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1. Introduction

In recent years there has been renewed interest in the study of rare and forbidden hyperon
decays. This is driven by new experiments actively studying such decays. For example, the BESIII
collaboration has obtained new limits on |Δ𝑆 | = 2 decays [1] and has performed a more precise
measurement of Σ+ → 𝑝𝛾 [2]. The LHCb collaboration has measured the rate of Σ+ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇− [3]
and expects to increase the precision of their result with a sample of a few hundred events that will
also allow them to improve the measurement of the dimuon spectrum. The LHCb collaboration also
expects to reach a sensitivity of O(10−9) − O(10−10) to |Δ𝑆 | = 2 Ξ decay [4, 5] whereas BESIII
expects to collect samples of O(106) − O(108) Λ,Ξ and Ω baryons and be able to reach branching
ratio sensitivities at the O(10−5) level [6]. Later on, the super tau-charm factory is expected to
obtain much larger samples of hyperons [7].

In this talk, we will cover three topics: the decay Σ+ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇−; tests of charge lepton flavour
violation (CLFV) in hyperon decay; and |Δ𝑆 | = 2 modes. There is also much ongoing and expected
activity concerning CP violation in hyperon decay at BESIII which we do not discuss here.

2. 𝜒PT at leading order

The matrix elements necessary for the calculation of rare semileptonic and CLFV decays of
the form 𝐵𝑖 → 𝐵 𝑗ℓ

+ℓ− can all be obtained from the chiral Lagrangian

Ls =
𝑓 2
𝜋

4
Tr

(
𝜕𝜇𝑈𝜕

𝜇𝑈†
)
+ Tr𝐵(𝑖 ̸𝜕 − 𝑀)𝐵 + 𝑖Tr𝐵𝛾𝜇

[
𝑉𝜇, 𝐵

]
(1)

+Tr
(
𝐷𝐵𝛾𝛼𝛾5{A𝛼, 𝐵} + 𝐹𝐵𝛾𝛼𝛾5 [A𝛼, 𝐵]

)
(2)

+𝜖𝑘𝑙𝑛C
[(
𝑇𝑛𝑣𝑤

)
𝛼 (A𝑤𝑙)𝛼𝐵𝑣𝑘 + 𝐵𝑘𝑣 (A𝑙𝑤)𝛼 (𝑇𝑛𝑣𝑤)𝛼

]
, (3)

where 𝜉 = 𝑒𝑖𝜙/ 𝑓 , 𝑈 = 𝜉2, 𝐴𝜇 = 𝑖(𝜉𝜕𝜇𝜉† − 𝜉†𝜕𝜇𝜉), 𝜅 = (𝜆6 + 𝑖𝜆7)/2. The pseudoscalar meson,
the baryon octet and the baryon decuplet fields are, explicitly:

𝜙 =
1
√

2

©«
1√
2
𝜋0 + 1√

6
𝜂8 𝜋+ 𝐾+

𝜋− −1√
2
𝜋0 + 1√

6
𝜂8 𝐾0

𝐾− �̄�0 −2√
6
𝜂8

ª®®®¬ , 𝐵 =

©«
1√
2
Σ0 + 1√

6
Λ Σ+ 𝑝

Σ− −1√
2
Σ0 + 1√

6
Λ 𝑛

Ξ− Ξ0 −2√
6
Λ

ª®®®¬ , (4)

and

𝑇111 = Δ++ , 𝑇112 = 1√
3
Δ+ , 𝑇122 = 1√

3
Δ0 , 𝑇222 = Δ− ,

𝑇113 = 1√
3
Σ∗+ , 𝑇123 = 1√

6
Σ∗0 , 𝑇223 = 1√

3
Σ∗− ,

𝑇133 = 1√
3
Ξ∗0 , 𝑇233 = 1√

3
Ξ∗− , 𝑇333 = Ω− .

(5)

Following standard methods in the literature one extracts from this Lagrangian a correspondence
between quark densities or currents and hadronic transitions [8, 9], the relevant ones for this
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discussion are

𝑑𝛾𝜂𝑠 ⇔ −
√︂

3
2
𝑛𝛾𝜂Λ − 𝑝𝛾𝜂Σ+ +

√︂
3
2
Λ𝛾𝜂Ξ

0 − 1
√

2
Σ0𝛾𝜂Ξ

0 + Σ ¯𝛾𝜂Ξ
−

+ 𝑖
(
𝜋+ 𝜕𝜂𝐾

− − 𝐾− 𝜕𝜂𝜋
+) − 𝑖

√
2

(
𝜋0 𝜕𝜂𝐾

0 − 𝐾0 𝜕𝜂𝜋
0) + · · · , (6)

𝑑𝛾𝜂𝛾5𝑠 ⇔ −𝐷 − 3𝐹
√

6
𝑛𝛾𝜂𝛾5Λ + (𝐷 − 𝐹) 𝑝𝛾𝜂𝛾5Σ

+ − 𝐷 − 3𝐹
√

6
Λ𝛾𝜂𝛾5Ξ

0

− 𝐷 + 𝐹
√

2
Σ0𝛾𝜂𝛾5Ξ

0 + (𝐷 + 𝐹) Σ ¯𝛾𝜂𝛾5Ξ
− + C Ξ ¯ Ω−

𝜂 +
√

2 𝑓 𝜕𝜂𝐾
0 + · · · , (7)

𝑑𝛾5𝑠 ⇔ 𝑖
√

2 𝐵0 𝑓 𝐾
0 + · · · . (8)

In addition, there are contributions from kaon poles that arise at the same order, including the
following terms

𝑑𝛾5𝑠 ⇔
𝐵0

𝑚2
𝐾
− 𝑞2

(
−𝐷 − 3𝐹

√
6

(𝑚Λ + 𝑚𝑁 ) 𝑛𝛾5Λ + (𝐷 − 𝐹) (𝑚Σ + 𝑚𝑁 ) 𝑝𝛾5Σ
+

−𝐷 − 3𝐹
√

6
(𝑚Λ + 𝑚Ξ) Λ𝛾5Ξ

0 − 𝐷 + 𝐹
√

2
(𝑚Σ + 𝑚Ξ) Σ0𝛾5Ξ

0 + (𝐷 + 𝐹) (𝑚Σ + 𝑚Ξ) Σ ¯𝛾5Ξ
−
)
· · · ,

(9)

and terms involving Ω which can be found in [10].
The couplings 𝐷 and 𝐹 are extracted from fits to hyperon semileptonic decay while C is

extracted from a fit to strong𝑇𝐵𝜙 decay. Using data from [11], we find the values 𝐷 = 0.81(1), 𝐹 =

0.47(1), C = −1.7(3)[12]. As shown many years ago [13], if the decuplet field is included in
the Lagrangian, chiral corrections to the axial octet currents are less than 30% (there are a few
exceptions, Σ → 𝑛 and Λ → 𝜋, which do not appear in this discussion). It is customary to include
some higher order corrections via pole form factors as in [14], for example.

The non-leptonic weak transitions between baryons are dominated by an interaction that trans-
forms as an (8𝐿 , 1𝑅) under chiral rotations and can be obtained at leading order in 𝜒PT from the
Lagrangian

L𝑠𝑚
Δ𝑆=1 ⊃ Tr

(
ℎ𝐷 𝐵

{
𝜉†𝜅𝜉, 𝐵

}
+ ℎ𝐹 𝐵

[
𝜉†𝜅𝜉, 𝐵

] )
+ ℎ𝐶

(
𝑇 𝑘𝑙𝑛

) 𝜂 (
𝜉†𝜅𝜉

)
𝑛𝑜

(𝑇𝑘𝑙𝑜)𝜂 . (10)

The couplings ℎ𝐷 , ℎ𝐹 , ℎ𝐶 are extracted from fits to nonleptonic hyperon decay and suffer from the
well-known 𝑆/𝑃 wave problem: if the 𝑆-waves are fit, the 𝑃 waves are poorly explained and vice
versa. Although the reasons are understood in 𝜒PT [13], a fit to data beyond the leading order
is not useful. For numerical purposes, we use the values obtained from a recent fit to 𝑆-waves,
ℎ𝐷 = −1.69, ℎ𝐹 = 3.96, ℎ𝐶 = 3.75. These numbers and the full covariance matrix from the fit can
be found in [12]. Unlike the semileptonic transitions which can be predicted to within 30%, we
regard the value of matrix elements obtained from Eq. 10 as an order of magnitude estimate.
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3. Σ+ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇−

Interest in this mode peaked in 2005 when the HyperCP collaboration first measured its rate.
Although their measurement, B(Σ+ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇−) = (8.6+6.6

−5.4 ± 5.5) × 10−8 [15], was in agreement
with SM predictions [16] the three events observed clustered near a single dimuon invariant mass,
214.3 MeV. This gave rise to speculation of a possible new particle, that is now mostly ruled out
by measurements in the kaon sector. The more recent LHCb result, on the other hand, shows no
bumps in the spectrum and matches well with the distribution expected from phase space [3]. A
more precise determination of this dimuon mass distribution is expected from the next analysis.
The interest in this mode from the perspective of new physics remains, motivated in part by the
persistent anomalies in modes originating from a 𝑏 → 𝑠𝜇+𝜇− quark transition.

Within the SM, Σ+ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇− is dominated by long-distance physics. The diagram in the
left panel of Figure 1 illustrates how this process proceeds through photon exchange and how
the associated long-distance contributions can be estimated. The shaded oval represents the weak
Σ → 𝑝𝛾∗ transition, which can be parametrized with four complex form-factors 𝑎(𝑞2), 𝑏(𝑞2), 𝑐(𝑞2)
and 𝑑 (𝑞2),

MLD
SM =

−𝑖𝑒2𝐺F
𝑞2 �̄�𝑝 (𝑎 + 𝑏𝛾5)𝜎𝜅𝜈𝑞

𝜅𝑢Σ �̄�𝜇𝛾
𝜈𝑣 �̄� − 𝑒2𝐺F �̄�𝑝𝛾𝜅 (𝑐 + 𝑑𝛾5)𝑢Σ �̄�𝜇𝛾

𝜅𝑣 �̄� . (11)

The imaginary part of these form factors can be calculated as depicted schematically on the right
panel, where the Σ+ → 𝑁𝜋 vertices are extracted from experiment and the 𝑁𝜋 → 𝑝𝛾 scattering is
obtained from leading order 𝜒PT. Furthermore, the real part of two of these form factors evaluated
at zero momentum transfer, 𝑎(0) and 𝑏(0), can be extracted from measurements of Σ+ → 𝑝𝛾 (the
most recent one being [2]) up to a four-fold ambiguity, and the real part of 𝑐(𝑞2) and 𝑑 (𝑞2), as well
as the momentum dependence of 𝑎 and 𝑏, can be inferred using pole models [16–22]. The most
recent calculation of these numbers using relativistic 𝜒PT, along with the resulting predictions for
Σ+ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇−, is displayed in Table 1 [23]. The Table also shows the same branching fraction
omitting the real parts of the form factors 𝑐 and 𝑑 which are the most model-dependent. It also
shows the integrated forward-backward asymmetry and the rate for Σ+ → 𝑝𝑒+𝑒− that follow for
each of the four solutions to Re (𝑎) and Re (𝑏). The corresponding results when using heavy baryon
𝜒PT instead are similar and presented in [21, 23]. There are ongoing efforts to calculate this LD
amplitudes in lattice QCD [24]. The forward-backward asymmetry quoted in Table 1 corresponds
to the definition

�̃�FB =
1

Γ(Σ+ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇−)

∫
𝑑𝑞2

(∫ 1

0

𝑑2Γ

𝑑𝑞2𝑑 cos 𝜃
𝑑𝜃 −

∫ 0

−1

𝑑2Γ

𝑑𝑞2𝑑 cos 𝜃
𝑑𝜃

)
, (12)

where the normalisation is the rate calculated for each solution to the LD form factors, corresponding
to the different rates shown in the Table. In [21] we proposed using the difference between the
relativistic and heavy baryon calculations as an estimate for the theoretical uncertainty. To illustrate
this, we allow the Im(𝑎(0)) and Im(𝑏(0)) to vary between the two values obtained with these two
methods. In Figure 3 we show the resulting error in the branching fraction for each of the four
solutions as a function of the ranges in parameters obtained in this fashion.

We also note that the SM short distance contribution to this mode is significantly smaller,
producing a branching ratio B𝑆𝐷 (Σ+ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇−) ∼ O(10−12) or four orders of magnitude below
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Re(𝑎)MeV Re(𝑏)MeV 108B 108BRe(𝑐,𝑑)=0 105 �̃�𝐹𝐵 106B𝑒𝑒
−12.14 ± 0.24 4.75 ± 0.42 2.72 ± 0.21 1.84 ± 0.15 −1.58 ± 0.04 7.6 ± 0.3
−4.75 ± 0.42 12.14 ± 0.24 7.82 ± 0.24 5.87 ± 0.22 −0.32 ± 0.02 8.3 ± 0.3
4.75 ± 0.42 −12.14 ± 0.24 4.13 ± 0.17 5.78 ± 0.22 0.91 ± 0.04 7.8 ± 0.3
12.14 ± 0.24 −4.75 ± 0.42 1.24 ± 0.09 1.80 ± 0.14 4.52 ± 0.08 7.4 ± 0.3

Table 1: Four possible values of Re(𝑎(0)),Re(𝑏(0)) and corresponding branching ratios and asymmetry for
Σ+ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇− . The column labelled B includes contributions from the four form factors, with the quoted
error including only the experimental errors that propagate to the extractions of Re(𝑎, 𝑏) andIm(𝑎, 𝑏). The
next column does not include the real parts of 𝑐 and 𝑑, which are obtained from a pole model. The last
column is the corresponding branching ratio for the mode Σ+ → 𝑝𝑒+𝑒− .

Figure 1: Left panel: long distance photon exchange contribution to Σ+ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇− . The shaded oval
represents the weak Σ → 𝑝𝛾∗ transition. Right panel: cut giving rise to Im(𝑎(0)) and Im(𝑏(0)).

3 4 5 6
0

2

4

6

8

Im a(0) MeV

10
8
B
(Σ
+

p
μ
+
μ
- )

-1.8 -1.6 -1.4 -1.2 -1.0 -0.8 -0.6
0

2

4

6

8

Im b(0) MeV

10
8
B
(Σ
+

p
μ
+
μ
- )

Figure 2: Branching ratio for the four solutions when the imaginary parts are allowed to range between those
determined with relativistic and heavy baryon 𝜒PT.

the long distance one. Given this, constraining new physics with this mode is restricted to scenarios
where the NP can enter at a level similar to that of the long-distance contributions. As briefly
discussed in [21] and elaborated in [23], there are constraints complementary to those from kaon
physics that can be obtained and that still allow this possibility. To study the effect of NP we
consider the effective Hamiltonian

Leff = −Heff =
∑︁
𝑖

𝐶𝑖O𝑖 + H.c., (13)
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with operators defined as

O7 =
𝐺F√

2
𝑉∗
𝑡𝑑𝑉𝑡𝑠

𝑒

4𝜋2 𝑚𝑠𝑑𝐿𝜎
𝜅𝜈𝑠𝑅 𝐹𝜅𝜈 , O7′ =

𝐺F√
2
𝑉∗
𝑡𝑑𝑉𝑡𝑠

𝑒

4𝜋2 𝑚𝑠𝑑𝑅𝜎
𝜅𝜈𝑠𝐿 𝐹𝜅𝜈 , (14)

O𝜇9 =
𝐺F√

2
𝑉∗
𝑡𝑑𝑉𝑡𝑠

𝑒2

4𝜋2 𝑑𝐿𝛾
𝜈𝑠𝐿 𝜇𝛾𝜈𝜇 , O𝜇9′ =

𝐺F√
2
𝑉∗
𝑡𝑑𝑉𝑡𝑠

𝑒2

4𝜋2 𝑑𝑅𝛾
𝜈𝑠𝑅 𝜇𝛾𝜈𝜇 , (15)

O𝜇10 =
𝐺F√

2
𝑉∗
𝑡𝑑𝑉𝑡𝑠

𝑒2

4𝜋2 𝑑𝐿𝛾
𝜈𝑠𝐿 𝜇𝛾𝜈𝛾5𝜇 , O𝜇10′ =

𝐺F√
2
𝑉∗
𝑡𝑑𝑉𝑡𝑠

𝑒2

4𝜋2 𝑑𝑅𝛾
𝜈𝑠𝑅 𝜇𝛾𝜈𝛾5𝜇 , (16)

O𝑆 =
𝐺F√

2
𝑉∗
𝑡𝑑𝑉𝑡𝑠

𝑒2

4𝜋2 𝑚𝑠𝑑𝐿𝑠𝑅 𝜇𝜇 , O𝑆′ =
𝐺F√

2
𝑉∗
𝑡𝑑𝑉𝑡𝑠

𝑒2

4𝜋2 𝑚𝑠𝑑𝑅𝑠𝐿 𝜇𝜇 , (17)

O𝑃 =
𝐺F√

2
𝑉∗
𝑡𝑑𝑉𝑡𝑠

𝑒2

4𝜋2 𝑚𝑠𝑑𝐿𝑠𝑅 𝜇𝛾5𝜇 , O𝑃′ =
𝐺F√

2
𝑉∗
𝑡𝑑𝑉𝑡𝑠

𝑒2

4𝜋2𝑚𝑠𝑑𝑅𝑠𝐿 𝜇𝛾5𝜇 , (18)

These operators also contribute to kaon decays and have been studied in the context of (although
with varying notation) 𝐾𝑆,𝐿 → 𝜇+𝜇− [25, 26], 𝐾𝐿 → 𝜋0𝜇+𝜇− [27–30], 𝐾 → 𝜋𝜋𝛾, 𝐾 → 𝛾𝛾

[31, 32], 𝐾+ → 𝜋+𝜇+𝜇− [33]. Similarly to their hyperon decay counterpart, these kaon modes
receive substantial and in some cases dominant long-distance contributions. Nevertheless, certain
constraints on NP emerge leaving blind directions in parameter space that can be covered by
Σ+ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇− [23]. In particular, the kaon modes are only sensitive to either parity conserving
or parity violating NP whereas the hyperon decay is sensitive to both. An obvious possibility to
avoid kaon bounds is to choose 𝐶10 = −𝐶10′ and 𝐶𝑃 = −𝐶𝑃′ to obtain an operator proportional to
𝑑𝛾𝜇𝛾5𝑠 and one proportional to 𝑑𝛾5𝑠. If the NP is CP conserving, this operator will then only affect
𝐾𝐿 → 𝜇+𝜇− and Σ+ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇− and there is only one combination which enters 𝐾𝐿 → 𝜇+𝜇− as
discussed in [23]. To fully cover the parameter space kaon constraints do not suffice. For example,
for the parameter combinations 𝐶9− and 𝐶10− (defined as 𝐶9,10 − 𝐶9′ ,10′) we find that the tightest
bounds arise from Σ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇−. The results are depicted in the right panel of Figure 3, where
we see their allowed values can reach the 104 range. The four contours shown correspond to the
four different SM LD solutions added to the NP contributions. Although these numbers are very
large at face value, we see that they enter the effective Hamiltonian accompanied by a very strong
CKM suppression, 𝑉∗

𝑡𝑑
𝑉𝑡𝑠. This implies that coefficients of this magnitude could appear in models

without the mixing angle suppression implied by the normalization adopted in Eq. 18.

In [21], several additional observables were discussed as possible tests for NP. The forward-
backward asymmetry (tabulated above) is very small in the SM, −1.4 ≲ �̃�𝐹𝐵 × 105 ≲ 0.6, but can
reach the 5% level for certain parameter values while the branching ratio remains within the LHCb
range. If the muon polarization can be measured, there are additional observables sensitive to NP
also discussed in [21].

With sufficient statistics, a measurement of the dimuon spectrum can also help understand the
long-distance contributions. In Figure 3 we superimpose the spectrum predicted by 𝜒PT (orange)
(with a spread spanning the four solutions) on the LHCb data and the phase space model used in
their analysis [3]. These measurements are also motivating lattice studies [24].
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PS model
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Figure 3: Left panel: range of predictions for the dimuon mass distribution from 𝜒PT compared to the LHCb
measurement and the phase space spectrum (blue line). Right panel: parameter space allowed in 𝐶9− −𝐶10−
plane.

4. CLFV hyperon decay modes

Decays exhibiting charged lepton flavour violation are sensitive probes of physics beyond the
SM. In the case of hyperon decay, the modes are complementary to kaon modes and we illustrate
this with a few examples. We parametrize the NP at the low scale with the same Hamiltonian as
in Eq. 13 replacing the lepton bilinears 𝜇 · · · 𝜇 with ℓ · · · ℓ′. With leptoquark exchange models in
mind, we match this to the dimension six SMEFT

LNP =
1

Λ2
NP

(
5∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑐
𝑖 𝑗 𝑥𝑦

𝑘
Q𝑖 𝑗 𝑥𝑦
𝑘

+ (𝑐𝑖 𝑗 𝑥𝑦6 Q𝑖 𝑗 𝑥𝑦6 + H.c.)
)

(19)

Q𝑖 𝑗 𝑥𝑦1 = 𝑞
𝑖
𝛾𝜂𝑞 𝑗 𝑙𝑥𝛾𝜂 𝑙𝑦 Q𝑖 𝑗 𝑥𝑦2 = 𝑞

𝑖
𝛾𝜂𝜏𝐼𝑞 𝑗 𝑙𝑥𝛾𝜂𝜏𝐼 𝑙𝑦 Q𝑖 𝑗 𝑥𝑦3 = 𝑑

𝑖
𝛾𝜂𝑑 𝑗 𝑒𝑥𝛾𝜂𝑒𝑦

Q𝑖 𝑗 𝑥𝑦4 = 𝑑
𝑖
𝛾𝜂𝑑 𝑗 𝑙𝑥𝛾𝜂 𝑙𝑦 Q𝑖 𝑗 𝑥𝑦5 = 𝑞

𝑖
𝛾𝜂𝑞 𝑗 𝑒𝑥𝛾𝜂𝑒𝑦 Q𝑖 𝑗 𝑥𝑦6 = 𝑙

𝑖
𝑒 𝑗 𝑑𝑥𝑞𝑦

To calculate the hyperon decay amplitude it is convenient to group the new coefficients as they
appear multiplying the vector (axial vector) currents or scalar (pseudoscalar) densities:

L𝑁𝑃 ⊃ −1
Λ2
𝑁𝑃

∑︁
ℓ,ℓ′

[
𝑑𝛾𝜅 𝑠 ℓ𝛾𝜅

(
𝑉ℓℓ′ + 𝛾5𝐴ℓℓ′

)
ℓ′ + 𝑑𝛾𝜅𝛾5𝑠 ℓ𝛾𝜅

(
�̃�ℓℓ′ + 𝛾5 �̃�ℓℓ′

)
ℓ′

+ 𝑑𝑠 ℓ
(
𝑆ℓℓ′ + 𝛾5𝑃ℓℓ′

)
ℓ′ + 𝑑𝛾5𝑠 ℓ

(
𝑆ℓℓ′ + 𝛾5�̃�ℓℓ′

)
ℓ′

]
4𝑉ℓℓ′ = −𝑐ℓℓ′1 − 𝑐ℓℓ′2 − 𝑐ℓℓ′3 − 𝑐ℓℓ′4 − 𝑐ℓℓ′5 , 4 𝐴ℓℓ′ = 𝑐ℓℓ

′

1 + 𝑐ℓℓ′2 − 𝑐ℓℓ′3 + 𝑐ℓℓ′4 − 𝑐ℓℓ′5 ,

4 �̃�ℓℓ′ = 𝑐ℓℓ
′

1 + 𝑐ℓℓ′2 − 𝑐ℓℓ′3 − 𝑐ℓℓ′4 + 𝑐ℓℓ′5 , 4 �̃�ℓℓ′ = −𝑐ℓℓ′1 − 𝑐ℓℓ′2 − 𝑐ℓℓ′3 + 𝑐ℓℓ′4 + 𝑐ℓℓ′5 ,

4 𝑆ℓℓ′ = −𝑐ℓℓ′6 − 𝑐ℓℓ′6′ = −4 �̃�ℓℓ′ , 4 𝑃ℓℓ′ = −𝑐ℓℓ′6 + 𝑐ℓℓ′6′ = −4 𝑆ℓℓ′ . (20)
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It is then straightforward to use the results in Eq. 6 to obtain, for example,

B
(
Ξ0 → Λ𝑒−𝜇+

)
=

[
2.4

(
|𝑉𝑒𝜇 |2 + |𝐴𝑒𝜇 |2

)
+ 7.5

(
|𝑆𝑒𝜇 |2 + |𝑃𝑒𝜇 |2

)
+6.5 Re

(
𝐴∗
𝑒𝜇𝑃𝑒𝜇 −𝑉∗

𝑒𝜇𝑆𝑒𝜇

)
+ 0.25

(
|�̃�𝑒𝜇 |2 + | �̃�𝑒𝜇 |2

)
+ 0.07

(
|�̃�𝑒𝜇 |2 + |�̃�𝑒𝜇 |2

)
− 0.08 Re

(
�̃�∗
𝑒𝜇 �̃�𝑒𝜇 − �̃�∗

𝑒𝜇 �̃�𝑒𝜇

)]
× 10−5

(
1 TeV4

Λ𝑁𝑃

)4

B
(
𝐾𝐿 → 𝑒±𝜇∓

)
= 3.8

[
|�̃�𝑒𝜇 + �̃�∗

𝜇𝑒 + 19
(
�̃�𝑒𝜇 − �̃�∗𝜇𝑒

)
|2

+ | �̃�𝑒𝜇 + �̃�∗
𝜇𝑒 − 19

(
�̃�𝑒𝜇 + �̃�∗

𝜇𝑒

)
|2
]
× 10−1

(
1 TeV4

Λ𝑁𝑃

)4

< 4.7 × 10−12

B
(
𝐾+ → 𝜋+𝑒−𝜇+

)
= 8.7

[
|𝑉 𝜇𝑒 |2 + |𝐴𝜇𝑒 |2 + 10

(
|𝑆𝜇𝑒 |2 + |𝑃𝜇𝑒 |2

)
+ 3.6 Re

(
𝐴∗
𝜇𝑒𝑃𝜇𝑒 +𝑉∗

𝜇𝑒𝑆𝜇𝑒

)]
× 10−2

(
1 TeV4

Λ𝑁𝑃

)4

< 1.3 × 10−11. (21)

For the last two branching ratios (kaon modes) we have also quoted the current 90% c.l. experimental
upper bound. The colour coding suggests how the different modes are complementary being
sensitive to different currents (densities). For example, the kaon limits on parity odd quark bilinears
are much better than those on the parity even ones whereas the hyperons are sensitive to both. The
rates for Ω decays can be similarly obtained and are quoted in [10]. The sensitivity of the different
hyperon decay modes is compared in Figure 4. That figure shows that the hyperon modes most
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Figure 4: Possible constraints for different hyperon modes, Λ → 𝑛𝑒−𝜇+, Σ+ → 𝑝𝑒−𝜇+, Ξ0 →
Λ𝑒−𝜇+, Ω− → Ξ−𝑒−𝜇+. For these plots we have taken Λ𝑁𝑃 = 1 TeV and assumed that all branching
ratios are probed at the 10−10 level.

sensitive to NP are those that involve Ω decay. In Figure 5 we compare current kaon constraints to
those that can be achieved with a 10−12 sensitivity to the Ω branching ratios.

5. |Δ𝑆 | = 2 hyperon decay

Within the SM, the short distance |Δ𝑆 | = 2 interactions responsible for 𝐾 − �̄� mixing arise
from box diagrams that lead to the effective Hamiltonian

H𝑆𝑀
Δ𝑆=2 =

𝜂𝑐𝑐𝐺
2
F𝑚

2
𝑐

4𝜋2

(
𝑉∗
𝑐𝑑𝑉𝑐𝑠

)2 𝑑𝛾𝛼𝑃𝐿𝑠 𝑑𝛾𝛼𝑃𝐿𝑠. (22)
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Figure 5: Current constraints placed by 𝐾𝐿 → 𝑒±𝜇∓, 𝐾+ → 𝜋+𝑒−𝜇+ and 𝜇 → 𝑒 conversion compared to
what can be achieved with a sensitivity of 10−12 to B(Ω− → Ξ−𝑒−𝜇+).

The SM prediction that follows, agrees well with the measured kaon mixing and results in tiny
hyperon decay rates as we show below. Going beyond the SM, however, we note that the kaon
matrix element is only sensitive to parity even operators, whereas the hyperon decay matrix elements
are sensitive to both parity even and odd operators and can therefore close the remaining window
for new physics in parameter space. This is illustrated schematically in Figure 6

Figure 6: The kaon mixing matrix element (above) is only sensitive to the parity even part of H𝑆𝑀
Δ𝑆=2. The

hyperon decay is sensitive to the parity odd part as well as depicted on the lower panel.

To estimate the rates for |Δ𝑆 | = 2 hyperon decay within the SM we need to deal with both
short and long-distance contributions. For the short-distance contribution, we need to compute the
matrix element of Eq. 22. This can be partially achieved by noticing that this operator is part of
the same (27𝐿 , 1𝑅) responsible for the Δ𝐼 = 3/2 non-leptonic hyperon decay amplitudes and can
thus be related to those rates [34, 35]. When the decuplet is included, there are two low-energy
constants in the lowest order in baryon 𝜒PT representation of the relevant operator:

Q𝐿𝐿 = 𝑑𝛾𝛼𝑃𝐿𝑠 𝑑𝛾𝛼𝑃𝐿𝑠 = t𝑘𝑙,𝑛𝑜 𝜓𝑘𝛾
𝛼𝑃𝐿𝜓𝑛 𝜓𝑙𝛾𝛼𝑃𝐿𝜓𝑜

→ Λ𝜒 𝑓
2
𝜋 t𝑘𝑙,𝑛𝑜

[
𝛽27

(
𝜉𝐵𝜉†

)
𝑛𝑘

(
𝜉𝐵𝜉†

)
𝑜𝑙
+ 𝛿27 𝜉𝑛𝑥𝜉𝑜𝑧𝜉

†
𝑣𝑘
𝜉
†
𝑤𝑙

(
𝑇𝑟𝑣𝑤

)
𝛼 (𝑇𝑟 𝑥𝑧)𝛼

]
H 𝑠𝑚

Δ𝐼=3/2,Δ𝑆=1 =
√

8(𝑐1 + 𝑐2)𝐺F𝑉
∗
𝑢𝑑𝑉𝑢𝑠Q

Δ𝐼=3/2
Δ𝑆=1 , QΔ𝐼=3/2

Δ𝑆=1 = 𝑡𝑘𝑙,𝑛𝑜𝜓𝑘𝛾
𝛼𝑃𝐿𝜓𝑛𝜓𝑙𝛾𝛼𝑃𝐿𝜓𝑜

QΔ𝐼=3/2
Δ𝑆=1 → Λ𝜒 𝑓

2
𝜋 𝑡𝑘𝑙,𝑛𝑜

[
𝛽27

(
𝜉𝐵𝜉†

)
𝑛𝑘

(
𝜉𝐵𝜉†

)
𝑜𝑙
+ 𝛿27𝜉𝑛𝑥𝜉𝑜𝑧𝜉

†
𝑣𝑘
𝜉
†
𝑤𝑙

(
𝑇𝑟𝑣𝑤

) 𝜂
(𝑇𝑟 𝑥𝑧)𝜂

]
(23)

In practice, extracting the low energy constant 𝛽27 from a fit to Δ𝐼 = 3/2 amplitudes is difficult
because these represent a tiny fraction of the overall amplitudes (the Δ𝐼 = 1/2 rule). The situation
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is slightly better for the S-wave of Σ+ → 𝑛𝜋+ where the octet matrix element vanishes at leading
order in 𝜒PT. Using this decay mode we obtain 𝛽27 = 0.076 ± 0.015 [12], but cannot fix 𝛿27 from
data. For numerical estimates, we assume that they are of a similar magnitude.

The |Δ𝑆 | = 2 hyperon decay rates that result from this short-distance contribution in the SM
are very small as can be seen in Table 2, or Figure 7. Figure 7 illustrates the correlation between two
|Δ𝑆 | = 2 hyperon modes andΔ𝑀𝐾 taking into account the uncertainty in all the parameters that enter
the calculation [12], with the largest uncertainty that appears in the perturbative part of the result
being that in 𝜂𝑐𝑐 = 1.87 ± 0.76 [36]. The blue region in the figure marks the experimental value of
Δ𝑀𝐾 . The figure illustrates how the SM can accommodate the measured mixing, but it leaves room
for NP contributions. It also shows, however, that any short-distance contribution from NP will
lead to unobservably small hyperon rates. Following the discussion leading to Figure 6, we can see
that the hyperon decay can test NP physics contributions only if they are mostly parity-violating,
hence not contributing to kaon mixing. To estimate the effect of long-distance contributions, we

Figure 7: Correlation between Ξ0 → 𝑝𝜋− and Δ𝑀𝐾 from short distance contributions in the SM, left panel.
The same for Ω− → Λ𝜋− in the right panel.

need to evaluate pole diagrams such as those sketched in Figure 8. We emphasize, however, that the
uncertainty in this estimate is large with the prediction being only an order of magnitude estimate. It

Figure 8: S and P wave pole diagrams to obtain the leading long-distance contributions to |Δ𝑆 | = 2 hyperon
decays. The open squares represent |Δ𝑆 | = 1 weak transitions from Eq. 10 and the solid circle a strong vertex
from Eq. 3

.

turns out that the long-distance contributions to these decays are several orders of magnitude larger
than their short-distance counterparts, but still below current experimental sensitivity. The left
panel of Figure 9 illustrates the dominance of long-distance contributions for the mode Ω− → 𝑛𝐾−.
The right panel shows an example of correlations between two hyperon modes including both short
and long distance terms within the SM. As before, the spread in these scatter plots corresponds
to a variation of all parameters within their uncertainties as discussed in [12]. Some of the rates
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Figure 9: Ω− → 𝑛𝐾− with all contributions vs only short distance contributions (left panel). Correlation
between two |Δ𝑆 | = 2 hyperon decay modes including both short and long-distance contributions.

we obtained in [12] are tabulated in Table 2. For comparison, the last column also shows the
current 90% confidence level upper limit from either HyperCP [37] or BESIII [1]. We now turn
our attention to the possibility of constraining new physics, and begin from the effective dimension
six four-quark operator,

H = 𝐶𝐿𝐿Q𝐿𝐿 + 𝐶𝑅𝑅Q𝑅𝑅 + 𝐶𝐿𝑅Q𝐿𝑅 + 𝐶′
𝐿𝑅Q′

𝐿𝑅

Q𝐿𝐿 = 𝑑𝛾𝛼𝑃𝐿𝑠 𝑑𝛾𝛼𝑃𝐿𝑠, Q𝑅𝑅 = 𝑑𝛾𝛼𝑃𝑅𝑠 𝑑𝛾𝛼𝑃𝑅𝑠

Q𝐿𝑅 = 𝑑𝛾𝛼𝑃𝐿𝑠 𝑑𝛾𝛼𝑃𝑅𝑠, Q′
𝐿𝑅 = 𝑑𝑃𝐿𝑠 𝑑𝑃𝑅𝑠 (24)

In this effective Hamiltonian, the term Q𝐿𝐿 is the one that occurs in the SM whereas Q𝑅𝑅 and Q𝐿𝑅
occur in left-right models and Q′

𝐿𝑅
is induced by renormalization. With these four operators, it is

possible to represent NP with Wilson coefficients such that kaon mixing is suppressed but |Δ𝑆 | = 2
hyperon decay rates are not. There are several options, for example, the Wilson coefficients can be
fine-tuned relying on the fact that Q𝐿𝐿,𝑅𝑅 have a different kaon matrix element than Q′

𝐿𝑅
[12]. A

second possibility is to find models where the Wilson coefficients satisfy 𝐶𝐿𝐿 = −𝐶𝑅𝑅, resulting in
a parity odd operator that does not contribute to kaon mixing [34]. One example discussed in [12]

Mode B𝑆𝐷 B𝑠 90% c.l. limit
Ξ0 → 𝑝𝜋− (0.03, 1) × 10−15 (0.01, 2.6) × 10−14 8 × 10−6 [37]
Ξ0 → 𝑛𝜋0 (0.03, 1) × 10−15 (0., 0.9) × 10−15

Ξ− → 𝑛𝜋− (0.07, 2.6) × 10−16 (0.01, 1.3) × 10−14 1.5 × 10−5[37]
Ω− → 𝑛𝐾− (0.1, 6.5) × 10−17 (0.2, 0.6) × 10−12 2.4 × 10−4 [1]
Ω− → Λ𝜋− (0.2, 7.1) × 10−17 (0.4, 1.5) × 10−13 2.9 × 10−6 [37]
Ω− → Σ0𝜋− (0.04, 1.7) × 10−17 (0.5, 3.1) × 10−14 5.4 × 10−4 [1]

Table 2: 90%-CL intervals of branching fractions of selected Δ𝑆 = 2 hyperon decays in the SM from the
short-distance contribution only (second column), and complete contributions with ℎ𝐷 , ℎ𝐹 , ℎ𝐶 parameters
obtained from a fit to the 𝑠-waves (third column)[12]. The last column quotes 90% c.l. upper limits when
available.
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consists of a 𝑍 ′ with flavour changing neutral couplings L
𝑑𝑠𝑍 ′ = −𝑑𝛾𝛽

(
𝑔
𝐿
𝑃
𝐿
+ 𝑔

𝑅
𝑃
𝑅

)
𝑠 𝑍 ′

𝛽
, which

after QCD corrections gives the following contribution to kaon mixing

Δ𝑀𝑍′
𝐾 =

2
4𝑚𝐾0 𝑚2

𝑍 ′
ℜ

(
𝜂𝐿𝐿

(
𝑔2
𝐿 + 𝑔2

𝑅

) 〈
Q𝐿𝐿

〉
+ 2𝑔𝐿𝑔𝑅

(
𝜂𝐿𝑅

〈
Q𝐿𝑅

〉
+ 𝜂′𝐿𝑅

〈
Q′
𝐿𝑅

〉))
(25)

The last two terms in this expression are negative (the lattice matrix element
〈
Q
𝐿𝑅

〉
as well as 𝜂′

𝐿𝑅

are both negative) whereas the first two are positive. Allowing −1 < Δ𝑀𝑍′
𝐾
/Δ𝑀exp

𝐾
< 0.5 which

is within the 2𝜎 range of the measurement, and taking that 𝑔𝐿,𝑅 to be real, we show in Figure 10
regions of parameter space where B(Ξ0 → 𝑝𝜋−) can be large.

More generally, we may let gL and gR vary freely under the experimental requisites. In the

instance that gL,R are real, since the SM estimate �M sm
K = 5.8(2.4)⇥10�12 MeV from lattice-QCD

work [47] is currently much less precise than its measurement �M exp
K = 3.484(6)⇥ 10�12 MeV [4],

we impose �1 < �MZ0
K /�M exp

K < 0.5, consistent with the two-sigma range of �M exp
K ��M sm

K ,

but there is no constraint from ✏. For an example of this case, we pick the first option in Eq. (33)

and �̂27 = ��̂27, resulting in the allowed region of mZ0/gL versus gR/gL displayed in Fig. 5,3 where

mZ0/gL � 5 TeV reflects our assuming |gL|  1 to guarantee perturbativity. The vertical span of

the red area in this figure corresponds to 1.0 (1.2)⇥10�8  B
�
⌅0 ! p⇡� (n⇡0)

�
Z0  1.6 (1.9)⇥10�7

and 3.4 (1.2) ⇥ 10�9  B
�
⌦� ! nK�(⇤⇡�)

�
Z0  5.4 (2.0) ⇥ 10�8. These are much greater than

their SM counterparts in Eqs. (21)-(22) and might be su�ciently sizable to be within reach of LHCb

and BESIII in their future quests [5, 8] and of the proposed Super Tau-Charm Factory [8]. It should

be pointed out, however, that in specific Z 0 models the hyperon rates may be comparatively less

enhanced due to various restraints on the Z 0 couplings, such as the model discussed in Appendix B,

which yields B(⌅0 ! p⇡�)Z0 ⇠ 4 ⇥ 10�10.
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FIG. 5: Sample region of mZ0/gL versus gR/gL which can yield B(⌅0 ! p⇡�)Z0 between 10�10 (blue) or

10�8 (red) and 1.6 ⇥ 10�7 and simultaneously satisfy the �MK requirement described in the text.

B. Leptoquark contributions

By introducing more than one leptoquark (LQ) it is possible to generate an e↵ective four-

quark �S = 2 interaction that is parity-violating and hence eludes the kaon-mixing requirement.

The LQs of interest here, with their SM gauge-group assignments
�
SU(3)C , SU(2)L, U(1)Y

�
, are

S̃1 ⇠ (3, 1, 4/3) and R2 ⇠ (3, 2, 7/6) in the nomenclature of Ref. [48]. They can have renormalizable

3 By interchanging gL and gR, one could have another allowed region, which has the same shape and size. For

gL,R < 0 there are also two regions fulfilling the �MK requirement.

14

Figure 10: Couplings in Eq. 25 where Δ𝑀𝐾 remains within 2𝜎 of its measured value but B(Ξ0 → 𝑝𝜋−)
can be large.

6. Summary and Conclusions

Hyperon decay can play a role in probing physics beyond the standard model in the 𝑠 → 𝑑

sector complementing the reach of kaon physics. To significantly probe new physics possibilities
much higher sensitivities are needed than currently available. In the near future, LHCb can rule
out the “hyperCP” particle and provide a good measurement of the dimuon mass distribution
in Σ+ → 𝑝𝜇+𝜇−. That result can be used for both improvement of our understanding of form
factors and for exotic particle searches. A more precise measurement of the rate, combined with
new measurements of Σ+ → 𝑝𝑒+𝑒− and Σ+ → 𝑝𝛾 can pinpoint the SM prediction and improve
constraints on NP for directions in parameter space where the kaons are not sensitive. Expected
future sensitivity at the LHCb experiment can provide similar constraints for the Δ𝑆 = 2 NP
parameter space and begin to probe exotic scenarios. The BESIII hyperon program can also
improve measurements in many of these modes.
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