between the bosonic and ferm ionic degreesoffreedom whose quantum uc-

tuationscom ewith oppositesignsbutwith equalm agnitudessuch thatthequantum

uctuations that generate corrections to dim ensionfulparam eters sum up to zero.

Supersym m etry thusprovidesthenecessary cancellationsto stabilizethelow energy

scalem .Duetothepaucity ofalternativem echanism sforsuch naturalcancellations,

itseem shighly probablethatsupersym m etry willplay a rolein extensionsoftheSM

ifthecuto� scaleisreally m uch largerthan theelectroweak scale.

A .1 R enorm alizable m odels

Supersym m etry isa sym m etry underwhich bosonscan transform into ferm ions

and vice versa. Therefore, the irreducible representations ofsupersym m etry, the

superm ultiplets,contain both ferm ionsand bosons.W ewillillustratethebasicideas

ofconstructing a supersym m etric interacting quantum �eld theory by presenting a

review ofthe W ess-Zum ino m odel[36]. The building blocks ofthis m odelare the

�eldsf�; ;Fg,where� and F arecom plex scalarsand  isa spinor.Forsim plicity,

assum e fornow thatthese �eldshave no gaugeinteractions.Undersupersym m etry,

these�eldstransform as� ! � + ��, !  + � ,F ! F + �F,with

�� = � 

� = i(���y)@�� + �F

�F = i�
y
�
�
@� (A.2)

plus the conjugates ofthe equations above (see Appendix C.4 for a discussion of

spinorconventions). In the expression above,� isa two-com ponentspinorwhich is

the supersym m etry transform ation param eter. Bosons and ferm ions are m ixed in

speci�cwaysundersupersym m etry transform ations.Therenorm alizableLagrangian

leftinvariant(up to totalderivatives)with respectto thesetransform ationsis

L = � (@���@�� + i 
y
�
�
@� )

� (
1

2
m   +

1

2
m

�
 
y
 
y)

� FF
� � F(m � +

y

2
�
2)� F

�(m �� +
y�

2
�
� 2)

�
1

2
y�  �

1

2
y
�
�
�
 
y
 
y
: (A.3)

Eq.(A.3)includeskineticterm sfor� and  ,ferm ionicand bosonicm assterm s,and

interactionterm s.However,sinceF doesnothaveakineticterm ,itdoesnotrepresent

a physicaldegree offreedom (itisan auxiliary �eld). F can thusbe integrated out

ofthe theory,e�ectively replaced by the solution ofits classical(Euler-Lagrange)
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equation ofm otion F = � m �� �
y

2
�� 2.Upon thisreplacem entofF by itsequation

ofm otion,thethird lineofEq.(A.3)becom es

V (�;��)= FF
� = jm j2j�j2 +

1

2
m y

�
��

� 2+
1

2
m

�
y�

�
�
2 +

yy�

4
�
2
�
� 2
: (A.4)

These term sareusually called theF term contributionsto thescalarpotential.

Supersym m etry constrainstheparam etersoftheLagrangian sincedi�erentterm s

transform intoeach otherundersupersym m etrictransform ations.A Lagrangian with

sim ilarcouplingscould have7param eters,oneforthestrength ofeach term afterthe

kinetic term s,while in Eq.(A.3)these couplingsare determ ined in term s of3 real

param eters(m and com plex y). Thisfeature isnotan artifactofthe W ess-Zum ino

m odel,butisalso true fora m ore generalsupersym m etric m odel. The interactions

in an N = 1 supersym m etric Lagrangian involving only gauge-neutralchiralsuper-

m ultiplets(assum ing canonicalkineticterm s)can besum m arized e�ciently through

theintroduction ofa function called thesuperpotential.In theW ess-Zum ino m odel,

thesuperpotentialis

W =
y

6
�3 +

m

2
�2
; (A.5)

in which y isa dim ensionlesscoupling and m hasdim ensionsofm ass.Notethatthe

superpotentialhasdim ensionsof[m ass]3,assum ing � hascanonicalm assdim ension

1. The superpotentialcontainsallofthe couplingsnecessary to describe allrenor-

m alizable interactionsexceptgauge interactions. In thisrespect,the superpotential

can be viewed asa concise way ofsum m arizing the interactionsofa renorm alizable

supersym m etrictheory.TheLagrangian can beobtained from thesuperpotentialus-

ing a setofrules,discussed laterin thissection.The�’sarecalled chiralsuper�elds;

chiralsuper�eldscontain allofthe�eldsin a chiralsuperm ultiplet(�, ,and F)as

itscom ponents.� Super�eld techniqueswillnotbediscussed in thisreview.Rather,

thesuper�eldswillonly serve a sym boland a rem inderthatwithin thism odel(and

allsupersym m etrictheoriesinvolving only gauge-neutralchiralsuperm ultipletswith

canonicalkinetic term s),the superpotentialcontains the inform ation aboutallthe

interactionsbetween allthe�elds,both bosonicand ferm ionic.

The rules for obtaining the Lagrangian from the superpotentialare as follows.

De�nethequantities:

W i=
@W

@�i
; W ij =

@2W

@�i@�j
; (A.6)

where the superscriptilabelsthe quantum num bersof�i. Note thatin com puting

these two quantities,the super�elds� i are replaced with theirbosonic com ponents

�An elegant way to derive and present supersym m etric interactions uses super�elds and an

extended version ofordinary spacetim e called superspace [49,863]. See e.g. [38]for a detailed

and pedagogicalpresentation ofthisform alism .

174



�i and the derivatives are taken with respect to the bosonic com ponents. The La-

grangian isthen given by

L = � @
�
�
� i
@��

i� i 
yi
�
�
@� 

i

� F
i
F
� i� (

W ij

2
 i j + W iF

i+ h:c:): (A.7)

The solutionsofthe equation ofm otion ofthe auxiliary �eldsare W i = � Fi� (the

W i are often labelled asF term s).The Lagrangian isobtained upon substitution of

thissolution into Eq.(A.7).Itisagood exercisetocheck thattheinteractionsofthe

W ess-Zum ino m odelcan be reproduced by applying thisrule to the superpotential

presented in Eq.(A.5).

One property ofthe superpotentialwarrantsfurthercom m ent. Suppose the su-

perpotentialisnotgiven by Eq.(A.5),butinstead is

W =
y

6
�3 +

m

2
�� �

: (A.8)

This\superpotential" only di�ersfrom Eq.(A.5)by the term �� � ratherthan �2.

However,itcan be veri�ed using the supersym m etric transform ationsthatthe La-

grangian obtained by applying therulesofEq.(A.7)isNOT supersym m etric. This

isan exam pleofthefollowing generalrule:Thesuperpotentialm ustbeholom orphic

(analytic)in allsuper�eldsto yield a Lagrangian which respectssupersym m etry.

It is straightforward to include gauge sym m etries,which com m ute with super-

sym m etry.y In N = 1supersym m etrictheories,thegaugeboson A a
� isalwaysaccom -

panied by itssuperpartner,a spin 1

2
particlecalled thegaugino �a (herea labelsthe

generatorsofthegaugegroup).Togethertheyform thephysicaldegreesoffreedom of

a super�eld known asthevectorm ultiplet.Likethegaugeboson,thegaugino trans-

form sundertheadjointrepresentation ofthegaugegroup.Likethechiralm ultiplet,

the vectorm ultipletcontainsa com plex scalarauxiliary �eld D a,whose purpose is

to m akesupersym m etry m anifestwithoutusing equation ofm otion.

To constructsupersym m etricm odelswith gaugeinteractions,a well-de�ned pro-

cedure can befollowed.Ratherthan going through thederivation here,we willjust

presenttheresultshereasm ostofthem arestraightforward tounderstand.One�rst

includesthesupersym m etric interactionsforthevectorm ultiplet:

Lgauge� kinetic = �
1

4
F
a
��F

a�� � i�
ay
�
�
D ��

a +
1

2
D

a
D

a
; (A.9)

wherecovariantderivativesforthegauginosare

D ��
a = @��

a � gf
abc
A
b
��

c
: (A.10)

yAn exception is the generalcoordinate transform ation,which is a gauge sym m etry. These

transform ations are generated autom atically by gauging supersym m etry since generalcoordinate

invarianceisa subgroup oflocalsupersym m etry.
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fabc are the structure constantsofthe gauge group since gauginosare transform ed

undertheadjointrepresentation ofthegaugegroup.

Thenextstep isto replacealltheotherordinary derivativesforthem atter�elds

ofEq.(A.3)by covariantderivatives,which yieldsthecouplingsofthegaugebosons

to thechiralm atter:

@� ! @� + igA
a
�T

a
; (A.11)

where Ta isthe generator ofthe gauge group written in the proper representation

ofthem atter�eld.However,supersym m etry requiressim ilarcouplingsbetween the

gauginosand thechiralm atter.These couplingsare

L�� = �
p
2[(��Ta

 )�a + �
ay( y

T
a
�)]: (A.12)

Thereisalso an interaction between thechiralm atter�eldsand theauxiliary �elds:

Laux� � = g(��Ta
�)D a

: (A.13)

Both ofthetwo couplingsabovecan beobtained by supersym m etric transform ation

ofthe kinetic term scontaining the couplingsbetween the gauge bosonsand m atter

�elds. Therefore, they can be regarded as supersym m etric generalizations ofthe

usualgaugecouplings.

Com bining Lgauge� kinetic and otherterm sinvolving the auxiliary �eld,we obtain

theequation ofm otion

D
a = � g(��Ta

�): (A.14)

Anotherusefulform forthe supersym m etric interactionsofthe vectorm ultiplet

isobtained by rede�ning the�eldsA a
� ! gA a

�,�
a ! g�a and D a ! gD a,

Lgauge� kinetic =
1

g2

�

�
1

4
F
a
��F

a�� � i�
ay
�
�
D ��

a +
1

2
D

a
D

a

�

�
�G

32�2
F
a
��
eF a��

; (A.15)

where eF a�� = 1

2
�����F a

��.Included in Eq.(A.15)isaterm correspondingtoanontriv-

ialvacuum con�guration ofYang-M ills�elds(forexam ple,the �-vacuum ofQCD).

Obviously,thispartoftheLagrangian containstheusualy kineticterm sfortheusual

gaugecouplingsand theirsupersym m etric generalizations.

A .2 N onrenorm alizable m odels

The m ostgeneralrenorm alizable supersym m etric m odelofchiraland vectorsu-

perm ultipletscan bespeci�ed by thegenericsuperpotential

W =
Yijk

6
�i�j�k +

M ij

2
�i�j

; (A.16)
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wherei,j,and k labelallquantum num bersof�,and m inim alcouplingofgaugeand

m atter�elds. The superpotentialofthe M inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel

isofthisform .In the M SSM ,two ofthe indicesofthe Yukawa couplingsYijk label

fam ily indices,while the third denotesthe Higgs�elds. The second (m ass)term in

thesuperpotentialwillvanish by gaugeinvariance foralloftheM SSM �eldsexcept

theHiggsdoubletsH u and H d.M ixed lepton doublet{H u term sarealso possible in

theorieswith R-parity violation.

Thesuperpotentialpresented in Eq.(A.16),togetherwith thegaugeinteractions,

givesthem ostgeneralsupersym m etricrenorm alizablecouplingsofchiralsuperm ulti-

pletswith standard kineticterm s.Sincephenom enologically realistictheoriesrequire

thatsupersym m etrybesoftlybroken,Lsoft m ustbeadded,leadingtoane�ectivethe-

ory such astheM SSM -124 speci�ed by itsrenorm alizablesuperpotential(Eq.(C.1))

and softsupersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian (Eq.(C.3)).

In practice,nonrenorm alizableoperatorswillalsobepresentin thesuperpotential

becausesuch term saregenericin e�ectivetheoriesasaresultofintegratingoutheavy

degrees offreedom . The nonrenorm alizable term s are suppressed by powers ofthe

scaleatwhich thenew physicsbecom esrelevantand thusinvolve assum ptionsasto

them agnitudeofthisenergy scale.Form ostphenom enologicalstudiesofsupersym -

m etrictheories,thenonrenorm alizableoperatorsinvolving only theM SSM �eldscan

be safely neglected because the new physicsenergy scale isgenerically m uch larger

than theelectroweak scale.However,certain highlysuppressed processesaresensitive

to higherdim ensionaloperators.The classic exam ple ofthisisproton decay,which

probessuperpotentialterm sofup to dim ension 8 when thescaleofthenew physics

is as low as is phenom enologically allowed (O (TeV)). Nonrenorm alizable superpo-

tentialterm sinvolving the M SSM �eldsand additional�eldsare also often used to

generatesm alle�ectiverenorm alizablecouplingswhen theadditionalheavy �eldsare

replaced by nonzero VEVs. Forexam ple,this approach is used to understand the

origin ofsm allYukawa couplingsin theSM and M SSM (seee.g.[353,864,864]).

Nonrenorm alizable couplings do nothave to appearonly in the superpotential.

They can also appearin thenoncanonicalkineticterm sforthechiraland thevector

super�elds. Forthe chiralsuper�elds,such operatorscan be encoded by a function

called theK�ahlerpotentialK (�;� �),whileforthevectorsuper�eldssuch term sarise

from thegauge kinetic function fa(�),wherea labelsthegaugegroups.

Letus�rstdiscusstheK�ahlerpotential.TheK�ahlerpotentialhasdim ensionsof

[m ass]2 and isarealvalued function ofthesuper�elds� iand �
�
i.Thesim plestK�ahler

potentialisK =
P

i
�i�

�
i,which leadsto canonicalkinetic term s. A m ore general

K�ahler potentialleads to noncanonicalkinetic term s through the �eld-dependent

prefactor(known astheK�ahlerm etric)gij� � @2K =@�i@�
�
j ofthekineticterm s.

Besidesgiving noncanonicalkinetic structure,the K�ahlerpotentialcan generate

nonrenorm alizable interactions as well. Ifwe denote the inverse K�ahler m etric by
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gij
�

,wecan write

L = � gij�@��
i
@
�
�
� j� igij� 

jy
�
�
D � 

i

+
1

4
R ij�kl� 

i
 
k
 
yj
 
yl

�
1

2
D ijW  

i
 
j + h:c:

� g
ij�
W iW

�
j; (A.17)

where

gij�;k =
@

@�k
gij� = gm j��

m
ik

gij�;k� =
@

@�k�
gij� = gim ��m

�

j�k�

gij�;kl� =
@2

@�k@�� l
gij� = R ij�kl� + �

p

ik
gpp��

p�

j�l�
: (A.18)

and

D � 
i= @� 

i+ �ijk@��
j
 
k

D ijW = W ij � �kijW k: (A.19)

Since the Lagrangian is invariant under the K�ahler transform ation K (�;� �) !

K (�;� �)+ F(�)+ F �(��),where F(�)isany holom orphic function of�,one can

choose to transform away allthe holom orphic and antiholom orphic term s in the

K�ahlerpotential.z. Afterrotating/rescaling the �elds,a generic K can be castinto

canonicalform atleading order:

K =
X

�i�
�
i +

1

4
R kl�ij��

k
�
i
�
l�
�
j� + O (�5); (A.20)

whereR kl�ij� isa function oftheVEVsofcertain �eldsand can bederived from the

K�ahlerpotential. Since K hasm assdim ension 2,R kl�ij� / 1=M 2,in which M isa

heavy m assscale.Ifthe superpotentialhasthe usualrenorm alizable form ,then the

nonrenorm alizableinteractionsare

Lnonrenorm =
1

4
R kl�ij� 

k
 
i
 
ly
 
jy

+
1

2

�
Ynm kR

k
il�j�

n
�
m
�
l�
 
i
 
j + h:c:

�

�
1

4
R
ij�

kl�
YiabY

�
jcd�

k
�
l�
�
a
�
b
�
c�
�
d� + � � � ; (A.21)

zStrictly speaking,whatwe presented here isonly the classicalsym m etry transform ations. At

quantum level,a Jacobian willbe induced in the Lagrangian after this transform ation. Such a

Jacobian iscrucialto preservelocalsupersym m etry in the rescaled Lagrangian[865]
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whereR k
il�j = gkm

�

R il�jm �,R
ij�

kl�
= gim

�

gnj
�

R nm �kl� and g
km �

= �km
�

+ � � � .

Itisinteresting to contrastthisresultwith theresultderived from nonrenorm al-

izableterm spresentin thesuperpotential.First,thefour-ferm ion interactionsin the

e�ective Lagrangian de�ned ata certain scale can neverbe produced by a superpo-

tentialde�ned atthatscale,atleastwith a linearrealization ofsupersym m etry. A

nontrivialK�ahlerpotentialm ust be included. However,the key phrase here is\at

thescalewherethee�ectiveLagrangian isde�ned." Ifthelow energy superpotential

and K�ahler potentialare assum ed to be derived as e�ective functions from a high

energy theory,the sam e e�ectcan com e from the superpotentialofthe high energy

theory upon decoupling the heavy �elds. Forexam ple,considera superpotentialof

the form y���,where � denotes a heavy scalar which is integrated out when de-

riving the low energy e�ective Lagrangian.De�ning jyj2=M 2 = R,one can see that

the above four-ferm ion term in the low energy e�ective theory isreproduced. The

procedureofintegratingouttheheavy �eldsgeneratesnonrenorm alizablecorrections

to the e�ective superpotentialand K�ahlerpotentialofthe theory [866]. The four-

ferm ion operatorthen originatesfrom thise�ectiveK�ahlerpotentialofthetheory.It

ispossible to producetheterm sm entioned above with a nonrenorm alizable term in

thesuperpotentialbuttherewillbenoticeabledi�erencesin thee�ectiveLagrangian.

Forexam ple,ifin addition totherenorm alizableterm sthereisasuperpotentialterm

a1�
i�k�a�b + a2�

i�l�c�d,severalofthe term s ofthe lastline ofEq.(A.21)can be

reproduced with theproperchoiceofa1 and a2.However,thissuperpotentialopera-

tordoesnotyield thenonrenorm alizable term sin thesecond line ofEq.(A.21)and

would include a num berofotherterm softheform ��  which arenotincluded in

thesetofnonrenorm alizableterm sgenerated by theK�ahlerpotential.

A nontrivialgaugekineticfunction also can lead to nonrenorm alizableoperators.

Thecouplingsinvolving thegaugekineticfunction includethefollowing term s:

Lgauge� kinetic = �
Im f

16�
F
a
��
eF a�� �

Ref

16�

�
F
a
��F

a�� � i4�ay��D ��
a + 2D a

D
a
�

�
1

16�

@f

@�i
Fi�

a
�
a + h:c:+ � � � (A.22)

In the above expression,Fi denotesthe auxiliary com ponentof�i. Iff issim ply a

com plex num ber,e.g. ifIm (f)= �

2�
,Re(f)= 4�

g2
,the �rstline ofEq.(A.22)isjust

the usualkinetic term s forthe gauge bosons and gauginosterm s also presented in

Eq.(A.15)and thelastterm ofEq.(A.22)iszero.

However,iff isa function ofthe chiralsuper�elds� i,these couplingsare non-

renorm alizableinteraction term s.In particular,thelastterm ofEq.(A.22)isnonzero

and representsapotentialm assterm forthegauginos.Gaugeinvariancedictatesthat

f m ustbecontained within thesym m etric productoftwo adjoints.Itisusually as-

sum ed tobeasinglet(see[867]foralternativepossibilitieswithin thecontextofGUT

m odelsand theresulting phenom enologicalim plications).

Theissueofgeneratinggauginom assesthrough nontrivialgaugekineticfunctions
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ism ostcom m only discussed in the contextofsupergravity,which we willdiscussin

m oredetailin thenextsection.Herewejustwish to notea few salientpointswhich

donotrequirethefullm achinery ofsupergravity toobtain intuition aboutthistopic.

W ebegin with a classicexam ple ofusing m odelswith singletsto obtain nonvan-

ishing gaugino m asses,which isstring-m otivated supergravity. In e.g. perturbative

heteroticstringtheory,thesuperstringtree-levelgaugekineticfunction isoftheform

fa = S=M S,whereS (the\dilaton")isasingletchiralsuper�eld and M S isthestring

scale (in the literature S istypically rescaled so asto be dim ensionless). To repro-

ducethestandard gaugecouplings,thescalarcom ponentofthedilaton m ustobtain

a VEV < S >= [4�=g2 � i�=2�]MS.Ifthe S �eld also hasa nonvanishing auxiliary

com ponent FS 6= 0 and hence participates in supersym m etry breaking,a gaugino

m assterm oforderFS=M S isproduced.

Letusnow considerm odelswithoutsinglets.Gaugeinvariancethen dictatesthat

the m ostgeneralgauge kinetic function can be written asf � ��=M 2 + O (M � 3).

Here� isnotthecom plex conjugateof�,butratheranother�eld which transform s

under the conjugate representation. IfF� � �2S (�S denotes the supersym m etry

breakingscale)andM � MP l,thegauginom assisoforder< F�� > =M 2
P l� �3S=M

2
P l,

which usually is too sm allforpracticalpurposes. Forthis reason,in practice itis

desirabletohavesingletswhich participatein supersym m etrybreaking.An exception

to this,however,isanom aly-m ediated supersym m etry breaking (seeSection 3).

A .3 N onrenorm alization theorem

In this Appendix,we discuss the validity ofthe supersym m etric nonrenorm al-

ization theorem . Forconcreteness,consider once again the W ess-Zum ino m odelas

the theory de�ned ata high energy scale � X .The task athand isto determ ine the

form ofthe e�ective Lagrangian de�ned ata low scale �,L eff(m ;y;�;�X ;�),after

integrating outthehigh energy degreesoffreedom .

One can easily verify that the high energy Lagrangian Eq.(A.3) possesses two

globalU(1)sym m etriesasshown in Table 10.x The notation isthat� denotesthe

com pletesuperm ultiplet,and hence� and  transform sim ilarly underthe�rstU(1)

(each with achargeof1).However,they havedi�erentchargeswith respecttoU(1)R
(Q � = 1,Q  = 0).

In thisdiscussion theparam etersm 0,y0 and the�eldsaretreated on equalfooting

ascom plex variableswhich transform undertheglobalsym m etry.An arguably m ore

physicalapproach is to regard the param eters as the VEVs ofheavy background

�elds(thespurion �elds)which areno longerpropagating degreesoffreedom .From

this point ofview,the param eters ofthe theory are the scalar com ponent VEVs

xTheU (1)transform ation on an object� isde�ned by � ! e iQ � �� whereQ � isthechargeof�

underthe U (1)transform ation.The chargesarepresented in the table.The sym m etriesareexact

in theabsenceofgaugesym m etries,butin generalcan beanom alousifgauge�eldsarepresent.W e

willdiscussthe e�ectsofanom alieslater.
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U(1) U(1)R

�0 1 1 0

m 0 -2 0

y0 -3 -1

Table10:Thechargeassignm entswith respecttotheU(1)� U(1)R globalsym m etries

discussed in thetext.

ofcertain superm ultiplets (the param eters can be considered as chiralm ultiplets

M = (m ;:::)and Y = (y;:::)).In otherwords,thism odelcan betreated asa theory

ofthreeinteractingsuperm ultipletsin which theparam eterm ultipletsdonotcontain

propagating degreesoffreedom ,such thattheironly physicale�ectsaredueto their

nonvanishing VEVs.

In thism odel,the globalsym m etriesare two U(1)sym m etries,presented in the

table.The4 U(1)chargesassociated with �0, 0,m 0 and y0 should allow thegauge

invarianceofthetwo term sm y���� 2and m   (otherterm sareeithertrivially sym -

m etric ornotindependent). Therefore,up to an overallnorm alization factor,there

are two independentsolutions. Note thatthe globalU(1)sym m etriesrem ain exact

astheheavy degreesoffreedom areintegrated outto obtain thelow energy e�ective

Lagrangian. The key observation isthatitispossible to integrate outthe high en-

ergy degreesoffreedom in such away thatisconsistentwith thesym m etry,i.e.,only

com pletesetsofdegreesoffreedom transform ingintoeach otherunderthesym m etry

operation areintegrated outateach step.

Considertheweakcouplinglim itofthistheory.Takingthelim ity ! 0should not

yield anysingularities,asthislim itcorrespondstoafreetheorywith trivialdynam ics.

Taking thecom bined lim ity ! 0and m =y ! 0,i.e.,taking them assto zero and the

coupling sm all,should also be a sm ooth lim it,corresponding to a m assless weakly

interacting theory. Both ofthese properties play crucialroles in determ ining the

renorm alization propertiesofthe m odel. In sum m ary,the requirem ents on the low

energy e�ectiveLagrangian areasfollows:

� Itm ustbesupersym m etric.

� Itm ustpreserve theglobalsym m etries.

� Ithassm ooth weak coupling lim its.

Theform ofthelow energy Lagrangian thatsatis�estheserequirem entsis

Leff = Z � (kinetic term s)+ jrm j
2jm 0j

2j�0j
2 + rm m  0 0 + r

�
m m

�
0 

y

0 
y

0

+ ryy0�0 0 0 + r
�
yy

�
0�

�
0 

�
0 

�
0 +

jryj
2jy0j

2

4
j�0j

4

+
1

2
rm r

�
ym 0y

�
0�0�

� 2
0 +

1

2
r
�
m rym

�
0y0�

�
0�

2
0; (A.23)
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whererm and ry areconstants(they could befunctionsof�X and �).Z denotesthe

wavefunction renorm alization for the kinetic term s ofthe Lagrangian. This is the

key step and thereforedeservesm oreexplanation.

� There should be no term s generated which have inverse powers ofy and m .

Otherwise,thetheory hasno sm ooth weak coupling lim it.

� Thesam erm andry occurindi�erentterm sinordertopreservesupersym m etry,

ascan be veri�ed by using the supersym m etry transform ation rulespresented

in Section A.

� Noterm sproportionalto�2j�j2 should begenerated in thelow energy e�ective

theory,because ifsuch a term is present,supersym m etry requires that there

m ustbeterm sproportionalto �y���� 2+ h:c:.However,such cuto�-dependent

term saredisallowed becausethey break theU(1)globalsym m etry.

� If nonrenorm alizable term s such as jyj2j�j6=�2 (from a superpotentialterm

y�4=�)are presentin the theory,supersym m etry requiresthe presence ofad-

ditionalterm s such as m �y���3. However,this term would break the global

sym m etriesand thusisforbidden.Following sim ilarlogic,itcan beshown that

nononrenorm alizableterm saregenerated and Eq.(A.23)containsalltheterm s

ofthee�ective Lagrangian.

� rm and ry can only be functions of�X and �. Otherwise either the global

sym m etry (foryy type couplings)orsupersym m etry with respectto M orY

(for yy� type couplings) is broken. (This is not obvious and can be shown

bestusing super�eld techniques.W erefertheinterested readerto thework of

Seiberg [868,869]fordetails.)

The rescaling � =
p
Z �0 can now be done to castthe kinetic term sinto canonical

form .Therefore,in term softhecanonically norm alized variables,m 0 ! m = m 0=Z

and y0 ! y = y0=(Z )
3

2.Theconstantsrm and ry can bedeterm ined by taking weak

couplinglim itsofthetheory.Takingthelim ity ! 0,oneobtainsafreetheory where

thelow energy e�ectiveLagrangian should bethesam easthehigh energy one,since

no renorm alization and counterterm s are needed fora free propagating theory. By

requiring the m assterm ofthe rescaled low energy e�ective theory and the original

theory to be equal,the constantrm isdeterm ined to be rm = Z free,in which Z free

denotes the wave function renorm alization in the free �eld lim it. Next,one takes

the m asslesslim itwhere the interaction y issm all.Since the coupling can be m ade

arbitrarily sm all,theperturbative calculationsusing L0 and Leff m ustm atch order

by orderto produce the sam e result. This procedure yields ry = (Z 0)
3

2,where Z 0

isthe wave function renorm alization forfree �eld in the zero coupling lim it.Notice

182



both Z free and Z 0 are �nite constants. Hence,the low energy e�ective Lagrangian

hasthesam eform astheoriginalone,with thee�ective param eters

y =

�
Z 0

Z (�)

� 3

2

y0; m =

�
Z free

Z (�)

�

m 0: (A.24)

Hence,the param etersofEq.(A.3)are only renorm alized due to the wavefunction

rescaling.Thisprovidesthelogarithm iccorrectionsthatareinduced byusingrunning

couplings and m asses. Thus,the hierarchy problem previously described is absent

in thissupersym m etric theory. Thisargum entcan be generalized to an interacting

theory with m any chiralm ultiplets.

Letusnow com m enton whathappensifthe above m attertheory iscoupled to

gauge �elds. In a supersym m etric gauge theory,the gauge coupling doesgetrenor-

m alized,butonly getsperturbativecorrectionsatone-loop order.{ TheglobalU(1)’s

used to prove the nonrenorm alization theorem are now anom alous. However,the

supersym m etricLagrangian described abovestillreceivesno furtherrenorm alization

within perturbation theory.Onceagain therearesuppressed nonperturbativecorrec-

tionsdueto instanton e�ects.

A .4 C lassi� cation ofsoft param eters

In thissection,adiscussion oftheclassi�cation ofsupersym m etry-breaking term s

into \soft" or \hard" breaking using power counting argum ents is presented. To

proceed,recallthe usualm ass dim ension d(�) = 1 and d( ) = 3

2
ofthe bosonic

and ferm ionic �elds. The m assdim ension dO ofany operatorO isdO = nb +
3

2
nf+

(m om entum dependence),wherenb and nf arethenum berofbosonicand ferm ionic

�eldsappearing in theoperator.In general,m om entum dependencecan arisedueto

derivativesin the operator. Ifan operatorO appearsin the Lagrangian,itatm ost

can have a cuto� dependence to the power ofp� = 4� dO . Ifthe theory is fully

supersym m etric,no operatorin the theory willhave any powerlaw dependence on

thecuto�(thedependenceisatm ostlogarithm ic).Theproblem now is:includingall

possible supersym m etry-breaking operators O 1,O 2,etc.,are new dangerous cuto�

dependenceregenerated in theLagrangian? SupposetheoperatorsO 1,O 2,etc.,can

form loopswith otheroperators(orwithin them selves)to giveriseto new operators

O .Thesearethenew contributionsonecan haveto thee�ectiveLagrangian by the

insertion ofthosenew operators.By powercounting,thenewly form ed operatorwill

haveatm osta cuto� dependence ofpower[40]

p� = 4� dO � (4� dO 1
)� (4� dO 2

)� � � � : (A.25)

IfdO = 0,the newly generated operatorO hasno �eld dependence. Itisa cosm o-

logicalconstant,which isnotdiscussed furtherhere. The dO = 1 term isa tadpole

{Nonperturbative correctionsdue to instanton e�ectsare present,butare generally suppressed

by e
� 1

g2 ,whereg isthe gaugecoupling.

183



contribution. IfdO = 2,itrepresents a cuto�-dependentcontribution to the scalar

m ass.IfdO = 3and thedim ension ofthesupersym m etry-breakingterm s3� dO i
� 1

(which isalwaystrue forthe softterm s),there should be no powerlaw dependence

on the cuto� by applying Eq.(A.25). Therefore,in this discussion,attention will

be focused on dO = 1 and dO = 2. Ifthe extra insertion O i is ofdim ension 3,it

is necessary to discuss its contribution to both the dO = 1 and dO = 2 operators.

On the otherhand,ifthe extra insertion O i isofdim ension 2,itisonly necessary

to consider dO = 1,because any insertion ofdim ension 2 willelim inate the power

dependence ofcuto� in thecaseofdO = 2.

Forclarity,letususetheW ess-Zum inom odel(allowingforthepossibilityofgauge

sym m etry)asan exam ple. The listofsoftsupersym m etry-breaking param etersare

asfollows:

1.O A = A���

This trilinearterm hasm ass dim ension d(O )A = 3. The lowest ordercontri-

bution to the tadpole diagram can be m ade through the contraction between

O A and two operators ofthe form O m y = m �y�2��. Using Eq.(A.25),one

can com pute p� = 3� (4� d(OA))� 2(4� d(Om y)) = 0. Thus,there is no

dangeroustadpole contribution. Now consider itscontribution to the dim en-

sion 2 operator.Thelowestordercontribution willbethecontraction between

O A and O m y. By powercounting argum ents,this willnotlead to dangerous

divergences.Therefore,thetrilinearcoupling isindeed soft.

2.O � = M �a�a

Term softhistype give gauginosnonzero m assesand have dO �
= 3. One can

verify thistypeofterm do notgenerateextra dangeroustadpolecontributions.

Thelowestordercontribution tothedO = 2operatorsisproportionaltoO �O
y

�
.

There m ustbe two insertionsofO �. Using Eq.(A.25),one can show p� = 0.

Hence,thereisnopowerdependenceofcuto�generated by theinclusion ofO �,

such thatgaugino m assterm saresoft.

3.O m 0 = jm 0j2j�j2

This term gives m asses to the scalar �elds ofchiralm ultiplets and has m ass

dim ension d(O m 0)= 2.Therefore,itisonlynecessary todiscussitscontribution

to tadpole diagram ,dO = 1. The lowestordercontribution isthe contraction

between O m 0 and anotherdim ension 3 operatorO m y = m �y�2��. Eq.(A.25)

leadsto p� = 3� (4� d(Om 0))� (4� d(Om y))= 0. Therefore,thisoperator

doesnotcontributeto tadpoledivergences.

4.O b = b�� + h:c:

Thisterm isdim ension 2and onlyhasapotentialcontribution totadpolediver-

gences.Onecan verify thatthelowestcontribution com esfrom thecontraction

between O b and a O m y typeterm ,which isharm lessby powercounting.
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Thereisalso a setofparam etersthatcan giveriseto potentialtadpoledivergences.

Such term scan besoftifthereisno singletin thetheory.In theabsenceofsinglets,

thetadpolevanishesbecause theonepointam plitude isnotgaugeinvariant.These

term sincludethefollowing:

1.C���� + h:c:

Two�elds,� and �� can contracttom akethisoperatorintoatadpolediagram .

Therefore,thisoperatorwillpotentially contributeto powerlaw dependenceof

thecuto�,reintroducing thehierarchy problem .

2.m F   + h:c:

Thisoperatorcan contractwith y�  + h:c:,form ing a tadpole diagram and

introducingtadpoledivergences.However,thisisrelated tothepreviousoneby

asupersym m etrictransform ation.Therefore,oneoftheseoperatorscan always

beelim inated by an appropriaterede�nition ofthe�elds.

3.m A �
a + h:c:

Thisterm can also lead to tadpoledivergencesby contracting with ��� type

term s.However,gaugeinvariancerequirestheexistenceofm atterin theadjoint

representation ofthe gauge groupsforsuch term sto be present. Such m atter

content isnotpresent in the phenom enologicalm odelsofinterest within this

review,and hence such supersym m etry-breaking term swillnotbe considered

further.

There is no gauge singlet in the M SSM ,which is the m ain subject ofthis re-

view. Therefore,in principle one should include term softhe form C���� + h:c:in

Lsoft . However,they are usually om itted because there is a practicaldi�culty in

constructing realisticsupersym m etry-breaking m odelsthatgiveriseto term softhis

typewhich arealso reasonablein size.

Forcom pleteness,herearethesupersym m etry-breaking term swhich arenotsoft:

1.Term sofdim ension 4.

supersym m etry-breaking term s with dim ensionless couplings generically lead

to dangerousdivergences. Such dim ension 4 term sare ofthe form �  ,j�j4,

etc. Power counting dem onstrates that allsuch operators lead to quadratic

divergences.

2.Term sofdim ension largerthan 4.

Thistypeofterm sareusually suppressed by powersofgiven high energy scale.

Their contribution to quadratic divergences should be no worse than that of

thedim ension 4 operators.
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B Supergravity basics and the gravitino

Although afullyconsistenttheoryofquantum gravity couplingtom atterisyetto

bedeterm ined,itse�ectivetheoryatenergiesm uch lowerthanthePlanckscalecanbe

derived (albeitnonrenorm alizable)based on sym m etries.A supersym m etrice�ective

theorywhich describesthecouplingbetween gravityand m atterissupergravity,which

isa theory with localgauged supersym m etry.�

Thesupergravity theory ofim m ediatephenom enologicalinterestisD = 4,N = 1

supergravity.In thistheory,thereisanew ferm ionic�eld in which isthesuperpartner

ofthespin 2 graviton.This�eld isthespin 3

2
gravitin eG �

m ,which hasa spinorindex

denoted by � and a spacetim e index denoted by m . The K�ahlertransform ation of

globalsupersym m etry isgeneralized toaK�ahler-W eyltransform ation which includes

a rescaling ofthe superpotential(see Appendix B.1). Therefore,any holom orphic

term F can be transform ed into a rescaling ofthe superpotentialW ! e�
2F W =

W + �2FW + � � � .Noticethatallholom orphicterm sin theK�ahlerpotentialwillby

m ultiplied by positivepowersof� when transform ed into thesuperpotential.

ThesupergravityLagrangianisgeneralatanyscalebelow fourdim ensionalPlanck

scaleandatwhich afourdim ensional�eld theorydescription ofourworldisstillvalid.

Forphenom enologicalanalyses one typically takesthe atlim it,which isthe lim it

ofin�nite Planck scale (i.e. � ! 0),while keeping m 3=2 �xed. Supersym m etry is

broken atlow energy scales;itisassum ed tobespontaneously broken by theVEVsof

certain �eldsathigherscales.Asa result,thegravitino,which isthegaugeferm ion

oflocalsupersym m etry,willacquirea m ass,justlikein theHiggsm echanism which

givesgaugebosonsofthecorresponding broken sym m etry generatorsanonvanishing

m ass. On dim ensionalgrounds the gravitino m ass is c� < F >,where c is som e

dim ensionless num ber and < F > issom e VEV ofm assdim ension 2 which breaks

supersym m etry.Asseen in thediscussion ofgravity-m ediated supersym m etry break-

ing,thegravitinom asssetsthescaleofthesoftsupersym m etry-breaking term swhich

appearin thelow energy e�ective theory.Theresulting Lagrangian includesa glob-

ally supersym m etricsector(sum m arized by asuperpotential,aK�ahlerpotential,and

a gaugekineticfunction)and a setofterm swhich break supersym m etry explicitly.

B .1 D = 4,N = 1 supergravity Lagrangian

In this section,the D = 4,N = 1 supergravity Lagrangian describing chiral

m attercoupling to gravity ispresented (see[38]fordetailsand thederivation).The

Lagrangian is presented again with the aid ofa superpotentialW and a K�ahler

�Since the supersym m etry algebra includes the spacetim e translation operator P �,it includes

thegeneralcoordinatetransform ationswhen supersym m etry isgauged.Therefore,itisnaturalthat

a locally supersym m etrictheory willhavegravity.
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� exp(K )[gij
�

(D iW )(D jW )� � 3W W
�]; (B.1)

where (�i and  i)aretheusualcom ponentsofchiralm ultiplets.Thecurved space-

tim e is described by the m etric tensor g��,and e =
p
� Det(g��). There is also

a superpartner ofthe graviton called the gravitino,which is denoted by eG m . The

variousderivativesarede�ned by

D m  
i = @m  

i+  
i
!m + �ijk@m �

j
 
k �

1

4
(K j@m �

j � Kj�@m �
j�) i

eD m
eG n = @m eG n + eG n!m +

1

4
(K j@m �

j � Kj�@m �
j�)eG n

D iW = W i+ K iW

D iD jW = W ij + K ijW + K iD jW + K jD iW � KiK jW � �kijD kW :

(B.2)

where !m are spin connections.y Forsim plicity,the results above are expressed in

unitssuch that�2 = 8�GN = 1.The full�2 dependence can be restored on dim en-

sionalgrounds,using�2 / M
� 2
P l
.Forexam ple,theterm 1

8
[gij�gkl� � 2Rij�kl�] 

i j 
j
 
l

willbesuppressed by �2.z

TheK�ahlertransform ation ofglobalsupersym m etry isnota sym m etry ofsuper-

gravity.Theappropriatetransform ation istheK�ahler-W eyltransform ation:

K (�;��)! K (�;��)+ F(�)+ F
�(��); (B.3)

ySpin connectionsarisewhen coupling spinorsto a curved backgroud in a covariantway.
zAlthough theseunitsareoften used,oneshould keep the�2 dependencein m ind especially when

studying low energy phenom enology,in which �2 ! 0.
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and allspinor�eldsarerescaled

�i ! exp

�
i

2
Im F

�

�
i

eG m ! exp

�

�
i

2
Im F

�

eG m : (B.4)

In addition,thesuperpotentialisrescaled as

W ! e
� F
W ; (B.5)

such that

D iW ! e
� F
D iW : (B.6)

W hen < W >6= 0 (i.e. ifsupersym m etry is broken), the superpotentialcan be

rescaled to1by choosing F = lnW .De�ningG = K + lnW + lnW �,theLagrangian

can berecastasa function only ofG asfollows:
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� exp(G)[gij
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G iG j� � 3]: (B.7)

A fullaccount on the m ost generalgauge interactions in the supergravity La-

grangian isagain beyond thescopeofthisreview.Alm ostallofthedetailintroduc-

tion tosupergravity contain treatm entsofthissubject.W ereferinterested readersto

thosereferences.W ewilljustbriey com m enton theirproperties.Them ostrelevant

gaugeinteractionscan be added to the supergravity in a straightforward way.The

�rststep isagain extend allthecovariantderivativesin thesupergravity Lagrangian

to include gauge interaction (i.e.,adding term like TaA a� )forallthe m atter�eld

transform underthe gauge sym m etry. Allthe otherterm sinvolving gauge �eldsin
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theglobally sym m etricm odelsarealso presentin thesupergravity Lagrangian.The

only change isthatthey have to be integrated overan invariantvolum e form (i.e.,

changealltheintegral
R
d4x !

R
d4x

p
� g ).Therearesom eotherchangesinvolving

thenonrenorm alizablecouplingswith gravitinos.However,thoseterm saregenerally

oflessphenom enologicalim portanceespecially in theatlim it,in which M P listaken

to in�nity whilem 3=2 isheld �xed.

B .2 Supergravity potential

Letusfocuson thesupergravity scalarpotential,assum ing thatthechiralsuper-

�eldsin thetheory � can bedivided into hidden sector�eldsh and observablesector

statesCa.Asdem onstrated in theprevioussubsection,thetheory can bedescribed

in term softheK�ahlerfunction:x

G(�;�)=
K (�;�)

fM 2
P

+ ln

 
W (�)

fM 3
P

!

+ ln

 
W �(�)

fM 3
P

!

: (B.8)

The K�ahlerpotentialK (�;�)m ay be expanded in powersofm atterstatesCa (in-

cluding nonperturbativecontributions):

K = K (h;h)+ eK ab(h;h)C aCb+

�
1

2
Zab(h;h)CaCb+ h:c:

�

+ ::: (B.9)

where eK ab isthe(generally nondiagonal)m atterm etricand a nonzero bilinearterm

Zab can generate the �-term through the Guidice-M asiero m echanism [147]subject

to gauge-invariance.ThesuperpotentialW (�)can also beexpanded:

W = Ŵ (h)+
1

2
�ab(h)CaCb+

1

6
YabcCaCbCc+ ::: (B.10)

Notice thatitincludesa trilinearYukawa term (thatwillgenerate ferm ion m asses)

and a bilinear� term .

Severalm echanism shavebeen proposed forsupersym m etry breaking.Itisconve-

nienttoanalyzethisbreaking by considering theF term contribution totheSUGRA

scalarpotential(here the D term contribution to the potentialthatarisesfrom the

gauge sector willbe ignored). It can be expressed in term s ofderivatives ofthe

K�ahlerfunction G(�;�),orequivalently in term softheF term auxiliary �eldsthat

can acquirenonzero VEV’sand triggersupersym m etry breaking.Using Eq.(B.8),

V (�;�)= e
G
�
G I(K

� 1)IJG J � 3
�
= FJ K JIFI � 3eK jW j2 (B.11)

xPowers ofthe reduced Planck m ass (fM P ) that appear in the K �ahler function to obtain the

correctdim ensionsareretained although itisconventionalto adoptnaturalunitsand set fM P = 1.
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whereI;J � �I;�J 2 S;Ti;Yk;Ca and

G I �
@G

@�I
=
W I

W
+ K I (B.12)

FI = e
G =2(K � 1)IJ G J (B.13)

where(K � 1)IJ istheinverseofK JI,and satis�estherelation (K
� 1)IJK JL = �IL.A

subscripton G denotespartialdi�erentiation,whilethesam esubscripton F isjusta

label.A barred subscripton an F term denotesitsconjugate�eld FI � (FI)
y
.There

isno distinction m adeherebetween upperand lowerindices.

Aftersupersym m etry breaking,thesupersym m etricpartneroftheGoldstonebo-

son (Goldstino)iseaten by the m assless gravitino through the super-Higgsm echa-

nism .Thegravitino now hasa m assgiven by

m
2
3=2 = e

hG i = e
hK ijhW ij2 =

1

3
hFJ K JIFIi (B.14)

and setstheoverallscaleofthesoftparam eters.

In the absence ofF term vacuum expectation values(hFIi= 0 8�I),the locally

supersym m etric vacuum is negative VSU SY = � 3eG . However ifone (or m ore) of

the auxiliary F term sacquiresa nonzero VEV,the negative vacuum energy can be

(partially)canceled. Thisraisesthe exciting possibility thatthe vacuum energy,or

rather the cosm ologicalconstant V0,can be m ade vanishingly sm allin agreem ent

with experim entallim its. Notice that such a possibility cannot arise in globalsu-

persym m etry,forwhich thepotentialispositive de�nite and the globalm inim um is

supersym m etry preserving.

The presence ofnonzero F term VEVssignalthatsupersym m etry isbroken.As

the F term VEVs serve as the order param eters ofsupersym m etry breaking,it is

usefultoexpressthesoftsupersym m etry-breaking term sasfunctionsoftheseVEVs.

Onecan de�neacolum n vectorofF term VEVsF in term sofam atrix P and colum n

vector � (which also includes a CP-violating phase),where � hasunitlength and

satis�es� y�= 1,and P canonically norm alizestheK�ahlerm etricP yK JIP = 1:

F =
p
3C m 3=2 (P�) (B.15)

F
y =

p
3C m 3=2

�
� y
P
y
�

Replacingthe�eldsby theirVEVs,Eq.(B.11)can berewritten asam atrix equation:

hV i� V0 = F
y
K JIF � 3m23=2

= 3C 2
m

2
3=2�

y�
�
P
y
K JIP

�
� 3m23=2 (B.16)

= 3m 2
3=2

�
C
2 � 1

�

whereV0 isthecosm ologicalconstantand henceC
2 = 1+ V0

3m 2

3=2

.Therefore,choosing

a vanishingly sm allcosm ologicalconstantsetsC = 1.
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Asan exam ple considera m odelwith the dilaton S and an overallm oduli�eld

T with diagonalK�ahlerm etric.TheSUGRA potentialwould bea \sum ofsquares"

VF � jFSj
2 + jFTj

2 + :::� 3eG and henceP isa diagonalnorm alizing m atrix:

PIJ = (K II)
� 1=2

�IJ (B.17)

In thisspecialcaseonewould recovertheexpressionsof[81]:

F �

 
FS

FT

!

=
p
3C m 3=2

 
(K SS)

� 1=2sin� ei�S

(K TT)
� 1=2cos� ei�T

!

; (B.18)

such that dilaton-dom inated (m oduli-dom inated) supersym m etry breaking corre-

sponds to sin� = 1 (cos� = 1). However in the m ore generalcase,the potential

includesterm sthatm ix di�erentF term s.Theaction ofP isto canonically norm al-

izetheK�ahlerm etricand m aintain thevalidity oftheparam eterization.

Using Eqs.(B.9),(B.10),one can write down the unnorm alized supersym m etry-

breaking m assesand trilinearsthatarisein thesoftSUGRA potential:

Vsoft= m
2
abC aCb+

�
1

6
A abcYabcCaCbCc+ h:c:

�

+ ::: (B.19)

where the K�ahlerm etricsare in generalnotdiagonalleading to the noncanonically

norm alized softm asses

m
2
ab =

�
m

2
3=2 + V0

�
eK ab� Fm

�

@m @n eK ab� @m eK ac(eK
� 1)cd@n

eK db

�

Fn (B.20)

A abcYabc =
Ŵ �

jŴ j
e
K =2

Fm

h

K m Yabc+ @m Yabc �

�

(eK � 1)de@m eK eaYdbc (B.21)

+(a $ b)+ (a $ c))]

where the subscript m = h;Ca. Notice that a nondiagonalK�ahler m etric for the

m atter states willgenerate a m ass m atrix between di�erent �elds. The physical

m assesand statesareobtained by transform ingtothecanonically norm alized K�ahler

m etric,

eK abC aCb � ! C
0

aC
0
a: (B.22)

TheK�ahlerm etriciscanonically norm alized by a transform ation eP y eK eP = 1,so that

thephysicalcanonically norm alized m assesm 2
a arerelated tothepreviousnoncanon-

icalm assm atrix m 2
ab by therelation

m
2
a =

eP y
m

2
ab
eP: (B.23)

Ifthe K�ahler m atter m etric is diagonal(but not canonical) eK a = eK ab�abthen the

canonically norm alized scalarm assesm 2
a aresim ply given by

m
2
a = m

2
3=2 � FJFI@J@I

�

ln eK a

�

(I;J = h;Ca): (B.24)
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Thesoftgaugino m assassociated with thegaugegroup G � is:

M � =
1

2Ref�
FI@If� (I = S;Ti;Yk) (B.25)

and thecanonically norm alized supersym m etry-breaking trilinearterm forthescalar

�elds

A abcYabcCaCbCc is

A abc = FI

h

K I + @IlnYabc� @Iln

�
eK a

eK b
eK c

�i

: (B.26)

C M SSM basics

C .1 M SSM conventions:  avor m ixings

TheM SSM superpotentialisgiven by

W = ���[� Ĥ
�
u Q̂

�

iY
ij
u Û

c
j + Ĥ

�
d Q̂

�

iY
ij

d
D̂

c
j + Ĥ

�
d L̂

�

iY
ij
e Ê

c
j � �Ĥ

�
d Ĥ

�
u]; (C.1)

in which ��� = � ��� and �12 = 1,and thesuper�eldsarede�ned in thestandard way

(suppressing gaugeindices):

Q̂ i = (eQ Li
;Q Li

)

Û
c
i = (eU c

Li
;U

c
Li
)

D̂
c
i = (eD c

Li
;D

c
Li
)

L̂i = (eE Li
;E Li

)

Ê
c
i = (eE c

Li
;E

c
Li
)

Ĥ u = (H u;eH u)

Ĥ d = (H d;eH d); (C.2)

with i;j = 1:::3 labeling fam ily indices. The soft supersym m etry-breaking La-

grangian Lsoft takestheform (dropping \helicity" indices):

� Lsoft =
1

2

h

M 3�eg�eg + M 2
fW afW a + M 1

eB eB + h:c:

i

+ ���[� bH
�
d H

�
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u
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�
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�
d
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�

i
eA eij
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j + h:c:]

+ m
2
H d
jH dj

2 + m
2
H u
jH uj

2 + eQ �
im

2
Q ij

eQ ��
j

+ eL�
im

2
L ij

eL��
j + eU c�

i m
2
U ij

eU c
j +

eD c�
i m

2
D ij

eD c
j +

eE c�
i m

2
E ij

eE c
j: (C.3)

The SU(2) representations ofthe squark,slepton,and Higgs doublets can be ex-

pressed asfollows(suppressing fam ily indicesforsim plicity):

eQ =

 
eUL

eD L

!

; eL =

 
eN L

eE L

!

; (C.4)
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H d =

 
H 0

d

H
�
d

!

; H u =

 
H +

u

H 0
u

!

: (C.5)

TheHiggs�eldsacquireVEVsand triggerelectroweak sym m etry breaking:

hH di=

 
vd

0

!

; hH ui=

 
0

vu

!

; (C.6)

in which v2d + v2u � v2,tan� = vu=vd,and v2 = (174GeV)2 = 2m 2
Z=(g

2
2 + g

02). g2

and g0 are the SU(2) and U(1)Y gauge couplings,which satisfy e = g2sin�W =

g0cos�W ,whereeistheelectron chargeand �W istheelectroweak m ixing angle.The

hyperchargecouplingg0di�ersfrom theGUT norm alized hyperchargecouplingg1 by

g1 =
p
5=3g0.

Afterelectroweaksym m etrybreaking,onecan show explicitlythatthem assterm s

oftheup-typesquarks(neglecting diagonaland �-dependentelectroweak corrections

fornow)can beexpressed from theLagrangian given above:

Vsquark = eU T
m

2
Q
eU � + eU cy

m
2
U
eU c+ eU cy eA y

u
eU �
vu + eU T eA u

eU c
vu + :::; (C.7)

In m atrix notation one�nds:

Vsquark = (eU T eU cy)

 
m 2

Q vu eA u

vu eA
y
u m 2

U

!  
eU �

eU c

!

+ :::; (C.8)

written in a generalbasisin which the Yukawa m atrix ofthe up-type quarksisnot

diagonal,such that

LY uk = vuU
T
YuU

c + h:c:+ :::: (C.9)

In the above eU isa 3-com ponentcolum n vector,and each elem entofthe m atrix in

Eq.(C.8)isitselfa 3� 3 m atrix. The super�elds are de�ned asfollows(following

Eq.(C.2),butsuppressing theL index):

Q̂ i =

 
(eUi;Ui)

(eD i;D i)

!

Û
c
i = (eU c

i;U
c
i)

D̂
c
i = (eD c

i;D
c
i): (C.10)

W hile Q̂ i contains the left-handed quarks, Û c
i and D̂ c

i contain the left-handed an-

tiquarks. The left-handed antiquarks can be replaced by right-handed quarks by

perform ing a CP operation on the super�elds. Since Vsquark isreal,itispossible to

writeVsquark = V �
squark and henceobtain Eq.(C.8)asfollows:

Vsquark = (eU
y

L
eU
y

R
)

 
m 2�

Q vu eA
�
u

vu
eA T
u m 2�

U

!  
eUL

eUR

!

: (C.11)
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Using thestandard relationsforcharge-conjugated ferm ions,oneobtains

LY uk = U LvuY
�
u UR + h:c:+ :::; (C.12)

with theleft(L)and right(R)-handed super�eldsde�ned as

Q̂ Li
=

 
(eULi

;ULi
)

(eD Li
;D Li

)

!

ÛR i
= (eUR i

;UR i
)

D̂ R i
= (eD R i

;D R i
): (C.13)

The com plex conjugates of the Yukawa couplings and soft param eters appear in

these expressions,which isa consequence ofreplacing the left-handed antiquark by

theright-handed quark super�elds.

It is necessary to express both the quarks and squarks in term s oftheir m ass

eigenstates. For the quarks,the diagonalization ofeach Yukawa m atrix requires a

pairofunitary 3� 3 m atrices,asin theSM :

diag(m u;m c;m t) = VUL
vuY

�
u V

y

UR

diag(m d;m s;m b) = VD L
vdY

�
d V

y

D R
; (C.14)

in which
0

B
B
@

uR

cR

tR

1

C
C
A = VUR

0

B
B
@

UR 1

UR 2

UR 3

1

C
C
A ;

0

B
B
@

uL

cL

tL

1

C
C
A = VUL

0

B
B
@

UL1

UL2

UL3

1

C
C
A ; (C.15)

0

B
B
@

dR

sR

bR

1

C
C
A = VD R

0

B
B
@

D R 1

D R 2

D R 3

1

C
C
A ;

0

B
B
@

dL

sL

bL

1

C
C
A = VD L

0

B
B
@

D L1

D L2

D L3

1

C
C
A : (C.16)

Intheaboveequations,the�eldsontheL.H.S.such as(uL cL tL),etc.denotethem ass

eigenstates,while UL,etc. denote the gauge eigenstates. The Cabibbo-Kobayashi-

M askawa m atrix isVC K M = VUL
V
y

D L
.Thesquarksarediagonalized by pairsof3� 6

m atricesasfollows:

diag(m 2
eu1
:::m

2
eu6
)=

�

�
y

UL
�
y

UR

�

m
2
eU

 
�UL

�UR

!

(C.17)

diag(m 2
ed1
:::m

2
ed6
)=

�

�
y

D L
�
y

D R

�

m
2
eD

 
�D L

�D R

!

(C.18)
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in which m 2
eU
isde�ned by Eq.(C.11)and m 2

eD
can beobtained from Eq.(C.11)with

the replacem ents U ! D and vu ! vd. The rotation m atrices �UL ;R
,�D L ;R

are

de�ned as
0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

eUL1

eUL2

eUL3

eUR 1

eUR 2

eUR 3

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

=

 
�UL

�UR

!

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

eu1

eu2

eu3

eu4

eu5

eu6

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (C.19)
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eD L3

eD R 1

eD R 2
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C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
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A

=

 
�D L

�D R

!

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

ed1

ed2

ed3

ed4

ed5

ed6

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (C.20)

However,it is com m on to rotate the quarks to their m ass eigenstate basis and

rotatethesquarksin exactly thesam eway asthequarks.Thisistheso-called Super-

CKM (SCKM )basis.Itisaconvenientbasistostudyavorviolation processsinceall

the unphysicalparam etersin the Yukawa m atriceshave already been rotated away.

In this case,the diagonalization ofthe scalar m ass m atrices thus proceeds in two

steps.First,thesquarksand sleptonsarerotated in thesam eway astheirferm ionic

superpartners(seeEq.(C.15)and Eq.(C.16)above);i.e.,wedo unto squarksaswe

do unto quarks:

eU SC K M
R =

0

B
B
@

euR

ecR

etR

1

C
C
A = VUR

0

B
B
@

eUR 1

eUR 2

eUR 3

1

C
C
A ; eU SC K M

L =

0

B
B
@

euL

ecL

etL

1

C
C
A = VUL

0

B
B
@

eUL1

eUL2

eUL3

1

C
C
A ;(C.21)

eD SC K M
R =

0

B
B
@

edR

esR

ebR

1

C
C
A = VD R

0

B
B
@

eD R 1

eD R 2

eD R 3

1

C
C
A ; eD SC K M

L =

0

B
B
@

edL

esL

ebL

1

C
C
A = VD L

0

B
B
@

eD L1

eD L2

eD L3

1

C
C
A ;(C.22)

where in the SCKM basisthe squark �elds(euL;ecL;etL)are the superpartnersofthe

physicalm asseigenstatequarks(uL;cL;tL),respectively,(i.e.(euL;uL)form a super-

�eld because both com ponentsare subjectto the sam e rotation,thereby preserving

195



thesuper�eld structure).

V =

�
eU
ySC K M

L
eU
ySC K M

R

�
 

(m 2SCK M
eU

)LL (m 2SCK M
eU

)LR

(m 2SCK M
eU

)LR )
y (m 2SCK M

eU
)R R

!  
eU SC K M
L

eU SC K M
R

!

(C.23)

The squark �elds expressed in the SCKM basis are often m ore convenient to work

with,even though they are not m ass eigenstates. Their 6 � 6 m ass m atrices are

obtained from Eq.(C.11)byaddingtheelectroweak sym m etrybreakingcontributions

and then rotating to the SCKM basisde�ned in Eqs.(C.21),(C.22).They have the

following form :

m
2SCK M
eU

=

 
(m 2

eU
)LL + m 2

u �
cos2�

6
(m 2

Z � 4m2W ) (m 2
eU
)LR � cot��mu

(m 2
eU
)
y

LR
� cot���m u (m 2

eU
)R R + m 2

u +
2cos2�

3
m 2

Zs
2
W

!

;

m
2SCK M
eD

=

 
(m 2

eD
)LL + m 2

d �
cos2�

6
(m 2

Z + 2m 2
W ) (m 2

eD
)LR � tan��md

(m 2
eD
)
y

LR
� tan���m d (m 2

eD
)R R + m 2

d �
cos2�

3
m 2

Zs
2
W

!

;(C.24)

in which sW � sin�W ,1̂standsforthe3� 3unitm atrix,and mu = diag(m u;m c;m t),

m d = diag(m d;m s;m b).Theavor-changing entriesarecontained in

(m 2
eU
)LL = VUL

m 2�

Q V
y

UL
(m 2

eU
)R R = VUR

m 2�

U V
y

UR
(m 2

eU
)LR = v�uVUL

eA �
uV

y

UR

(m 2
eD
)LL = VD L

m 2�

Q V
y

D L
(m 2

eD
)R R = VD R

m 2�

D V
y

D R
(m 2

eD
)LR = v�dVD L

eA �
dV

y

D R
:

(C.25)

Eq.(C.25)dem onstratesthatallfourofthem atricesVU;D L ;R
areneeded even though

the observed CKM m atrix only constrains one com bination ofthem . The squarks

arenotyetdiagonaland henceitisnecessary to expressthem in term softheirm ass

eigenstates:

diag(m 2
eu1
:::m

2
eu6
)=

�

�
ySCK M

UL
�
ySCK M

UR

�

m
2SCK M
eU

 
�SCK MUL

�SCK MUR

!

(C.26)

diag(m 2
ed1
:::m

2
ed6
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�

�
ySCK M

D L
�
ySCK M
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�

m
2SCK M
eD

 
�SCK MD L

�SCK MD R

!

; (C.27)

in which
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: (C.29)

The squark diagonalization m atrices in the SCKM basisde�ned in Eq.(C.28)and

Eq.(C.29)are related to the squark diagonalization m atricesde�ned in Eq.(C.19)

and Eq.(C.20)asfollows:

�SCK MUL
= VUL

�UL
; �SCK MUR

= VUR
�UR

�SCK MD L
= VD L

�D L
; �SCK MD R

= VD R
�D R

: (C.30)

Allofthese resultsm ay be readily extended to leptons. In Section C.3,we present

an exam ple oftwo avorm ixing which could be considered asa specialcase ofthe

generalm ixingspresented in thissection in which only thethird generation haslarge

m ixings.

C .2 G augino m asses and m ixings

� G luinos:Thegluino m assterm sin theM SSM Lagrangian are

� Leg =
1

2
(M 3e

i�3�g�g + h:c:); (C.31)

in which theSU(3)c index hasbeen suppressed.Them asseigenstateas�
0
g isrelated

to �g by a phaserotation:

�g = G�
0
g; G = e

� i�3=2: (C.32)

Thegluino statescan becom bined into fourcom ponentM ajoranaspinorsasfollows:

eg =

 
�g

�g

!

; eg0=

 
�0g

�g
0

!

: (C.33)

Thefollowing relationsareusefulforderiving theFeynm an rules:

PReg = �g = G
� 1
PR eg

0

egPL = �g = Geg
0
PL

egPR = �g = G
� 1eg

0
PR

PLeg = �g = GPLeg
0
: (C.34)
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� C harginos:ThecharginosoftheM SSM arethem asseigenstateswhich resultfrom

them ixingofthecharged gauginosand thecharged com ponentsofthehiggsinos.The

gaugino m assterm saregiven by

1

2
M 2(fW 1

fW 1 + fW 2
fW 2)= M 2

fW + fW �
; (C.35)

in which fW + = 1p
2
(fW 1� ifW 2)and fW

� = 1p
2
(fW 1+ ifW 2).Thehiggsinosform SU(2)L

doublets

eH d =

 
eH 0
d

eH �
d

!

eH u =

 
eH +
u

eH 0
u

!

: (C.36)

Com bining thegauginosand higgsinosinto charged pairs

�
+ = (fW +

;eH +
u ); �

� = (fW �
;eH �

d
); (C.37)

theirm assterm scan berewritten as

L = �
1

2
(�+ ;�� )

 
X T

X

!  
�+

��

!

; (C.38)

where

X =

 
M 2

p
2m W sin�

p
2m W cos� �

!

: (C.39)

Noticethatin generalM 2 and � can becom plex.X ,asa general2� 2 m atrix,can

bediagonalized by a biunitary transform ation:

M
diag

eC
=

 
M eC 1

M eC 2

!

= U
�
X V

� 1
: (C.40)

In practice,one can use V X yX V � 1 = (M
diag

eC
)2 and U �X X yU T = (M

diag

eC
)2 to �nd

U and V . However,these relations do not �x U and V uniquely,but only up to

diagonalphase m atricesPU and PV . In general,the resulting m assterm ispropor-

tionalto P �
U U

�X V � 1P �
V . Since U

�X V � 1 isdiagonal,withoutlossofgenerality one

can e�ectively set PU to the unit m atrix. The phases in PV willbe �xed by the

requirem entthatU �X V � 1P �
V givearealand positivediagonalm atrix,asrequired by

thede�nition ofm asseigenstates.Itcan beabsorbed into thede�nition ofV .Once

them ixing m atricesU and V havebeen obtained,them asseigenstatesaregiven by

eC +
i = Vij�

+
j ;

eC �
i = Uij�

�
j : (C.41)

Them asseigenstatescan also becom bined into Diracspinors:

eC1 =

0

@
eC
+
1

eC
�

1

1

A ; eC2 =

0

@
eC
+
2

eC
�

2

1

A : (C.42)
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In thisbasis,them assterm sare

L = � (M eC 1

eC 1
eC1 + M eC 2

eC 2
eC2): (C.43)

� N eutralinos:TheneutralinosoftheM SSM arethem asseigenstateswhich result

from them ixingoftheneutralgauginosand theneutralcom ponentsofthehiggsinos.

In thebasis

�
0 = (eB ;fW 3;eH

0
d;
eH 0
u); (C.44)

in which eB isthesuperpartneroftheU(1)Y gaugeboson and fW 3 isthesuperpartner

oftheneutralSU(2)L gaugeboson,them assterm sare

L = �
1

2
(�0)TY �0 + h:c:; (C.45)

in which

Y =

0

B
B
B
B
@

M 1 � mZc�sw m Zs�sw

M 2 m Zc�cw � mZs�cw

� mZ c�sw m Zc�cw � �

m Zs�sw � mZs�cw � �

1

C
C
C
C
A
: (C.46)

Thisisa 4� 4 sym m etric com plex m atrix and can bediagonalized by

N
�
Y N

y = M
diag

eN
; (C.47)

where N isa 4� 4 unitary m atrix. N and the m asseigenvaluesare determ ined by

N Y yY N y = (M
diag

eN
)2.However,therearephaseam biguitiessim ilarto thoseencoun-

tered in thecharginosector.Thephasesareagain �xed byrequiringP �
N N

�Y N yP �
N to

bea realand positive diagonalm atrix.The m asseigenstatesare eni = N ij�
0
j,which

can becom bined into fourcom ponentM ajorana spinors:

eN i=

 
eni

eni

!

: (C.48)

C .3 M SSM Feynm an rules

In thissection,thephenom enologically m ostrelevantFeynm an rulesoftheM SSM

arepresented in ournotation/conventions.TheFeynm an rulesdisplayed hereinclude

severalgeneralizationsnotincluded in theclassicreferences[8,451,870,871].

� AllpossiblephasesoftheM SSM param etersareincluded.

� The fullavor structure ofthe quark/squark sectorisretained such thatthe

CKM m atrix VC K M and scalar quark m ixing m atrices �SC K M
U;D are included

explicitly in theFeynm an rules.Slepton m ixing isalso included.
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� The gaugino-sferm ion-ferm ion interactionsinclude the higgsino contributions,

which aresuppressed by sm allferm ion m asses.

The Feynm an rulesareexpressed in theSCKM basis,in which theSM ferm ions

havebeen rotated into theirm asseigenstatesand thusaredescribed by theirm asses

and m ixing m atrices(VC K M forthequark sector).Thesquarksand sleptonsarenot

diagonalin theSCKM basis(see e.g.Eq.(C.24)forthequarks),and theirrotation

m atrices (�SC K M
qA )I� (the chirality A = L;R) enter the Feynm an rules explicitly.

I;J = 1;2;3 denotethefam ily indicesoftheSM ferm ions(and thesferm ionsin the

SCKM basis).Theindices�;� = 1;:::;6 labelthem asseigenstatesofthesferm ions

(theseindicesrangefrom 1:::3 forthesneutrinos).Colorindices(e.g.forgluonsand

gluinos)aredenoted by i;j;k = 1;2;3.Thegluinosarelabeled ega,wherea = 1;:::;8

labelstheSU(3)generators.Thecharginosaredenoted by eCi,where i= 1;2 labels

theirm asseigenstates,and theneutralinosby eN i,i= 1;:::;4.ef denotesthecharge

off in unitsofe,wheree istheabsolutevalueoftheelectron charge.

Beforeconsidering generalavorm ixing,letuswarm up with thesim pleexam ple

ofsferm ion m ixing with only one generation ofquarksand squarksofboth up and

down avors. Using the generalresultsofAppendix C.1,the squark m assterm sin

thislim itaregiven by

� L = (eq
y

L
;eq

y

R
)

 
m 2

LL m 2
LR

m 2�
LR m 2

R R

!  
eqL

eqR

!

= (eq
y

L
;eq

y

R
)m 2

eq

 
eqL

eqR

!

; (C.49)

in which

m
2
LL = m

2
eQ
+ m

2
q + � q

m
2
R R = m

2
eq
+ m

2
q + �q

(m 2
LR )u = vuA

�
u � �vdyu

(m 2
LR )d = vdA

�
d � �vuyd: (C.50)

In theabove,m 2
eQ
and m 2

eq
arethesoftsupersym m etry-breaking m ass-squared param -

etersforthe left-handed doubletand singlets,respectively,and the eA qsarethe soft

trilinearscalarcouplings. m 2
q isthe F term contribution derived from the superpo-

tentialYukawa couplingswhich give m assesto the up and down quarks. The term

proportionalto � isalso an F term contribution which arisesfrom thecrossterm sof

theproductjFH j(whereH denotesboth H u and H d).The� qsareD term contribu-

tionstothem assm atrix:� u = (1
2
� 2

3
sin2�W )cos2�m

2
Z,�u = (2

3
sin2�W )cos2�m

2
Z,

� d = (� 1

2
� 1

3
sin2�W )cos2�m

2
Z,and �d = (1

3
sin2�W )cos2�m

2
Z.

The 2� 2 Herm itian m assm atrix isdiagonalized by the unitary transform ation

m
2;diag

eq
= Um 2

eq
U y.Denoting them asseigenstatesas(eq1;eq2),

U
y

 
eq1

eq2

!

=

 
�L

�R

!  
eq1

eq2

!

=

 
eqL

eqR

!

; (C.51)
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wherethe�sare1� 2row vectors(recallthatin theM SSM ,the�m atricesare3� 6

m atrices).U can beparam eterized in term softheangles�q and �q asfollows:

U =

 
cos�q sin�qe

i�q

� sin�qe
� i�q cos�q

!

: (C.52)

Therefore,

(�L)1� = (cos�q;� sin�qe
i�q); (�R)1� = (sin�qe

� i�q;cos�q): (C.53)

To seehow these couplingsentertheFeynm an rules,one�rstusesEq.(C.51)to

recastthe Lagrangian from the original(eqL;eqR)basisto the new basis(eq1;eq2). The

m ixing angles�q and �q (which arefunctionsoftheoriginalLagrangian param eters)

appearascoupling constantsin theLagrangian.Forexam ple,considerthecoupling

g[fW + dLeu
�
L �

fW
+

dLeuL + h:c:]. This is just the supersym m etric com pletion ofthe

left-handed charged currentcoupling oftheSM .In thenew basis,thisterm is

g[fW +
dL(�L)

�
1�eu

�
� �

fW
+

dL(�L)1�eu� + h:c:]

= g[fW +
dL(cos�ueu

�
1 � sin�ue

� i�u eu�2)

+ fW
+

dL(sin�ue
i�u eu1 + cos�ueu2)+ h:c:]; (C.54)

where eu1 and eu2 aretwo m asseigenstatesofthescalarup quarks.

Thisexercisecan ofcoursebecarried outin thepresenceoffullavorm ixing.W e

now presentthem ostphenom enologically relevantFeynm an ruleswithin thegeneral

M SSM -124.

� G augino | Sferm ion | ferm ion:

1.chargino-quark-squark

L
qeqeC + = � g2[(V

C K M )
IJ
uIPR(U11

eC1 + U21
eC2)ed�(�

SC K M
D L )
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c
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p
2m W cos�
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D R )J� � m

d
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y
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12
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c
1 + U

�
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I
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p
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[(V C K M )IJuIPL(V
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dIPR (V12 eC

c
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c
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u
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+ h:c: (C.55)

201



C

d

+

~

i

I

α

u

~

Figure10:� g2(V
C K M )IJ(�

SC K M
D L )J�Ui1 � PR +

g2p
2m W cos�

(V C K M )IJ(�
SC K M
D R )J�m

d
JUi2 �

PR +
g2p

2m W sin�
(V C K M )IJ(�

SC K M
D L )J�m

u
IV

�
i2 � PL

C

d

~

I

u

i
+

α
~

Figure 11: � g2(V
C K M )

y

IJ
(�SC K M

U L )J�Vi1 � PR C +
g2p

2m W cos�
(V C K M )

y

IJ
(�SC K M

U L )J�m
d
IU

�
i2 � PLC +

g2p
2m W sin�

(V C K M )
y

IJ
(�SC K M

U R )J�m
u
JVi2 �

PR C

202



Iu

~
dα

C
+
i

~

Figure12: � g2(V
C K M
IJ )�(�SC K M

D L )�J�U
�
i1� PL+

g2p
2m W cos�

(V C K M
IJ )�(�SC K M

D R )�J�m
d
JU

�
22� PL

+
g2p

2m W sin�
(V C K M

IJ )�(�SC K M
D L )�J�m

u
IVi2 � PR

I

C

~

d

u

i
+~

α
Figure13: +g2V

C K M
JI (�SC K M

U L )�J�V
�
i1� C� 1PL�

g2p
2m W cos�

V C K M
JI (�SC K M

U L )�J�m
d
IUi2� C� 1�

PR �
g2p

2m W sin�
V C K M
JI (�SC K M

U R )�m u
JV

�
i2 � C� 1PL

203



2.Neutralino-quark-squark

L
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=
X
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+ h:c: (C.56)

Theprocessesassociated with neutralinoand up (s)quarksareshown in Fig.14

and Fig.15,whereT3I = 1=2,eI = 2=3.

3.Gaugino-lepton-slepton

M akethesubstitutions

eL $ dL eR $ dR e$ d

�L $ UL

ee $ ed e� $ eu

�E L $ �SC K M
D L ; ��L $ �SC K M

U L

�E R $ �SC K M
D R

1 $ � V
C K M

m e
I $ m

d
I

0 $ m
u
I

4.Gluino-quark-squark
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� (�
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�
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� 1
q
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IPReg
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k
Ieq
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� (�
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� Gq
j
IPLeg
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SC K M
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): (C.57)

i,j...arecolorindices.
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1.Chargino-Neutralino-W �

L
W � eC i

eN
= g2W

�
�
eN i

�(O L
ijPL + O

R
ijPR )

eCj
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O
L
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1
p
2
N i4V

�
j2 + N i2V

�
j1

O
R
ij =

1
p
2
N

�
i3Uj2 + N

�
i2Uj1: (C.58)

2.Chargino-chargino-gaugeboson (Z 0;)

a)photon 

L
 eC i

eC i
= � eA� eC i

� eCi (C.59)

b)Z 0

L
Z 0 eC i

eC i
=

g2

cos�W
Z�[eC i

�(O 0L
ijPL + O

0R
ijPR )

eCj] (C.60)
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U
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2
�W
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3.Neutralino-neutralino-gauge boson (Z 0)
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O
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4.Gluino-Gluino-Gluon

L
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i

2
g3fabceg
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�
�eg

0b
G
c
� (C.62)

� C ouplings betw een squarks and gauge bosons:
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To sim plify ourexpressions,wede�ne

F
1
�� = (V C K M )IJ(�

SC K M
U L )�I�(�

SC K M
D L )J�; (C.63)

and

F
2I
�� = (�SC K M

qL )�I�(�
SC K M
gL )I� + (�SC K M

qR )I��(�
SC K M
qR )

I�
: (C.64)

1.Scalarquark | scalarquark | gauge boson
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2.Scalarquark | scalarquark | gauge boson | gauge boson

a)Electroweak
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(C.67)

yQ = � 1+ 2eu = 1+ 2ed;
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b)Strong Interaction
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a
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c)M ixed Electroweak-Strong
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C .4 Spinor handling

In thissection,abriefsum m ary ofthespinorconventionsused herearepresented

aswellastechniquesneeded in thecalculationsinvolving spinors.Sim ilartechniques

can befound in [8],am ong m any otherplacesin theliterature.

Herethechiralrepresentation isused,in which the m atriceshavetheform


� =

 
0 ��

�� 0

!

; (C.70)

where�� = (1;�)and �� = (1;� �).In thisbasis,

5 = i
0

1

2

3 =

 
� 1 0

0 1

!

: (C.71)

Theleft-and right-handed projection operatorsarede�ned asfollows:

PL =
1

2
(1� 5); PR =

1

2
(1+ 5): (C.72)

A four-com ponentDiracspinorin thisbasisiswritten as

	=

 
��

�_�

!

=

 
	 L

	 R

!

(C.73)

where � and � are two-com ponentW eylspinorstransform ing underthe left-handed

and right-handed representationsoftheLorentzgroup,respectively (reected in the

useoftheindices� and _�.Upperand lowerindicesindicatethattheLorentztrans-

form ation,which isa2� 2m atrix,should bem ultiplied asaconjugatefrom theright

orasitisfrom theleft.Theindicescan beraised orlowered by using

�
�� = � ��� = i�

2 =

 
0 1

� 1 0

!

: (C.74)
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Thisnotation isconvenient because itkeeps track ofthe transform ation properties

ofthe spinors. Therefore,itiseasy to construct certain productsofspinors which

have speci�c transform ation properties. A ferm ion bilinear which transform s as a

Lorentz scalar is form ed by the contraction an upper index with a lower index of

the sam e type.Forexam ple,considera chiralsuperm ultiplet(�; ;F)where  isa

left-handed W eylspinor. Since itsm assterm m ustbe a Lorentz singlet,ithasthe

form m  � � + h:c:= m   + h:c:.In thisnotation,the-m atricescan bewritten as


� =

 
0 �

�

� _�

�� _��

!

(C.75)

and

�
�� =

i

2
[�;�]= 2i

 
�̂���� 0

0 �̂
�� _�

_�

!

; (C.76)

where

�̂
���
� =

1

4
(�

�

� _��
� _�� � �

�
� _��

� _��)

�̂
�� _�

� =
1

4
(�� _����

� _�
� �

� _��
�
�

� _�
): (C.77)

TheoriginalM SSM Lagrangian isusually written in term softwo-com ponentspinors

(becausechiralsuperm ultipletscontain W eylspinors).However,thefour-com ponent

notation ism orefam iliartom any people.Therefore,itisusefultoestablish a dictio-

nary in ordertotranslateback and forth between thetwolanguages.Thisdictionary

hasbeen presented in m any reviewsand textbooks;itispresented here (along with

otherusefulspinoridentities)forcom pleteness.Two-com ponentW eylspinorssatisfy

�� = ��; �� = ��;

��
�
� = � ��

�
�;

��̂
��
� = � �̂�

��
�; ��̂

��
� = � ��̂

��
�: (C.78)

Itisalwaysunderstood that\barred" spinorscarry dotted indiceswhileotherscarry

undotted indices, and upper indices always contract with lower ones. The four-

com ponentspinorssatisfy

	 1	 2 = �1�2 + �2�1

	 15	 2 = � �1�2 + �2�1

	 1
�	 2 = �1�

�
�2 � �2�

�
�1

	 1
�
5	 2 = � �1�

�
�2 � �2�

�
�1

	 1�
��	 2 = 2i(�1�

��
�2 � �2�

��
�1): (C.79)
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Projection operatorscan beinserted into theexpressionsaboveto obtain

	 1PL	 2 = �1�2; 	 1PR 	 2 = �2�1;

	 1
�
PL	 2 = �1�

�
�2; 	 1

�
PR 	 2 = � �2�

�
�1: (C.80)

The following relationsare also often useful,especially in the calculation ofhelicity

am plitudes[872]:

�
y

1�1�
��2�2 � �

y

3�3���4�4 = �
y

1�1�
��2�2 � �

y

3�3���4�4

= 2�
y

1�1�4�4 � �
y

3�3�2�2

�
y

1�1�
��2�2 � �

y

3�3���4�4 = �
y

1�1�
��2�2 � �

y

3�3���4�4

= 2�
y

1�1�2�2 � �
y

3�3�4�4 � 2�
y

1�1�4�4 � �
y

3�3�2�2;

(C.81)

where�i arearbitrary 2� 2 m atrices.

Chargeconjugation ofa four-com ponentspinorisde�ned by

	 c = C	
T

(C.82)

where C isthe charge conjugation operator.{ The charge conjugation operatorhas

thefollowing properties:

1.C y = C � 1,

2.C T = � C,

3.ForthegeneratorsoftheCli�ord Algebra �i= 1,i5,
�5,

�,���,C y�iC =

�i�
T
i, where �i = 1 if 1 � i � 6, and �i = � 1 for the rest. �is satisfy

0�i
0 = �

y

i.

A M ajorana spinorisde�ned by thecondition 	 c = 	:

	 M =

 
��

�
_�

!

=

 
 L

i�2 �
L

!

: (C.83)

M ajorana spinorssatisfy

	 1	 2 = 	 2	 1

	 15	 2 = 	 25	 1

	 1
�	 2 = � 	2

�	 1

	 1
�
5	 2 = 	 2

�
5	 1

	 1�
��	 2 = � 	2�

��	 1: (C.84)

{In the chiralrepresentation,C = � i20. However,in m ostcalculations,the detailed form of

C isnotneeded.
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Spinorsu(p;s)and v(p;s)which satisfytheDiracequation,(�p�� m )u(p;s)= 0,

and (�p� + m )v(p;s)= 0,also satisfy

u(k;s)= Cv
T(k;s); v(k;s)= Cu

T(k;s) (C.85)

In calculating thescattering crosssection ordecay width,oneusually averages/sum s

overthe initial/�nalspin statesofferm ions. In doing so,one usually encounterthe

fam iliarspin sum form ula
X

s

u(p;s)u(p;s) = 
�
p� + m ;

X

s

v(p;s)v(p;s) = 
�
p� � m : (C.86)

However,in the processesinvolving M ajorana ferm ions,the following spin sum for-

m ulaewillalso beuseful
X

s

u(p;s)vT(p;s) = (�p� + m )(� C);

X

s

u
T(p;s)v(p;s) = C

y(�p� � m );

X

s

v
T(p;s)u(p;s) = C

y(�p� + m );

X

s

v(p;s)uT(p;s) = (�p� � m )(� C): (C.87)

Thefollowingsim pleexam pleisusefultoillustratethespinortechniquesnecessary

forcrosssection calculations.

Photino annihilation provides a nice exam ple ofcalculating the cross sections

involving M ajorana particles. It also has practicalsigni�cance,because neutralino

pairannihilation through thet-channelexchangeofscalarferm ionscan besigni�cant

when calculating therelicdensity ofneutralino cold dark m atter.In orderto derive

theFeynm an rulesand writedown theam plitude,am odeexpansion oftheM ajorana

spinorscan beperform ed in a sim ilarway to thatoftheDiracspinors(justkeep in

m ind thatforM ajorana spinors,there isonly one type ofcreation and annihilation

operator).Thedirection oftheferm ion num berpropagation isreected in thechoice

ofspinorsu(k;s)and v(k;s). Ofcourse,thisdistinction issuper�cialsince there is

norealdistinction between ferm ion and antiferm ion forM ajoranaparticles.Diagram

(a)isobtained in astraightforward m anner.SincethephotinoisaM ajoranaparticle,

theexchangediagram (b)isalso present.Theam plitudesarek

M a / D t(u(k1;�1)PRu(p1;s1))(v(p2;s2)PLv(k2;�2))

M b / � Du(u(k1;�1)PRCv
T(p2;s2))(u

T(p1;s1)(� C
y)PLv(k2;�2))

= D u(u(k1;�1)PR u(p2;s2))(v(p1;s1)PLv(k2;�2)); (C.88)

kAsthefocushereison thespinorstructure,thedetailed dependenceon thecoupling constants

issuppressed.
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Figure 36: The annihilation ofa pairofphotinosinto an electron-positron pairvia

a t-channelexchange ofa left-handed scalarelectron. The arrowson the lineslabel

the direction offerm ion num berpropagation. The arrowsappearing togetherwith

them om enta labelthedirection ofm om entum ow.

where D t = ((p1 � k1)
2 � m2eeL )

� 1,D u = ((p2 � k1)
2 � m2eeL )

� 1.To obtain thesecond

equality ofM b,Eq.(C.85)wasused.Thesecond expression ofM b showsm anifestly

thatthedirection offerm ion num berpropagationissuper�cialsinceitisequivalentto

theam plitudeobtained from reversing thearrowson thephotino lines.Therelative

m inus sign between the two diagram soriginatesfrom the exchange oftwo ferm ion

�elds,sim ilartotherelativem inussign oftheu-channeldiagram forelasticscattering

ofelectronsin QED.Thedi�erentialcrosssection is

d�

d

/
1

4

X

s1;s2;�1;�2

jM a + M bj
2 =

1

4

X

s1;s2;�1;�2

jM aj
2 + jM bj

2 + M aM
�
b + M

�
aM b:(C.89)

jM aj
2 and jM bj

2 can beobtained using thestandard tracetechnology

X
jM aj

2 / D
2
t(t� M

2
e � m

2
e)
2

X
jM bj

2 / D
2
u(u � M

2
e � m

2
e)
2
: (C.90)

However,anam ountofextrae�ortisneeded when calculatingM aM
�
b.Aftersum m ing

overthe�nalspin states,

X
M aM

�
b / � [u(p2;s2)PL(

�
k1� + m e)PR u(p1;s1)]

� [v(p2;s2)(
�
k2� � me)PR v(p1;s1)]: (C.91)
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Thereisno obviousway to sum thespin indicesexceptdoing itexplicitly.However,

one can take the transpose ofthe term s in the �rst square bracket,which willnot

changetheresultsinceitisjustanum ber.Usingthepropertiesofchargeconjugation

and theappropriateform ula in Eq.(C.87),

X
M aM

�
b / � Tr[(�p1� � M e)PR(

�
k1� � me)PL(

�
p2� � M e)PL(

�
k2� � me)]

= (s� 2m2e)M
2
e: (C.92)

Sinceallofthecouplingsarereal,M aM
�
b = M �

aM b.Putting everything together,

d�

d

/ D

2
t(t� M

2
e � m

2
e)
2 + D

2
u(u � M

2
e � m

2
e)
2 � 2DuD t[s� 2m2e]M

2
e: (C.93)

In thecosm ologically interesting lim itwhereE e � M e,

d�

d

� (m2e=(M e � m

2
eeL
)2: (C.94)

Thisisan exam pleofthegeneralresultthats-waveneutralinoannihilation toferm ion

pairsissuppressed by theferm ion m ass.

C .5 FC N C exam ple

Considerthefollowingsim pletwo-avorexam ple,inwhich thesquarkm assm atrix

isgiven by

L = eq
y

im
2
ijeqj; m

2 =

 
m 2

1 �

� m 2
2

!

; (C.95)

in which i;j= 1;2 (forsim plicity hereweneglectCP violation).Them assm atrix is

diagonalized by

��ieqj = eq�: �m 2�y = D iag[em 2
�]; (C.96)

where� = 1;2 labelsthem asseigenstatesand em � denotesthem asseigenvalues.

Consider the FCNC process m ediated by the gaugino-squark loop as shown in

Figure 37. Thisdiagram (which isusually called a penguin diagram when a gauge

boson attaches to one ofthe internallines and then to a spectator particle) con-

tributestoFCNC raredecays(such asb! s)through dipoletransitions;astheSM

contributionsto such processesarealso loop-suppressed,thesupersym m etric contri-

butions are typically com petitive. Recalling the form ofthe quark-squark-gaugino

coupling

L / g(qiPL�eqi+ �PR qieq
�
i); (C.97)

theam plitudeassociated with thisprocessis

M i! j / g
2
X

�= 1;2

�
y

j���if(x�); (C.98)
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qi qjλ

qα
∼ δij

Figure37:One-loop diagram which can induceFCNCs.

where x� =
em 2

�

m 2

�

and f(x)isa function which arisesfrom theloop integral.If� = 0

and m 2
1 = m 2

2, em
2
1 = fm 2

2
,and x1 = x2. In thislim it,M i! j /

P

�= 1;2
�
y

j���i = 0

ifi 6= j. This cancellation is an exam ple ofthe super-GIM m echanism ,which of

course holds only in this lim it. To approxim ate this process,we willassum e that

m 2
1 � m22 � � and develop the m ass insertion approxim ation. In this lim it,the

physicalm assesare

em 2
1 � m

2
1 +

� 2

m 2
1 � m22

em 2
2 � m

2
2 �

� 2

m 2
1 � m22

em 2
1 � em22 � m

2
1 � m

2
2 +

2� 2

m 2
1 � m22

; (C.99)

and thecorresponding m ixing m atrix elem entsaregiven by

�11 � �22 � 1+ O (
� 2

(m 2
1 � m22)

2
); �12 = � �21 �

�

m 2
1 � m22

: (C.100)

Theloop function isthen expanded asfollows(using Eq.(C.99)):

f(x1) = f(x2)+ f
0(x2)(x1 � x2)+ � � �

x1 � x2 =
em 2
1 � em22

m 2
�

�
m 2

1 � m22p
m 2

1m
2
2

x2: (C.101)

Aftersubstituting thisexpansion in theam plitudefortheFCNC processand using

Eq.(C.100),theresultis(setting i= 1 and j= 2)

M 1! 2 / g
2(f(x2)

X

�

�
y

2���1 + x2f
0(x2)�12 + � � � ); (C.102)

in which thede�nition ofthem assinsertion param eter

�12 =
�

p
m 2

1m
2
2

(C.103)
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hasbeen utilized.Asthe�rstterm vanishesduetotheunitarityofthem ixingm atrix,

theam plitudeisgiven by

M 1! 2 / g
2(x2f

0(x2)�12 + � � � ): (C.104)

Thisresultisstraightforward to interpret. Asthe m ixing issm all,the m asseigen-

statesareapproxim atelyequaltotheavoreigenstates,and henceapproxim ateavor

eigenstatesarepropagating in theloops(squarks1 and 2 in thisexam ple).Them ix-

ingleadstoan e�ectiveinteraction Lagrangian which couplesdi�erentsquark avors

(�12 in ourexam ple)thatprovidesnonvanishing contributionsto FCNCs.
� �

C .6 M SSM R G Es

Therenorm alization group equations(RGEs)forthegaugecouplingstotwo-loop

orderare

dga

dt
=

g3a

16�2
ba +

g3a

(16�2)2

"
3X

b= 1

B
(2)

ab
g
2
b �

1

16�2

X

x

C x
a

16�2
Tr(Yx

y
Yx)

#

; (C.105)

where t = ln(�=M X ) (� is the M S scale and M X is the high energy scale),ba =

(33
5
;1;� 3),and

B
(2)

ab =

0

B
B
@

199

25

27

5

88

5

9

5
25 24

11

5
9 14

1

C
C
A ; (C.106)

and

C
u;d;e;�
a =

0

B
B
@

26

5

14

5

18

5

6

5

6 6 2 2

4 4 0 0

1

C
C
A : (C.107)

Ofcourse,fortheM SSM ,Y� = 0.

TheRGEsforthegaugino m assesto two-loop orderare(in DR):

dM a

dt
=

2g2a

16�2
baM a +

2g2a

(16�2)2

3X

b= 1

B
(2)

ab
g
2
b(M a + M b)

+
2g2a

(16�2)2

X

x= u;d;e;�

C
x
a

�

Tr[Y y
x
eA x]� MaTr[Y

y
xYx]

�

: (C.108)

��This process can naturally be viewed as follows: quark 1 splits into a gaugino and squark 1;

squark 1 then connectsto the avorchanging vertex �12 which switchesitinto squark 2. Finally,

squark 2 com bines with the gaugino into quark 2 to com plete the loop. This intuitive picture is

often usefulwhen considering genericFCNC processes.
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Thefollowing willallbeone-loop results.TheRGEsforthesuperpotentialYukawa

couplingsare

dYu

dt
=

1

16�2
[N q:Yu + Yu:N u + (N H u

)Yu]

dYd

dt
=

1

16�2
[N q:Yd + Yd:N d + (N H d

)Yd]

dY�

dt
=

1

16�2
[N l:Y� + Y�:N � + (N H u

)Y�]

dYe

dt
=

1

16�2
[N l:Ye + Ye:N e + (N H d

)Ye]

(C.109)

wherethewavefunction anom alousdim ensionsare

N q = YuYu
y + YdYd

y� (
8

3
g
2
3 +

3

2
g
2
2 +

1

30
g
2
1)̂1

N u = 2Yu
y
Yu � (

8

3
g
2
3 +

8

15
g
2
1)̂1
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y
Yd � (

8

3
g
2
3 +

2

15
g
2
1)̂1

N l = YeYe
y+ Y�Y�

y � (
3

2
g
2
2 +

3

10
g
2
1)̂1

N e = 2Ye
y
Ye �

6

5
g
2
11̂

N � = 2Y�
y
Y�

N H u
= 3Tr(Yu

y
Yu)+ Tr(Y�

y
Y�)� (

3

2
g
2
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3

10
g
2
1)

N H d
= 3Tr(Yd

y
Yd)+ Tr(Ye

y
Ye)� (

3

2
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2
2 +

3

10
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2
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(C.110)

in which 1̂ istheunitm atrix.Sim ilarly,theRGE forthe� param eteris

d�

dt
=

1

16�2
[N H u

+ N H d
]�: (C.111)

TheRGEsforthesoftsupersym m etry-breakingtrilinearparam eterstoone-looporder
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are

deA u

dt
=

1

16�2
[N q:eA u + eA u:N u + (N H u

)eA u + 2Pq:Yu + 2Yu:Pu + 2(PH u
)Yu]

deA d

dt
=

1

16�2
[N q:eA d + eA d:N d + (N H d

)eA d + 2Pq:Yd + 2Yd:Pd + 2(PH d
)Yd]

deA �

dt
=

1

16�2
[N l:eA � + eA �:N � + (N H u
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deA e

dt
=

1

16�2
[N l:eA e + eA e:N e + (N H d

)eA e + 2Pl:Ye + 2Ye:Pe + 2(PH d
)Ye]

(C.112)

where

Pq = (
8

3
g
2
3M 3 +
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2
g
2
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30
g
2
1M 1)̂1+ eA uYu
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2
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g
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2
1M 1)+ 3Tr(Yu

y eA u)+ Tr(Y�
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= (

3

2
g
2
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3

10
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2
1M 1)+ 3Tr(Yd

y eA d)+ Tr(Ye
y eA e)

(C.113)

Thebterm RGE is

db

dt
=

1

16�2
[(N H u

+ N H d
)b+ 2(PH u

+ PH d
)�]: (C.114)

TheRGEsforthesoftsupersym m etry-breaking scalarm ass-squared param etersare
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asfollows:

dm 2
Q

dt
=

1

8�2
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2
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(C.115)

where

S = m
2
H u

� m
2
H d

+ Tr(m 2
Q � m

2
L � 2m2U + m

2
D + m

2
E ): (C.116)

The above RGEshave been presented in fullgenerality within theM SSM .How-
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ever,given thehierarchicalform oftheYukawa m atricesitisoften usefulto express

theRGEsinterm softheleadingthirdfam ilycouplings.Toleadingorder,theYukawa

couplings(dropping Y�)arethen given by

Yu �

0

B
B
@

0

0

Yt

1

C
C
A ; Yd �

0

B
B
@

0

0

Yb

1

C
C
A ; Ye �

0

B
B
@

0

0

Y�

1

C
C
A : (C.117)

The Yukawa RGEs for the third fam ily couplings Yt;b;� can then be expressed as

follows:

dYt

dt
=

1

16�2
Yt[6jYtj

2 + jYbj
2 � (

16

3
g
2
3 + 3g22 +

13

15
g
2
1)] (C.118)

dYb

dt
=

1

16�2
Yb[6jYbj

2 + jYtj
2 + jY�j
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3
g
2
3 + 3g22 +

7

15
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2
1)] (C.119)

dY�

dt
=

1

16�2
Y�[4jY�j

2 + 3jYbj
2 � (3g22 +

9

5
g
2
1)]; (C.120)

and theRGE forthe� param eteris

d�

dt
=

1

16�2
�[3jYtj

2 + 3jYbj
2 + jY�j

2 � (3g22 +
3

5
g
2
1)]: (C.121)

Sim ilarly,onecan assum ethatthe eA param etershaveasim ilarhierarchicalstruc-

tureto theYukawas:
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(C.122)

TheRGEsforA t;b;� arethen given by

dA t

dt
=

1

8�2
[6jYtj

2
A t+ jYbj

2
A b+ (
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3
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2
3M 3 + 3g22M 2 +

13

15
g
2
1M 1)] (C.123)

dA b
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dA �

dt
=

1

8�2
[4jY�j

2
A � + 3jYbj

2
A b+ (3g22M 2 +

9

5
g
2
1M 1)]; (C.125)

and theRGE forB � b=� is

dB

dt
=

1

8�2
[3jYtj

2
A t+ 3jYbj

2
A b+ jY�j

2
A � + (3g22M 2 +

3

5
g
2
1M 1)]: (C.126)
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Finally,let us consider the soft m ass-squared param eters in this lim it. Ifthe soft

m ass-squaresm 2
�= Q ;u;d;L;e are avordiagonalata given (usually high)scale,atany

scale they rem ain approxim ately diagonalwith the �rst and second fam ily entries

nearly degenerate:

m
2
� �

0

B
B
@

m 2
� 1

m 2
� 1

m 2
� 3

1

C
C
A ; (C.127)

with m 2
� 3 6= m 2

� 1. This can be seen from the form ofthe RGEs for the �rst and

second fam ily entriesin thislim it:

dm 2
�

dt
=

� 1

16�2

X

a= 1;2;3

8g2aC
�
ajM aj

2
; (C.128)

inwhich theC �
a arethequadraticCasim irinvariantswhich occurinthecorresponding

anom alous dim ensions in Eq.(C.110). The RGEs for the third fam ily entries and

m 2
H u;d

includenontrivialdependence on thethird fam ily Yukawas:
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Q 3

dt
=
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