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A B ST R A C T

W e reconsider the possibility thatination was driven by a sneutrino -the scalarsupersym -

m etric partnerofa heavy singletneutrino -in the m inim alseesaw m odelofneutrino m asses.

W eshow thatthism odelisconsistentwith data on thecosm icm icrowavebackground (CM B),

including those from theW M AP satellite.W ederive and im plem entthe CM B constraintson

sneutrino properties,calculate reheating and the cosm ologicalbaryon asym m etry arising via

directleptogenesisfrom sneutrino decaysfollowing sneutrino ination,and relatethem tolight

neutrino m asses. W e show thatthisscenario iscom patible with a low reheating tem perature

thatavoidsthe gravitino problem ,and calculate itspredictionsforavour-violating decaysof

charged leptons. W e �nd that� ! e should occurclose to the presentexperim entalupper

lim its,asm ightalso � ! �.
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1 Introduction

Ination [1]has becom e the paradigm for early cosm ology,particularly following the recent

spectacularCM B data from theW M AP satellite[2],which strengthen thecasem adeforina-

tion by earlierdata,by m easuring an alm ostscale-freespectrum ofGaussian adiabaticdensity

uctuations exhibiting power and polarization on super-horizon scales,just as predicted by

sim ple�eld-theoreticalm odelsofination.Aswereview below,thescaleofthevacuum energy

during ination wasapparently � 1016 GeV,com parableto theexpected GUT scale,so CM B

m easurem entso�erusa directwindow on ultra-high-energy physics.

Eversinceination wasproposed,ithasbeen apuzzlehow tointegrateitwith ideasin particle

physics.Forexam ple,a naiveGUT Higgs�eld would giveexcessivedensity perturbations,and

no convincing concrete string-theoreticalm odelhasyetem erged. In thisconceptualvacuum ,

m odelsbased on sim plesingletscalar�eldshaveheld sway [1].Thesim plestofthesearechaotic

ination m odelsbased on exponentialorpower-law potentials,ofwhich �4 and �2 aretheonly

renorm alizableexam ples.TheW M AP collaboration hasm adeso bold asto claim thatsuch a

�4 m odelisexcluded atthe3-� level1,a conclusion which would m eritfurthersupport[3,4].

Nevertheless,itisclearthata �2 m odelwould befavoured.

W e reconsider in this paper the possibility that the inaton could in fact be related to the

otherdram atic recentdevelopm ent in fundam entalphysics,nam ely the discovery ofneutrino

m asses [5]. The sim plest m odelsofneutrino m asses invoke heavy singlet neutrinosthatgive

m asses to the lightneutrinosvia the seesaw m echanism [6]. The heavy singlet neutrinosare

usually postulated to weigh 1010 to 1015 GeV,em bracing the range where the inaton m ass

should lie,according to W M AP etal.In supersym m etric m odels,the heavy singletneutrinos

havescalarpartnerswith sim ilarm asses,sneutrinos,whosepropertiesareidealforplaying the

inaton role [7]. In this paper,we discuss the sim plest scenario in which the lightest heavy

singletsneutrino drivesination. Thisscenario constrainsin interesting waysm any ofthe 18

param etersofthem inim alseesaw m odelforgenerating threenon-zero lightneutrino m asses.

Thism inim alsneutrinoinationaryscenario(i)yieldsasim ple 1

2
m 2�2 potentialwith noquartic

term s,with (ii)m assesm lyingnaturallyintheinationaryballpark.Theresulting(iii)spectral

indexns,(iv)therunningofns and (v)therelativetensorstrength rareallcom patiblewith the

datafrom W M AP and otherexperim ents[2].M oreover,�xingm � 2� 1013 GeV asrequired by

theobserved density perturbations(vi)iscom patiblewith a low reheating tem peratureofthe

Universethatevadesthegravitino problem [8],(vii)realizesleptogenesis[9,10]in a calculable

and viableway,(viii)constrainsneutrinom odelparam eters,and (ix)m akestestablepredictions

fortheavour-violating decaysofcharged leptons.

Them ain featuresofourscenario arethefollowing.First,reheating oftheUniverseisnow due

to the neutrino Yukawa couplings,and therefore can be related to lightneutrino m asses and

m ixings. Secondly,the lepton asym m etry is created in direct sneutrino-inaton decays [10].

Thereisonly oneparam eterdescribing thee�ciency ofleptogenesisin thism inim alsneutrino

inationary scenario in allleptogenesisregim es-thereheatingtem peratureoftheUniverse-to

1Thisargum entappliesa fortiorito m odelswith �n> 4 potentials.
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which theotherrelevantparam eterscan berelated.Thisshould becom pared with thegeneral

therm alleptogenesis case [9,11,12,13]which has two additionalindependent param eters,

nam ely the lightest heavy neutrino m ass and width. Thirdly,im posing the requirem ent of

successfulleptogenesis,we calculate branching ratios for � ! e and � ! � [14],and the

CP-violatingobservables[15]liketheelectricdipolem om entsoftheelectron and m uon [16].All

theseleptonicobservables,aswellasleptogenesis,arerelated to them easured neutrino m asses

via a param etrization with a random orthogonalm atrix [17]. W e show that,in the m inim al

scenariodiscussed here,successfulleptogenesisim pliesaprediction for� ! e in avery narrow

band within aboutoneorderofm agnitude ofthepresentexperim entalbound,whilst� ! �

m ightbesom ewhatfurtheraway.

Othersneutrino inationary scenarioscould beconsidered.Forexam ple,theinaton m ightbe

one ofthe heaviersingletsneutrinos,ortwo orm ore sneutrinosm ightcontribute to ination,

orone m ightplay a role asa curvaton [18]. These alternativescertainly m eritconsideration,

though they would in generalbe less predictive. W e �nd it rem arkable that the sim plest

sneutrino inationary scenario considered hereworksaswellasitdoes.

2 C haotic Sneutrino Ination

W estartby reviewing chaoticination [1]with a V = 1

2
m 2�2 potential-theform expected for

a heavy singletsneutrino -in lightofW M AP [2].De�ning M P � 1=
p
8�GN ’ 2:4� 1018 GeV,

theconventionalslow-rollinationary param etersare

� �
1

2
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2
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V 00
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=
2M 2
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�2I
;� � M

4

P

 
V V 000

V 2

!

= 0; (1)

where �I denotesthe a prioriunknown inaton �eld value during ination ata typicalCM B

scale k. The overallscale ofthe inationary potentialisnorm alized by the W M AP data on

density uctuations:

� 2

R =
V

24�2M 2

P �
= 2:95� 10� 9A : A = 0:77� 0:07; (2)

yielding

V
1

4 = M
4

P

p
� � 24�2 � 2:27� 10� 9 = 0:027M P � �

1

4; (3)

corresponding to

m
1

2�I = 0:038� M
3

2

P (4)

in any sim ple chaotic �2 inationary m odel,such as the sneutrino m odelexplore here. The

num berofe-foldingsafterthegeneration oftheCM B density uctuationsobserved by COBE

isestim ated to be

N C O B E = 62� ln

 
1016 GeV

V
1=4

end

!

�
1

3
ln

0

@
V
1=4

end

�R H

1

A ; (5)
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where�R H istheenergy density oftheUniversewhen itisreheated afterination.Thesecond

term in (5) is negligible in our m odel,whereas the third term could be as large as (� 8) for

a reheating tem perature TR H as low as 106 GeV.Conservatively,we take N ’ 50. In a �2

inationary m odel,thisim plies

N =
1

4

�2I

M 2

P

’ 50; (6)

corresponding to

�
2

I ’ 200� M
2

P : (7)

Inserting thisrequirem entinto the W M AP norm alization condition (3),we �nd the following

required m assforany quadraticinaton:

m ’ 1:8� 1013 GeV: (8)

Asalready m entioned,thisiscom fortably within therangeofheavy singlet(s)neutrino m asses

usually considered,nam ely m N � 1010 to 1015 GeV.

Is this sim ple �2 sneutrino m odelcom patible with the W M AP data? The prim ary CM B

observablesarethespectralindex

ns = 1� 6� + 2� = 1�
8M 2

P

�2I
’ 0:96; (9)

thetensor-to scalarratio

r�
A T

A S

= 16� =
32M 2

P

�2I
’ 0:16; (10)

and thespectral-index running

dns

dlnk
=
2

3

h

(ns � 1)
2
� 4�2

i

+ 2� =
32M 4

P

�4I
’ 8� 10� 4: (11)

Thevalueofns extracted from W M AP datadependswhether,forexam ple,onecom binesthem

with other CM B and/or large-scale structure data. However,the �2 sneutrino m odelvalue

ns ’ 0:96 appearsto be com patible with the data atthe 1-� level. The �2 sneutrino m odel

value r ’ 0:16 forthe relative tensorstrength isalso com patible with the W M AP data. One

ofthe m ostinteresting featuresofthe W M AP analysisisthe possibility thatdns=dlnk m ight

di�erfrom zero.The�2 sneutrino m odelvaluedns=dlnk ’ 8� 10� 4 derived aboveisnegligible

com pared with the W M AP preferred value and its uncertainties. However, dns=dlnk = 0

appears to be com patible with the W M AP analysis at the 2-� levelor better,so we do not

regard thisasa death-knellforthe�2 sneutrino m odel2.

2In fact,we note that the favoured individualvalues for ns;r and dns=dlnk reported in an independent

analysis[4]allcoincide with the �2 sneutrino m odelvalues,within the latter’serrors!
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3 R eheating and Leptogenesis

Beforeaddressing leptogenesisin thissneutrino m odelforination in allcalculationaldetails,

we�rstcom m entonthereheatingtem peratureTR H followingtheinationaryepoch.Assum ing,

asusual,thatthe sneutrino inaton decayswhen the theHubble expansion rateH � m ,and

thattheexpansion rateoftheUniverseisthen dom inated e�ectively by non-relativisticm atter

untilH � ��,where�� istheinaton decay width,weestim ate

TR H =

 
90

�2g�

! 1

4 q

��M P ; (12)

whereg� isthenum berofe�ective relativisticdegreesoffreedom in thereheated Universe.In

them inim alsneutrino ination scenario considered herewehave� � ~N 1;m � MN 1
and

�� � �N 1
=

1

4�
(Y�Y

y
�)11M N 1

; (13)

where Y� is the neutrino Dirac Yukawa m atrix. If the relevant neutrino Yukawa coupling

(Y�Y
y
�)11 � 1,the previous choice m = MN 1

’ 2� 1013 GeV would yield TR H > 1014 GeV,

considerably greaterthan m itself3.Such a large value ofTR H would be very problem atic for

the therm alproduction ofgravitinos[8]. However,itiscertainly possible that(Y�Y
y
�)11 � 1,

in which case TR H could be m uch lower,as we discuss in m ore detailbelow. Alternatively,

one m ay considerm ore com plicated scenarios,in which three sneutrino speciesm ay share the

inaton and/orcurvaton rolesbetween them .

W enow presentm oredetailsofreheating and leptogenesis.In general,inaton decay and the

reheating oftheUniverse aredescribed by thefollowing setofBoltzm ann equations[19]

d��

dt
= � 3H �� � ����;

d�R

dt
= � 4H �R + ����; (14)

H =
dR

Rdt
=

q

8�GN (�� + �R )=3; (15)

where �� is the energy density ofthe inaton �eld,�R describes the energy density ofthe

therm alized decay productsand essentially de�nesthetem peraturevia

�R =
�2

30
g�T

4
; (16)

H istheHubbleconstantand G N istheNewton constant.Thusreheating can bedescribed by

two param eters,the reheating tem perature (12),which isthe highesttem perature oftherm al

3Even such a large value of(Y�Y
y

�
)11 would not alter signi�cantly the �2 sneutrino m odelprediction for

dns=dlnk.
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plasm a im m ediately afterreheating iscom pleted,and theinitialenergy density oftheinaton

�eld

�� ’
�2g�T

8

5T4

R H

; (17)

which determ inesthe m axim alplasm a tem perature in the beginning ofthe reheating process.

In thefollowing weusetheparam eter

z=
M N 1

T
(18)

to param etrizetem perature.

The setofBoltzm ann equationsdescribing the inaton decay and reheating,the creation and

decaysoftherm alheavy neutrinosand sneutrinos,and the generation ofa lepton asym m etry,

isgiven by

Z
d��

dz
= �

3��

z
�
����

zH
; (19)

H Zz
dYN 1

dz
= �

3����

4�R
YN 1

�
1

s
(rem aining) (20)

H Zz
dY ~N +

dz
= �

3����

4�R
Y ~N +

�
1

s
(rem aining) (21)

H Zz
dY ~N �

dz
= �

3����

4�R
Y ~N �

�
1

s
(rem aining) (22)

H Zz
dYLf

dz
= �

3����

4�R
YLf

+
����

2sM N 1

�1 �
1

s
(rem aining) (23)

H Zz
dYLs

dz
= �

3����

4�R
YLs

+
����

2sM N 1

�1 �
1

s
(rem aining) (24)

H =
q

8�GN (�� + �R )=3; (25)

where

Z � 1�
����

4H �R
; (26)

~N � � ~N 1� ~N
y

1
,and YN 1

;Y ~N �
;YLf

;YLs
;denotethenum ber-density-to-entropy ratios,Y = n=s,

fortheheavyneutrinos,sneutrinosand leptonasym m etriesinferm ionsandscalars,respectively.

The term s denoted by rem aining are the usualones for therm alleptogenesis, and can be

obtained from [11]by using H (M N 1
)= z2H .W edo notwriteouttheirlengthy expressionsin

fullhere. The �rstterm son the r.h.s. of(20-24)are the dilution factorsofY = n=s due to

entropy production in theinaton � � ~N 1 decaysdescribed by (19).Thesecond term son the

r.h.s.of(23),(24)describelepton asym m etry generation in thedecaysofthecoherentinaton

�eld. Identifying and studying the param eter space in which leptogenesis is predom inantly

directisoneoftheaim softhispaper.
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Figure1:Lowerbound (solid curve)on M N 1
asa function of~m 1 forYB > 7:8� 10� 11,assum ing

a m axim alCP asym m etry �m ax
1

(M N 1
). Successfulleptogenesisispossible in the area above the

solid curve.In the area bounded by the red dashed curve,leptogenesisisentirely therm al.

W earenow ready to study (19-25).Firstwe work outgeneralresultson reheating and lepto-

genesisin the sneutrino ination scenario,allowing M N 1
to vary asa free param eter. In this

case,thereheating and leptogenesise�ciency isdescribed by two param eters,nam ely M N 1
and

a param eterdescribing the decays ofthe sneutrino inaton. Thiscan be chosen to be either

~m 1 = (Y�Y
y
�)11v

2sin2�=M N 1
or,m oreappropriatelyforthisscenario,thereheatingtem perature

ofthe Universe TR H given by (12).FortheCP asym m etry in (s)neutrino decays,we take the

m axim alvalueforhierarchicallightneutrinos,given by [20]:

j�
m ax
1

(M N 1
)j=

3

8�

M N 1

q

�m 2

atm

v2sin2�
: (27)

Thischoice allowsusto study the m inim alvaluesforM N 1
and TR H allowed by leptogenesis.

Later,wewillfocusourattention on exactvaluesof�1 [21].

Solutions to (19-25) are presented in Figs.1 and 2. W e plot in Fig.1 the param eter space

in the (M N 1
; ~m 1)plane thatleadsto successfulleptogenesis. Thisparam eterspace hasthree

distinctive partswith very di�erentphysics.

In the area bounded by the red dashed curve,denoted by A,leptogenesisisentirely therm al.

Thisregion hasbeen studied in detailin [13].W hateverlepton asym m etry isgenerated initially

in thedecay ofthesneutrinoinaton iswashed outby therm ale�ects,and theobserved baryon

asym m etry isgenerated by theout-of-equilibrium decaysoftherm ally created singletneutrinos

6
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Figure2:The solid curve boundsthe region allowed forleptogenesisin the (TR H ;M N 1
)plane,

again obtained assum ing YB > 7:8� 10� 11 and the m axim alCP asym m etry �m ax
1

(M N 1
):In the

area bounded by the red dashed curve leptogenesisisentirely therm al.

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

M N 1
and high TR H values.

Thearea B below thedashed curveand extending down to them inim um valueM N 1
= 4� 106

GeV in Fig.1 isthe region ofparam eterspace where there isa delicate cancellation between

directlepton asym m etry production in sneutrino inaton decaysand therm alwashout. This

region cannot be studied without solving the Boltzm ann equations num erically. However,it

roughly correspondsto TR H � MN 1
asseen in Fig.2.

The area denoted by C hasTR H � M N 1
.Since the m axim alCP asym m etry scaleswith M N 1

;

thelinepresented correspondsto a constantreheating tem perature.Noticethatin Fig.1 this

line is term inated at ~m 1 = 10� 7. As seen in Fig.2,it continues linearly to high values of

M N 1
. In this area,leptogenesis is entirely given by the decays ofcold sneutrino inatons,a

scenario studied previously in [10]. In thiscase the detailsofreheating are notim portantfor

ouranalyses.Tocalculatethelepton asym m etry toentropy density ratioYL = nL=sin inaton

decaysweneed to know theproduced entropy density

s=
2�2

45
g�T

3

R H ; (28)

and to takeinto accountthatinaton dom inatestheUniverse.In thiscaseoneobtains[10]

YL =
3

4
�1
TR H

M N 1

; (29)
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where �1 is the CP asym m etry in � � ~N 1 decays. The observed baryon asym m etry ofthe

Universe givesa lowerbound on thereheating tem peratureTR H > 106 GeV.

W econsidernow them ostconstrained scenario in which theinaton isthelightestsneutrino,

which requiresM N 3
> M N 2

> M N 1
’ 2� 1013 GeV.Thisim pliesthatourproblem iscom pletely

characterized by only one param eter,either ~m 1 orTR H . Aswe see in both Figs.1 and 2,the

lineforM N 1
’ 2� 1013 GeV traversesboth theregionsA,and C,theform ercorresponding to

high TR H ,asseen in Fig.2.However,TR H m ay also below even in them inim alseesaw m odel,

asseen in Fig.2.

Thecosm ologicalgravitino problem suggeststhatTR H <
� 108 GeV m ightbethem ostinterest-

ing,which would correspond tovery sm all~m 1,faraway from thetherm alregion A and deep in

theregion C whereleptogenesisarisesfrom thedirectdecaysofcold sneutrinos.W econcentrate

on thisoption here.Thislim itrequiresvery sm allYukawa couplings(Y�Y
y
�)11

<
� 10� 12,whilst

otherYukawacouplingscan beO (1).Thispossibility m aybem adenatural,e.g.,bypostulating

aZ2 m atterparityunderwhich onlyN 1 isodd.In thiscase,therelevantYukawacouplings(Y�)
1

j

allvanish,buta M ajorana m assforN 1 isstillallowed.A m oresophisticated m odelpostulates

a Z7 discretefam ily sym m etry with chargesYF N = (4;0;0)fortheN i,(2;1;1)forthe�5 repre-

sentationsofSU(5),and (2;1;0)forthe10 representationsofSU(5).Assum ing a gauge-singlet

�eld �with Y F N = � 1and h�i� �,we�nd Mi= O (�;1;1)and (Y�)
1

j = O (�6;�5;�5),whilstthe

otherYukawa couplingsare O (1),O (�)orO (�2). If� ’ 1=17,the (Y�)
1

j are su�ciently sm all

forourpurposes,whilstthequark and lepton m assm atricesareofdesirable form .Doubtless,

one could construct better m odels with m ore e�ort,but this exam ple serves as an existence

prooffora low valueofTR H in ourscenario.

4 LeptogenesisPredictionsforLepton FlavourV iolation

In this Section,we relate the results ofthe previous section on direct leptogenesis to light

neutrino m asses,and m akepredictionson thelepton-avour-violating (LFV)decays.Therm al

leptogenesisin thiscontexthasbeen extensively studied recently [22,23,24].W e�rstcalculate

neutrino Yukawa couplingsusing theparam etrization in term softhelightand heavy neutrino

m asses,m ixingsand theorthogonalparam eterm atrix given in [17].Thisallowsusto calculate

exactly the baryon asym m etry of the Universe, since we know the CP asym m etry �1 and

the reheating tem perature ofthe Universe TR H :For neutrino param eters yielding successful

leptogenesis,wecalculatethebranching ratiosofLFV decays.

Thereare18 freeparam etersin them inim alseesaw m odelwith threenon-zero lightneutrinos,

which we treatas follows. In m aking Fig.3,we have taken the values of�12;�23,�m
2

12
and

�m 2

23
from neutrino oscillation experim ents.W erandom ly generatethelightestneutrino m ass

in the range 0 < m 1 < 0:01 eV and values of�13 in the range 0 < �13 < 0:1 allowed by

the Chooz experim ent [25],as we discuss later in m ore detail. M otivated by our previous

discussion ofchaoticsneutrino ination,we�x thelightestheavy singletsneutrino m assto be

M 1 = 2� 1013 GeV,and choose the following valuesofthe heaviersingletsneutrino m asses:

8



M 2 = 1014 GeV orM 2 = 5� 1014 GeV,and M 3 in the range5� 1014 to 5� 1015 GeV,aswe

also discusslaterin m oredetail.Thisaccountsfornineofthe18 seesaw param eters.

Therem aining 9param etersareallgenerated random ly.Theseincludethethreelight-neutrino

phases-the M aki-Nakagawa-Sakata oscillation phase and the two M ajorana phases. Speci�-

cation ofthe neutrino Yukawa coupling m atrix requires three m ore m ixing angles and three

m oreCP-violating phasesthatarerelevanttoleptogenesis,in principle.Theplotsin Fig.3 are

m adeby sam pling random ly thesenineparam eters.W eapply oneconstraint,nam ely thatthe

generated baryon density fallswithin the3� � rangerequired by cosm ologicalm easurem ents,

ofwhich them ostprecise isnow thatby W M AP:7:8� 10� 11 < YB < 1:0� 10� 10 [2].

M aking predictions for LFV decays also requires som e hypotheses on the param eters ofthe

M SSM .W eassum e thatthesoftsupersym m etry-breaking m assparam etersm 0 ofthesquarks

and sleptonsareuniversal,and likewise thegaugino m assesm 1=2,and we setthetrilinearsoft

supersym m etry-breaking param eterA 0 = 0 attheGUT scale.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 accountlaboratory and cosm ologicalconstraintson the M SSM ,including lim its

on the relic density ofcold dark m atter. W M AP provides the m ost stringent bound on the

latter,which we assum e to be dom inated by the lightestneutralino �:0:094 < 
�h
2 < 0:129.

Fortan� = 10,theallowed dom ain ofthe(m 1=2;m 0)planeisan alm ostlinearstrip extending

from (m 1=2;m 0)= (300;70)GeV to (900;200)GeV [26]. Forillustrative purposes,we choose

(m 1=2;m 0)= (800;170)GeV and com m entlateron thevariation with m 1=2.

Panel(a) ofFig.3 presents results on the branching ratio BR for � ! e decay. W e see

im m ediately thatvaluesofTR H anywherebetween 2� 106 GeV and 1012 GeV areattainablein

principle.The lowerbound isdue to thelowerbound on the CP asym m etry,while theupper

bound com es from the gravitino problem . The black points in panel(a) correspond to the

choice sin�13 = 0:0,M 2 = 1014 GeV,and 5� 1014 GeV < M 3 < 5� 1015 GeV.Thered points

correspond tosin�13 = 0:0,M 2 = 5� 1014 GeV,and M 3 = 5� 1015 GeV,whilethegreen points

correspond to sin�13 = 0:1,M 2 = 1014 GeV,and M 3 = 5� 1014 GeV.W e see a very striking

narrow,densely populated bands forBR(� ! e),with som e outlying points atboth larger

and sm aller valuesofBR(� ! e). The width ofthe black band isdue to variation ofM N 3

showing thatBR(� ! e)isnotvery sensitive to it.However,BR(� ! e)strongly depends

on M N 2
and sin�13 asseen by thered and green points,respectively.SinceBR(� ! e)scales

approxim ately asm � 4

1=2
,thelowerstrip forsin�13 = 0 would m oveup closeto theexperim ental

lim itifm 1=2 � 500GeV,and theupperstrip forsin�13 = 0:1would beexcluded by experim ent.

Panel(b)ofFig.3 presents the corresponding resultsforBR(� ! �)with the sam e colour

codefortheparam eters.This�gureshowsthatBR(� ! �)dependsstrongly on MN 3
,while

the dependence on sin�13 and on M N 2
is negligible. The num ericalvalues ofBR(� ! �)

are som ewhatbelow the present experim entalupperlim itBR(� ! �)� 10� 7,butwe note

thatthe resultswould allbe increased by an orderofm agnitude ifm 1=2 � 500 GeV.In this

case,panel(a)ofFig.3 tellsusthatthe experim entalbound on BR(� ! e)would enforce

sin�13 � 0:1,butthiswould stillbecom patiblewith BR(� ! �)> 10� 8.

Asaresult,Fig.3strongly suggeststhat�xingtheobserved baryon asym m etry oftheUniverse
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Figure3:CalculationsofBR(� ! e)and BR(� ! �)on leftand rightpanels,respectively.

Black points correspond to sin�13 = 0:0,M 2 = 1014 GeV,and 5 � 1014 GeV < M 3 < 5 �

1015 GeV.Red pointscorrespond to sin�13 = 0:0,M 2 = 5� 1014 GeV,and M 3 = 5� 1015 GeV,

while green pointscorrespond to sin�13 = 0:1,M 2 = 1014 GeV,and M 3 = 5� 1014 GeV.

forthedirectsneutrino leptogenesis(TR H < 2� 1012 GeV < M N 1
)im pliesa prediction forthe

LFV decaysprovided M N 2
and/orM N 3

arealso �xed. Thisobservation can be understood in

thecaseofhierarchicallightand heavy neutrino m asses.Consider�rst� ! e forsin�13 = 0.

ItturnsoutthattheN 2 couplingsdom inatein (Y�Y
y
�)21 which determ inesBR(� ! e).Also,

theM N 2
term dom inatesin �1 which im pliesYB � (Y�Y

y
�)21=

q

(Y�Y
y
�)11,because cancellations

am ong the phasesare unnatural. In the param etrization with the orthogonalm atrix R,this

im plies YB � R23=R 22. If�ne tunings are not allowed,the requirem ent TR H < M N 1
�xes

R 23=R 22 and thereforerelatesYB to� ! e.Form oregeneralcases,thebehaviourofBR(� !

e)ism orecom plicated and additionalcontributionsoccur.However,thosenew contributions

tend to enhanceBR(� ! e),asexem pli�ed in Fig.3 by thegreen dots.

ThebehaviourofBR(� ! �)issim pler.To leading orderin thelargestparam eters,� ! �

dependson the N 3 couplingsand m ass,leading to (Y�Y
y
�)32 � (Y�)

2

33
U33U

y

23
,independently of

leptogenesisresults.

W ehaveto stressherethatsuch de�nitepredictionsforLFV processescan alwaysbeavoided

by �ne tuning the neutrino param eters,asseen by severalscattered pointsin Fig.3. Points

with sm allBR(� ! e)can besystem atically generated using theparam etrization ofY� by a

Herm itian m atrix [27],and thepredictionsfortheLFV decaysthereby washed away.However,

in thiscase,theM N i
areoutputsoftheparam etrization,and cannotbe�xed asrequired by the

presentanalysesofsneutrino ination. Therefore the param etrization [27]isnotappropriate

10



for our leptogenesis scenario. Finally,we com m ent that such �ne tunings are im possible in

sim plem odelsofneutrino m asses[24].

Another possibility for avoiding the LFV predictions is to allow the heavy neutrinos to be

partially degenerate in m ass,which enhances the CP asym m etries [28]. In supersym m etric

m odels,thispossibility wasconsidered in [29].

In addition to the quantities shown in Fig.3,we have also exam ined BR(� ! e),which is

alwaysfarbelow the present experim entalbound BR(� ! e)� 10� 7,and the electron and

m uon electricdipolem om ents.W e�nd thatde < 10� 33 ecm ,in general,putting itbeyond the

foreseeableexperim entalreach,and jd�=dej� m�=m e,rendering d� also unobservably sm all.

5 A lternative Scenarios and C onclusions

W ehaveconsidered in thispaperthesim plestsneutrinoination scenario,in which theinaton

� isidenti�ed with thelightestsneutrino,and itsdecaysaredirectlyresponsibleforleptogenesis.

W e �nd itrem arkable thatthissim ple scenario isnotalready ruled out,and have noted the

strongconstraintsitm ustsatisfyenableittom akestrongpredictions,bothforCM B observables

and LFV decays.These m ightsoon befound orinvalidated.In thelattercasethem otivation

to study m orecom plicated sneutrino ination scenarioswould beincreased.

� One possibility is that ination m ight have been driven by a di�erent sneutrino,not the

lightestone.In thiscase,thelightestsneutrino could in principlebeconsiderably lighterthan

the 2� 1013 GeV required for the inaton. This would seem to m ake m ore plausible a low

reheating tem perature,assuggested by the gravitino problem . However,thisproblem isnot

necessarily a criticalissue, as it can already be avoided in the sim plest sneutrino ination

scenario,as we have seen. On the other hand,ifthe lightest sneutrino is not the inaton,

leptogenesisdecouplesfrom inationary reheating,and predictivity isdim inished.

� A second possibility is that two or m ore sneutrinos contribute to ination. In this case,

the m odelpredictions for the CM B observables and the sneutrino m ass would in generalbe

changed.

� A related third possibility isthatoneorm oresneutrinosm ightfunction asa curvaton,which

would also weaken theCM B and sneutrino m asspredictions.

Forthem om ent,wedo notseetheneed to adoptany ofthesem orecom plicated scenarios,but

they certainly m eritinvestigation,even ahead oftheprobabledem iseofthesim plestsneutrino

ination scenario investigated here.
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