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A bstract

The W M AP results on the scalar spectralindex n and its running with scale,

though prelim inary,open a very interesting window to physicsatvery high en-

ergies. W e address the problem of �nding in
aton potentials wellm otivated

by particle physics which can accom odate W M AP data. W e m ake a m odel

independent analysis ofa large class ofm odels: those with 
at tree-levelpo-

tentiallifted by radiative corrections,which cause the slow rolling ofthe in
a-

ton and the running of n. This includes typicalhybrid in
ation m odels. In

the sm all-coupling regim e the predictions for the size and running ofn are re-

m arkably neat,e.g. � dn=dlnk = (n � 1)2 � 1,and n does not cross n = 1,

contrary to W M AP indications. O n the other hand,n can run signi�cantly if

the couplingsare strongerbutatthe price ofhaving a sm allnum berofe-folds,

N e. W e also exam ine the e�ect of m ass thresholds crossed during in
ation.

Finally,weshow thatthepresenceofnon-renorm alizableoperatorsforthein
a-

ton,suppressed by a m assscaleabovethein
ationary range,isableto giveboth

dn=dlnk � O (� 0:05)and Ne � 50.
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1 Introduction

The m easurem ent and analysis ofthe cosm ic m icrowave background (CM B) by the

W M AP collaboration [1{3]has provided results of unprecedented accuracy on the

spectrum ofthe CM B anisotropies. The data are basically consistent with the m ain

features ofin
ationary cosm ology [3],im plying im portant constraints for particular

m odels(m any ofwhich can bediscarded).Oneofthem ostintriguing W M AP results,

though stilluncertain,indicatesthatthespectralindex ofscalarperturbations,n,m ay

exhibit a signi�cant running with the wave-num ber,k. M ore precisely,assum ing a

lineardependenceofn with lnk,n(k)= n(k0)+ [dn=dlnk]ln(k=k0)(k0 issom echosen

\pivotalscale",k0 = 0:002M pc� 1),theanalysisofref.[3]givesn(k0)= 1:13� 0:08and

dn=dlnk = � 0:055+ 0:028
� 0:029 at 68% C.L.(These values are obtained from W M AP data

com bined with di�erent large-scale-structure data.) This m eans in particular that

n � 1 passes from positive to negative values in the range ofk-values corresponding

to these data (10� 4 <
� k M pc <

� 4). It should be said,however,that a �t assum ing

constant spectralindex is also consistent with the data,although som ewhat worse,

giving n = 0:99� 0:04 (with W M AP data only [1]).

Asa m atteroffact,m ostin
ationary m odels[4]do predictthatn runswith k,but

thedetailsofthe\observed"runningareverydi�cultto�t[5].Thelastscalesentering

the observable universe (which we willdenote k� � 10� 4 M pc� 1)should have crossed

thehorizon � 50� 60 e-foldsbeforetheend ofin
ation,ata tim ewewillcallt�.The

range ofk probed by the W M AP data correspondsto the �rst� 6:5 e-foldsaftert�

(this range extends to � 10:5 e-foldsifone addslarge-scale-structure data). During

this\initial" period ofin
ation,n � 1 should changesign (iftheW M AP indication is

con�rm ed),and itisnoteasy to cook up an in
ationary potentialim plem enting this

feature (see [5,6]foran incom plete list ofseveralanalyses along these lines). In the

presentpaperweshow,however,thata largeand very interesting classofin
ationary

potentials,including those ofm any supersym m etric hybrid in
ation m odels,are in

principleableto accom m odatethisbehaviorquitenaturally.

Letusrecalla few basic resultsofin
ationary cosm ology in theslow-rollapproxi-

m ation.Theslow-rollparam etersaregiven by
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where 8�M 2
p = 1=G N ewton,V isthe scalarpotentialofthe (slow-rolling)in
aton �eld,

�,and the prim esdenote derivativeswith respectto �. The slow-rollapproxim ation

requires�;j�j;j�j� 1,and thefailureofthiscondition m arkstheend ofin
ation.The

num berofe-foldsproduced during theslow-rolling isgiven by

N e =

Z
tend

t

H dt’
1

M 2
p

Z
�

�end

V

V 0
d� =

1

M p

Z
�

�end

1
p
2�
d� ; (2)

where H is the Hubble param eter [with H 2 = V=(3M 2
p)], m eaning that the scale

param eterofthe universe,a,growsasa ! eN ea. Successfulin
ation requires1 N e �

50� 60. At�rstorderin the slow-rollparam eters[8],the power spectrum ofscalar

perturbations,Pk (called � R (k)= (2:95� 10� 9)A(k)in ref.[3]),and thespectralindex,

n,aregiven by

Pk =
1

24�2�

V

M 4
p

; (3)

n � 1+
dlnPk

dlnk
’ 1+ 2� � 6� : (4)

Letusrem ind that,in theslow-rollapproxim ation,thederivativeswith respectto lnk

can berelated to �eld derivativesby using

d�

dlnk
= � M

2

p

V 0

V
= � Mp

p
2� ; (5)

asisclearfrom (2)and a / 1=k.Itisthen trivialto obtain

dn

dlnk
’ � 2� + 16�� � 24�2 : (6)

TheW M AP analysis[2,3]gives

Pk = (2:95� 10� 9)� (0:70+ 0:10
� 0:11) at k = k0 � 0:002 M pc� 1 ; (7)

and n asm entioned in the�rstparagraph:

n(k0)= 1:13� 0:08 ;
dn

dlnk
= � 0:055+ 0:028

� 0:029 : (8)

Sinceusually � � �,then n ’ 1+ 2�,and thechangeofsign in n � 1 m ustarisefrom

a change ofsign in � (which im plies in turn thatV0 m ustpass through an extrem al

1Ithasbeen argued,however,thatthe required 50� 60 e-foldscould be achieved through several

steps ofin
ation,corresponding to di�erent in
aton �elds and/or in
aton potentials [7]. W M AP

would only be sensitiveto the �rst(s)ofthese steps.
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point),som ething which,asm entioned above,isnon-trivialto im plem ent(see ref.[5]

fora system aticanalysisofthisand related issues).

On the other hand,the evidence for a running n com es from the �rst (l < 5)

W M AP m ultipoles[9],which correspondsto the �rst� 1:5 e-foldsofin
ation (after

t�).Excluding thosepoints,the�tisconsistentwith aconstantindex,n ’ 0:94� 0:05,

i.e. the m ost signi�cant running ofn seem s to be associated to the �rst few e-folds

and then n rem ainsquitestable.In any case,noticethattheerrorsassociated tothese

analysesarebig (actually refs.[3]and [9]areonly consistentwithin theseerrors).

Hencetheresultsconcerning thespectralindex can besum m arized by saying that

they indicate

dn

dlnk
= O (� 0:05); (9)

during the�rstfew e-foldsofin
ation aftert�,and

n ’ 0:94� 0:05 ; (10)

during the following e-folds. Ofcourse,ifthe previous dram atic running isnotcon-

�rm ed by forthcom inganalyses,n could stillexhibitam ilderrunning,com patiblewith

(10)in thewholerangeofobserved scales.

In section 2 we study a large class ofin
ationary m odels de�ned by having 
at

tree-levelpotential,with radiative corrections being responsible for the slow-rollof

the in
aton and the running ofn. The results depend on whether the couplings are

weak (subsection 2.1)orstrong (subsection 2.2)butgenerically onecannotgetboth a

signi�cantrunning ofn and a largeN e.W edevotesection 3 to a num ericalanalysisof

thisissuein thewellm otivated typeofD -term in
ation m odels.Thingsim provein this

respectifin
ationisa�ected bysom ehighenergythreshold,possibilitywhich isstudied

in section 4. Subsection 4.1 studies what happens ifthe in
aton crosses such high-

energy threshold shortly aftert� and subsection 4.2 analyzesthe m ostprom ising case

in which thethreshold isabovethein
ationary rangebuta�ectsin
ation through non-

renorm alizableoperators.In thislastcasewecan easily accom odateboth dn=dlnk �

O (� 0:05)and Ne � 50� 60.Finally,Appendix A givessom etechnicaldetailsrelevant

to section 3 and subsection 4.1.
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2 Spectralindex in a large classofin
ation m odels

Hereweanalyzea largeclassofin
ationary m odels,nam ely thosewith a 
atin
aton

scalar potentialat tree-level. Then,the 
atness is spoiled by radiative corrections,

which are responsible forthe slow-rollofthe in
aton and,in turn,forthe value and

running ofthe spectralindex. This class ofm odels include m any supersym m etric

hybrid in
ation m odelsasa particularly interesting subclass(forothertypessee e.g.

[4,10]).To be concrete,we willfocusin the following on hybrid in
ation m odels,but

alltheresultshold also forgenerictree-level-
atin
ation m odels.

Hybrid in
ation m odels[11]are am ong the m ostpopularand interesting waysto

im plem entin
ation. Theirm ain characteristic isthatthere are two (orm ore)scalar

�elds involved in the in
ationary process: the slow-roll�eld,�,and the \waterfall"

�eld(s),H .Thescalarpotentialissuch that,aslongas� isbeyond acertain value,�c,

them inim um oftheH -potentialisatsom e\false" vacuum (typically atH = 0)and �

hasan exactly 
atpotentialattree-level. Below �c the m inim um ofthe H -potential

is at the true vacuum . Once H departs from the origin,the � potentialis not 
at

anym ore,in
ation endsand � goesto itstrue m inim um aswell.The slow-rollof� is

driven by the radiative correctionsto the potential,which liftthe tree-level
atness.

The m ain m eritofsuch hybrid in
ation isthatthe slow-rollparam eters� and � can

be easily sm all,asrequired,due to the loop-suppression factorsand the factthatthe

scaleof� isnotdirectly related to them agnitudeofV .

Forourpurposes,them ain featureofhybrid in
ation isthatduringthein
ationary

period thetree-levelpotential,V0 � � = constant,isexactly 
atfor�,allitscurvature

arising from radiativecorrections.Generically,atone-loop

V (�)= � + � ln
m (�)

Q
; (11)

where Q isthe renorm alization scale (which m ighthave absorbed �nite pieces). Note

that� dependsim plicitly on Q through itsrenorm alization group equation (RGE)and

thattheQ-invarianceofthee�ective potentialim plies

� =
d�

dlnQ
; (12)

atone-loop.Finally,m (�)isthem ostrelevant�-dependentm ass[therecouldbeseveral

relevant(and di�erent)m asses,which isa com plication weignoreforthem om ent].
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Theleading-log approxim ation (which am ountsto sum m ing theleading-log contri-

butions to allloops) is im plem ented in this context by sim ply taking Q = m (�),so

that

V (�)’ �(Q = m (�)): (13)

In general,one expects m 2(�) = M 2 + c2�2,where M does not depend on � and c

is som e coupling constant. W e willignore for the m om ent the possible presence of

theM piece,asindeed happensin typicalhybrid in
ation m odels.From theequation

Q = m (�)weseethateach valueofQ correspondsto a particularvalueof� through2

� = Q=c(Q)(notethatcalso dependson Q according to itsown RGE).

The�-derivativesofthepotential(13)and thecorresponding slow-rollparam eters

can beeasily calculated using

dQ

d�
=
Q

�
� = c� ; (14)

where

1

�
= 1�

�c

c
; and �c =

dc

dlnQ
: (15)

In particular,

V
0 = �

�

�
;

V
00 = � �

�

�2

"

1� �
_�

�
� �

2

 
_�c

c
�
�2c

c2

! #

; (16)

wherethedotsstand forderivativeswith respectto lnQ.

Noticethatfrom eq.(5)wecan relatethewave-num berk with thescaleQ:

ln
k0

k
’ �

�

�c2M 2
p

(Q 2

0 � Q
2)= �

3H 2

�c2
(Q 2

0 � Q
2): (17)

(Thisexpression isexactin thesm all-couplingapproxim ation.) Therefore,thespectral

index atdi�erentk scansphysicsatthecorresponding(high-energy)scale.W eanalyze

nextthisconnection in detail.

2.1 Sm all-coupling regim e

In theregim eofvery sm allcoupling constantsonehas�c=c� 1,and thus� ’ 1,and

we can also neglectallterm swithin the square bracketsin (16),exceptthe �rstone.

2W e takecand � aspositive,which isalwayspossiblethrough �eld rede�nitions.
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Then

� ’
1

2

M 2
p

�2

 
�

�

! 2

; � ’ �
M 2

p

�2

�

�
’ � 2

 
�

�

!
� 1

� ; � ’ 2�2 ; (18)

so � � �,asusual,and thusn � 1’ 2�.

From thepreviousexpressionsitisclearthatin thisregim ethereexistvery strong

and m odel-independentrelationsbetween the observable param eters. The running of

n with lnk isgiven by

dn

dlnk
’ � 2� ’ � 4�2 = � (n � 1)2 ; (19)

wherewehaveused eqs.(6)and (18).Consequently,dn=dlnk isnegative,assuggested

by observation,though itsvaluetendstobequitesm all.In factthesign ofn� 1cannot

change along the in
ationary process,which would contradictthe W M AP indication

ofn crossing then = 1 value.Thesign ofdn=dlnk and thecorrelation ofitsabsolute

value with thatofn � 1 are quite m odel-independent: they apply wheneverthe �eld

dependenceofthein
aton potentialiswelldescribed sim ply by aln�.Ifthevalueof�

changesalongthein
ationarycourse,e.g.ifsom ethreshold ofextraparticlesiscrossed

in the way,this correlation stillholds except in the neighborhood ofthe thresholds.

Thesignsofthe�rstderivativeofthepotential,V 0’ �=�,and � (and thusn� 1)are

also correlated;nam ely

sign(n � 1)= � sign(V0)= � sign(�): (20)

Noticethata changein thesign ofn � 1 can only occurifV0vanishes,indicating the

presence ofa localm inim um . Usually � (and thus V 0) is positive and therefore we

naturally expectn < 1. Then � rollstowardsthe origin,where the true m inim um of

the�� potentialisin typicalhybrid in
ation m odels[11].In
ation endseitherbecause

the
atnesscondition getsviolated below som ecriticalvalue�c (asm entioned above)

orbecause� or(m uch m oreoften)j�jbecom eO (1).In thisrespect,noticethat� and

j�jincreaseas� rollstosm allervalues.On thecontrary,if� (and thusV0)isnegative,

then n > 1,� runsaway and theslow rollparam eters� and � getsm allerastim egoes

by. In
ation would notstop unless� reachessom e criticalvalue where the tree-level


atnessendsand allthe�eldsgo to thetruem inim um .Thisisnotthem ostcom m on

situation,butitcannotbeexcluded (seee.g.[12{14]).
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In the usualcase,with in
ation ending because � gets O (1)(which according to

thepreviousdiscussion requires� < 0)and in theabsenceofthresholdsofnew physics

during the in
ationary process3 the num ber ofe-folds,N e,since t� untilthe end of

in
ation can beeasily com puted plugging (18)in eq.(2)and issim ply

N e ’ �
1

2

"
1

�(��)
�

1

�(�end)

#

’ �
1

2�(��)
: (21)

Ifthere are no otherstepsofin
ation (see footnote1),then N e = 50� 60;otherwise

itcould besm aller.Then thevalueofthespectralindex atthebeginning ofin
ation

isgiven by

n� � n(k�)’ 1+ 2�(��)’ 1�
1

N e

; (22)

which m eansn� � 0:983 (theequality holdsforNe = 60,i.e.ifthereareno additional

stepsofin
ation).Fora given valueof�=� thisalso �xestheinitialvalue�� through

eq.(18).In addition,wecan use(22)to writeeq.(19)in an integrated form as

n = 1�
1

N e � ln(k=k�)
: (23)

Forlateruse,itisconvenienttorewritethisin term softheinitialvalueofthespectral

index,n� given by eq.(22),as

n = n� +
1

N e

�
1

N e � ln(k=k�)
: (24)

Ifin
ation endsby thebreaking ofthe
atnesscondition,eqs.(22{24)hold,replac-

ing N e ! � 1=[2�(��)]. Thisalso holdsforthe � < 0 (and thusn > 1)case. Finally,

notethatthereisno problem in reproducing theobserved scalarpowerspectrum (7):

for a given value of�=�,this can be achieved with an appropriate value ofV � �,

according to eq.(3).

In sum m ary,in thesm allcoupling regim ethepredictionsoftree-level-
atin
ation

m odels(includingm anyhybrid in
ation m odels)on thesizeand runningofthespectral

index are quite neat and m odel-independent. Forthcom ing W M AP analyses could

eithercon�rm orfalsify them (e.g.ifthecrossing ofn through n = 1 isveri�ed).

3A detailed study with thresholdsisperform ed in subsection 4.1.
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2.2 N ot-so-sm all-coupling regim e

Ifthe�-functionsarepositive(asusual,seetheabovediscussion),couplingsgrow in the

ultravioletand therewillbeascalewherethesecond and third term swithin thesquare

bracketsin (16)com petewith the�rstone.Sincetheynaturallyhavetheoppositesign,

onecan expectthatatsu�ciently high scales(which m eansinitialstagesofin
ation)

the sign of�,and thusn � 1,m ay getpositive,which therefore could accountforthe

prelim inary indication ofW M AP.Noticein particularthat,since eq.(18)for� isnot

a valid approxim ation anym ore,the previouscorrelation (20)between the signsofV 0

and � doesnothold,which allows� to passfrom positive to negative valueswithout

the presence ofan extrem alpoint ofthe potentialV . As a m atter offact,we �nd

thisbehaviourabsolutely natural,and even unavoidable in thisregim e. However,to

reproduce the W M AP prelim inary indication on the running spectralindex and the

other physicalrequirem ents at the sam e tim e (in particular,a su�cient num ber of

e-folds)isnota trivialm atter.Thiswillbeanalyzed fortypicalexam plesin sect.3.

The running ofthe spectralindex can be com puted,taking into accountthat,as

longas�=� � 1,still� � j�j(exceptwithin thecloseneighborhood ofthepointwhere

� vanishes),so n ’ 1+ 2�,and

dn

dlnk
’ 2

d�

dlnk

d�

d�
= � 2Mp

p
2�
d�

d�
; (25)

whered�=d� can bestraightforwardly evaluated using thewholeexpression for� from

(16),taking into account the im plicit dependence on � through the one on Q with

the help ofeq.(14). Sim ilarly,the num berofe-foldsiscom puted using eqs.(2,16).

In the nextsection we willshow explicitexpressionsforthese quantitiesin particular

exam ples.

3 A n explicit exam ple

In the previous section we claim ed that,within the hybrid in
ation fram ework,itis

naturalto expecta running spectralindex,even crossing the n = 1 value,ifthe scale

oftheinitialstagesofin
ation ishigh enough.Now wewillexplicitly show thatthisis

thecasebyworkingoutapopularexam pleofhybrid in
ation,nam elythe�rstexam ple

ofhybrid D-term in
ation,proposed by Bin�etruy and Dvali[15].
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The m odelis globally supersym m etric with canonicalK�ahlerpotential,and with

superpotential4

W = �(�H + H � � �
2); (26)

where� and�2 arerealconstantsand�;H + ;H � arechiralsuper�elds.H � havecharges

� 1 with respectto a U(1)gauge group with gauge coupling g and a Fayet-Iliopoulos

term �D .Theassociated tree-levelscalarpotentialisgiven by V0 = VF + VD ,with

VF =
�
�
��H+ H � � �

2
�
�
�
2

+ �
2
�

jH � j
2
+ jH + j

2
�

j�j2 ;

VD =
g2

2

�

jH + j
2
� jH� j

2
+ �D

�2
; (27)

(the�eldsin theseexpressionsarethescalarcom ponentsofthechiralsuper�elds).The

globalm inim um ofthe potentialissupersym m etric (i.e. VF = 0,VD = 0)and occurs

at�= 0,jH � j
2 = (� �D +

q

�2D + 4�4=�2)=2.Butforlargeenough j�j

j�j2 > j�cj
2 =

1

�2
� ; ��

q

g4�2D + �2�4 ; (28)

the potentialhas a m inim um atH � = 0 and is 
atin �. This 
atdirection is two

dim ensionalbecause � iscom plex,� = (� R + i�I)=
p
2.In the following,we exam ine

thepotentialalong therealpart� � �R .Allourresultswould bethesam ealong any

otherradialdirection.Itisin this
atregion where hybrid in
ation takesplace.The

tree-levelpotentialduring thisperiod issim ply

V0 � � = �
4 +

1

2
g
2
�
2

D : (29)

Theone-loop correction isgiven by

�V 1 =
1

32�2

X

i= �

"

~m 4

iln
~m 2
i

Q 2
� m

4

iln
m 2

i

Q 2

#

; (30)

wherem 2
i (~m

2
i)arethe�{dependentsquarem assesoftheferm ionic(scalar)com ponents

oftheH � super�elds:

m
2

�
= m

2(�)�
1

2
�
2
�
2
; ~m 2

�
= m

2(�)� � : (31)

In practice, ~m 2
�
isdom inated by the m 2(�)contribution. To see this,notice thatthe

condition m 2(�)= � (i.e. ~m 2
�
= 0)precisely correspondsto the point� = �c,below

4W e follow here the form ulation with a tadpole for� in the superpotentialasin ref.[14],where

thism odelwasanalyzed in connection with the issueofdecoupling.
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which the 
atnessofthe potentialbreaksdown and in
ation cannotcontinue. Since

the num berofe-foldsgoesas� �2,m ostofthe e-foldshave been produced atlarger

(usually m uch larger)valuesof�2,wherem 2(�)� �.Thisisparticularly truein the

region ofinterestforus,i.e.theinitialstagesofin
ation.Furtherm ore,aswewillsee

below,in
ation ordinarily endsbefore �2 = �2c,nam ely when � becom esO (1),which

norm ally occursform uch larger�2.In consequence,�V 1 can bewritten as

�V 1 =
1

8�2
� 2ln

m (�)

Q
+ O

 
� 2

m 4(�)

!

; (32)

so V = V0 + �V 1 isofthegenericform shown in eq.(11).

Thevarious�-functions,de�ned asderivativeswith respectto lnQ,aregiven by

� =
1

8�2
� 2

; (33)

�g =
1

8�2
g
3
; (34)

��D = 0 ; (35)

�� =
1

16�2
�(3�2 � 4g2); (36)

��2 =
1

16�2
�
2
�
2
: (37)

In theleading-log approxim ation theradiatively-corrected potentialissim ply given by

� evaluated atthescaleQ = m (�)= ��=
p
2;in thenotation ofsect.2,

c� �=
p
2 : (38)

Concerning theend ofin
ation,thisoccursat�end = M axf�c;��g,where�c m arks

the end oftree-level
atnessand isgiven in eq.(28),and �� correspondsto the point

where� = O (1).Using eq.(18)foran estim ate,

�
2

� ’ M
2

p

�

�
: (39)

It is easy to see that �c < �� for a wide range offg;�g so that,norm ally,in
ation

endswhen � = O (1). E.g. forg � � and using eqs.(3)and (7),taking into account

that�(k0)in (3)and (7)should beatleastequalto ��,one�ndsthatthisoccursfor

g;� >
� 9� 10� 2.M orerealistically,when �(k0)� Mp,thisoccursforg;� >

� 10� 3.

Now, a successful in
ationary process, consistent with the W M AP constraints,

should satisfy thefollowing requirem ents

10



i) Atleast50{60 e-foldsofin
ation.

ii) A correctpowerspectrum ofthescalarperturbationsatk0 = 0:002M pc� 1,asgiven

by eqs.(3)and (7).

iii) Running spectralindex with n � 1 passing from positive to negative during the

�rstfew e-foldsofin
ation (aftert�),with dn=dlnk = O (� 0:05).

As discussed in the Introduction,the experim entalstatus ofrequirem ent iii) is still

uncertain,but we willexam ine here the possibilities offul�lling it in this context.

Likewise,condition i)can berelaxed ifthereareseveralstepsofin
ation,asdiscussed

in footnote 1. In the lattercase 7{10 e-folds(i.e. the range covered by W M AP with

theoptionalcom plem entofadditionalobservations)m ightbeacceptable.

Ifg and � aresm all,� rem ainsessentially constant(and positive)during in
ation.

Then theresultsofsect.2 apply,in particularn < 1,with a slightrunning dn=dlnk <

0,asgiven by eqs.(19),(22)and (23).According to thatdiscussion,itisnotpossible

in this regim e to ful�llcondition iii),i.e. a running spectralindex crossing through

n = 1.

In consequencewewillfocusfortherestofthissection in thecaseofm oresizeable

coupling constants.Letus�rstverify thattheslow rollconditionsareful�lled.In this

regim e � and � are deduced from eqs.(16). Taking into accountthat� = O (1)and

that _� isatm ostO (�),itisclearthat� = O (M 2
p�=��

2)and � = O (��=�).Therefore

�;j�j� 1 aslong as

�

�
�

�2

M 2
p

; (40)

which naturally leadsto � � �.A sim pleway ofguaranteeing thisisto take

g2

�2
�

�4

g2�2D
�

1

2
; (41)

i.e.� isdom inated by theYukawa contribution:

� ’
�2�4

8�2
; (42)

and � isdom inated by theD-term (Fayet-Iliopoulos)contribution:

� ’
1

2
g
2
�
2

D : (43)
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Im posing (41)isby no m eansthe only way ofsatisfying the slow-rollconditions[e.g.

reversing the inequalities in (41) would also work],but it is particularly sim ple and

usefulfora clearanalyticdiscussion5.

Usingthisdom inanceoftheYukawacoupling,wecanevaluate� and� from eqs.(16)

� =
1

2
�
2
M 2

p

�2

 
�

�

! 2

;

� = �
M 2

p

�2

�

�

"

� 1+
�2

2�2

 

� +
9

32

�2

2�2
�
2

! #

; (44)

with

1

�
= 1�

��

�
= 1�

3�2

16�2
: (45)

As announced in the previous section,there is a scale,say Q 0,at which � ’ 0

and n � 1 passesfrom positive to negative. From (44),the corresponding value of�,

�0 � �(Q0),turnsouttobeindependentoftheotherparam etersofthem odel,nam ely

�2
0

(4�)2
=

1

15
(7�

p
34)’ 0:078 : (46)

The coupling �0 isquite sizeable (�0 ’ 3:51),butwellwithin the perturbative range,

�20=(4�)
2 � 1. Itisperfectly possible thatQ 0 is crossed during the �rst few e-folds

aftert� (recallQ = ��=
p
2),so thatthishybrid in
ation m odel(and in generalany

tree-level-
atin
ation m odel)isable to im plem entthe crossing ofthe spectralindex

through n = 1 atsm allk.However,to reproducethesuggested valueofdn=dlnk and

asu�cientnum berofe-foldsatthesam etim e[i.e.conditionsi),iii)above]isnotthat

easy,asweshow next.

From eq.(2),the num ber ofe-folds between Q 0 and the end ofin
ation can be

written as

N
0

e =
1

M 2
p

Z Q 2

0

Q 2

end

1

�2�2

�

�
dQ

2

5Actually,onceglobalsupersym m etry isprom oted tosupergravity,requiring�4 � g2�2
D
=2[i.e.the

second inequality of(41),and thuseq.(43)]ism andatory foralm ostany form oftheK �ahlerpotential,

K . The reason is the well-known �� problem ,i.e. the appearance ofan O (H2) m ass term for the

in
aton (and thus � � 1) ifVF � V . However,it is rem arkable that for the superpotentialofthis

m odel,eq.(26),and m inim alK �ahlerpotential,K = j�j2,no such m assterm isgenerated due to an

am using cancellation ofcontributions.
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’ �
64�4

3

"
Q 2
0

M 2
p

g2�2D

�40

#

�
2=3

0 exp

"
16�2

3�20

# Z
1=�2

0

1=�2
end

x
7=3

�

1�
3

16�2x

�2

exp

"

�
16�2x

3

#

dx

’ 0:303

"
Q 2
0

M 2
p

g2�2D

�40

#

= 1:818

"
Q 2
0
H 2

�40

#

; (47)

where �0 = �(Q 0). In the �rstline we have perform ed a change ofvariable � ! Q 2

with respectto the expression (2).In the second line we have changed variablesonce

m ore,Q 2 ! x = 1=�2,neglecting the / g2 contributionsto the RGEsof� and g2 as

wellasthe�4 contribution to �,according to assum ption (43).Finally,in thelastline

we have taken into account that the contribution to the integralcom ing from sm all

valuesof� isnegligible,so wehavereplaced �end ! 0,�0 by thevaluequoted in (46),

and evaluated the integralnum erically. The �nalresultturnsoutto be a very good

approxim ation,provided eq.(41)isful�lled.Noticethat,sincethepointQ 0 (i.e.where

n = 1)should be crossed afterthe �rstfew e-foldsofin
ation,N 0
e should be O (50)

[unlesstherearesubsequentepisodesofin
ation,in which caseitcould beassm allas

O (1)].

On theotherhand,therunning dn=dlnk can bestraightforwardly evaluated using

(6). Itgetsa particularly sim ple form when evaluated atthe scale Q 0,where � = 0,

n ’ 1:

dn

dlnk

�
�
�
�
�
Q 0

= �
3

4
�
4

0
�
5

0
(3�0 � 1)

 
�2
0

4�2

! 4 "
Q 2
0

M 2
p

g2�2D

�40

#
� 2

’ � 11:847

"
Q 2
0

M 2
p

g2�2D

�40

#
� 2

= � 0:33

"
Q 2
0
H 2

�40

#
� 2

; (48)

where we have used (46) for the num ericalestim ate. Clearly,N 0
e and dn=dlnkj

Q 0

depend on thesam ecom bination ofinputparam eters(theonein squarebrackets);and

theproduct(N 0
e)

2 � (dn=dlnkj
Q 0
)turnsoutto beindependentofthem

� (N0

e)
2 �

dn

dlnk

�
�
�
�
�
Q 0

’ 1:1 : (49)

Thisconstraintm akesitim possibletoful�lldn=dlnkj
Q 0

= O (� 0:05)and N0
e � O (50)

sim ultaneously.HoweverN 0
e � O (5)isperfectly possible,which m eansthatthem odel

can accountforthe indication ofW M AP,provided there existsubsequentepisodesof

in
ation.
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Figure1:Scalarspectralindex asafunction oflog
10
[k(M pc

�1
)]forthein
aton potentialofeqs.(29)

and (30)fortwodi�erentchoicesofparam eters:onetogetrightN e and theothertogetrightdn=dlnk.

Thepreviousbehaviourisillustrated by Fig.1 which givesthespectralindex n as

a function ofthescalewave-num berk.The
atred curve[corresponding to g� = 0:02,

�� = 4,�2
�
= (3:6� 10� 4M p)

2,�D = (1:2� 10� 2M p)
2,�� = 0:28M p]isabletoaccom odate

a large N e ’ 57 buthasvery sm allrunning. The steep blue curve instead [with the

sam e param eters except for�2
�
= (1:9� 10� 3M p)

2 and �D = (3:6� 10� 2M p)
2]hasa

sizeable dn=dlnk ’ � 0:075 butfailsto giveenough e-folds:Ne ’ 7.

Interestingly,thereisnoproblem inreproducingtheobserved scalarpowerspectrum

(7).NoticethatPk in eq.(3)isnow

PkjQ 0
=

4�2

3

1

�20�
6
0

(g2�2D )
2

M 4
p�

4
0

"
Q 2
0

M 2
p

g2�2D

�40

#

’ 4:14� 10� 4
(g2�2D )

2

M 4
p�

4
0

"
Q 2
0

M 2
p

g2�2D

�40

#

= 0:089
H 4

�40

"
Q 2
0
H 2

�40

#

: (50)

Clearly,for any given value ofthe quantity in the square brackets,it is possible to

vary the param etersso thatthe prefactorof(50)changesin orderto �tthe observed

Pk.Incidentally,the pivotalscale in the analysisofref.[3],k0 = 0:002 M pc� 1 (which

correspondsto� 3e-folds)approxim ately coincideswith thestageatwhich n ’ 1(i.e.

when Q = Q 0).Thisisa fortunatecircum stance to perform rough estim ates.
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In sum m ary,the sim ple hybrid in
ation m odelofref.[15],in the sm allcoupling

regim e,producesthegeneralresultsshown in subsect2.1,with very clean predictions,

in particular n < 1 with a m ild dn=dlnk < 0 running. In the regim e ofsizeable

couplings,the m odelcan account forthe scalar power spectrum atthe pivotalscale

and a running spectralindex crossing n = 1 at a suitable scale with the suggested

slope,dn=dlnk = O (� 0:05).However,thenum berofe-foldsproduced israthersm all,

so thispossibility isnotviableunlesstherearesubsequentepisodesofin
ation.

Thepreviousanalysiscan berepeated foran arbitrary num berofpairsofH � �elds,

using the form ulae given in Appendix A.The resultsdo notchange m uch,exceptfor

the fact that the value of�0 scales as 1=
p
N . Also,the right hand side ofeq.(49)

dependsslightly on thevalueofN ,being always <
� 1:1.

Ofcourse,onecannotexcludethatothertree-level-
atm odelsareabletoreproduce

such running spectralindex withouttheabovelim itation forthenum berofe-folds.To

achievethisoneneedssizeable� athighscale,sothatthespectralindexrunsapreciably

in thethe�rststagesofin
ation,andsm all� atlowerscales,sothatasu�cientnum ber

ofe-foldsisproduced.Thisim pliesthat� (and thustherelevantcoupling constants)

m ustevolve from sizeable valuesathigh scale to substantially sm allervaluesatlower

scales.Thefastersuch evolution,theeasiertoaccom plish bothrequirem ents.Sincethis

evolution isa resultoftheRG running,onecan im aginescenarioswhereitisspeeded

up.Forexam ple,ifsom ethreshold ofnew physicsiscrossed in thein
ationary course,

the �-functionsm ay su�erquick changes,asdesired. Howeverthe analysishasto be

donecarefully to elim inatespuriouse�ects,asweshallseeshortly.On theotherhand,

theexistence ofnew physicscan haveother(even m ore)interesting im plications.

In the next section we analyze carefully the various e�ects ofthresholds ofnew

physicsin thein
ationary process.

4 T hresholds ofnew physics

TheLagrangian responsibleforthein
ationary processcan wellbean e�ectivetheory

ofa m ore fundam entaltheory ata higher scale. Actually,since during in
ation the

characteristic scale ischanging (following the value ofthe in
aton �eld),itm ay even

happen thatsom ethreshold ofnew physics,say �,iscrossed in thatprocess.In either

caseonecan expecte�ectsfrom thenew physicsin thedetailsofin
ation.
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Forthe kind ofin
ationary m odelswe are considering in thispaper,nam ely tree-

level-
at m odels,there can be two m ain types ofnew physics: 1) new physics that

does not spoilthe tree-level
atness ofthe potentialand 2) new physics that does

spoilit.In case 1),thenew physicscan only a�ectthe form oftheinitialLagrangian

through radiativecorrections.If�isabovethescalesofthewholein
ationary process,

these e�ects are suppressed by the ratio ofthe scales,� (�=�)n,besides the typical

loop suppression factors. Thus we expect them to be m uch less im portant than the

radiativee�ectscalculated within thee�ective theory considered in previoussections.

On theotherhand,if�iscrossed in thein
ationary course,thee�ectivepotentialand

the variousRGEsinvolved willgetm odi�ed,which can have interesting im plications,

asm entioned atthe end ofsect.3. In contrast,forcase 2)the new physicscan show

up,even below �,through non-renorm alizable operators in the tree-levelpotential,

suppressed by � (�=�)n. Actually,in case 2)itisnotrealistic to suppose that� is

crossed during in
ation,sinceabove� thenew physicswillusually spoiltheslow-roll

conditions.Nextwewillexplorepossibilities1)and 2)in turn.

4.1 T hresholds crossed in the in
ationary process

Letussupposethatthein
aton potentialis
atattree-leveland the1-loop radiative

correction,�V 1,containscontributionsfrom stateswith di�erentm asses.Thisgener-

alizesthesituation discussed in sect.2.To beconcrete,considertwo typesofparticles

with m assesm (�)and M (�)satisfying m (�)� M (�). The 1-loop e�ective potential

reads

V (�)= �(Q)+ �lln
m (�)

Q
+ (�h � �l)ln

M (�)

Q
: (51)

The tree-levelpotential, �, depends im plicitly on Q, as indicated, with RGE cor-

responding to the fulltheory,d�=dlnQ = �h. Notice that �l is the corresponding

�� function when only thelightparticlesarepresent.Generically,m2(�)= m 2 + c2�2,

M 2(�)= M 2 + C 2�2,wherem and M do notdepend on �,and cand C arecoupling

constants.

As m entioned above,we focus on the interesting situation in which the scale of

in
ation crosses the threshold M where the heavier particles decouple. In that case

one needsa reliable prescription to evaluate V (�)above and below the threshold. In

particular one should take care ofpotentially large logarithm s in the potential(51)
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and higherordercorrectionsto it.In thecaseofjustonetypeofm ass,say m (�),this

can be achieved by choosing Q = m (�),so thatthe unique log in the radiative cor-

rection cancelsand V (�)= �[Q(�)].Thiscorrespondsto sum m ing up theleading-log

contributions in V to allloops. This sim ple procedure is not possible here because

ofthe two di�erentlogsin (51). Then,a convenientapproach isto perform the inte-

gration ofthe RGEsin an e�ective theory fram ework. To thisend,we consider two

di�erentregionsforthe potential. In the high energy region,when fQ;m (�)g � M ,

the potential,Vhigh,is aswritten in (51),with RGEs including the virtuale�ects of

the heavy states. However,in the low energy region,de�ned by fQ;m (�)g � M ,the

potential,Vlow,isde�ned by dropping the contribution from the heavy m ultiplets to

the potentialand to allRGEs. Forthisprocedure to be consistentone hasto m atch

the high-and low-energy potentials,i.e. one hasto add a piece �thVlow(�)to Vlow to

guaranteeVlow = Vhigh atQ = M .In thisway onegets

Vlow(�)= �(Q)+ �lln
m (�)

Q
+ �thVlow(�); (52)

where� now runswith thelow energy RGE,i.e.with �l,and

�thVlow(�)= (�h � �l)jM ln
M (�)

M
; (53)

wherethesubindex M m eansthatthequantity within theparenthesisisevaluated at

Q = M .Theadditionalpiece�thVlow(�)can beexpanded in powersof�=M ifdesired:

onewould get� operatorssuppressed by inversepowersofM ,which isthereason one

can discard such high energy rem nantswhen interested in low energy physics.However

wekeep herethewholeexpression aswearealso interested in thepotentialforvalues

of� in theneighbourhood ofthethreshold.Actually acorrecttreatm entofthatregion

is crucialfor a reliable analysis. Notice forinstance thatsince � � 1=� m ost ofthe

e-foldsin theenergy region below Q = M areproduced precisely nearthatthreshold.

The inclusion ofthe �thVlow(�) contribution usually increases �,therefore decreasing

(im portantly)thenum beroflow-energy e-folds,and should notbeneglected.

The next step is to m ake a judicious choice ofthe renorm alization scale Q. The

sim plest option is to take Q(�) = m (�),which works wellin both energy regim es

(m eaning that the explicit logarithm s are never large). After doing that we get the

following expressionsforthepotentialin thetwo regions:

Vhigh(�) = �[Q(�)]+ (�h � �l)ln
M (�)

m (�)
;
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Vlow(�) = �[Q(�)]+ (�h � �l)jM ln
M (�)

M
: (54)

As a m atter offact,the previous approxim ation m ay not be accurate enough in

som ecases,e.g.when thecoupling constantsinvolved arenotso sm all.In particular,

although V in (54)iscontinuousacrossthethreshold by construction,thederivatives

V 0,V 00 (and thus � and �) are not. This is an spurious e�ect which is conveniently

sm eared out when the approxim ation is im proved. This can be done by including

higher-loop correctionsto thee�ective potential.Indeed,withoutany furthercalcula-

tions,one can obtain the leading-log correctionsatarbitrary loop orderby using the

Q-invariance ofthe potential. In particular,at2-loop leading-log (2LL)the potential

reads

V
2LL(�) = �(Q)+ �lln

m (�)

Q
+ (�h � �l)ln

M (�)

Q

+
1

2
_�l

"

ln
m (�)

Q

#2

+
1

2

�
�

�h � 2
�

�l+
_�l

� "

ln
M (�)

Q

#2

+

�
�

�l�
_�l

�

ln
m (�)

Q
ln
M (�)

Q
; (55)

where the circle (dot) indicates d=dlnQ in the high (low) energy region. Redoing

the decoupling and m atching procedure atthe sam e scale Q = M ,the corresponding

expressionsofV 2LL in thehigh and low energy regionsread

V
2LL
high(�) = �[Q(�)]+ (�h � �l)ln

M (�)

m (�)
+

1

2

�
�

�h � 2
�

�l+
_�l

� "

ln
M (�)

m (�)

#2

;

V
2LL
low (�) = �[Q(�)]+ (�h � �l)jM ln

M (�)

M
+

1

2

�
�

�h � 2
�

�l+
_�l

��
�
�
�
M

"

ln
M (�)

M

#2

+

�
�

�l�
_�l

��
�
�
�
M

ln
m (�)

M
ln
M (�)

M
: (56)

The V 0, V 00 derivatives are straightforward to evaluate by taking into account the

�� dependenceofthescale,i.e.Q2(�)= m 2+ c2�2.An alternativeprocedure,starting

with the 1-loop initialpotential(51), to incorporate the leading-log corrections at

arbitrary orderisto perform the decoupling atthe �� dependent scale M (�)(which

leavesno threshold corrections)and then evaluatethepotentialatthem (�)scale.In

thisway one obtainsexpressionsforthe potentialin the high and low energy regions

which coincidewith thoseofthepreviousprocedure.In particular,collectingthe2-loop

leading-log contributionsoneexactly recoverstheresult(56).
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Toillustratethisgeneralschem eofconstructingthee�ectivepotentialacrossthresh-

oldsofnew particles,letusconsideragain thesim plehybrid in
ation m odelofsect.3,

but now with N additionalpairs offH + ;H � g �elds with invariant m ass M . The

superpotentialofthefull(high-energy)theory reads

W = �

 
N + 1X

a= 1

�H
a
+ H

a
�
� �

2

!

+

N + 1X

a= 2

M H
a
+ H

a
�
; (57)

where,forsim plicity,wehavetaken equalYukawacouplingsforallthefH + ;H � gpairs.

Forlargeenough j�jthetree-levelpotentialis
at,having thesam eform asin eq.(29)

V0 � � = �
2 +

1

2
g
2
�
2

D : (58)

The1-loop e�ective potentialhastheform (51)(up to suppressed corrections)with

m
2(�)=

1

2
�
2
�
2
; M

2(�)= M
2 +

1

2
�
2
�
2
; (59)

where� =
p
2Re� and

�l=
1

8�2
� 2

; �h =
1

8�2
(N + 1)� 2

; (60)

with �=
q

g4�2D + �2�4.

Using the above RGEs,we can also include the two-loop leading log corrections,

sim ply m aking useofthegeneralexpressions(51)and (55):

V (�) = �(Q)+
1

8�2
� 2(Lm + N LM )

+
1

(8�2)2

n

�
4
�
4
h

2L2

m + 2N LM Lm + N (N + 1)L2

M

i

� 2�2g2�4(L2

m + N L
2

M )

+ g
6
�
2

D (2L
2

m + N Lm LM + N
2
L
2

M )
o

; (61)

wherewehaveused theshort-hand notation Lm = ln[m (�)=Q]and LM = ln[M (�)=Q].

W e have checked that this potentialagrees with the one obtained by using the ex-

pressionsforthe two-loop potentialofgeneric supersym etric m odelsgiven in ref.[16]

(which can also beused to add subleading logsand �nitecorrections).

Theexpressionsforthepotentialaboveand below thethreshold atM can beeasily

obtained following the e�ective approach described above. M ore precisely,one can

write thepotentialin thehigh-and low-energy regionsup to 1-loop or2-loop leading

log order using eqs.(54)and (56) respectively. The _�l;h and
�

�l;h derivatives for the
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lattercan beeasily extracted from (61)[by com parison with (55)],orcalculated using

the �-functions for the various param eters ofthe m odelinvolved in the expressions

(60),which aregiven by eqs.(34{37)forthelow-energy region and by eqs.(A.4{A.7)

forthehigh-energy one.W edo notpresentexplicitly thecorresponding form ulas.

The resultsare som ewhatbetterthan in the case withoutthresholdsanalyzed in

sect.3.Neverthelesstheconclusionsarebasically thesam e:Thenum berofe-foldsand

the slope ofthe spectralindex are correlated by an equation sim ilarto (49),so that

itisnotpossible to getdn=dlnk = O (� 0:05)and Ne = 50� 60 atthesam e tim e.It

isworth rem arking thatthishappensin spiteofthefactthatthe� functionsundergo

quick changes in the threshold region,as desired. However,the corrected potential

[e.g.asgiven in eq.(56)]softensthese e�ectsand thenetim pactin N e and dn=dlnk

getsm uch reduced.

4.2 T hresholds ofnew physics above the in
ationary scale

W econsidernow an even sim plerm odi�cation ofthein
ationary potential.Itassum es

a scale ofnew physics,M ,higherthan the scalesrelevantto in
ation. Nevertheless,

in
ation isa�ected throughthepresenceofnon-renorm alizableoperatorsofthein
aton

�eld thatliftthe 
atdirection along which the in
aton rolls.Itcould appearnaively

thatsuch operatorsshould havea negligibleim pacton in
ation wheneverthey can be

reliably taken into account(i.e. �2=M 2 � 1)butwe show in thissection thatthisis

notthe case. In fact,through such e�ectswe are able to give a sim ple and com plete

potentialthatsatis�esallthree goals[i)-iii)]listed in section 3. The analysiscan be

carried outin a very m odel-independentway.

Letusstartdirectly with an in
aton potentialthatreads

V (�)= � + � ln
m (�)

Q
+ �

4
�2N

M 2N
: (62)

The�rsttwoterm sjustcorrespond tothegenericone-loop potentialwehavediscussed

in previoussections. In the sm all-coupling regim e,asin subsect.2.1,we take � asa

constant. The last term in (62) is a non-renorm alizable operator (NRO) left in the

low-energy theory afterintegrating outsom e unspeci�ed physicsatthehigh scale M .

Thisscaleabsorbsany possiblecoupling in frontoftheoperator.OfcourseV (�)m ay

contain otherNROsofdi�erentorder.Hereweassum ethattheoneshown in eq.(62)

isthe lowestorderone;NROsofhigherorderwillhave a negligible im pactcom pared
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toit(provided they aresuppressed by thesam em assscaleM ).Thesign and powerwe

have assum ed forthisNRO areconvenientto guaranteethestability ofthepotential.

Notice also that an even power for this operator is what one expects generically in

supersym m etric theories. In fact,the question ofwhether such potentialcan have a

supersym m etricorigin isvery interesting and weleaveitsdiscussion fortheend ofthis

section.

Now we focuson studying whethera potentialoftheform (62)can reproducethe

W M AP indicationsfora running n,and forwhatvaluesofthe potentialparam eters

can itdo so.By trivialinspection ofthederivativesofV (�)with respectto �:

V
0(�) =

�

�
+ 2(N + 2)�3

�2N

M 2N
;

V
00(�) = �

�

�2
+ 2(N + 2)(2N + 3)�2

�2N

M 2N
;

V
000(�) = 2

�

�3
+ 4(N + 2)(2N + 3)(N + 1)�

�2N

M 2N
; (63)

we realize that the NRO can have a signi�cant im pact on in
ation when the sm all

num ber(�=M )2N iscom parable in size to �=�4 (which isalso quite sm all). In other

words,even for�2 � M 2,the NRO can have an im portante�ectbecause itgives a

correction to a potentialwhich isalm ost
at.

It is also im m ediate to realize from (63) that,forsu�ciently large �,the higher

derivativesV 00;V 000(and thus�;�)can receivealargecontribution from theNRO while

the contribution to V 0 (and thus�)ism uch lesssigni�cant,thanksto the additional

(2N + 3)and (2N + 3)(2N + 2)factorsin V 00;V 000.In consequence,as� rollsdown its

potentialthe e�ectofthe NRO quickly diesaway and in
ation proceedsasdiscussed

in section 2 but,in the early stages ofin
ation the running ofn can get im portant

m odi�cations from the NRO corrections,even though the values ofV and (to som e

extent)V 0arescarcely m odi�ed.Letusexam inethisin m orequantitativeterm s.

The slow-rollparam eters (1) can be readily found as a function of� from the

derivativesofthepotentiallisted in (63).The� param eterism uch sm allerthan � and

�,so n ’ 1+ 2� and dn=dlnk ’ � 2�.In thisway weobtain

dn

dlnk
’ �

1

N 2
e(�)

[1+ (2N + 3)(N + 1)r(�)][1+ r(�)]; (64)

where

r(�)� 2(N + 2)
�4

�

�2N

M 2N
; (65)
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Figure 2: Running ofthe spectralindex, given by � dn=dlnkj�, as a function ofN for several

values of N 0

e
=N e. Red solid (open blue) dots have N e = 50 (60) and N 0

e
= f47:5;45;42:5;40g

(f57:5;55;52:5;50g),with highervaluesofN 0

e
giving sm allerrunning.

and

N e(�)=
��2

2�M 2
p

; (66)

which isapproxim ately thenum berofe-foldsfrom � tilltheend ofin
ation [obtained

by neglecting the NRO contribution to V 0(�) in eq.(2)]. Applying eq.(64) to the

starting point ��,it looks possible to get N 2
e(dn=dlnkj�) � � 125,as suggested by

W M AP,ifN and/orr(��)arenotsm all.W eanalyzenextwhetherthisisfeasible.

Letuscall�0 thevalueofthein
aton atthatparticularpointwith n = 1.At�0 we

should have V 00(�0)’ 0,which im pliesr(�0)’ 1=(2N + 3).Using theapproxim ation

ofeq.(66)itissim pleto get

r(��)’
1

2N + 3

 
N e

N 0
e

! N + 2

; (67)

where N e = N e(��) is the totalnum ber ofe-folds,and N 0
e = N e(�0); i.e. n = 1

after the �rst N e � N0
e e-folds. Using Eqs.(64-67) we can �nd out what values of

N are required to getenough running forn. Thisisshown in Figure 2,which gives

dn=dlnkj� asa function ofN fordi�erent choices ofN 0
e=N e [corresponding to k(�0)

notfarfrom 10� 2M pc� 1].From thisplotweseethatlargevaluesofN arerequired to
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Figure 3: In
aton e�ective potential(norm alized to �)with a NRO as in eq.(62)for N = 9 and

param etersasgiven in the text.The starm arks�� and the circle,�0.

geta signi�cantrunning ofn,with sm allerN 0
e=N e being preferred.Asan exam ple,let

ustakeN = 9 and N 0
e=N e = 42:5=50,which givesdn=dlnkj� ’ � 0:03.

Fora �xed value ofthe scale ofnew physics,M ,the quantities � and � are de-

term ined by the constraints ofPk and N e: one �nds � ’ (10� 3
q

M M p)
4 and � ’

(10� 4M )4.Choosing forinstanceM ’ 0:95M p onefurthergetsdn=dlnkj� ’ � 0:03for

�� ’ 0:15M p while �0 ’ 0:142M p;the num ericalvaluesforthe num berofe-foldsare

N e ’ 48:8 and N 0
e ’ 42:4;and onegetsPk ’ (2:95� 10� 9)� (0:8).Notethat��=M is

su�ciently sm allforthee�ectivetheory with theNRO tobetrustable.Figure3shows

the e�ective potentialasa function of�=M p,with �� indicated by a starand �0 by

a circle. Notice how �� isbelow the range where the NRO startsto be im portantfor

V 0(�)[butnotforV 00(�)].The upperplotin Figure4 showstheslow-rollparam eters

as a function of�=M p. In
ation does not continue below � ’ 0:02M p. Finally,the

lowerplotofFigure4 givesthescalarspectralindex asa function oflog10k(M pc
� 1).

Therunning ofthespectralindex with k,asshown in thepicture justm entioned,

can bewellapproxim ated by

n = n� +
1

N e

�
1

N e � ln(k=k�)
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�
N e

(N + 1)

 
dn

dlnk

�
�
�
�
�
�

+
1

N 2
e

! 2

4

 

1�
1

N e

ln
k

k�

! N + 1

� 1

3

5 : (68)

The�rstlineisthesam easeq.(24),which isvalid for(weak coupling)potentialswith

a radiativedependenceon thelogarithm ofthein
aton �eld.Thee�ectoftheNRO is

explicitly seen astheadditiveterm in thesecond line.

Asalready discussed in connection with Figure2,strongerrunning ofthespectral

index can beachieved ifN islarger.Thisleadsustothenextim portantquestion:how

reasonableisittoexpectanon-renorm alizableoperatorwith e.g.N = 9oreven larger?

Recallthat,forthepreviousm echanism to work,such operatorshould betheleading

one. Thisisnota seriousproblem because supersym m etric 
atdirectionsasthe one

we are using for in
ation can be protected against lifting by additionalsym m etries.

In fact it is com m on that som e ofthe 
at directions ofsupersym m etric m odels are

only lifted by NROsatvery high order.Thisiswellknown,forinstancein theM SSM

[17]. This is also very com m on in the context ofD=4 string theories,where string

selection rulesforbid m any operatorsin thesuperpotentialthatwould beallowed just

by gaugeinvariance.Forexam ple,in thepopularZ3� orbifold com pacti�cationsofthe

heterotic string,non-renorm alizable couplings involving twisted m atter �elds (which

would be the relevantcase ifthe in
aton isa twisted �eld)have the structure � 3+ 9n,

with n = 1;2;:::[18].

Concerning thesupersym m etric realization ofa potentiallikethatin (62)the�rst

guesswould beto usea superpotentialoftheform

W = �(�H + H � � �
2)+

1

(N + 3)
�3

�N

M N
; (69)

which is sim ply the standard superpotentialwe used in section 3 supplem ented by

a non-renorm alizable term forthe in
aton. From (69),one obtains attree levelthe

in
aton potential

V = VD +

�
�
�
�
�
�2

�N

M N
� �

2

�
�
�
�
�

2

; (70)

where VD is the Fayet-Iliopoulos contribution. This potentialhas a term oforder

�4�2N =M 2N liketheoneweareafter,butalsoaterm oflowerorder(� �2�2�N =M N +

h:c:).Forthehigherorderterm to dom inateonewould need j�2j� �2�N =M N which

can in principlebearranged.In any case,thepresenceofanon-zero� posesadi�erent

problem .In view oftheform ofthepotential(70)itisclearthattherewillbea series
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ofm inim awith �= � m exp[i�=(2+ N )]where�
(N + 2)
m = j�2jM N .The
atpotentialfor

� isthereforelifted by theNRO alongsom edirectionsin thecom plex planeof� while

along otherdirectionsthepotentialdevelopsm inim a and thiscan changequalitatively

the evolution ofthe in
aton. It is interesting that the usuallogarithm ic one-loop

corrections thatcause the in
aton to rollin the standard scenario can also cure the

previousproblem in the presentcase so thatthe m inim a are no longerdangerous. In

thatcaseonecan havethein
aton running in a stabletrajectory along which only its

realpart is non-zero. Nevertheless,the sim plest cure ofthe previous problem s is to

choose� = 0which,incidentally,isthechoiceoftheoriginalform ulation oftheD -term

in
ation m odel[15].In thatcaseonesim ply getsapotentialterm oforder�4�2N =M 2N

as in eq.(62). Notice how,thanks to supersym m etry,the order ofthe NRO in the

superpotential(69)hasalm ostdoubled in thepotential(70).

An appealing alternativeisto startwith

W = ��H + H � +
1

2
m �02 +

1

(P + 2)
�0�2

�P

M P
; (71)

wherewehaveintroduced an extra�eld � 0with m assm � M (sothat�0reallybelongs

in thee�ective theory below M ).W hen oneisalong the
atdirection forthein
aton

�eld � the coupling to � 0 generatesa tadpole foritso thatalso �0 developsa VEV.

Asweareonly interested in theevolution ofthein
aton �eld,wecan sim ply elim inate

�0 by solving its equation ofm otion in term s of� and substituting in the two-�eld

potentialV (�;� 0)to getthe �nalpotentialfor�: V (�)= V (�;� 0(�)). In thisway

onegetsthefollowing in
aton potential(along � =
p
2 Re� and absorbing factorsof

p
2 in M )

V = VD + �
4
�2

m 2

�4P

M 4P
; (72)

where again VD isthe Fayet-Iliopouloscontribution. The advantage ofthisoption is

thatthe NROsare naturally ofhigherorder.Forinstance,to getN = 9 one needsa

ratherm odestP = 4 in thesuperpotential(71).

5 C onclusions

In this paper we have assum ed that the W M AP indications on the running ofthe

scalar spectralindex are realand then explored the intriguing possibility that this

runnig iscaused by physicsatvery high energy scalesa�ecting thein
aton potential.
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It is tantalizing to im agine that we could be seeing in the sky the im prints ofsuch

physics. In m ore concrete term s we aim forwellm otivated in
aton potentials(from

thepointofview ofparticlephysics)thatcan reproducethesuggested slopeofn with

scale,dn=dlnk � O (� 0:05),giving atthe sam e tim e the rightam ountofe-foldsand

therightam plitudeofthepowerspectrum ofscalar
uctuations.

Thisisnotan easy task and hasatracted som ee�ortrecently.W ehavefocused on

alargeclassofin
ationary m odelswhich we�nd particularly atractive:thosewith 
at

tree-levelpotentiallifted by radiativecorrections.These radiativecorrectionsdirectly

controlthe slow rollofthe in
aton and,in turn,the running ofthe spectralindex n.

Thesem odelsincludesom etypicalhybrid in
ation m odelsasaparticularly interesting

subclass.In thesem odelsthereisaone-to-onecorrespondencebetween thevalueofthe

in
aton potential,therelated distancescalek and theassociated renorm alization scale,

so thattherunning ofthein
aton down itspotentialscansdi�erenthigh energy scales

and cosm ologicaldistances. In thislanguage,W M AP indicatesthatthe spectrum of

scalarperturbationsisblue(n > 1)atthelargestcosm ologicalscales(k � 10� 4M pc� 1)

and turnsto red (n < 1)below som escalek � 10� 2M pc� 1.In term sofenergy scales,

at the start ofin
ation the in
aton had a very large value (corresponding to very

high energy scales) and its slow-rollproduced n > 1 and a negative slope dn=dlnk.

Aftera few e-foldsthisnegative slope m ade n cross1 atsom e particularvalue �0 of

the in
aton �eld,corresponding to som e particularenergy scale Q 0. Lateron,n gets

stabilized around 0:94 � 0:99 and the additionalnum ber ofe-folds accum ulates till

N e � 50� 60,when in
ation ends.

In our search for suitable potentials in this type ofm odels we �nd two di�erent

regim es depending on how sizeable the coupling constants ofthe m odelparam eters

are.In thesm all-coupling regim e,thesem odelsm akesharp predictionsforthesizeof

thespectralindex n and foritsrunning with scale,nam ely

�
dn

dlnk
= (n � 1)2 � 1 : (73)

From this equation,it is clear that the prelim inary W M AP indication ofn crossing

n = 1 cannotbereproduced.

On theotherhand,atlargercoupling we�nd thata m uch strongerrunning ofn is

absolutely naturaland even unavoidable.However,reproducingtheW M AP indication

fordn=dlnk and a su�cientnum berofe-folds(N e � 50� 60)sim ultaneously isvery
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di�cult.W ehaveillustrated thisin apopularD -term hybrid in
ation m odelforwhich

wehaveobtained a ‘no-go’constraintoftheform (49)

(N 0

e)
2

dn

dlnk

�
�
�
�
�
Q 0

’ � 1:1 ; (74)

where,asm entioned above,Q 0 isthescaleatwhich n crosses1,andN
0
e isthenum berof

e-foldsfrom thatscaletilltheend ofin
ation.Now,ifonerequiresdn=dlnk ’ � 0:05,

then N 0
e � 50. Therefore,unlessa subsequent stage ofin
ation com pletesthe total

num berofe-folds,thesem odelsarein troublebythem selvestoreproducethebehaviour

ofn m entioned above.

Asthe detailsofin
ation in thisregion ofscalesare sensitive to possible physics

thresholds,weconsidered thenaturalpossibility ofthein
aton coupling to heavy new

�eldswith a m assM thatfallsin theenergy rangecrossed by thein
aton �eld in the

�rst few e-folds. Som ewhat to our surprise we found that,in the presence ofsharp

thresholds,theresultsofthepreviouscasearenotchanged substantially and stillone

�nds that the requirem ent ofa signi�cant running ofn leads to a sm allnum ber of

e-foldsbeing produced.

A di�erentway in which high energy physicscan leavean im printin thepredictions

ofin
ation isthrough non-renorm alizableoperatorsthatm odify thein
aton potential

in thein
ationary energy range.In thiscase,thenew energy threshold isnotcrossed

duringin
ation (thisisnecessary forareliabletreatm entofnew physicse�ectsin term s

ofe�ectiveoperatorsin the�rstplace!).Thekey pointhereisthateven operatorsthat

aresuppressed by a high energy m assscalecan becom eim portantin theenvironm ent

ofa very 
atpotential.In thiscontextweareableto writedown very sim pleand well

m otivated in
ationary potentialsthatcan give a running spectralindex in agreem ent

with W M AP and asu�cientnum berofe-foldsforreasonablechoicesoftheparam eters.

Thesuccesfultypeofpotentialcom binesthreeingredients:tree-level
atness,sm ooth

dependence on the in
aton through radiative logarithm s and a non-renorm alizable

term :

V (�)= � + � ln
m (�)

Q
+ �

4
�2N

M 2N
: (75)

W e have furtherm otivated thistype ofpotentialsby �nding supersym m etric realiza-

tions through superpotentials that include non-renorm alizable operators (NROs) of

m odestorder.
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Finally,wesum m arizethefunctionaldependenceofn(k)expected for
attree-level

potentials.In thesm all-coupling regim e,and ifno m assthresholdsarecrossed during

in
ation,thisissim ply given by

n(k)= 1�
1

N e � ln(k=k�)
; (76)

where k� isthe initialdistance scale k� � 10� 4 M pc� 1. The only param eterin (76),

N e,correspondstypically to the totalnum berofe-folds,i.e. N e ’ 50� 60,although

itcould be eithersm aller[ifthere are subsequent episodesofin
ation],orlarger{or

even negative{ [iftheend ofin
ation isnotm arked by � = O (1),butby theviolation

of som e hybrid-in
ation condition for the tree-level
atness]. This is explained in

subsect.2.1.Thecasewith thresholdsand/ornot-so-sm allcouplingsareaddressed in

subsects.2.1,2.2,4.1.

On the other hand,when there are e�ects ofhigh-energy (new) physics through

non-renorm alizableoperators(NROs),n(k)isoftheform

n(k) = n� +
1

N e

�
1

N e � ln(k=k�)

�
N e

(N + 1)

 
dn

dlnk

�
�
�
�
�
�

+
1

N 2
e

! 2

4

 

1�
1

N e

ln
k

k�

! N + 1

� 1

3

5 ; (77)

where � denotesquantitiesevaluated atthe initialscale k�,and N isthe exponentof

the dom inantNRO,asexpressed in eq.(75).The quantity N e hasthe sam e m eaning

as in eq.(76). The other param eters in eq.(77) are n�,dn=dlnkj�,which can be

expressed in term s ofthe param eters ofthe in
aton potential(75),as explained in

subsect.4.2. Finally,ifthe e�ectofthe NROsisnegligible [e.g. ifM ! 1 in (75),

which corresponds to n� ! 1� 1=Ne,dn=dlnkj� = � 1=N2
e in (77)],then eq.(76)is

recovered.Fora m oredetailed discussion,seesubsect.4.2.

Itwould beavery nicetestforthewideand well-m otivated classofin
ation m odels

analyzed in thispaper,iffutureanalysesand m easurem entsofthespectralindex n(k)

could be adjusted by one ofthe previous expressions,which in turn would provide

preciousinform ation aboutthein
aton potentialand on physicsatvery high energy-

scales.
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A .T he sim ple hybrid-in
ation m odelw ith N + 1 
avours

W e considerhere the sam e hybrid-in
ation m odelofsect.3,with N + 1 pairsofH �

�elds,instead ofthe unique pair(i.e.N = 0)ofthe originalm odel.The resultshave

intereston theirown (e.g.they illustratehow thevaluesofthecoupling constantsand

the speed ofrunning area�ected by the num berof
avours),butthey arealso useful

to illustratethethreshold-crossing procedurediscussed in sect.4.1.

Thesuperpotentialreadsnow

W = �(

N + 1X

a= 1

�aH
a
+
H

a
�
� �

2); (A.1)

where �a are the N + 1 Yukawa couplings. Asforthe N = 0 case,H a
�
have charges

� 1 with respectto the U(1)gauge group with gauge coupling g and Fayet-Iliopoulos

term �D .Thetree-levelscalarpotentialisgiven by V0 = VF + VD ,with

VF =

�
�
�
�
�

X

a

�aH
a
+ H

a
�
� �

2

�
�
�
�
�

2

+
X

a

�
2

a

�

jH � j
2
+ jH + j

2
�

j�j
2
;

VD =
g2

2

"
X

a

��
�
�H

a
+

�
�
�
2

�
�
�
�H

a
�

�
�
�
2
�

+ �D

#2

: (A.2)

Again,theglobalm inim um ofthepotentialissupersym m etric (VF = 0,VD = 0),but

for large enough j�jthe potentialhas a m inim um at H a
�
= 0 and is 
at in �. The

tree-levelpotentialin thisregion is

� = �
4 +

1

2
g
2
�
2

D : (A.3)

Thevarious�-functions,de�ned asderivativeswith respectto lnQ,aregiven by

�g =
1

8�2
(N + 1)g3 ; (A.4)

��D = 0 ; (A.5)

��a =
1

16�2
�a

2

43�2a +
X

b6= a

�
2

b � 4g2

3

5 ; (A.6)

��2 =
1

16�2

N + 1X

a= 1

�
2

a�
2
; (A.7)

�� =
1

8�2

"

(N + 1)g4�2D +

N + 1X

a= 1

�
2

a�
4

#

: (A.8)

Forsim plicity wecan takethesam eYukawacoupling�a = � forallfH a
+
;H a

�
gpairs,

which isa stablecondition underRG evolution.
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