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W e perform a new study offuture sensitivities ofgalaxy redshift surveys to the free-stream ing

e�ectcaused by neutrino m asses,adding theinform ation on cosm ologicalparam etersfrom m easure-

m entsofprim ary anisotropies ofthe cosm ic m icrowave background (CM B).O urreference cosm o-

logicalscenario hasnine param etersand three di�erentneutrino m asses,with a hierarchy im posed

by oscillation experim ents. W ithin the present decade,the com bination ofthe Sloan D igitalSky

Survey (SD SS)and CM B data from thePLANCK experim entwillhavea 2� detection threshold on

thetotalneutrinom asscloseto 0:2 eV.Thisestim ateisrobustagainsttheinclusion ofextrafreepa-

ram etersin thereferencecosm ologicalm odel.O n a longerterm ,thenextgeneration ofexperim ents

m ay reach valuesoforder
P

m � = 0:1 eV at2�,orbetterifa galaxy redshiftsurvey signi�cantly

largerthan SD SS iscom pleted.W ealso discusshow thesm allchangeson the free-stream ing scales

in the norm aland inverted hierarchy schem es are translated into the expected errors from future

cosm ologicaldata.

PACS num bers:14.60.Pq,95.35.+ d,98.80.Es

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Neutrino physics has provided the �rstclear indication ofparticle physics beyond the Standard M odel,since we

have experim entalevidences for non-zero neutrino m asses. Analyses ofdata from atm ospheric and solar neutrino

experim ents have shown the allowed regions for the squared m ass di�erences (�m 2
�) at two di�erent scales. Such

valueswillbe known with betterprecision in the nextyears,in particularforthe largeratm ospheric�m 2
� using the

resultsoffuture long-baselineoscillation experim ents.

However,from oscillation experim entsno inform ation can be obtained on the absolute valuesofneutrino m asses,

since the lightestneutrino m assrem ainsunconstrained. Tritium decay experim entstellusthateach neutrino m ass

cannotbelargerthan 2.2 eV (95% CL)atpresent[1],to beim proved to � 0.35 eV with K ATRIN [2].M orestringent

boundsexistfrom experim entssearching forneutrinolessdoublebeta decay,thatwillbeim proved in thenearfuture

[3],butunfortunately they depend on the detailsofthe neutrino m ixing m atrix.

Cosm ology o�ersseveraladvantages: the cosm ic neutrino background providesan abundantdensity ofrelic neu-

trinoswith an equalm om entum distribution forall
avors(up to 1% corrections),which im pliesthatm ixing angles

haveno e�ect.Although neutrinoscannotbethedom inantdark m attercom ponent,they can stillconstitutea sm all,

hot part ofthe m atter density producing an erasure ofperturbations at sm allscales through their free-stream ing

e�ect(fora review,seee.g.[4]).A com parison with data from thelargescalestructure(LSS)oftheUniverseisthus

sensitiveto neutrino m asses,asem phasized in [5].

At present, cosm ologicaldata allow us to bound the totalneutrino m ass to values of
P

m �
<
� 0:6 � 1:0 eV

[6,7,8,9,10,11,12],depending on the data and priors used. These ranges already com prom ise the 4 neutrino

scenarios that could explain the additionallarge neutrino m ass di�erence required by the LSND results (that also

im ply a fourth,sterile neutrino),butis notyetcapable ofreaching the necessary 0:1 eV range in orderto testthe

hierarchical3 neutrino schem es. But such sm allm asses could be detected in the next future when m ore precise

cosm ologicaldata areavailable,in a parallele�ortto those ofbeta and doublebeta decay experim entson Earth.

In thispaperweanalyzethe future sensitivitiesofcosm ologicaldata to neutrino m asses,extending the pioneering

work[5]and in particularthedetailed analysisin [13](seealso[14]),thatwasm orerecentlyupdated in [15].In contrast

to this lastwork we consider,in addition to idealCosm ic M icrowave Background (CM B)observationslim ited only

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0403296v2


2

∆m 2
atm

∆m 2
sun

∆m 2
sun

∆m 2
atm

1

1

2

2

3

3

m m

NORMAL INVERTED

FIG .1: The two neutrino schem esallowed if�m
2
atm � �m

2
sun:norm alhierarchy (NH)and inverted hierarchy (IH).

by cosm ic variance,the experim entalspeci�cations ofsatellite m issions such as PLANCK and the m ission concept

CM Bpol(In
ation Probe),aswellasground-based detectorssuch asACT orSPTpol,thatwillextend thePLANCK

datatosm allerangularscales.W ealsoincreasethenum berofcosm ologicalparam etersofpreviousanalyses,including

also the helium fraction,extra relativistic degreesoffreedom ,spatialcurvature,dark energy with constantequation

ofstate,or a prim ordialspectrum with running tilt. Finally,ourwork is the �rst one in which it is assum ed that

neutrinoshavethreedi�erentm asses,in orderto com puteaccurately thefree-stream ing e�ectassociated to them ass

schem esallowed by oscillation experim ents.

Note that throughout this work,we willassum e that the LSS power spectrum is m easured solely with galaxy

redshiftsurveys.Forcom plem entary constraintsbased on gravitationallensing,we referthe readerto Refs.[16,17].

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIwereview theexpected valuesofneutrino m assesand theirim pacton

Cosm ology.W edescribefutureCM B experim entsand galaxysurveysin Sec.IIIand them ethod toforecasttheerrors

on cosm ologicalparam etersin Sec.IV.Finally,we presentourresultsin Sec.V,with a sum m ary and conclusionsin

Sec.VI.

II. N EU T R IN O M A SSES

Nowadayswehaveexperim entalevidencesforneutrino oscillationsfrom solarand atm osphericneutrino detectors,

recently also supported from data on neutrinosfrom arti�cialsources(K am land and K 2K ).Detailed analysesofthe

experim entaldata lead to the following valuesofthe m asssquared di�erences(best�tvalues� 3� ranges)

�m 2
atm = �m 2

32 = (2:6
+ 1:1
� 1:2)� 10� 3 eV

2

�m 2
sun = �m 2

21 = (6:9
+ 2:6
� 1:5)� 10� 5 eV

2
(1)

taken from [18]. These ranges are only slightly di�erent in other recent analyses,see e.g.[19,20],while a lower

�m 2
atm seem s required by new Super-K am iokande data and 3-dim ensionalatm ospheric 
uxes. The errors in the

above equation willbe signi�cantly reduced with new data from K am land in the case of�m 2
21,and with data from

future long-baselineoscillation experim entssuch asM INO S,ICARUS and O PERA,which willgive the atm ospheric

�m 2 with 10% accuracy (reduced to 5% with the superbeam proposalJPARC-SK )[21]. Currentdata also provide

the allowed rangesofthe neutrino m ixing angles�12 and �23,and an upperbound on �13.

Indications for a third,heavier �m 2
� exist from the LSND experim ent [22],im plying a fourth (sterile) neutrino.

Such a m assisalready being tested by presentcosm ologicaldata,although notruled outyet[7,8,11,12],and the

LSND resultswillbechecked by theongoing experim entM iniBoone.Herewechoosenotto includesuch a large�m 2
�

and consideronly the valuesin Eq.1.

Thethreeneutrino m assesthatlead to thevaluesin Eq.1 can beaccom m odated in two di�erentneutrino schem es,

nam ed norm al(m 3 > m 2 > m 1)and inverted (m 2 > m 1 > m 3)hierarchy,as shown in Fig.1,that we willdenote

NH and IH.At present we have no indication ofwhich schem e is the correctone. However,it has been suggested

thatsom einform ation could be extracted from future data from Supernova neutrinos,very largebaselineoscillation

experim ents,orneutrinolessdouble beta decay searchesifthe e�ective m � isbelow som e threshold (forreviews,see

e.g.[23,24]).In general,determ iningthetypeofm assspectrum dependson theprecision with which theotherm ixing

param eterswould be m easured.

Relicneutrinoswerecreated in theEarly Universeand decoupled from therestoftheplasm awhen thetem perature

dropped below � 1 M eV,when they were ultra-relativistic.Afterdecoupling allneutrino 
avorskepta Ferm i-Dirac

spectrum ,only distorted atpercentlevelduring the processofelectron-positron annihilationsinto photons[25,26].

It is well-known that m assive neutrinos could account for a signi�cant fraction ofthe totalenergy density ofthe
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FIG .2: Neutrino m asses as a function ofthe totalm ass in the two schem es for the best-�t values of�m
2
in Eq.1. The

verticalline m arksthe sm allestvalue of
P

m � in the inverted scenario.

Universetoday,being theircontribution directly proportionalto thenum berdensity.Forvanishing neutrino chem ical

potentials,the totalneutrino contribution to the criticaldensity isgiven by


� =

P
m �

93:2 eV
h
� 2

; (2)

whereh istheHubbleconstantin unitsof100 km s� 1 M pc� 1 and
P

m � runsoverallneutrino m assstates.For�xed

neutrino m asses,
� would be enhanced ifneutrinosdecoupled with a signi�cantchem icalpotential(orequivalently,

forlargerelicneutrino asym m etries),butthispossibility isnow ruled out[27].

Therefore cosm ology is at �rst order sensitive to the totalneutrino m ass
P

m � = m 1 + m 2 + m 3 (for the 3

neutrino schem esthatwe consider),butblind to the neutrino m ixing anglesorpossible CP violating phases. This

fact di�erentiates cosm ology from terrestrialexperim ents such as beta decay and neutrinoless double beta decay,

which aresensitiveto
P

i
jUeij

2m 2
i and j

P

i
U 2
eim ij,respectively,whereU isthe 3� 3 m ixing m atrix thatrelatesthe

weak and m assbases.

Itis interesting to see how the totalm assis distributed am ong the neutrino states forthe two di�erentschem es

described above.They areplotted in Fig.2.Fora totalm assabove� 0:2� 0:3 eV the two schem esaresim ilarand

correspond to a degeneratescenario whereeach m assis
P

m �=3.However,forsm allerm assesthenum berofneutrino

stateswith relevantm assesis2 (1)in the inverted (norm al)hierarchy.

The e�ectofneutrino m asseson cosm ologicalobservableshasbeen usually considered equivalentfor�xed
P

m �

(or
�h
2).However,m any papersnoted in thepastthatthisisnotthecaseand could potentially lead to di�erences,

i.e.the neutrino m assspectrum should be incorporated ifthe sensitivity to neutrino m assesisgood enough (see,for

instance the com m entsin [15,16,28]).Asan exam ple,we note thatin the m id-1990sitwasshown thatforCHDM

m odels with the sam e totalneutrino m ass(ofordersom e eVs),those with two degenerate m assive neutrinos�tted

betterthe data than thosewith only one (seee.g.[29]).

Fixed thetotalneutrino m ass,a di�erentdistribution am ong the3 states(m 1;m 2;m 3)causesa slightm odi�cation

ofthe transit from a relativistic to a non-relativistic behavior. This can be seen in Fig.3,where the evolution of

the neutrino energy density isplotted forseveralcaseswith the sam e totalneutrino m ass,equally shared by 1,2 or

3 neutrino states,as wellas the realistic NH and IH schem es (taking the best-�t values of�m 2). Therefore,the

evolution ofbackground quantitiesisnotcom pletely independentofthem asssplitting.However,them ain di�erence

appearsatthelevelofperturbations.Indeed,in thecaseofnon-degeneratem assiveneutrinos,variousfree-stream ing

scalesareim printed in the m atterpowerspectrum P (k).Thisisillustrated in Fig.4,wherewecom pareP (k)in the

sam ecasesasin Fig.3.Theseresultswereobtained with ourm odi�ed version ofthepubliccodeCM BFAST [30](see

section V fordetails).

W e haverecently sum m arized the e�ectsofm assiveneutrinoson cosm ologicalobservablesin [12].Here wesim ply

rem ind thatonly neutrinoswith m assescloseto the recom bination tem perature (Tdec � 0:3 eV)leavean im printon
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FIG .4: Com parison ofthem atterpowerspectrum obtained forvariousm odelswherethesam e
P

m � (0:12 eV)isdistributed

di�erently.Thefourlinescorrespond to thecaseswith 1 or2 m assivestates,Norm aland Inverted Hierarchy,divided each tim e

by that with 3 m assive states ofequalm ass m 0 =
P

m �=3. D i�erences in the various individualm asses and free-stream ing

scalesa�ectthe position and am plitude ofthe break in the powerspectrum .

theCM B angularspectra,whileneutrinoswith sm allerm asseshavealm ostthesam ee�ectasm asslessneutrinos.O n

the otherhand,the dom inante�ectisthe one induced by free-stream ing on the m atterpowerspectrum .Therefore,

theusualstrategy isto com bineCM B and LSS m easurem ents,wheretheform erroughly �x m ostofthecosm ological

param eters,while the latterism oresensitiveto neutrino m asses.

III. FU T U R E C M B A N D LSS D A TA

In thissection webrie
y describe the experim entalprojects,planned orin developm ent,thatwillprovidedata on

the CM B anisotropy spectrum oron the distribution ofLSS.
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A . C M B experim ents

Thequality ofthe�rst-yeardata from theW ilkinson M icrowaveAnisotropy Probe(W M AP)[6],com plem ented by

the resultsofotherexperim entsatsm allerangularscalessuch asACBAR,CBIorVSA [31,32,33],hasshown the

im portance ofCM B data as a probe ofcosm ologicalparam eters. The CM B experim ents m easure the tem perature


uctuationsin the sky thatcan be expanded in sphericalharm onics,

�T

T
(�;�)=

X

l;m

alm Ylm (�;�): (3)

Iftheunderlying perturbationsareG aussian,allinform ation isencoded in theangularpowerspectrum Cl� hjalm j
2i.

In addition the CM B experim ents can be sensitive to polarization anisotropies,that are expressed in term s ofthe

angularspectra ofthe E and B m odesofpolarization,aswellasthe tem peraturepolarization cross-correlation (TE)

spectrum .

AfterW M AP,thenextsatellitem ission willbePLANCK 1,to belaunched in 2007,whoseexperim entalparam eters

arelisted in TableI.Aftera coupleofyears,itwillprovideCM B data m oreprecisethan thatofW M AP,in particular

concerningpolarization.W ealsoconsidertheCM BpolorIn
ation Probem ission concept,presented in thefram ework

ofNASA’sBeyondEinstein Program 2.Thisexperim entwould havebettersensitivitythan thelim itim posed bycosm ic

variance(up to l� 2300 forE-polarization,even beyond fortem perature).

In parallelto the satellitem issions,there willbe ground-based experim entsthatwillm easurethe CM B atsm aller

angularscaleswith signi�cantly sm allersky coveragebutgood sensitivities,such asSPTpol3 (in construction),ACT4

(funded in January2004),orQ UaD [34](in construction).Asan exam ple,weconsiderSPTpolwith thecharacteristics

listed in TableI.

The observed powerspectrum can be decom posed into prim ary anisotropies,gravitationallensing distortions,and

foreground contam ination. The centralfrequencies ofCM B detectors are usually chosen in order to m inim ize the

foreground contribution. In addition,by com bining various frequencies,future experim ents willhave the power to

separatee�ciently theCM B blackbodyfrom thevariousforegroundscontributions,even on sm allangularscaleswhere

the latter startto be signi�cant. It is possible to build m odels for the foregroundsand to predict their im pact on

param eterextraction [34,35,36];thisapproach isratherm odel-dependent,sincethelevelofm any foreground signals

hasnotyetbeen m easured experim entally.Here,wewillnotenterinto such details.W hen dealingwith PLANCK ,we

willem ploy only threefrequency channelsfrom thehigh frequency instrum ent(HFI),m aking the(usual)sim plifying

assum ption thatotherchannelswillbe used form easuring the variousforegrounds,and forcleaning accurately the

prim ary signal. W e willdo sim ilar assum ptions for SPTpoland CM Bpol. W e willalso speculate on the results of

an \idealCM B experim ent" lim ited only by cosm ic variance. Then,we willlim it ourselves to lm ax = 2500 both

for tem perature and polarization,which assum es an e�cient m ethod for foreground subtraction { in particular of

point-likesourcesand dust{ butrem ainsrealistic(asindicated by Fig.7 in [35]).Forthe two satellite experim ents,

we assum e a sky coverage offsky = 0:65,which representsa conservative estim ate ofthe data fraction thatwillbe

included in theanalysisin orderto avoid galacticforegrounds.Forthe \idealCM B experim ent",weadoptthe m ore

optim isticvaluefsky = 1,assum ingthatallgalacticforegroundscan besubtracted (seee.g.thecom ponentseparation

m ethod described in [37]).

The issue ofgravitationallensing distortion is subtle and potentially very interesting. Since lensing is induced

by large scale structure,m ainly on linear scales,this e�ect can be accurately predicted for a given m atter power

spectrum .Therefore,ifthe gravitationaldistortion ofthe CM B m apscould be m easured directly,there would bean

opportunity to extractthem atterpowerspectrum (and theunderlying cosm ologicalparam eters)independently from

redshift surveys. A way ofdoing this is described in [38,39,40],and has been already applied to future neutrino

m assextraction by [17]. Here,we do notincorporate this m ethod,and assum e thatthe m atter powerspectrum is

m easured only with redshiftsurveys,leaving a com bined analysisforthe future.Therefore,throughoutthe analysis,

wewillem ploy theunlensed CM B powerspectra5.FortheT,E and TE m odes,lensing distortionsaresubdom inant.

In contrast,forthe B m ode,lensing isexpected to dom inate overthe prim ary anisotropiesatleaston sm allangular

scales.Theangleabovewhich lensing issubdom inantcrucially dependson thetensor-to-scalarratio,an in
ationary

1 http://www.rssd.esa.int/index.php?project=PLANCK
2 http://universe.gsfc.nasa.gov/program/inflation.html
3 http://astro.uchicago.edu/spt/
4 http://www.hep.upenn.edu/� angelica/act/act.html
5 N ote that including lensing corrections is technically easy with CM BFA ST.H owever,this would introduce som e correlations am ong

di�erentm odes and scales that would arti�cially lowerthe predicted errorson each cosm ologicalparam eters [17,38].

http://www.rssd.esa.int/index.php?project=PLANCK
http://universe.gsfc.nasa.gov/program/inflation.html
http://astro.uchicago.edu/spt/
http://www.hep.upenn.edu/~angelica/act/act.html
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Experim ent fsky � �b � T � P

PLANCK 0.65 100 9.5’ 6.8 10.9

143 7.1’ 6.0 11.4

217 5.0’ 13.1 26.7

SPTpol 0.1 217 0.9’ 12 17

CM Bpol 0.65 217 3.0’ 1 1.4

TABLE I: Experim entalparam etersofCM B projects:here �b m easuresthe width ofthe beam ,� T ;P are the sensitivitiesper

pixelin �K ,� isthe centerfrequency ofthe channelsin G Hz and fsky the observed fraction ofthe sky.Forthe PLANCK 100

G Hz channel,the value of� P takesinto accountthe recentdesign with eightpolarized bolom eters.

param eterwhich orderofm agnitudeisstillunknown.So,wefollow a conservativeapproach and nottaketheB m ode

into account. Thisam ountsin assum ing thatthe gravitationalwave background generated by in
ation issm all,so

thatthe B m ode givesno inform ation on prim ary anisotropies.

B . G alaxy surveys

The existing data on the distribution ofgalaxies at large scales com e from severalgalaxy surveys,ofwhich the

com pleted 2dF survey6 and the ongoing Sloan DigitalSky Survey7 (SDSS) are the largest. SDSS willcom plete

its m easurem ents in 2005. The m atter power spectrum P (k) can be reconstructed from the data,which gives an

opportunity to test the free-stream ing e�ect ofm assive neutrinos. However,the linear power spectrum is found

m odulo a biasing factorb2,which re
ectsthediscrepancy between the totalm atter
uctuationsin theUniverse,and

thoseactually seen by the instrum ents.Hereweassum ethatthe biasparam eterbisindependentofthe scalek.

An im portant point concerning LSS data is the non-linear clustering ofthe sm allestscales. The usualapproach

isto discard any inform ation abovean e�ective cut-o� wavenum berkm ax,while considering resultsatlowerk’sasa

directestim ate ofthe linearpowerspectrum . The cut-o� value m ustbe chosen with care: ifkm ax is too sm all,we

can lose a lot ofinform ation,especially concerning the neutrino free-stream ing scale. Ifkm ax is too large,we can

underestim atetheerroron cosm ologicalparam eters,�rstby neglecting any theoreticaluncertainty in thequasi-linear

correctionsthatcould beapplied to thespectrum ,and second by ignoring thenon-gaussianity induced by non-linear

evolution [41].

Apart from km ax,the im portant param eter characterizing the galaxy survey is its e�ective volum e in k space,

de�ned in [41]. Ifthe num berdensity ofobjectsin the survey n(r)isroughly constantoverthe survey volum e,and

ifthe observed powerspectrum P (k)isbiggerthan 1=n overthe scalesofinterest(i.e.,from the turn-overscale in

P (k)up to km ax),thee�ectivevolum eisequalto theactualvolum eofthesurvey.Thisisa reasonableapproxim ation

forallthe exam plesthatwewillconsiderhere.Forinstance,the SDSS the BrightRed G alaxy (BRG )survey hasan

e�ective volum e ofroughly Ve� ’ 1 (G pc=h)3 [13](which com esfrom a sky coveragefsky = 0:25 and a radiallength

of1 G pc h� 1).

Beyond SDSS,plansforlargersurveysareunderdiscussion.Forinstance,wecan m ention theLargeSynopticSurvey

Telescope8 (LSST),which in thefuturecould covertheentiresky and atthesam etim ebecapableofm easuringfainter

objects[42].LSST isdesigned m ainly forweak lensing observations.In orderto m ap thetotalm atterdistribution up

to halftheageofthe Universe(i.e.,up to a redshiftz � 0:8 ora radiallength l� 2:3 G pc=h)in a solid angle30,000

deg2 (fsky � 0:75),itcould m easure 2� 108 redshiftsup to z = 1:5.Inspired roughly by these num bers,atthe end

ofthisanalysis,we willspeculate on the possibility to m easurethe powerspectrum in a e�ective volum e aslargeas

Ve� = (4�=3)fskyl
3 � 40 (G pc=h)3.

Them echanism ofstructureform ation a�ectslargerwavelengthsatlatertim es.So,in orderto m easurethe linear

powerspectrum on sm allscales,itwould bevery usefulto build high redshiftgalaxy surveys.Thisisoneofthem ain

goalsoftheK ilo-ApertureO pticalSpectrograph (K AO S)proposal9.K AO S could build two catalogscentered around

redshifts z = 1 and z = 3,corresponding roughly to km ax � 0:2 h M pc� 1 and km ax � 0:48 h M pc� 1 respectively,

instead ofkm ax � 0:1 h M pc� 1 today (conservativevalues).In both catalogs,thenum berdensity would besuch that

6 http://www.mso.anu.edu.au/2dFGRS/
7 http://www.sdss.org
8 http://www.lsst.org
9 http://www.noao.edu/kaos

http://www.mso.anu.edu.au/2dFGRS/
http://www.sdss.org
http://www.lsst.org
http://www.noao.edu/kaos
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1=n � P (km ax),and the e�ective volum e ofthe two sam ples close to Ve� � 0:5(G pc=h)3 and Ve� � 0:6(G pc=h)3

respectively 10. This experim ent is designed m ainly for m easuring the scale ofbaryonic oscillations,in order to

constrain dark energy. However,we willsee that it would be also appropriate for im proving constraints on the

neutrino m asses.

IV . FO R EC A ST O F FU T U R E B O U N D S:FISH ER M A T R IX A N A LY SIS

SincethecharacteristicsoffutureCM B experim entsand galaxy surveysarealready known with som eprecision,it

ispossible to assum e a \�ducial" m odel,i.e.,a cosm ologicalm odelthatwould yield the best�tto the future data,

and em ploy theFisherm atrix m ethod to forecasttheerrorwith which each param eterwillbeextracted.Thism ethod

has been widely used for m any cosm ologicalparam eters,som e ofthem related to neutrinos. For instance,we can

m ention thatforecastanalysesbased on theFisherm atrix haveshown thatwith futuredata therewillbea potential

sensitivity to an e�ectivenum berofneutrinosoftheorder�N e� � 0:2 [43,44,45],a valuethatiscom plem entary to

and willeventually im provethe accuracy ofprim ordialnucleosynthesisresults(see e.g.[46,47]).

Starting with a setofparam etersxi describing the �ducialm odel,one can com pute the angularpowerspectra of

CM B tem peratureand polarization anisotropiesC X
l ,whereX = T;E ;TE .Sim ultaneously,onecan derivethelinear

power spectrum ofm atter 
uctuations P (k),expanded in Fourier space. The error�xi on each param eter can be

calculated from the reduced (dim ensionless)Fisherm atrix Fij,which hastwo term s. The �rstone accountsforthe

CM B experim entand iscom puted according to ref.[48]

Fij(CM B)=

lm axX

l= 2

X

X ;Y

@C X
l

@lnxi
Cov

� 1
(C X

l ;C
Y
l )

@C Y
l

@lnxj
; (4)

where Cov(C X
l ;C

Y
l )is the covariance m atrix ofthe estim atorsofthe corresponding CM B spectrum . Forinstance,

the TT elem entisgiven by

Cov(C T
l ;C

T
l )=

2

(2l+ 1)fsky

"

C
T
l + (

X

ch:

!T B
2
l)

� 1

#2

: (5)

Here,the�rstterm arisesfrom cosm icvariance,whilethesecond isafunction oftheexperim entalparam eterssum m ed

over the channels: B 2
l = exp(� l(l+ 1)�2b=8ln2) is the beam window function (assum ed to be G aussian),�b is the

FW HM ofthe beam and !T = (�b� T )
� 2 isthe inverse square ofthe detectornoise level(� T isthe sensitivity per

pixel,and thesolid angleperpixelcan beapproxim ated by �2b).Fortheexperim entsthatweconsiderhere,allthese

num berscan be found in TableI.The otherterm softhe covariancem atrix can be found,forinstance,in [13].

The second term ofthe reduced Fisher m atrix accounts for the galaxy survey data and is calculated following

Tegm ark [41],

Fij(LSS)= 2�

Z km ax

0

@lnPobs(k)

@lnxi

@lnPobs(k)

@lnxj
w(k)dlnk: (6)

Herew(k)= Ve�=(2�=k)
3 istheweightfunction ofthegalaxy survey and wehaveapproxim ated thelowerlim itofthe

integralkm in ’ 0. W e de�ned Pobs(k)� b2P (k),and km ax isthe m axim alwave num beron which linearpredictions

arereliable.Thisexpression isonly an approxim ation,sincein addition to non-linearclustering itignoresedgee�ects

and redshiftspacedistortions.

Inverting the totalFisher m atrix,one obtainsan estim ate ofthe 1-� erroron each param eter,assum ing thatall

otherparam etersareunknown

�xi

xi
= (F � 1)

1=2

ii : (7)

Itisalso usefulto com pute the eigenvectorsofthe reduced Fisherm atrix (i.e.,the axesofthe likelihood ellipsoid in

the space ofrelative errors). The erroron each eigenvectorisgiven by the inverse square rootofthe corresponding

eigenvalue. The eigenvectorswith large errorsindicate directionsofparam eterdegeneracy;those with the sm allest

errorsarethe bestconstrained com binationsofparam eters.

10 The characteristics ofK AO S are taken from the \Purple Book" available on-line athttp://www.noao.edu/kaos.

http://www.noao.edu/kaos
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FIG .5: Predicted 2� erroron the totalneutrino m assM �

P
m � asa function ofM in the �ducialm odel,using PLANCK

and SD SS (lim ited to km ax = 0:15 h M pc� 1).Theleftplotwasobtained with thepreferred experim entalvalueof�m 2
atm ,and

the rightplotwith the current3� upperbound.In each case,we show the resultsassum ing eitherNH orIH.

V . R ESU LT S

W ehavecom puted thetotalFisherm atrixfrom Eqs.4and 6,usingvariousexperim entalspeci�cations.Throughout

theanalysis,our�ducialm odelisthe concordance\
at�CDM " scenario,with param eterscloseto thecurrentbest-

�t values and with additionalneutrino m asses. The nine free param eters with respect to which derivatives are

com puted are: 
m h
2 (m atter density,including baryons,cold dark m atter and neutrinos),
bh

2 (baryon density),


� (cosm ologicalconstant),C T
200 (am plitude oftem perature spectrum atm ultipole 200),ns (scalartilt),� (optical

depth to reionization),yH e (fraction ofbaryonicm assin the form ofHelium ),M �
P

m � (totalneutrino m ass)and

b(unknown biasoftheLSS data).The�ducialvalueofbisirrelevantby construction,and wewilltry variousvalues

ofM ,distributed following the NH orIH schem e.O ther�ducialvaluesread:

(
m h
2
;
bh

2
;
�;C

T
200;ns;�;yH e)= (0:143;0:023;0:70;0:85;0:96;0:11;0:24):

Allderivativesare com puted atzero spatialcurvature (by varying h appropriately). Note thatwe use double-sided

derivativeswith step 10% forM ,50 % foryH e,5% forallotherparam eters. W e checked carefully thatthese steps

are su�cientin orderto avoid possible num ericalerrorscaused by the lim ited precision ofthe Boltzm ann code { in

ourcase,version 4.5.1 ofCM BFAST [30],with option \high precision".W ealso checked thatwith twicelargersteps,

the resultschangeonly by a negligible am ount.These conditionswerenota prioriobviousforthe sm allestneutrino

m assesstudied here,butweincreased theprecision oftheneutrinosectorin CM BFAST accordingly.Actually,in order

to study threeneutrino specieswith di�erentm asses,weperform ed signi�cantm odi�cationsthroughoutCM BFAST.

For each m ass eigenstate,we integrate som e independent background and perturbation equations,decom posed in

15 m om entum values,up to m ultipole l= 7. Finally,we include the sm alldistortions in the neutrino phase-space

distributions caused by non-instantaneous decoupling from the electrom agnetic plasm a (with Q ED corrections at

�nite tem perature)[26],buttheselaste�ectsarealm ostnegligiblein practice.

A . P LA N C K + SD SS

W e �rstderive the precision with which the com bined PLANCK and SDSS data willconstrain the totalneutrino

m ass in a near future. Experim entalspeci�cations for these experim ents are given in the previoussection,and we

choose to lim it SDSS data to the scale km ax = 0:15 h M pc� 1 where non-lineare�ects are stillsm all. Fig.5 shows

thepredicted 2� erroron M forvarious�ducialm odels,assum ing di�erentvaluesofM ,thetwo possibleschem esfor

the m asssplitting (eitherNH orIH),and two di�erentvaluesof�m 2
atm . The solarm assscale �m

2
sun isessentially

irrelevantin thisanalysis,and iskept�xed to the currentpreferred value of6:9� 10� 5 eV 2. The possible valuesof
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lnC
T
200 ns � 
 � 
 m h

2

 bh

2
M (eV ) YH e ln[b

2
P (k0)] X

9 param eters 0.005 0.007 0.005 0.01 0.001 0.0002 0.11 0.01 0.007 {

+ X = N
r
� 0.005 0.008 0.005 0.01 0.003 0.0002 0.12 0.01 0.007 0.14

+ X = 
 k 0.005 0.008 0.005 0.01 0.002 0.0002 0.13 0.01 0.007 0.003

+ X = w 0.005 0.008 0.005 0.01 0.002 0.0002 0.14 0.01 0.007 0.05

+ X = � 0.005 0.010 0.005 0.01 0.001 0.0002 0.11 0.02 0.007 0.008

TABLE II: Absolute errorsatthe 1-� levelforvariouscosm ologicalm odels,using PLANCK + SD SS (km ax = 0:15h M pc� 1).

The�rstlineshowsoursim plest
at�CD M m odel,described by 9 freeparam eterswith �ducialvaluesC
T
200 = 0:85,ns = 0:96,

� = 0:11, 
 � = 0:70, 
 m h
2
= 0:143, 
 bh

2
= 0:023, M = 0:3 eV (norm alhierarchy),YH e = 0:24. The value chosen for

b
2
P (k0 = 0:1h M pc

� 1
) is irrelevant. The next lines have one additionalparam eter X : an e�ective num ber ofneutrinos N

r
�

param etrizing theabundanceofextra relativistic relics,with �ducialvalue0;a free spatialcurvatureparam etrized by 
 k with

�ducialvalue 0;a free tim e-independent equation ofstate for dark energy param etrized by w with �ducialvalue � 1;a free

scalartiltrunning param etrized by �= dn s=dlnk with �ducialvalue 0.

M areofcoursebounded from below:them inim alvaluecorrespondsto thelim itin which thelightestneutrino m ass

goesto zero,in oneofthe two NH orIH schem es.

Letus�rstconcentrateon thecasein which �m 2
atm hasitscurrentpreferred valueof2:6� 10� 3eV

2
(leftplot).The

m inim alvalue ofM in the NH (resp.IH)case isapproxim ately 0.06 eV (resp.0.10 eV).However,the 2� detection

threshold,de�ned by M = 2�(M ),isaround 0.21eV.W econcludethatPLANCK + SDSS willprobem ainly theregion

were the three neutrinosare quasi-degenerate in m ass,with no possibility to distinguish between the two cases. In

absenceofcleardetection,the2� upperbound willbeoforder0.2 eV,correspondingto individualm asses(0.08,0.06,

0.06)eV assum ing NH,or(0.073,0.073,0.053)eV assum ing IH.Asexpected,we�nd thatthe2� detection threshold

isstill0.21 eV when thecalculationsareperform ed with a largervalue�m 2
atm = 3:7� 10� 3 eV 2 (the3� upperbound

in Eq.1),asshown in the rightplotofFig.5.

Itisinterestingtostudy whetherthisprecision islim ited m ainly by adegeneracy between M and som ecom bination

ofothercosm ologicalparam eters,orsim ply by theexperim entalsensitivity to the individuale�ectofM .In the�rst

case,theresultscould beim provedbyincludingpriorsfrom othertypesofexperim entson thecosm ologicalparam eters;

in thesecond case,onewould haveto waitfora new generation ofCM B and/orLSS experim ents.In orderto address

this point,we com puted the eigenvectors and eigenvalues ofthe reduced Fisher m atrix. It turns out that for all

our�ducialm odels,one ofthe uniteigenvectorspointsprecisely in the direction ofM ,with coe�cientvery close to

onein thisdirection (and,ofcourse,thecorresponding eigenvaluem atchestheerrorpreviously obtained forM ).W e

concludethatM isnota�ected by aparam eterdegeneracy,and thatindependentm easurem entsofothercosm ological

param eterswould nothelp very m uch in constraining neutrino m asses.Note thatthisisnotyetthe caseforcurrent

cosm ologicalboundson neutrino m asses,wherethe addition ofpriorson param eterssuch asthe Hubble constantor


� leadsto m orestringentbounds(see e.g.[12]).

The absenceoflargeparam eterdegeneraciesappliesto ourreferencem odelwith nine freeparam eters.Itm ay not

necessarily be true in the presence ofextra param eters describing deviations from the concordance �CDM m odel.

In orderto illustrate this pointand to testthe robustnessofourconclusions,we have calculated the erroron each

param eterfor severalextended cosm ologicalscenarios,with extra relativistic degreesoffreedom ,spatialcurvature,

dark energy with varyingdensity butconstantequation ofstate,ora prim ordialspectrum with runningtilt(seeTable

II).Theneutrino m assbound isfound to bequiterobustin allthesecases,which provesthatin noneofthesem odels

the e�ectofM can be m im icked by som eotherparam etercom bination.

It is also interesting to study the relative im pact ofCM B tem perature,CM B polarization and LSS data on the

m easurem ent ofM . W e show in table III the error on each param eter for SDSS alone,PLANCK alone (with or

withoutpolarization),and variouscom binationsofCM B and LSS data,with an explicitdependence on the value of

km ax.The com plem entarity ofPLANCK and SDSS clearly appears.W hile PLANCK alonewould achieveonly a 1�

detection ofM = 0:3 eV and SDSS alonewould notdetectitatall,thecom bined data would probethisvalueatthe

3� level.O necan check from TableIIIthatPLANCK data on polarization lowersthe erroron M by approxim ately

30% . By diagonalizing the \PLANCK (no pol.)+ SDSS" Fisherm atrix,we checked thatwithoutpolarization there

would bea signi�cantdegeneracy between neutrino m assand opticaldepth to reionization.Indeed,whilereionization

lowersthe CM B tem perature spectrum keeping the m atter powerspectrum unchanged,the e�ect ofneutrino free-

stream ing isopposite in �rstapproxim ation (atleaston sm allscales). So,polarization m easurem entsare indirectly

a key ingredientforneutrino m assdeterm ination.
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km ax (h=M pc) lnC
T
200 ns � 
 � 
 m h

2

 bh

2
M (eV ) YH e ln[b

2
P (k0)]

SD SS alone 0.10 { 0.6 { 0.8 0.5 0.1 7.0 { 0.3

0.15 { 0.5 { 0.09 0.4 0.08 1.5 { 0.06

0.20 { 0.1 { 0.05 0.09 0.02 0.5 { 0.01

PLANCK (no pol.) { 0.005 0.02 0.10 0.05 0.006 0.0006 0.42 0.03 {

PLANCK (no pol.) + SD SS 0.10 0.005 0.02 0.08 0.02 0.002 0.0004 0.24 0.02 0.015

0.15 0.005 0.02 0.08 0.01 0.001 0.0003 0.15 0.02 0.008

0.20 0.005 0.01 0.07 0.006 0.0009 0.0003 0.13 0.02 0.005

PLANCK (all) { 0.005 0.008 0.005 0.04 0.004 0.0003 0.30 0.01 {

PLANCK (all)+ SD SS 0.10 0.005 0.007 0.005 0.02 0.002 0.0002 0.19 0.01 0.012

0.15 0.005 0.007 0.005 0.01 0.001 0.0002 0.11 0.01 0.007

0.20 0.004 0.007 0.005 0.006 0.0008 0.0002 0.08 0.01 0.005

CM Bpol { 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.006 0.0006 0.00008 0.07 0.004 {

CM Bpol+ SD SS 0.10 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.006 0.0006 0.00008 0.07 0.004 0.011

0.15 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.005 0.0006 0.00007 0.06 0.004 0.006

0.20 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.004 0.0005 0.00007 0.05 0.004 0.004

TABLE III: Absolute errors at the 1-� level,for variousexperim entsand the sam e �CD M m odelas in table II(with 9 free

param eters). In particular,the �ducialvalue ofthe totalneutrino m ass isstillM = 0:3 eV.W hen using SD SS,we show the

results for three choices ofkm ax,the m axim alwavenum ber on which the data are com pared with linear theory predictions:

km ax = 0:10h M pc
� 1

(conservative),0:15h M pc
� 1

(reasonable),or0:20h M pc
� 1

(optim istic).

SD SS SD SS+ K AO S \hypotheticalLSS"

PLANCK 0.21 0.16 0.11

CM Bpol 0.13 0.10 0.09

\idealCM B" 0.10 0.09 0.08

TABLE IV: 2-� detection threshold (in eV) for various com binations ofCM B and LSS experim ents (assum ing the norm al

hierarchy scenario).The\idealCM B" experim entislim ited only by cosm icvarianceup to m ultipolel= 2500 and covers100%

ofthesky.The\hypotheticalLSS" survey hasa volum eVe� ’ 40(G pc=h)3 and probesthelinearspectrum up to km ax = 0:15h

M pc� 1 (thatwould be the case ofa large galaxy survey covering 75% ofthe sky up to z = 0:8).

B . Post-P LA N C K experim ents

HereweconsiderwhetherfutureCM B and LSS experim entswillreach a bettersensitivity on theneutrino m ass,in

particularatthelevelofthesm allvaluesofM expected forthehierarchicalnorm aland inverted schem es.Sensitivities

signi�cantly betterthan 0.1 eV would m ean approaching the absolutem inim um ofM in the NH caseoreven ruling

outthe IH scenario.

In the previous section,we m entioned a few CM B m issions that have been proposed so far in com plem ent to

PLANCK .W ewillstudy theim pactofa few ofthem ,and ofan \idealCM B experim ent" thatwould belim ited only

by cosm icvarianceup to l= 2500 (both fortem peratureand polarization).Them ain di�culty forreaching thisgoal

would be to subtractaccurately sm all-scale foregrounds,and in particularpoint-like sources,buteven with current

technologysuch an idealexperim entisconceivable.O n theotherhand,itisdi�culttospecify thecharacteristicsofan

idealLSS experim ent,sinceitwillbelim ited by technologicalim provem entsin instrum entation and data processing.

Therefore,wewillkeep in theanalysisa freeparam eterVe� describing thee�ectivevolum eofan idealvolum e-lim ited

survey.

W e show in Fig.6 the predicted 2� error in four cases corresponding to SPTpol(upper left),PLANCK (upper

right),CM Bpol(lower left),and our idealCM B experim ent (lower right). The value of2� (in eV) is shown with

grey levels,asa function ofkm ax (horizontalaxis)and Ve� (verticalaxis)in unitsofVe�(SDSS)= 1 (G pc=h)3.The

totalm asshasbeen �xed to M = 0:11 eV,distributed according to the NH schem e. W e learned from the previous

subsection that for higher values ofM ,the error could be sm aller (at m ost by a factor 2). However,we are now

interested in the range 0:05 eV < M < 0:2 eV,since larger values should be detected by PLANCK + SDSS,and

sm allervaluesareexcluded by oscillation experim ents.In thisrange,on can safely interpolatetheresultsobtained at

M = 0:11 eV.In particular,ourresultsfora cosm ic-variance lim ited CM B experim entare in reasonable agreem ent

with thoseof[15].
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FIG .6: The grey regions are the 2� expected errors on
P

m � (eV) for a �ducialvalue of0.11 eV,as a function ofthe

param etersofthe galaxy survey,where each panelcorrespondsto a speci�c CM B experim ent. The verticallinesindicate the

cut-o� wavenum berkm ax forthe linearm atterpowerspectrum atthe conservative (optim istic)value 0:15(0:2)h M pc� 1. The

thin contoursshown are (from bottom to top)for0.3 and 0.2 eV,while the thick contourscorrespond to the m inim um values

of
P

m � in the IH (lower lines)and NH (upperlines)schem es,assum ing the best-�t(solid)orthe 3� upperbound (dashed)

value of�m
2
atm .

For SDSS (or for any survey with z < 1) we expect the relevant value of km ax to be around 0:15h M pc� 1.

However,depending on the overallam plitude ofthe m atter power spectrum (often param etrized by �8,and still

poorly constrained) and on future im provem ents in our understanding ofnon-linear corrections,this value m ight

appear to be either too optim istic or too pessim istic: this is the reason why it is interesting to leave it as a free

param eter.

O ne can see thatreplacing PLANCK by CM Bpolwould lead to a bettersensitivity to the neutrino m ass,with a

2� detection threshold at0.13 eV instead of0.21 eV.Theexpected errorsforCM Bpol,with and withoutSDSS data,

can be found in Table III. Adding to SDSS the two K AO S surveys(centered around z = 1 and z = 3)would also

lead to som e im provem ent. For Planck+ SDSS+ K AO S we get a 2� detection threshold ofM � 0:16 eV,while for

CM Bpol+ SDSS+ K AO S onecould reach M � 0:10 eV.Theseresultsaresum m arized in TableIV.

There isstillroom forim provem entbeyond thissetofexperim ents. In orderto m ake a precise statem enton the

conclusionsthatcould be drawn on the long term ,we keep the \idealCM B experim ent" characteristicsand �x Ve�
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FIG .7: Predicted 2� error on
P

m � as a function of
P

m � in the �ducialm odel,using an idealCM B experim ent(lim ited

only by cosm ic variance up to l= 2500,both for tem perature and polarization) and a redshift survey covering 75% ofthe

sky up to z ’ 0:8 (Ve� = 40 (G pc=h)
3
),stilllim ited to km ax = 0:15h M pc

� 1
. The left plot was obtained with the preferred

experim entalvalueof�m
2
atm ,and therightplotwith thecurrent3� upperbound.In each case,we show theresultsassum ing

eitherNH orIH.

to 40 (G pc=h)3 (in section III,we argued thatthiscould hopefully representthe volum e ofa survey com parable to

theLSST project),whilekeeping km ax = 0:15h M pc� 1.In Fig.7,weplotthecorresponding resultsin thesam eway

aswedid forPLANCK + SDSS.Assum ing theIH scenario,weseethatany valueofthem asscould bedetected atthe

2� level.Assum ing NH,thisisonly true atthe 1 or1.5� level,depending on the value of�m 2
atm .The 2� detection

threshold isat0.08 eV.

O urresultsshow,forthe �rsttim e,thatifthe availablecosm ologicaldata arepreciseenough,the expected errors

on the neutrino m assesdepend notonly on the sum ofneutrino m asses,butalso on whatis assum ed for the m ass

splitting between the neutrino states.Ascan be seen from Figs.5 and 7,the sensitivity on M willbe slightly better

in the NH case in the m assregion close to the m inim um value ofthe IH schem e. These sm alldi�erencesarise from

thechangesin thefree-stream ing e�ectthatwehavedescribed in section II,and obviously disappearfora totalm ass

in the quasi-degenerateregion (above0.2 eV orso).

In any case,them ain contribution ofcosm ology to thepossiblediscrim ination between theneutrino m assschem es

willstillbethepossibility ofrulingoutthecasein which them assesarequasi-degenerate.Even in ourm ostoptim istic

forecast(Fig.7),ifthe preferred value ofM turnsoutto be sm allerthan 0.1 eV,the errorbarwillstillbe too large

in orderto safely rule outthe IH case.W e also perform ed an extended analysisin which,instead ofassum ing either

norm alorinverted hierarchy,we introduced a tenth free param eteraccounting fora continuousinterpolation ofthe

m ass spectrum between the two scenarios,for �xed M . By com puting the erroron this param eter,we obtained a

con�rm ation thattheNH and IH scenarioscannotbediscrim inated directly from thedata.However,any analysisof

future,very precisecosm ologicaldata m usttakeinto accountthetextureofneutrino m assesin orderto translatethe

corresponding positivesignal(orbound)into M .

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwehaveanalyzed thesensitivitiesoffutureCM B and LSS datatotheabsolutescaleofneutrinom asses,

taking into accountrealisticexperim entalsensitivitiesand extending the resultsofpreviousworks[5,13,14,15].

W e have considered the values ofneutrino m asses distributed according to the presently favored three neutrino

m assschem es,thatfollow eithera norm aloran inverted hierarchy.Asdiscussed in section II,a di�erentdistribution

ofthe sam e totalneutrino m assleadsto sm allchangesin the cosm ologicalevolution ofneutrinos,and in particular

in thefree-stream ing scales(qualitatively discussed,forinstance,in [5,15]).Thesechangesdisappearwhen thetotal

neutrino m assentersthe quasi-degenerateregion.

W e used the Fisherm atrix m ethod to forecastthe errorson cosm ologicalparam etersthatcan be extracted from
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future CM B experim entand redshiftsurvey data,assum ing a �ducial9-dim ensionalcosm ologicalm odelcloseto the

currently favored �CDM m odel. O urtheoreticalCM B and m atterpowerspectra were generated with the standard

Boltzm ann code CM BFAST,m odi�ed in orderto include threeneutrino stateswith di�erentm asses.

In particular,forthecaseofPLANCK and SDSS wefound good agreem entwith theresultsof[13],with a 2�-error

on the totalneutrino m ass of0:2 eV that willallow us to probe only the quasi-degenerate neutrino m ass region.

Bettersensitivity willbeachieved with thecom bination CM Bpoland SDSS,forwhich wefound 0:12 eV,closeto the

m inim um valueofthe totalneutrino m assin the inverted hierarchy case.These resultscorrespond to a conservative

valueofkm ax = 0:15h M pc� 1,them axim alwavenum beron which theLSS data arecom pared with thepredictionsof

lineartheory.W ealso tested how theerrorschangewhen including additionalcosm ologicalparam etersto our�ducial

m odel.In general,wefound thatthe errorson the neutrino m assesarenotm odi�ed in a signi�cantway.

O ur results show that the approach where CM B experim ents are only lim ited by cosm ic variance (as in [15]) is

probably too sim plistic.However,ifa future CM B experim entiscapableofgetting closeto such an ideallim it,then

the com bination with data from galaxy redshiftsurveyslargerthan SDSS would lead to errorson the totalneutrino

m asscom parableto them inim um valuesofthehierarchicalscenarios.In such a case,wehaveshown thatthereexist

slight di�erences in the expected errorsbetween the two hierarchicalneutrino schem es for the sam e totalneutrino

m ass.

In conclusion,weconsiderthatcosm ologicaldatacan providevaluableinform ation on theabsolutescaleofneutrino

m asses,thatnicely com plem ents the presentand future projects ofbeta decay and neutrinolessdouble beta decay

experim ents.Thisconclusion isreinforced when onetakesinto accountothercosm ologicalprobesofneutrino m asses,

com plem entary totheapproach ofthepresentpaper.W ecan cite,forinstance,studiesofthedistribution ofm atterin

theUniversethrough thedistortionsofCM B m apscaused bygravitationallensing(m easured from non-gaussianitiesin

theCM B m aps)[17]and theweak gravitationallensing ofbackground galaxiesby intervening m atter[16,49,50,51].

Itisinterestingto notethatany inform ation on theabsoluteneutrinom assesfrom cosm ology willbeinterestingnot

only fortheoreticalneutrino m odels,butalso forconnected baryogenesisscenarioswhich occurthrough a leptogenesis

process(see e.g.[52,53,54]).
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