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ABSTRACT

W e reconsider the possibility that In ation was driven by a sheutrino - the scalar supersym —
m etric partner of a heavy sihglkt neutrino —n the m inin al seesaw m odel of neutrino m asses.
W e show that thism odel is consistent w ith data on the coan icm icrow ave background CM B),
Including those from the W M AP satellite. W e derdve and In plem ent the CM B constraints on
sneutrino properties, calculate reheating and the coam ological baryon asymm etry arising via
direct Jeptogenesis from sneutrino decays follow ing sneutrino in ation, and relate them to light
neutrino m asses. W e show that this scenario is com patible wih a low reheating tem perature
that avoids the gravitino problem , and calculate its predictions for avourwviolating decays of
charged kptons. We nd that ! e should occur close to the present experim ental upper
lim its, asm ight also !
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1 Introduction

In ation [L] has becom e the paradigm for early cosm ology, particularly ©llow ing the recent
spectacular CM B data from theW M AP satellite B], which strengthen the casem ade forin a-
tion by earlier data, by m easuring an aln ost scale-free spectrum of G aussian adiabatic density

uctuations exhibiting power and polarization on superhorizon scales, just as predicted by
simple eld-theoreticalm odelsofin ation. A swe review below , the scale of the vacuum energy
during in ation was apparently  10® GeV, com parable to the expected GUT scale, so CM B
m easuram ents o er us a direct w indow on ulra-high-energy physics.

Ever since In ation was proposed, ithasbeen a puzzle how to integrate it w ith ideas in particle
physics. Forexam ple, a naive GUT Higgs eld would give excessive density perturbations, and
no convincing concrete string-theoretical m odel has yet em erged. In this conceptual vacuum ,
m odelsbased on sin ple singlket scalar edshave held sway [L]. T he sin plest ofthese are chaotic
in ation m odels based on exponential or power-Jaw potentials, ofwhich * and 2 arethe only
renom alizable exam ples. The W M AP oollboration hasm ade so bold as to clain that such a

* m odel is excluded at the 3- leveldi, a conclusion which would m erit fiirther support 3, 41.
N everthelkss, it is ckarthata 2 modelwould be favoured.

W e reconsider In this paper the possbility that the n aton could In fact be wlhted to the
other dram atic recent developm ent In fiindam ental physics, nam ely the discovery of neutrino
masses [§]. The sim plest m odels of neutrino m asses nvoke heavy singlkt neutrinos that give
m asses to the light neutrinos via the seesaw m echanisn {§]. The heavy singlt neutrinos are
usually postulated to weigh 10'° to 10'° G &V, embracing the range where the in aton m ass
should lie, acocording to W M AP et al. In supersym m etric m odels, the heavy singlkt neutrinos
have scalar partners w ith sin ilar m asses, sneutrinos, whose properties are ideal for playing the
in aton ok [}]. In this paper, we discuss the sin plest scenario n which the lightest heavy
singlet sneutrino drives In ation. This scenario constrains In Interesting ways m any of the 18
param eters of the m nin al seesaw m odel for generating three non-zero light neutrino m asses.

Thism inin alsneutrino in ationary scenariv (i) yieldsa sinpk 2m? ? potentialw ith no quartic
tem s, with (i) m assesm lying naturally in the In ationary ballpark. T he resulting (iil) spectral
Index ng, () the running ofng and (v) the relative tensor strength r are alloom patible w ith the
data from W M AP and otherexperin ents §]. M oreover, xingm 2 16° GeV asrequired by
the observed density perturbations (vi) is com patible w ith a Jow reheating tem perature of the
U niverse that evades the gravitino problm [], (vii) realizes kptogenesis [, 10] in a calculbk
and viablkway, (viil) constrainsneutrinom odelparam eters, and (ix) m akes testable predictions
for the avourwiclating decays of charged lptons.

Them ain features of our scenario are the follow ing. F irst, reheating of the Universe isnow due
to the neutrino Yukawa couplings, and therefore can be related to light neutrino m asses and
m ixings. Secondly, the kpton asymm etry is created In direct sneutrino-in aton decays f10].
T here is only one param eter describbing the e ciency of leptogenesis in thism inin al sheutrino

In ationary scenario in all kptogenesis regin es —the reheating tem perature ofthe Universe —to

1T his argum ent applies a fortiori to m odelsw ith "> * potentials.



w hich the other relevant param eters can be related. T his should be com pared w ith the general
them al ¥ptogenesis case [, 11, 12, 13] which has two additional independent param eters,
nam ely the lightest heavy neutrino m ass and width. Thirdly, In posihg the requirem ent of
successfiil Jeptogenesis, we calculate branching ratios or ! e and ! '[I4], and the
CP -viokting observables [1] like the ekectric dijpolem om ents ofthe electron and muon [1§]. A 11
these Jptonic cbservables, as well as kptogenesis, are related to the m easured neutrino m asses
via a param etrization with a random orthogonalm atrix {[1]. W e show that, in the m nin al
soenario discussed here, successfiil keptogenesis in pliesa prediction for ! e 1n a very narrow
band w ithin about one order of m agnitude of the present experim entalbound, whilst !

m ight be som ew hat further away.

O ther sheutrino In ationary soenarios could be considered. For exam ple, the In aton m ight be
one of the heavier singlkt sneutrinos, or two orm ore sneutrinos m ight contribute to In ation,
or one m ight play a rok as a curvaton [18]. These altematives certainly m erit consideration,
though they would In general be lss predictive. W e nd i rem arkable that the sinplest
sneutrino in ationary soenario considered here works as well as it does.

2 Chaotic Sneutrino In ation

W e start by review ing chaotic in ation fijwith aV = Zm? ? potential -the form expected for
a heavy sihglkt sneutrino —in light of W MAP R].De ningM, 1= 8 Gy ' 24 10°Gev,
the conventional slow roll In ationary param eters are
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where ; denotes the a priori unknown in aton eld valie during In ation at a typicalCM B
scake k. The overall scake of the in ationary potential is nom alized by the W M AP data on
density uctuations:
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in any sinple chaotic 2 in ationary model, such as the sneutrino m odel explore here. The

num ber of e-foldings after the generation ofthe CM B density uctuations observed by COBE
is estim ated to be | 0 1
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where Ry isthe energy density ofthe Universe when it is reheated after in ation. T he second

term in (_5) is negligble In our m odel, whereas the third tertm could be as large as ( 8) for
a reheating tem perature Tgy as low as 10° GeV . Conservatively, we take N ’ 50. In a 2

In ationary m odel, this In plies

2
R 50; ®)
aM 2
corresoonding to
?’ 200 MS: )

Inserting this requirem ent into the W M AP nom alization condition ), we nd the follow ing
required m ass or any quadratic in aton:

m ’ 18 1F Gev: ®)

A s already m entioned, this is com fortably w ithin the range ofheavy singkt (s)neutrino m asses
usually considered, nam ely m y 10° to 10*° Gev .

Is this sinple ? sneutrino m odel com patible with the W MAP data? The prinary CM B
observables are the spectral index

8M 2
ng=1 6 +2 =1 5 ' 096; )
I
the tensorto scalar ratio
A 32M 72
r A 16 = >— ' 0:16; (10)
S I
and the spectrakindex running
dn 2h + 32M
= @, 1 47 +2 =—Fr 8 10" (11)
dnk 3 1

The value ofng extracted from W M AP data depends w hether, for exam ple, one com bines them

with other CM B and/or largescale structure data. However, the 2 sneutrino m odel valie
ng ' 0:96 appears to be com patble with the data at the 1- level. The 2 sneutrino m odel
value r ' 0:16 for the relative tensor strength is also com patdbble with the W M AP data. One
of the m ost Interesting features of the W M AP analysis is the possbility that dng=dInk m ight
di er from zero. The 2 sneutrinom odelvalie dns=dlnk ’ 8 10 * derived above is negligble
compared wih the W M AP preferred value and its uncertainties. However, dng=dnhk = 0
appears to be com patbl with the W M AP analysis at the 2—- Jlevel or better, so we do not
regard this as a death-knell for the 2 sneutrino m odelf.

2In fact, we note that the favoured individual values for ng;r and dng=dInk reported in an independent
analysis E_4] all cwincide w ith the 2 sneutrino m odelvalues, w ithin the latter’s errors!



3 Reheating and Leptogenesis

B efore addressing Jleptogenesis in this sneutrino m odel for in ation in all calculational details,
we rst comm ent on the reheating tem perature Try follow Ing the In ationary epoch. A ssum ing,
as usual, that the sneutrino in aton decays when the the Hubbl expansion rate H m , and
that the expansion rate of the Universe is then dom inated e ectively by non-relativistic m atter

until H , Wwhere isthe in aton decay w idth, we estin ate
[
90 *4
Try = 2g Mp; 12)

where g isthe number of e ective relativistic degrees of freedom in the rheated Universe. In

the m nin al sheutrino in ation scenario considered here we have N'i;m My, and

1 v
N1:4_(YY )11M y, 7 13)

where Y is the neutrino D irac Yukawa m atrix. If the relevant neutrino Yukawa coupling
Y YV), 1, the previous choicem = My, ’ 2 10° GeV would yild Tgy > 10" Gev,
considerably greater than m Itselfﬁ . Such a large value of Try would be very problkm atic for
the themm al production of gravitinos {§]. However, i is certainly possble that (¥ YY)y, 1,
In whith case Tgy could be much lower, as we discuss In m ore detail below . A tematively,
one m ay consider m ore com plicated soenarios, in which three sneutrino species m ay share the
n aton and/or curvaton roles between them .

W e now present m ore details of reheating and Jeptogenesis. In general, In aton decay and the
reheating of the U niverse are described by the follow ing set of Boltzm ann equations f19]

d
— = 3H ;
dt
dr _ 4H , + ; 14)
dt R ’
dr q
= — = 8¢ + R)=3; 15
Rdt N ( R) ’ ( )

where is the energy density of the In aton eld, g describes the energy density of the
them alized decay products and essentially de nes the tem perature via

2

R= 59T ae)

H isthe Hubbl constant and Gy isthe Newton constant. T hus reheating can be described by
two param eters, the reheating tem perature (12), which is the highest tem perature of them al

3Even such a large value of (Y YY);; would not alter signi cantly the 2 sneutrino m odel prediction r
dng=dink.



plasn a inm ediately after reheating is com pleted, and the nitial energy density of the in aton
eld

2 T 8
i, an

5Txy

14

which detem Ines the m axin alplasn a tam perature in the beginning of the reheating process.
In the follow ing we use the param eter
T

z 18)

to param etrize tem perature.

T he st of Boltzm ann equations describing the In aton decay and reheating, the creation and
decays of them al heavy neutrinos and sneutrinos, and the generation of a Jepton asym m etry,
is given by

Z 4 . E ; (19)
dz Z zH
Y, 3 1 .
HZz = Yy, — (ram aining) (20)
dz 4 S
Hz o o 3y L trem aining) 1)
dz 4 M S
HZ deN~ = 3 Y } (rem aining) (22)
dz 4, N s
Bz ke o 3 Y, + . L e aining) 23)
dz 4 fo2My,
By ke - 3 Yy, ) 1 (rem aining) 4)
dz 4 ° o 28My, S
H = ? 8 Gy ( + r)=3; @5)
w here
1 R; (26)

N N, N”f, and Yy, ;Y Yy, ; Y1, ;denote the num berdensity-to-entropy ratios, ¥ = n=s,
for the heavy neutrinos, sneutrinos and kpton asym m etries in ferm ionsand scalars, respectively.
The tem s denoted by rem aining are the usual ones for them al kptogenesis, and can be
obtained from [I1]1by ushgH M y,) = z°H . W e do not w rite out their lengthy expressions in
fillhere. The rst tem s on the rhs. of @024) are the dilution factors of Y = n=s due to
entropy production in the in aton N; decays described by {19). The second tem s on the
rhs. of £3), £4) describe J¥pton asymm etry generation in the decays of the coherent in aton

eld. Identifying and studying the param eter space in which leptogenesis is predom nantly
direct is one of the ain s of this paper.
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Figure1l: Lowerbound (solid curve) on M , asa functon ofm, orYgz > 78 10!, assum ing
amaximalCP asymmetry 7% M y,). Successfiil kptogenesis is possible in the area above the
solid curve. In the area bounded by the rad dashed curve, kptogenesis is entirely therm al.

W e are now ready to study (1928). F irst we work out general results on reheating and lepto—
genesis In the sneutrino in ation scenario, allowing M y, to vary as a free param eter. In this
case, the reheating and Jeptogenesis e ciency is described by two param eters, namely M y, and
a param eter descrbing the decays of the sneutrino in aton. This can be chosen to be either
mp= (Y YY), v2sin® =My , Or,m ore approprately for this scenario, the reheating tam perature
of the Universe Try given by (I4). Forthe CP asymm etry in (s)neutrino decays, we take the
m axin al value for hierarchical light neutrinos, given by RQI:

4 2
3 My, M S

L m ax L
j]_ MNl)j_ 8 stj]_"lz

@7)
This choice allow s us to study the m inimalvalues for M i, and Try allowed by Jptogenesis.
Later, we w ill focus our attention on exact values of ; P1].

Solutions to 19325) are presented In Figs. 1, and 2. W e plt In Fig. 1 the param eter space
In the My, ;1) plane that leads to successfil kptogenesis. T his param eter space has three
distinctive parts w ith very di erent physics.

In the area bounded by the red dashed curve, denoted by A, ptogenesis is entirely them al.
T his region hasbeen studied in detailin [[3]. W hatever kpton asym m etry is generated initially
In the decay ofthe sheutrino in aton iswashed out by them ale ects, and the observed baryon
asymm etry is generated by the out-ofequilbriuim decays of them ally created singlet neutrinos
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Figure 2: The solid curve bounds the region albwed for kptogenesis in the (Try ;M y,) phne,
again obtained assim ing Yz > 78 10 '! and themaximalCP asymmetry 7% M y,): In the
area bounded by the r=d dashed curve kptogenesis is entirely therm al.

and sneutrinos. As seen in Fig.2, in our scenario this param eter space corresponds to high
My, and high Try values.

The area B below the dashed curve and extending down to them nimum valieM y, = 4 10
GeV in Fig.1 is the region of param eter space where there is a delicate cancellation between
direct lepton asymm etry production In sneutrino in aton decays and them alwashout. This
region cannot be studied w ithout solving the Boltzm ann equations num erically. However, it
roughly corresponds to Tgy My, asseen n Fig. Q.

1

The area denoted by C has Try My, .SihcethemaximnalCP asymmetry scaleswih M y, ;
the line presented corresponds to a constant reheating tem perature. Notice that in Fig.d this
line is term inated at m; = 10 7. As seen in Fig. %, it continues lnearly to high values of
My, . In this area, kptogenesis is entirely given by the decays of cold sneutrino in atons, a
scenario studied previously in fI(]. In this case the details of reheating are not in portant for
our analyses. To calculate the Jepton asym m etry to entropy density ratio Y1, = ny=s In in aton
decays we need to know the produced entropy density

2

2
s= —g TR3H ; (28)
45

and to take into acoount that in aton dom inates the Universe. In this case one obtains [1(]

Y, = = . 29
L 4 lMNl’ ( )
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where | is the CP asymmetry in N'; decays. The observed baryon asymm etry of the
U niverse gives a Jower bound on the reheating tem perature Tgy > 10° Ge&V.

W e consider now the m ost constrained scenario in which the in aton is the lightest sheutrino,
which requiresM , > M, > My, * 2 10° GeV .This in pliesthat curproblem is com pltely
characterized by only one param eter, eithermr; or Try . Aswe see In both Figs. d and 2, the
line orM y, * 2 107 GeV traverses both the regions A, and C, the form er corresponding to
high Try ,asseen in Fi9.2. However, Try may also be low even In them inin al seesaw m odel,
asseen n Fig.2.

T he cosm ological gravitino problem suggests that Try < 10® G eV m ight be the m ost interest—
Ing, which would correspond to very sm allmy;, far away from the them alregion A and desp In
the region C where eptogenesis arises from the direct decays of cold sneutrinos. W e concentrate
on this option here. This lin it requires very an all Yukawa couplings (Y Y ¥);; < 10 2, whilst
otherYukawa couplingscan be O (1). Thispossibility m ay bem ade natural, eg., by postulating
a Z, m atterparity underwhich only N; isodd. In this case, the relevant Y ukaw a couplings (Y ):]L.
allvanish, but aM ajprana m ass forN; is stillallowed. A m ore sophisticated m odel postulates
a Z, discrete fam ily symm etry w ith charges Yey = (4;0;0) fortheN;, 2;1;1) forthe 5 repre-
sentations 0of SU (), and 2;1;0) forthe 10 representations of SU (5) . A ssum Ing a gauge-singlet

ed withYpy = landhi ,we ndM;= 0 ( ;1;1)and (¥)j= 0 (°% °; °),whilst the
other Yukawa couplingsare O (1), 0 ( ) orO (?). If ' 1=17,the (¥ ):]L. are su ciently small
for our purposes, whilst the quark and Jepton m assm atrices are of desirable form . D oubtless,
one could construct better m odels w ith m ore e ort, but this exam ple serves as an existence
proof fora low value of Txy in our scenario.

4 LeptogenesisP redictions for Lepton F lavourV iolation

In this Section, we relate the resuls of the previous section on direct lptogenesis to light
neutrino m asses, and m ake predictions on the Jpton- avourwiolating LFV ) decays. Them al
keptogenesis in this context hasbeen extensively studied recently P3,23,24]. W e rst caloulate
neutrino Yukawa couplings using the param etrization in temm s of the light and heavy neutrino
m asses, m ixings and the orthogonalparam eterm atrix given in {17]. T his allow s us to calculate
exactly the baryon asymm etry of the Universe, since we know the CP asymmetry ; and
the reheating tem perature of the Universe Try : For neutrino param eters yielding successfil
Jeptogenesis, we calculate the branching ratios of LE'V decays.

There are 18 free param eters In them nim al seesaw m odelw ith three non-zero light neutrinos,
whith we treat as follows. In m aking F ig. E3, we have taken the values of 15; 23, m %2 and

m 53 from neutrino oscillation experin ents. W e random ly generate the lightest neutrino m ass
In the range 0 < m; < 001 &V and values of ;3 In the range 0 < ;3 < 01 allowed by
the Chooz experiment P3], as we discuss later in m ore detail. M otivated by our previous
discussion of chaotic sneutrino In ation, we x the lightest heavy singkt sneutrino m ass to be
M, =2 10° GeV, and choose the follow ing values of the heavier singlet sneutrino m asses:



M,=10"GeV orM,=5 10*GevV,andM; ntherange5 10*to5 106° GeV,aswe
also discuss lJater In m ore detail. This accounts for nine of the 18 seesaw param eters.

T he ram aining 9 param eters are allgenerated random ly. T hese include the three light-neutrino
phases — the M akiN akagaw a-Sakata oscillation phase and the two M aprana phases. Speci —
cation of the neutrino Yukawa coupling m atrix requires three m ore m ixing angls and three
m ore C P +iolating phases that are relevant to kptogenesis, in principle. The plots in F ig.3 are
m ade by sam pling random ly these nine param eters. W e apply one constraint, nam ely that the
generated baryon density fallsw ithin the 3 range required by cosn ologicalm easurem ents,
of which them ost precise isnow thatby W MAP:78 10 < vy <10 10 BI.

M aking predictions for LFV decays also requires som e hypotheses on the param eters of the
M SSM .W e assum e that the soft supersym m etry-breaking m ass param etersm o of the squarks
and skptons are universal, and lkew ise the gaugino m assesm ;-,, and we set the trilinear soft
supersym m etry-breaking param eterAg = 0 attheGUT scak. M otivated by g 2,weassum e
that the higgsino m ixing param eter > 0, and choose the representative value tan = 10.
W e take into acoount laboratory and cosm ological constraints on the M SSM , Including lin its
on the relic density of cold dark matter. W M AP provides the m ost stringent bound on the
latter, which we assum e to be dom inated by the lightest neutralino : 0094 < h? < 0:129.
Fortan = 10, the allowed dom ain ofthe M ;-,;m o) plane is an alnm ost lnear strip extending
from (mi;m o) = (300;70) GeV to (900;200) GeV [6]. For illustrative purposes, we choose
mi—,;m o) = (B00;170) GeV and comm ent later on the variation with m ;_,.

Panel (a) of Fi. 3 presents results on the branching ratio BR for ! e decay. We see
inm ediately that values of Ty anywherebetween 2 10 Ge&V and 10*? G &V are attainable in
principle. The Iower bound is due to the lower bound on the CP asymm etry, whik the upper
bound com es from the gravitino problm . The black points In panel (@) corresoond to the
choice sin 135= 00,M, = 10" GeV,and 5 10 Gev < M3< 5 10° GeV.The red points
correspond to sin ;3= 00,M,=5 106*GeV,andM ;=5 10° GeV,whilk the green points
correspond to sin 13 = 0:1,M, = 10" GeV,andM ;=5 10% Ge&V.W e see a very strking
narrow , densely populated bands for BR ( ! e ), wih som e outlying points at both larger
and snaller values of BR ( ! e ). The width of the black band is due to variation of My,

showing that BR ( ! e ) isnot very sensitive to it. However, BR ( ! e ) strongly depends
onM y, and sin ;3 as seen by the red and green points, respectively. Shce BR (! e ) scaks
approxin ately asm l=42,the Iower strip for sin 13 = 0 would m ove up close to the experin ental
Iim it ifm -, 500 G eV, and the upper strip orsin 13 = 0:1 would be excluded by experin ent.

Panel () ofFjg.[&' presents the corresponding results for BR (! ) with the sam e colour
code for the param eters. This gure shows that BR (! ) depends strongly on My, , whilke
the dependence on sin ;3 and on My, is negligble. The num erical values of BR (! )
are som ew hat below the present experim ental upper Iim it BR (! ) 107, but we note
that the results would all be Increased by an order of m agniude ifm -, 500 G&V . In this
case, panel (@) of Fig. 3 tells us that the experimentalbound on BR ( ! e ) would enforce
sin 13 0:,but thiswould stillbe com patble wih BR ( ! )> 108.

Asa resul, F ig.3 strongly suggests that xing the observed baryon asymm etry ofthe Universe
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Figure 3: Calulationsof BR( ! e ) and BR ( ! ) on kft and right panels, respectively.
B lack points correspond to sin 153 = 00, M, = 10" GeV,and 5 10 GeVv < M5 < 5
10 G eV . Red points correspond to sin 13 = 00,M, =5 10* GeV,andM ;=5 10°Gev,
while green points correspond to sin 3= 01, M, = 10" GeV,andM ;=5 10* Gev.

for the direct sneutrino kptogenesis (Try < 2 10? GeV < M ,) im plies a prediction for the
LFV decays provided M y, and/orM y, are also xed. This cbservation can be understood in
the case of hierarchical light and heavy neutrinom asses. Consider rst ! e forsin 3= 0.
It tums out that the N, couplings dom snate in (¥ Y ¥),; whj%q determ inesBR ( ! e ).AIso,
theM , term dom fnates in ; which inplies Y YYY)= ( YY), because cancellations
am ong the phases are unnatural. In the param etrization w ih the orthogonalm atrix R, this
Inplies Yy Ry3=R,,. If ne tunings are not allbwed, the requirement Ty < My, xes
R 23=R,; and therefore relates Yy to ! e .Form ore generalcases, the behaviour ofBR ( !
e ) ism ore com plicated and additional contributions occur. H owever, those new contrlbutions
tend to enhance BR (! e ), asexempli ed in F ig.3 by the green dots.

T he behaviour of BR ( ! ) is sin pler. To kading order in the largest param eters, !
depends on the N ;3 couplings and m ass, lrading to (Y YY)s, Y )§3U33U§’3, Independently of
Jeptogenesis resuts.

W e have to stress here that such de nite predictions for LFV processes can always be avoided
by ne tuning the neutrino param eters, as seen by several scattered points .n Fig. 3. Points
wih snallBR ( ! e ) can be systam atically generated using the param etrization of Y by a
Hem itian m atrix 1], and the predictions for the LFV decays thereby washed away. H owever,
In this case, theM y, are outputs of the param etrization, and cannot be xed as required by the
present analyses of sneutrino in ation. Therefore the param etrization R7] is not appropriate

10



for our Jeptogenesis scenario. Finally, we comm ent that such ne tunings are in possibble in
sin ple m odels of neutrino m asses P4].

Another possbility for avoiding the LFV predictions is to allow the heavy neutrinos to be
partially degenerate in m ass, which enhances the CP asymm etries R§]. In supersymm etric
m odels, this possbility was considered in 29].

In addition to the quantities shown in Fig.'3, we have also examined BR( ! e ), which is
always far below the present experimn entalbound BR ( ! e ) 107, and the electron and
muon electric djpolemoments. W e nd thatd. < 10 3% e an, in general, putting it beyond the
foresecable experim ental reach, and @ =d.j7 m =m ., rendering d also uncbservably sm all.

5 A lternative Scenarios and C onclusions

W e have considered in thispaper the sin plest sheutrino in ation scenario, n which the In aton

isidenti ed w ith the lightest sheutrino, and itsdecays are directly responsible for Ieptogenesis.
W e nd it rem arkable that this sin ple scenario is not already ruled out, and have noted the
strong constraints tm ust satisfy enable it tom ake strong predictions, both forCM B observables
and LFV decays. These m ight soon be found or invalidated. Tn the latter case the m otivation
to study m ore com plicated sneutrino In ation scenarios would be increased.

O ne possbility is that n ation m ight have been driven by a di erent sneutrino, not the
lightest one. In this case, the lightest sneutrino could in principle be considerably lighter than
the 2 10° GeV required for the in aton. This would seem to m ake m ore plausble a low
reheating tem perature, as suggested by the gravitino problem . However, this problm is not
necessarily a critical issue, as it can already be avoided in the simplest sneutrino in ation
scenario, as we have seen. On the other hand, if the lightest sneutrino is not the In aton,
Jeptogenesis decouples from In ationary reheating, and predictivity is dim inished.

A seoond possbility is that two or m ore sneutrinos contribute to In ation. In this cass,
the m odel predictions for the CM B ocbservables and the sneutrino m ass would In general be
changed.

A related third possibility is that one orm ore sneutrinosm ight function asa curvaton, which
would also weaken the CM B and sneutrino m ass predictions.

Forthem om ent, we do not see the need to adopt any of these m ore com plicated soenarios, but
they certainly m erit investigation, even ahead of the probable dem ise of the sim plest sneutrino
In ation scenario investigated here.
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