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Hilltop Sneutrino Hybrid Inflation
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In this work, we consider a hilltop version of the (supersymmetric) sneutrino hybrid inflation
where the right-handed sneutrino field plays the role of the inflaton field. This model is a type III
hilltop inflation that can produce a spectral index ns = 0.96 which fits perfectly to experimental
observations without fine-tuning of parameters. We also briefly consider nonthermal leptogenesis
via the decay of the right-handed sneutrino inflaton field after inflation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Inflation [1–3] is arguably the most popular scenario for the very early universe cosmology. Al-

though experimental observations (such as Planck [4]) have already ruled out a countless num-

ber of models, there is still no consensus about which inflation model is the best and what is

the inflaton field. Roughly speaking, inflation models can be divided into two categories. There

are large-field models in which the inflaton field value is larger than the reduced Planck mass

MP ≡ (8πG)−1/2 ≃ 2.4 × 1018 GeV when our universe is leaving the horizon. On the other hand,

there are small-field models in which the corresponding inflaton field value is smaller than MP . A

characteristic feature of large field inflation models is the prediction of stronger signals of primordial

gravitational waves originating from the quantum fluctuations of the tensor perturbations. Experi-

mentally, the relevant parameter is the tensor-to-scalar ratio r. This is a good observable for testing

large-field inflation and some models such as chaotic inflation [5] with a monomial potential with

power larger or equal to two are strongly disfavoured [4]. There is no such luxury for small-field

inflation models though. Small-field usually corresponds to a smaller energy scale of inflation. This

amounts to a smaller tensor-to-scalar ratio. One representative type of small-field inflation model

is hybrid inflation [6]. Basically, it works like a phase transition without temperature. Because the

waterfall field (whose potential provides the vacuum energy density during inflation) in this model

has a Higg-like potential form, hybrid inflation is often connected with particle physics such as grand

unified theories (GUT), supersymmetry (SUSY), or supergravity (SUGRA). In this work, we con-

sider a hilltop version of sneutrino hybrid inflation [7, 8]. This model may be connected to SUSY

GUT since the right-handed neutrino belongs to the 16 representation of SO(10) grand unification.

We also briefly consider nonthermal leptogenesis after inflation.

Baryogenesis is an interesting topic that connects particle physics and cosmology. The purpose is to

answer the question about the asymmetry between matter and antimatter, namely why our universe

is made out of one of them instead of the other. Among the theories of baryogenesis, we will consider

leptogenesis [9] after inflation. Neutrino oscillations [10] provide a concrete evidence for neutrino

mass. The small neutrino masses can be elegantly explained by the seesaw mechanism [11, 12] where

a right-handed neutrino with heavy Majorana mass is responsible for light neutrino mass. The idea

is to convert the lepton asymmetry generated by the decay of the heavy right-handed neutrino into
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the baryon asymmetry by the sphaleron [13] process. If supersymmetry (SUSY) is considered1, one

can have leptogenesis via the decay of sneutrino condensation [14]. In the model where the sneutrino

is the inflaton field, there is a ready-made sneutrino condensation.

II. INFLATION

The simplest inflation models have a single scalar field ψ called the inflaton field with the potential

V (ψ). The equation of motion of a homogeneous scalar field ψ in an expanding universe is

ψ̈ + 3Hψ̇ + V ′ = 0, (1)

where H is the Hubble parameter. This usually cannot be solved analytically and a slow-roll ap-

proximation scheme is considered. The equation of motion is approximated as

3Hψ̇ + V ′ = 0. (2)

The slow-roll parameters are defined by (for example, see [15] for a textbook review)

ǫ ≡ M2
P

2

(

V ′

V

)2

, η ≡M2
P

V ′′

V
. (3)

The spectrum is

PR =
1

12π2M6
P

V 3

V ′2
. (4)

The spectral index can be expressed in terms of the slow-roll parameters as

ns ≡ 1 +
d lnPR
d ln k

= 1 + 2η − 6ǫ, (5)

where k is the comoving wave number for the perturbation. Current observation from cosmic mi-

crowave radiation (CMB) gives ns = 0.9649±0.0042 at 68% CL [4]. We will simply choose ns = 0.96

in the following discussion. One important point here is that the spectrum is red, namely ns < 1.

This means the amplitude of the spectrum is larger for longer wavelength perturbations as can be

seen from the definition of Eq. (5). The tensor-to-scalar ratio is

r = 16ǫ. (6)

There is currently only an upper bound of r, which is something like r < 0.1 [4].

Under the slow-roll approximation, the inflaton field value in order to achieve N e-folds of inflation

ψ(N) until the end of inflation at ψend is given by

N =
1

M2
P

∫ ψ(N)

ψend

V

V ′
dψ. (7)

1 One benefit (among many others) to consider SUSY is that radiative correction to the Higgs mass via right-handed neutrino can be
stabilized.



3

From observation, P
1/2
R ≃ 5×10−5 at N ≃ 60 [4]. We call this the CMB normalization. For slow-roll

inflation with a single inflaton field, a model of inflation means a suitable form of V (ψ). One of the

main challenges to solving a model of inflation with your favorite potential V (ψ) is to see if you can

integrate Eq. (7).

From Eqs. (6) and (7), one can find that small-field inflation implies small ǫ and hence small r.

Therefore we can write the spectral index of Eq. (5) as

ns = 1 + 2η. (8)

A red spectrum implies η < 0, and from Eq. (3), this means a concave downward potential. This

suggests a potential of the hilltop form.

III. SNEUTRINO HYBRID INFLATION AND TYPE III HILLTOP INFLATION

In this section, we discuss sneutrino hybrid inflation [7, 8] and its connection to hilltop inflation.

Sneutrino hybrid inflation is a supersymmetric hybrid inflation. Let us consider the superpotential

W = κŜ

(

φ̂4

M ′2
−M2

)

+
(λN)ij
M∗

N̂ iN̂ jφ̂φ̂+ (yν)ijN̂
iĥaǫ

abL̂jb + . . . , (9)

where N̂ i is the superfield which contains the sneutrino inflaton field Ñ . The index i = 1, 2, 3 denotes

generations. We assume the inflaton field as the lightest right-handed sneutrino field N1. This will

be further applied in section IV in the discussion of leptogenesis. Furthermore, φ̂ is the superfield

that contains a scalar field φ called the waterfall field in the context of hybrid inflation, and Ŝ is the

superfield which contains a singlet scalar field S. The field value of S is assumed to be zero during

inflation which is stabilized by Hubble-induced mass from SUGRA correction. The superfields L̂

and ĥ contain the standard model leptons and (up-type) Higgs.

During inflation, the sneutrino inflaton field Ñ is assumed to have a large field value which stabilizes

the φ field at zero through the term with the coupling (λN)ij and stabilizes the scalar part of ĥ and

L̂i at zero through the term with the Yukawa coupling (yν)ij. This result in a large vacuum energy

V0 = κ2M4 which drives inflation.

The global supersymmetry F-term scalar potential is given by

VSUSY = κ2
( |φ|4
M ′2

−M2

)2

+
4λ2N
M2

∗

(|Ñ |4|φ|2 + |Ñ |2|φ|4) (10)

Because Ñ , φ, and S are gauge singlets, there is no D-term potential in this model.

For SUGRA corrections, let us consider a Kähler potential for the bosonic components of the

superfields

K =|S|2 + |φ|2 + |Ñ |2 + κS
|S|4
4M2

P

+ κN
|Ñ |4
4M2

P

+ κφ
|φ|4
4M2

P

+

κSφ
|S|2|φ|2
M2

P

+ κSN
|S|2|Ñ |2
M2

P

+ κNφ
|Ñ |2|φ|2
M2

P

+ κSNN
|S|2|Ñ |4
M4

P

.

(11)
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This is the same as that considered in [7] except for the last term. These terms with Planck mass

appear because supergravity is a non-renormalizable theory and it is assumed that the cut-off scale

is Planck mass. Here we neglect higher-order terms because we are considering a small-field model.

We will also neglect radiative corrections which presumably are subdominant. The SUGRA F-term

scalar potential is given by

V = e
K

M2
P

[

(

Wm +
WKm

M2
P

)†

Km†n

(

Wn +
WKn

M2
P

)

− 3|W |2
M2

P

]

, (12)

where Km†n is the inverse matrix of

Km†n =
∂2K

∂φ†
m∂φn

(13)

and φn denotes different scalar fields in the Kähler potential. Although the calculation of Eq. (12)

may look complicated at first sight, it can be simplified during inflation since S = φ = W = 0. In

this case, we only have to consider the term with

WS = −κM2, (14)

and

KS†S = 1 + κSN
|Ñ |2
M2

P

+ κSNN
|Ñ |4
M4

P

. (15)

The inverse can be obtained as

KS†S =
1

1 + κSN
|Ñ |2

M2

P

+ κSNN
|Ñ |4

M4

P

≃ 1− κSN
|Ñ |2
M2

P

+ κ2SN
|Ñ |4
M4

P

− κSNN
|Ñ |4
M4

P

. (16)

We could expand the exponential factor as

e
K

M2
P ≃ 1 +

|Ñ |2
M2

P

+
|Ñ |4
2M4

P

+ κN
|Ñ |4
4M2

P

(17)

The scalar potential is given by2

V = e
K

M2
P KS†SV0

≃ V0

[

1 + (1− κSN)
|Ñ |2
M2

P

+

(

1

2
+ κ2SN − κSN − κSNN +

1

4
κN

) |Ñ |4
M4

P

]

,
(18)

where V0 = |WS|2 = κ2M4. We also have to calculate the SUGRA correction to the mass term for

the waterfall field φ. It is not so difficult because when S = 0, the fields Ñ and φ are symmetric in

2 This result is a little bit different from that in [7].
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the potential, therefore we can simply change κSN to κSφ. The quadratic terms for φ including that

from Eq. (10) is

4λ2N
M2

∗

|Ñ |4|φ|2 + (1− κSφ)V0
|φ|2
M2

P

. (19)

From now on, we consider the real fields ÑR =
√
2|Ñ | and φR =

√
2|φ|. The scalar potential in

Eq. (18) becomes

V = V0

[

1 + (1− κSN)
Ñ2
R

2M2
P

+

(

1

2
+ κ2SN − κSN − κSNN +

1

4
κN

)

Ñ4
R

4M4
P

]

≡ V0

(

1 + γ
Ñ2
R

2M2
P

+ δ
Ñ4
R

4M4
P

)

≡ V0

(

1 +
1

2
η0
Ñ2
R

M2
P

)

− λÑ4
R.

(20)

From Eq. (19), the mass squared for the waterfall field φR is

m2
φR

= λ2N
Ñ4
R

M2
∗

− β
V0
M2

P

, (21)

where β ≡ κSφ−1. Inflation ends when the waterfall field starts to become tachyonic. This happens

when ÑR reaches a critical value

Ñ2
Rc =

√

βV0
M∗

λNMP

. (22)

It is required here that β > 0. Inflation ends more abruptly with a larger β (see Appendix A).

Eventually, φR rolls to the potential minimum and develops a vacuum expectation value

〈φR〉 =
√
2M ′M. (23)

The parameterization of γ and δ in Eq. (20) is adopted from [7] where it is assumed that δ = 0 and

γ can be either positive or negative. For example, it is found that the spectral index ns = 1+2γ, as

can be seen from Eq. (8) by assuming V ≃ V0. If we need ns = 0.96, then γ = −0.02. Unfortunately,

if γ is negative (with δ = 0), the inflaton field actually would roll toward the direction where the

field value grows (opposite to the expected direction) and inflation will not end properly to arrive

at the critical value given by Eq. (22) and eventually goes to zero inflaton field value. This shows

the important role played by the δ or λ of the quartic term.

The parameterization of η0 and λ in Eq. (20) with η0 > 0 and λ > 0 belong to a special case

(p = 4) of what we may call type III hilltop inflation [16] (see Appendix B). Interestingly, this model

can be solved analytically under slow-roll approximation and assuming the V0 term dominates. By

imposing CMB normalization P
1/2
R = 5× 10−5 and ns = 0.96 we have [17] (see Appendix B for more

details)

λ = 1.1× 10−8(η0 + 0.02)(η0 − 0.01)2. (24)
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FIG. 1: λ as a function of η0.

We plot λ as a function of η0 in Fig 1. From Eq. (20), η0 = 1 − κSN . From dimensional analysis,

the nature value of the parameter κSN is about κSN = O(1). As can be seen in the plot, we need

0.01 . η0 . 0.1. This may require a little bit of tuning, but certainly not fine-tuning. For example,

η0 = 0.04 can be achieved by κSN = 0.96. On the other hand, from Eq. (20)

λ = −
(

1

2
+ κ2SN − κSN − κSNN +

1

4
κN

)

V0
M4

P

. (25)

The nature value of the parameters κSN , κSNN , and κN are all of O(1) from dimensional analysis,

therefore we just assume λ = V0/M
4
P . In principle, these parameters can be calculated if we have

a theory of quantum gravity. From Fig. 1, we can see that the required λ is quite small. Let us

take λ = 10−12 as an example. This just tells us that the scale of inflation is V
1/4
0 = 10−3MP =

2.4× 1015 GeV which is about the GUT scale.

IV. NONTHERMAL LEPTOGENESIS

After inflation, both the sneutrino inflaton field and the waterfall field start to oscillate and decay.

For simplicity, we assume the waterfall field decays first and achieves its vacuum expectation value

so that the reheating process is governed by the sneutrino field. The sneutrino field decays through

the coupling yν to lepton and Higgsino or slepton and Higgs particles in Eq. (9). From Eqs. (10)

and (23), the mass of the lightest right-handed sneutrino (inflaton) is given by3

mN1 =
2(λN)11MM ′

M∗
. (26)

3 The idea that a right-handed sneutrino acquires a mass from the vacuum expectation of the waterfall field was considered in [18] where
right-handed sneutrino is not the inflaton.
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The decay width is

ΓN1 =
(y†νyν)11

4π
mN1 . (27)

The sneutrino field decays when ΓN1 ∼ H at the energy density

ρ ∼ T 4
R ∼ Γ2

N1M2
P . (28)

Therefore the reheating temperature is

TR ∼
√

ΓN1MP . (29)

Nonthermal leptogenesis means mN1 ≫ TR, namely N1 is not generated in the thermal bath. In

this case, the baryon asymmetry is

nB
nγ

∼ ǫ1
TR
mN1

, (30)

where ǫ1 is the lepton asymmetry parameter. It is defined as

ǫ1 ≡
Γ(Ñ1 → L+Hu)− Γ(Ñ1 → L+Hu)

Γ(Ñ1 → L+Hu) + Γ(Ñ1 → L+Hu)
. (31)

The observed baryon-to-photon ratio (with standard deviation) is [19]

nB
nγ

= (6.104± 0.058)× 10−10. (32)

There is an upper bound of ǫ1 for a hierarchical spectrum of right-handed neutrinos given by [20, 21]

ǫ1 <
3

8π

√

∆m2
atmmN1

〈v〉2 , (33)

where 〈v〉 ≃ 174 GeV is the vacuum expectation value of the up-type Higgs and ∆m2
31 ≃ 2.6 ×

10−3 eV2 is the atmospheric neutrino mass squared difference. By using Eqs. (30) and (33), a simple

estimation for the condition of successful leptogenesis is just

TR & 106 GeV. (34)

For example, for mN1 = 108 GeV and (y†νyν)11 = 10−12, we have TR ∼ 106 GeV.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we realize a concrete model of type III hilltop inflation in the framework of sneutrino

hybrid inflation. We neglect the subdominant contribution of radiative corrections to the potential

which may be considered by the method of [22], but the calculation will be more involved.

We have shown that the model produces a perfect fit for the spectral index ns with a negligible

tensor-to-scalar ratio r which also fits the current experimental constraint. In this model, the inflaton
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is the lightest right-handed sneutrino field. This model potentially may be embedded into grand

unified theories since the existence of right-handed sneutrino is predicted in GUT such as SO(10).

Sneutrino hybrid inflation can be generalized into a class of models called tribrid inflation [23–25].

In principle, type III hilltop inflation may also be applicable in (some of) these cases. We leave the

further investigation to future works.

Appendix A: the end of inflation

In this section, we estimate the condition for sneutrino hybrid inflation to end abruptly when the

waterfall field becomes tachyonic. Close to the end of inflation, the quadratic term dominates the

quartic term. The potential is

V = V0 +
η0V0
2

Ñ2
R

M2
P

. (A1)

Suppose slow-roll inflation continues after ÑR reaches ÑRc, the equation of motion is given by Eq. (2)

as

3H ˙̃NR = −V ′ ≃ −η0V0
M2

P

ÑRc (A2)

During one Hubble time ∆t = 1/H , the variation of ÑR is

∆ÑR = η0ÑRc, (A3)

where we have used V0 = 3H2M2
P . From Eqs. (21) and (22) we obtain

m2
φR

= 3H2β
(

(1− η0)
4 − 1

)

. (A4)

For example, if η0 = 0.04, m2
φR

= −0.45βH2. We need β > 2.2 for the slow-roll of the waterfall

field φR to fail within one Hubble time. However, this is not a very crucial point because even if

inflation lasts a little bit longer, our conclusion does not change due to some allowed uncertainty of

the number of e-folds at the horizon exit.

Appendix B: hilltop inflation

In this section, we recall the hilltop inflation models proposed in [16]. For an inflation model with

a potential of the form,

V (ψ) = V0

(

1 +
1

2
η0
ψ2

M2
P

)

− λ
ψp

Mp−4
P

, (B1)

There are three types of hilltop inflation models from the above parameterization. In all three cases,

λ > 0.

• Type I, η0 ≤ 0 and p > 2.
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• Type II, η < 0 and p < 0.

• Type III, η > 0 and p > 2.

By assuming V ≃ V0, Eq. (7) can be integrated analytically to obtain

(

ψ

MP

)p−2

=

(

V0
M4

P

)

η0e
(p−2)Nη0

η0x+ pλ(e(p−2)Nη0 − 1)
, (B2)

x ≡
(

V0
M4

P

)(

MP

ψend

)p−2

. (B3)

The spectrum and the spectral index are

PR =
1

12π2

(

V0
M4

P

)
p−4

p−2

e−2Nη0
[pλ(e(p−2)Nη0 − 1) + η0x]

2p−2

p−2

η
2p−2

p−2

0 (η0x− pλ)2
, (B4)

ns = 1 + 2η0

[

1− λp(p− 1)e(p−2)Nη0

η0x+ pλ(e(p−2)Nη0 − 1)

]

. (B5)

From the above equations, we have [17]

λ =
(12π2PR)

p−2

2

p[2(p− 1)]p−1

(

V0
M4

P

)− p−4

2

(2η0 − ns + 1)(2(p− 2)η0 + ns − 1)p−2. (B6)

Eq. (24) corresponds to the case p = 4 of Type III.
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