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Abstract

The strange quark plays a unique role in QCD, reflecting its intermediate mass between the
light and heavy quarks. In recent years, remarkable progress has been made in the spectroscopy of
baryons with strangeness. Many new features of the strange baryon spectrum have been revealed by
accurate experimental data with novel techniques, as well as systematic developments of theoretical
framework to describe hadron resonances. The basic properties of strange baryons, namely, the
pole positions, spin and parity, and decay branching ratios, are being determined accurately. As
a consequence, the Particle Data Group have added new entries in the particle listings, such as
the Λ(1380) and the Ω(2012). The developments of the spectroscopy stimulate intensive discussion
on the exotic internal structure of strange baryons beyond the ordinary three-quark configuration.
In this review, we introduce the basics of QCD, the scattering theory, and the exotic internal
structure of hadrons, emphasizing the importance of the pole positions of the scattering amplitude
for the characterization of hadron resonances. We then summarize the current status of selected
strange baryon resonances; Λ(1405), Λ(1670), Ξ(1620), Ξ(1690), and Ω(2012), from theoretical and
experimental viewpoints.
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1 Introduction

The spectrum of hadrons consists of wide variety of states, whose range is continuously increased
by the reports of the newly observed hadrons [1]. While the hadron spectrum should eventually be
understood from the fundamental theory of the strong interaction, quantum chromodynamics (QCD),
the nonperturbative nature of low-energy QCD still prevents us from the complete understanding of how
the hadrons are constructed. Useful guiding principles to study the hadron spectrum are the symmetries
in QCD. The dynamics of light quarks follows the constraints from chiral symmetry, which is exact in

2



the massless limit of quarks. Quarks with a large mass are subject to heavy quark symmetry, which
emerges in the limit of infinitely heavy mass of quarks. One can classify the up and down quarks in
the light sector, and the charm and bottom quarks in the heavy sector, with suitably incorporating the
symmetry breaking effects [2, 3, 4]. From this viewpoint, the strange quark holds a unique position; s is
not as light as u, d quarks but is too light to apply heavy quark symmetry. It is therefore a challenging
task to study strange hadrons with keeping the connection with QCD symmetries.

Under the flavor SU(3) symmetry, u, d, s quarks are treated identically in their interaction. However,
since the strange quark does not have isospin and the number of strange quarks conserves under the
strong interaction, it helps to simplify the internal structure of the strange hadrons compared with
the hadrons made of only ud quarks. For example, the isospin structure of Λ and Σ hyperons are
determined by only ud quarks in them, and a flavor exotic baryon that consists of uudds̄ quarks can
be identified from the existence of the s̄ quark. At the same time, the strangeness sector of hadrons
contains several interesting states which are expected to have an exotic structure. For instance, the
Λ(1405) resonance [5, 6, 7] has been studied for years and is still drawing attention. In the meson
sector, the lowest scalar meson nonet has been intensively studied, due to the inverted ordering of
the spectrum [8]. Experimentally, the strange hadrons are accessible by the low-energy reactions with
typical beam energy being a few GeV, as well as the high-energy collisions where a number of hadrons
are produced in the final state. This is in contrast to the study of the hadrons in the heavy quark sector,
which requires the energy to create at least one c̄c pair. Because the threshold energy of a charmed
meson pair is ∼ 4 GeV and that of a charmed baryon pair is ∼ 4.5 GeV, to accumulate sufficient
statistics, the charmed hadron spectroscopy is essentially limited in the high-energy experiments. On
the other hand, a variety of experiments were carried out to study the strange hadrons using meson,
proton, photon, or electron beams additionally to high energy e+e− or heavy ion collisions. Among
them, the experimental data of the two-body scattering in the strangeness baryon sector, such as
K−p scattering cross sections, are beneficial to theoretical analysis, while direct scattering data are not
available in the heavy quark sector. Another experimental advantage of studying strange baryons stems
from their rather narrow decay widths in comparison with nucleon resonances. In the case of the nucleon
resonances, the resonance widths become wider even in the lower excited states, and the partial wave
analyses are necessary to separate the overlapping resonances. Strange baryons with relatively narrow
decay widths are easier to identify experimentally in the invariant mass distributions. For example, the
first negative parity states of N∗ resonances, N(1520) and N(1535) have the Breit-Wigner widths of
110 and 150 MeV, respectively, while corresponding states, the Λ(1520) and the Λ(1405), have 16 and
∼ 50 MeV respectively [1]. Thanks to the theoretical and experimental efforts, the properties of the
strange baryons (the mass and width, or more precisely, the pole position) are being determined with
accuracy. These are the basic information to study the properties of strangeness hadrons in nuclear
medium [9].

Once the basic properties of the hadrons, i.e., the pole positions, are settled, the next step is to
clarify their internal structure of them, whether they have an ordinary structure of qq̄/qqq, or they
are constructed with some exotic configurations. There are many discussions on the possible exotic
structures, such as the multiquark states, hadronic molecules, gluon hybrids, and so on [10, 11, 12, 13].
At first glance, the hadron structure seems to be identified by comparing the experimental data with a
theoretical model with some specific configuration. But if one tackles this problem seriously, it turns out
that this is not a straightforward task [14]. There are several subtleties in the discussion of the structure
of hadrons. For instance, the decomposition of the wave function in various components should be done
with care, in order not to rely on specific models.

One of the most prominent issues in the discussion of the hadron structure is the unstable nature
of the excited states. It should be emphasized that most of hadronic particles are unstable against the
strong decay [1]. In particular, the strange baryons in question have an appreciable decay width which
should not be neglected in the discussion of the internal structure. From the theoretical viewpoint, it
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is now becoming a consensus that the excited hadrons should be treated as resonances in the hadron-
hadron scattering [6]. In this sense, the Breit-Wigner mass and width of the peak structure are no
longer suitable quantities to characterize the resonances, because the result can be reaction dependent
due to the nonresonant background contributions. A theoretically unambiguous way to define the basic
properties of hadron resonances is to determine the pole positions of the scattering amplitude in the
complex energy plane. The pole position is in principle uniquely determined, and it represents the
generalized eigenenergy of the Hamiltonian of the system. This is also reflected in the recent listings by
the Particle Data Group (PDG) [1], where the pole positions are tabulated with higher priority than
the traditional mass and width parameters.

In this paper, we review the recent developments to understand the spectrum of baryons with
strangeness, focusing on several specific states. We start from the introduction of a theoretical basis
to extract information of the excited hadrons in Section 2. In particular, we discuss in detail how one
characterizes the excited hadrons as resonances in hadron scatterings. Next, we turn to the overview
of selected strangeness baryons. Section 3 deals with the strangeness S = −1 baryons, with special
emphasis on the Λ(1405), which is the most striking state in this field. The baryons with two and
three strange quarks and with an anti-strange quark are discussed in Sections 4, 5 and 6, respectively.
Summary of this review and possible future prospects are presented in the last section.

2 Theoretical basis

2.1 Quantum chromodynamics

The strong interaction is governed by quantum chromodynamics (QCD), which is the color SU(3)
quantum gauge theory. Here we summarize the properties of QCD, focusing on various symmetries.
Lattice QCD approach for hadron spectroscopy is briefly introduced. Unless otherwise stated, we adopt
the natural units where c = ~ = 1.

2.1.1 Basics of QCD

The Lagrangian of QCD is given by

LQCD = −1

4
Ga
µνG

aµν + q̄(i /D −mq)q, (1)

with the field strength tensor Ga
µν and the covariant derivative Dµ

Ga
µν = ∂µA

a
ν − ∂νAaµ − gfabcAbµAcν , (2)

Dµ = ∂µ + igAaµT
a, (3)

where g is the gauge coupling constant and mq is the quark mass. The gluons are represented by the
gauge field Aaµ (a = 1, . . . , 8) which belongs to the adjoint representation of color SU(3) symmetry. With
the generator of the color SU(3) group T a, the structure constant fabc is defined by the commutation
relation as [T a, T b] = ifabcT c. The first term of Eq. (1) contains the kinetic terms of the gluons and
the gluonic self interactions. The quarks are expressed by the Dirac fields q and q̄. The quark field
q (q̄) belongs to the 3 (3̄) representation of color SU(3), and is given by the three-component column
(row) vector in the color space. The quark-gluon coupling is given by the second term of the covariant
derivative, in which the generator is expressed by the three-by-three Gell-Mann matrices as T a = λa/2.
The QCD Lagrangian is invariant under the local color SU(3) transformation. In Eq. (1), we do not
explicitly show the gauge fixing terms which is needed in the quantization procedure, and the θ term
which breaks the CP symmetry in the strongly interacting sector.
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In addition to colors, quarks have internal degrees of freedom of flavor. By explicitly writing the
flavors, the quark field can be given by the six component column vector

q =


u
d
s
c
b
t

 . (4)

In the flavor space, the quark mass mq is given by the diagonal matrix diag(mu,md,ms,mc,mb,mt). The
up (u) and down (d) quarks form the isospin I = 1/2 doublet, with the third component assignment
of I3 = +1/2 (I3 = −1/2) for the u (d) quark. The strange (s), charm (c), bottom (b), and top
(t) quarks have strangeness S = −1, charm C = +1, bottomness B = −1 and topness T = +1,
respectively. These flavor quantum numbers are conserved under the strong interaction, because the
QCD interactions are mediated by gluons which couple to quarks irrespective of their flavor. Because
the top quark undergoes the Cabibbo favored weak decay before it forms a hadron via the strong
interaction, the hadrons can be classified by the flavor quantum numbers of I, I3, S, C,B. The quark
mass mq is not a direct observable due to the color confinement, and therefore the meaningful “quark
mass” can only be given by specifying the details of the renormalization procedure. Under the MS
renormalization scheme at the renormalization scale µ = 2 GeV, the central values of the light quark
masses are given by [1]

mu = 2.16 MeV, md = 4.67 MeV, ms = 93 MeV. (5)

The running masses of the heavy quarks are evaluated at the renormalization scale µ = mc for the
charm quark and µ = mb for the bottom quark in the MS renormalization scheme, leading to [1]

mc = 1.27 GeV, mb = 4.18 GeV. (6)

The determination of the top quark mass involves additional subtleties, and it is estimated to be
mt ∼ 172 GeV [1]. It is remarkable that the quark masses are distributed in a wide energy range. This
large variation of the energy scale is in fact the origin of the chiral and heavy quark symmetries in QCD
as we discuss in the next section.

An important property of QCD is the asymptotic freedom, namely, the decrease of the coupling
constant at high energy [15, 16]. Thanks to the asymptotic freedom, one can show that the perturbative
calculation of QCD quantitatively explains the violation of the Bjorken scaling observed in the deep
inelastic scattering experiments. Renormalization group equation for the running coupling constant
αs = g2/4π at the energy scale µ in QCD reads

µ2dαs
dµ2

= −(33− 2Nf )

12π
α2
s + · · · , (7)

where Nf is the number of active flavors at µ, and the ellipsis stands for the higher order corrections.
The number 33 essentially stems from the gluons reflecting the non-Abelian nature of QCD, and the
factor −2Nf represents the contribution from quarks. For Nf = 6, the coefficient of α2

s is negative,
showing the asymptotic free nature of QCD. The solution of the differential equation (7) is obtained as

αs(µ
2) =

12π

(33− 2Nf ) ln
µ2

Λ2
QCD

(1 + · · · ) , (8)
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with a constant of integration ΛQCD, the energy scale at which the perturbative estimate of the coupling
constant would diverge. This indicates that the perturbative calculation in QCD breaks down at
some low-energy scale µ ∼ ΛQCD. Numerically, the scale is estimated to be ΛQCD ∼ 200 MeV. This
nonperturbative nature of the low-energy QCD is the origin of the rich and complicated dynamics of
hadrons.

2.1.2 Symmetries in QCD

Symmetries have been playing central roles in modern physics. Let us recall an example in nonrelativistic
quantum mechanics. When the potential is spherically symmetric, the angular momentum ` is a good
quantum number, and the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian should appear with the 2`+1 degeneracy. From
the group theoretical viewpoint, the angular momentum operator is the generator of the infinitesimal
transformation of the three-dimensional rotation. In this case, the Hamiltonian has an O(3) symmetry,
and the 2` + 1 degeneracy is guaranteed for any form of the radial dependence of the potential. In
other words, one can predict the 2` + 1 degeneracy of the eigenstates from O(3) symmetry without
any calculations. If the symmetry is not exact, then the degeneracy becomes an approximate one. For
instance, when the external magnetic field is applied in the z direction, the rotational symmetry is
broken, and the degeneracy is not manifest any more (Zeeman effect). Even in this case, the remnant
of the symmetry can be seen as the approximate degeneracy of the states, and the energy splitting can
be calculated from the strength of the magnetic field, which characterizes the degree of the symmetry
breaking. In this way, the symmetry and its breaking can provide useful information of the observables
in the system.

The QCD Lagrangian (1) has several symmetries. It is invariant under the Lorentz transformation,
CPT transformation, and color SU(3) gauge transformation. In addition to these exact symmetries,
there are approximate symmetries; chiral symmetry, flavor symmetry, and heavy quark symmetry. In
the following, we introduce these symmetries and their consequences.

Chiral symmetry is related to the right- and left-handed components of Dirac particles. [2, 3]. In
general, the Dirac field q can be decomposed into the right-handed field qR and the left-handed one qL
as

q = qR + qL, qR = PRq, qL = PLq, (9)

where the projection operators PR and PL are defined by

PR =
1 + γ5

2
, PL =

1− γ5

2
, (10)

which satisfy the relations PR + PL = 1, PRPL = PLPR = 0, P 2
R = PR, and P 2

L = PL. Taking the Dirac
conjugate, we obtain

q̄ = q̄R + q̄L, q̄R = q̄PL, q̄L = q̄PR. (11)

With the right- and left-handed fields, the quark part of the QCD Lagrangian (1) is decomposed as

q̄(i /D −mq)q = q̄Ri /DqR + q̄Li /DqL − (q̄LmqqR + q̄RmqqL). (12)

We observe that the right- and left-handed components are separated in the kinetic term, while they
are mixed in the mass term. Chiral transformation of Nf flavor is defined as the independent unitary
transformation (complex rotation) of the right- and left-handed components:

qR → RqR, R = eiθ
i
RT

i ∈ U(Nf )R, i = 0, · · · , N2
f − 1, (13)

qL → LqL, L = eiθ
i
LT

i ∈ U(Nf )L, (14)
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where θiR and θiL are the parameters of the transformation, T i(i ≥ 1) are the generators of SU(Nf ), and
T 0 = 1/

√
2Nf . Global U(Nf )R⊗U(Nf )L transformation is specified by a set of two Nf × Nf unitary

matrices (R,L). The vector and axial vector transformations are defined as

qR → V qR, qL → V qL, V = eiθ
i
V T

i ∈ U(Nf )V , (15)

qR → AqR, qL → A†qL, A = eiθ
i
AT

i ∈ U(Nf )A. (16)

Namely, the vector transformation (V, V ) rotates the right- and left-handed fields in the same direction,
while the axial transformation (A,A†) does in the opposite direction. In general, the unitary group can
be decomposed as U(N) = U(1)⊗ SU(N), and the Nf flavor chiral symmetry can be expressed as

U(1)V ⊗ U(1)A ⊗ SU(Nf )R ⊗ SU(Nf )L. (17)

The kinetic term in Eq. (12) is invariant under all these transformations, while the mass term is invariant
only under U(1)V . This means that QCD has an exact phase symmetry U(1)V , which is manifested as
the conservation of the quark number (the number of quarks minus the number of antiquarks). In the
limit of vanishing quark mass (chiral limit) mq → 0, the QCD Lagrangian is invariant under all the
chiral transformations, although the U(1)A symmetry is broken by quantum anomaly [17]. If there are
Nf quarks with a small mass, chiral symmetry

SU(Nf )R ⊗ SU(Nf )L, (18)

is approximately realized in the QCD Lagrangian.
Chiral symmetry is known to be broken spontaneously in vacuum [18, 19, 20]. Symmetry is said

to be spontaneously broken, if the symmetry of the Lagrangian (Hamiltonian) is not realized in the
vacuum (eigenstate). We here recall again a nonrelativistic example of spontaneous symmetry break-
ing. Consider the quantum spin system with the Heisenberg model where the spins can point to any
direction in the three-dimensional space. The Hamiltonian has three-dimensional rotation symmetry,
which is realized in the eigenstate at sufficiently high temperature due to the thermal fluctuation. At
low temperature, on the other hand, spins are aligned to a specific direction, breaking the rotational
symmetry. The degree of the symmetry breaking can be measured by the order parameter, which is the
expectation value of an operator that breaks the symmetry. In the Heisenberg ferromagnet, the order
parameter is the magnetization, which becomes nonzero when the symmetry is spontaneously broken.
In the case of massless QCD, one of the order parameters of the chiral symmetry breaking is the quark
condensate, which is nonzero in the QCD vacuum | 0 〉:

〈 0 |q̄q| 0 〉 6= 0. (19)

An important feature of the quark condensate is its relation to the density of the states with vanishing
eigenvalue of the QCD Dirac operator [21]. Note that the operator q̄q = q̄LqR + q̄RqL is not invariant
under general SU(Nf )R⊗ SU(Nf )L transformations. On the other hand, the flavor symmetry SU(Nf )V
remains in the presence of the quark condensate. In fact, the vector symmetries are known to be
unbroken spontaneously [22]. The spontaneous symmetry breaking pattern in QCD is thus given by

SU(Nf )R ⊗ SU(Nf )L → SU(Nf )V . (20)

An important consequence of this spontaneous symmetry breaking is the emergence of the massless
Nambu-Goldstone (NG) bosons. In the Lorentz invariant system, an NG boson appears for each gen-
erator of the broken symmetry. For Nf flavor chiral symmetry, there are N2

f − 1 broken generators of
the axial transformation, and the corresponding number of the NG bosons appear. For Nf = 2, three
pions (π+, π−, π0) correspond to the NG bosons, and for Nf = 3, the eight pseudoscalar mesons that
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form an octet (π,K, η) are identified as the NG bosons. Chiral symmetry also dictates the dynamics
of the Nambu-Goldstone bosons. The celebrated low-energy theorems, such as Goldberger-Treiman
relation [23] and Weinberg-Tomozawa relation [24, 25], are important constraints on the dynamics of
hadrons from QCD. A systematic approach to incorporate the low-energy theorems has been developed
as chiral perturbation theory [26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 3], which is the effective field theory of low-energy
QCD based on chiral symmetry. On top of the spontaneous breaking, chiral symmetry is also broken
explicitly by the quark masses. At this point, we need to discuss which flavor can be regarded as “suffi-
ciently light” to apply constraints from chiral symmetry. In other words, we specify the typical energy
scale of chiral symmetry Λχ and perform expansion in powers of mq/Λχ. Usually, Λχ is estimated by
the scale of spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking, Λχ ∼ 4πf ∼ 1 GeV. Here f is the meson decay
constant which determines the strength of the pion field in the axial vector current, and the factor
4π stems from the loop correction. The scale Λχ roughly corresponds to the mass of hadrons other
than the NG bosons, such as the ρ meson and the nucleon. From the quark masses shown above, it is
clear that up and down quarks are sufficiently light, while chiral symmetry is not applicable for charm
and bottom quarks. Strange quark can be classified as the light one, but one must keep in mind the
substantial explicit symmetry breaking effect.

By writing Eq. (15) for the quark field q = qR + qL, one can understand the vector SU(Nf )V
transformation as the rotation of quarks in the flavor space:

q → V q, V = eiθ
i
V T

i ∈ SU(Nf )V . (21)

Flavor symmetry is therefore exact, even in the presence of the quark masses, if Nf quarks have an
equal mass. The mass difference of quarks induces the explicit symmetry breaking. Flavor symmetry
with Nf = 2 is the isospin symmetry, which is known to be satisfied with a good accuracy. The
symmetry breaking effect is typically a few MeV order (Mn −Mp ∼ 1.3 MeV, mπ0 −mπ± ∼ 4.6 MeV,
mK0 − mK± ∼ 3.9 MeV), which can be safely neglected in most cases. It must however be noted
that the isospin symmetry breaking effect can be enlarged in some special cases. For instance, the
typical energy scale of near-threshold states (binding or excitation energy) can be comparable with
the threshold energy difference by the isospin symmetry breaking. A striking example is the X(3872)
state near the DD̄∗ + c.c. threshold. The threshold energy of the D0D̄∗0 + c.c. state is 3871.68 MeV,
and that of D+D̄∗− + c.c. is 3879.91 MeV. Although the splitting of several MeV is in the expected
magnitude of the isospin symmetry breaking, to discuss the X(3872) at 3871.69 MeV [1], the energies
of these channels should be treated separately. In the strangeness sector, flavor SU(3) symmetry is not
an accurate symmetry in QCD, because of the substantial strange quark mass. The typical size of the
symmetry breaking is of the order of few hundred MeV (MΛ −MN ∼ 177 MeV, MK∗ −Mρ ∼ 116.4
MeV). Nevertheless, the classification of hadrons into SU(3) multiplets (singlet, octet, decuplet, · · · )
has been an important guiding principle in hadron spectroscopy, because the symmetry breaking effect
can be systematically incorporated. The mass splittings in a given SU(3) multiplet due to the leading
order symmetry breaking by the strange quark mass can be calculated by the Gell-Mann–Okubo mass
formula [33, 34]

M(I, Y ) = a+ bY + c

[
I(I + 1)− 1

4
Y 2

]
, (22)

where I is the isospin and Y is the hypercharge, and a, b, c are the parameters for each multiplet. This
formula can be derived purely from the group theory, and therefore it should be valid irrespective of
their internal structure. The first two terms can be understood as the common mass of the multiplet (a)
and the mass excess of the strange quark (bY ) (hypercharge Y is linear in strangeness S), while the last
term proportional to c represents a nontrivial consequence of the SU(3) symmetry. The formula (22)
indicates that there are only three degrees of freedom for any SU(3) multiplets. Thus, one can derive
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mass relations for a representation containing more than three isospin multiplet. A baryon octet contains
four isospin states (N , Λ, Σ, Ξ) and there is one mass relation:

2(MN +MΞ) = 3MΛ +MΣ, (23)

which is satisfied by the ground state baryon octet with high accuracy, 3MΛ+MΣ−2(MN+MΞ))/(3MΛ+
MΣ) ∼ 0.0059. The equal spacing rule of the baryon decuplet

MΣ∗ −M∆ = MΞ∗ −MΣ∗ = MΩ −MΞ∗ , (24)

was used to predict the Ω state from the information of ∆, Σ∗ and Ξ∗.1 In this way, even with the sizable
symmetry breaking effect, approximate flavor SU(3) symmetry is an important clue to study hadron
spectroscopy. At the same time, it should be emphasized that the symmetry breaking effect induces
the mixing of the states in different multiplets, if they have the same quantum numbers. Namely, Σ
and Ξ in octet can mix with the corresponding states in decuplet, which can disturb the simple mass
relations in Eqs. (23) and (24).

Charm and bottom quarks are heavy and beyond the applicability of the symmetries discussed above.
For such heavy quarks, it is useful to consider the opposite limit, infinitely heavy quark masses [35, 36,
37, 4]. In the mq →∞ limit, heavy quark spin symmetry and heavy quark flavor symmetry are realized
for hadrons with a single heavy quark.2 In the mq →∞ limit, the heavy quark is regarded as a static
color source in a hadron with one heavy quark. The gluonic interaction with this static quark is given
only by the color electric charge, and therefore the interaction is independent of the heavy quark spin.
This means that the singly heavy hadron is invariant under the spin-flip of the heavy quark, known as
heavy quark spin symmetry. This can be seen by decomposing the momentum of the heavy quark pµ

as

pµ = mqv
µ + kµ, (25)

where vµ is the four-velocity of the heavy quark and the residual momentum kµ arises from the inter-
action with the light constituents. Because the typical momentum which is exchanged within a hadron
can be estimated as the nonperturbative scale ΛQCD, the magnitude of each component of kµ should
be estimated by ΛQCD. Performing an expansion in powers of ΛQCD/mq for the quark part of the QCD
Lagrangian (1), we obtain the leading order term as

Q̄vv · iDQv + · · · , (26)

with the velocity dependent heavy quark field

Qv(x) =
1 + /v

2
eimqv·xq(x), (27)

where (1 + /v)/2 is the projection to the positive energy components and the factor eimQv·x subtracts the
heavy quark mass from the definition of the energy. The covariant derivative D generates the coupling
to the gluons without spin flip, and the magnetic coupling which flips the spin of the heavy quark is in
the O(ΛQCD/mq) contributions. Thus, the system shows heavy quark spin symmetry in the mq → ∞
limit. Equation (26) is the leading order term in the heavy quark effective theory (HQET), and the

1Decuplet has four isospin states and the equal spacing rule (24) contains two relations. This is because a peculiar
combination of b and c enters in the expressions of the mass, and there are only two degrees of freedom in the mass
formula for decuplets. In general, symmetric representations having a triangle weight diagram (6,10,10, · · · ) exhibit the
equal spacing rule.

2We emphasize that the heavy quark symmetries are not realized in hadrons containing multiple heavy quarks. For the
system with a pair of heavy quark and antiquark, one should use the framework of nonrelativistic QCD (NRQCD) [38, 39].
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symmetry breaking effect is systematically incorporated by the ΛQCD/mq expansion. An important
consequence of heavy quark spin symmetry is the spin doublet structure of singly heavy hadrons. The
heavy hadron can be decomposed into the heavy quark and the rest called brown muck. If the brown
muck has spin j > 0, there are two possibilities of the spin of the total system, j + 1/2 and j − 1/2.
These two states form the heavy quark spin doublet with a degenerated mass in the heavy quark limit.
The approximate degeneracy can be seen in the pair of the ground state JP = 0− meson and 1+ meson
(D, D∗), (B, B∗) in the B = 0 sector, and the pair of the 1/2+ baryon and 3/2+ baryon (Σc, Σ∗c),
(Σb, Σ∗b) in the B = 1 sector. If there are Nh heavy quarks, the leading term in Eq. (26) is invariant
under the rotation in the flavor space. This U(Nh) symmetry is called heavy quark flavor symmetry.
The finite mass of heavy quarks explicitly breaks this flavor symmetry. Note that the breaking of heavy
quark flavor symmetry is proportional to the inverse of the mass difference. For instance, the symmetry
breaking in the physical charm and bottom quarks is estimated to be ΛQCD(1/mc − 1/mb) ∼ 0.1, even
though the absolute value of the mass difference is not small.

In closing, we comment on the examples of hadrons to which the symmetry argument can be applied.
The hadrons with only light (u, d, s) quarks are dictated by chiral symmetry and low-energy theorems.
Heavy-light hadrons, which contain one heavy quark and light degrees of freedom, follow the constraints
of both chiral and heavy quark symmetries [40, 41]. For the strange baryons that are discussed in this
review, an important guiding principle should be chiral symmetry.

2.1.3 Lattice QCD

In recent years, lattice QCD becomes more and more important to study low-energy phenomena of the
strong interaction. Lattice QCD is a nonperturbative formulation of QCD on the discretized space-
time lattice with keeping the gauge invariance [42]. By truncating the space-time volume at finite
extent, Euclidean path integrals can be numerically evaluated with the Monte Carlo method [43]. At
this moment, lattice QCD is the only direct approach to the low-energy strong interaction physics
from first principles. Lattice QCD has been used to study various phenomena of nonperturbative
QCD [44, 45, 46, 47].

Hadron spectroscopy is one of the major subjects in lattice QCD. Thanks to the developments of
the computational techniques, masses of the ground state hadrons can now be obtained by the full QCD
calculation at physical point with high precision [48, 49, 50, 51]. In essence, the masses of the ground
states are obtained by evaluating the two-point correlation function

Γ(τ) = 〈O(τ)O†(0)〉, (28)

where τ is the Euclidean time and O is an interpolating field for a hadron. Hence, the hadron is created
at Euclidean time 0 and annihilated at τ . By inserting the complete set of the hadronic states, the
correlation function can be decomposed as

Γ(τ) =
∑
n

Cne
−Enτ , (29)

where n is an index to label the intermediate states and Cn and En are the weight factor and the energy
of the state n, respectively. As the Euclidean time τ is increased, the contribution from the higher energy
states decays rapidly, and only the ground state component C0e

−E0τ remains at large τ . To extract the
ground state energy, it is common practice to plot the effective mass Meff(τ) = ln[Γ(τ − 1)/Γ(τ)] as a
function of τ . If the correlation function is dominated by the C0e

−E0τ term, the effective mass shows a
plateau, from which we can read off the ground state energy E0.

The effective mass method is however not an appropriate treatment for the hadron excited states
which are unstable against the strong decay, because the lowest energy QCD state of such systems
should in principle be a scattering state. In general, the scattering states form a continuum spectrum
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if the space-time volume is infinite, while the lattice calculation in the finite volume gives a discretized
spectrum. Thus, one needs to extract the information of the infinite volume scattering from the finite
volume discrete energy spectrum. This direction of the study was initiated by Lüscher [52, 53], and
further developed in Refs. [54, 55]. Numerical calculations have been performed to determine the
properties of physical hadron resonances [56, 57, 58]. The most studied hadron resonance is the ρ
meson in the p-wave I = 1 ππ scattering [59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70]. Recent activities
in the baryon number B = 0 sector reach the calculation of the scalar mesons such as σ [71] and
κ [72, 73]. At the same time, the studies of the B = 2 sector indicate several interesting (quasi-)bound
states [74, 75] (see also the critical discussion in Ref. [76]). Unfortunately, baryon resonances in the
B = 1 sector have not yet been well explored by the scattering calculation on the lattice. This is partly
a reason why we focus on the strange baryons in this review. We expect further developments in this
direction in near future, which will shed new light on the study of the strange baryon resonances.

2.2 Resonances in hadron scattering

As mentioned in the introduction, for hadron spectroscopy, it is inevitable to deal with resonances in
hadron scatterings. In this section, after introducing the basics of the nonrelativistic scattering theory,
we discuss how the signature of resonances appears in the scattering observables. Detailed account of
these subjects can be found in Refs. [77, 78] for scattering theory and in Refs. [79, 80, 81] for resonance
physics.

2.2.1 Scattering theory

Here we introduce basic quantities of the scattering theory using the simplest system of scattering. Let
us consider the nonrelativistic quantum scattering of distinguishable particles 1 and 2 with mass m1

and m2 in the three-dimensional space. The Hamiltonian of the system is given by

H = H0 + V, (30)

where H0 represents the kinetic energy operator and V is the potential. We do not consider internal
degrees of freedom such as spin, flavor, etc. We focus on the elastic single-channel scattering, and
there are no coupled channels in the energy region under consideration. The potential V is assumed
to be local and spherical, and depends only on the relative distance of two particles. This means
that the system has the rotational symmetry, the Hamiltonian commutes with the angular momentum
operators, and the magnitude of the angular momentum ` and the magnetic quantum number m are
conserved quantum numbers. We consider short range potentials, whose strength vanishes at large
distance sufficiently rapidly.

The kinematics of the scattering is schematically shown in Fig. 1. The initial state can be specified
by the relative momentum p, which means that the momentum of the particle 1 (2) is p (−p) in the
center-of-mass system. In the same way, the final state is specified by p′. In the elastic scattering, the
magnitude of the momentum is unchanged, and we define p = |p| = |p′|. The scattering angle θ is
defined by the initial and final momenta as cos θ = p ·p′/p2. The scattering energy E corresponding to
the momentum p is given by

E =
p2

2µ
, (31)

where the reduced mass is defined as µ = m1m2/(m1 +m2). The scattering wave function Ψ is obtained
by solving the time-independent Schrödinger equation HΨ = EΨ. The scattering process can be
characterized by two parameters, the scattering energy E (or the magnitude of the momentum p) and
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Figure 1: Schematic illustration of the kinematics of the scattering in the center-of-mass system.

the scattering angle θ. While physical scattering occurs only for E > 0 (p > 0), it is useful to perform
an analytic continuation of E (p) to the complex plane, as we discuss in the next section.3

Next, we introduce the state vectors. In the momentum representation, the initial state is expressed
by |p 〉, and the final state by 〈p′ |. These are the eigenstates of the noninteracting Hamiltonian
H0|p 〉 = p2/(2µ)|p 〉. The normalization of the state vectors is given by

〈p′ |p 〉 = δ3(p′ − p). (32)

The initial and final states can also be expressed in the angular momentum representation, |E, `,m 〉.
The normalization of the state vectors in this representation reads

〈E ′, `′,m′ |E, `,m 〉 = δ(E ′ − E)δ`′`δm′m. (33)

By writing the coordinate space wave functions explicitly and using the partial wave decomposition of
the plane wave, one can show the relation between two representations

〈p′ |E, `,m 〉 =
1√
µp
δ(E ′ − E)Y m

` (p̂), p̂ =
p

p
, (34)

with Y m
` (p̂) being the spherical harmonics.

The transition from the initial state to the final state is represented by the scattering operator S:

S = Ω†−Ω+ = lim
t→+∞

[eiĤ0te−iĤt] lim
t→−∞

[eiĤte−iĤ0t], (35)

where Ω± are the Møller operators. The S-matrix element s`(E) ∈ C (also called “S matrix”) is defined
through the matrix element of the S operator by the angular momentum representation as

〈E ′, `′,m′ |S|E, `,m 〉 = δ(E ′ − E)δ`′`δm′ms`(E). (36)

Because of the rotational symmetry, the S matrix is a function of the energy E for each partial wave `.
As long as we consider the hermitian Hamiltonian, the time evolution of the state is unitary, as seen in
Eq. (35). In other words, the probability (square of the norm of the state) is conserved under the time
evolution. The S operator therefore satisfies the unitarity condition:

S†S = 1, (37)

3For physical scattering, we can use either E or p, but for the analytic continuation to complex plane, the S matrix
and the scattering amplitude given below should be considered as meromorphic functions of p.
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which gives a relation of the S matrix as

s∗`(E)s`(E) = |s`(E)|2 = 1. (38)

This leads to the expression of the S matrix by the phase shift δ`(E) ∈ R:

s`(E) = exp{2iδ`(E)}. (39)

Using the intertwining relation for the Møller operators HΩ± = Ω±H
0, one can show the commutation

relation [H0, S] = 0. This implies that the matrix element of the S operator by the state vectors with
the momentum representation satisfies the energy conservation. It follows from the definition (35) that
the S operator reduces to the identity in the absence of the interaction, V = 0. Based on these facts,
the on-shell T matrix t(p′ ← p) ∈ C is defined to express the net effect of the interaction as

〈p′ |(S− 1)|p 〉 = −2πiδ(E ′ − E)t(p′ ← p), (40)

where the normalization factor of −2πi is chosen such that the Born approximation of the T matrix is
given by 〈p′ |V |p 〉. The scattering amplitude f(E, θ) is defined from the on-shell T matrix as

f(E, θ) = −(2π)2µ t(p′ ← p). (41)

This definition of the scattering amplitude f(E, θ) is equivalent to the one used in the boundary con-
dition of the Schrödinger equation to obtain the scattering wave function ψ+

p (r),

ψ+
p (r) ∝ eip·r + f(E, θ)

eipr

r
(r →∞), (42)

where f(E, θ) appears as the amplitude of the outgoing wave. Therefore, the differential cross section
can be calculated as

dσ

dΩ
= |f(E, θ)|2. (43)

Performing the partial wave decomposition of the scattering amplitude

f(E, θ) =
∑
`

(2`+ 1)f`(E)P`(cos θ), (44)

with the Legendre polynomial P`(cos θ), we obtain the relation between the scattering amplitude and
the S matrix in `-th partial wave as

f`(E) =
s`(E)− 1

2ip
. (45)

Thus, the scattering observables can be calculated from the scattering amplitude f`(E) or the S-matrix
element s`(E).

For a given potential V , the on-shell T matrix t(p′ ← p) can be calculated by solving the Lippmann-
Schwinger equation. Equivalently, the scattering amplitude can be obtained by solving the Schrödinger
equation with an appropriate boundary condition. Let us describe this latter approach, because it
clarifies the relation of the pole of the scattering amplitude and the generalized eigenstate of the Hamil-
tonian. To obtain the wave function of bound states (or in general, discrete eigenstates), one imposes
two boundary conditions at r → 0 and r →∞ on the general solution of the radial Schrödinger equation.
The scattering wave function is determined by only the boundary condition at r = 0, which provides
continuous eigenstates. Because of the absence of the boundary condition at r →∞, the scattering wave
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functions are not square integrable, and the usual normalization condition cannot be applied. In other
words, the normalization of the scattering wave function is in general not fixed. However, to extract
the scattering amplitude, it is useful to define the scattering wave function with a fixed normalization,
which is called the “regular solution”. For the eigenmomentum p =

√
2µE and the angular momentum

`, the regular solution φ`,p(r) is given by

φ`,p(r)→ ĵ`(pr) (r → 0), (46)

where ĵ`(z) is the Riccati-Bessel function.4 Equation (46) imposes two conditions: 1) φ`,p(r) should
vanish at r → 0 and 2) the magnitude of φ`,p(r) is normalized as φ`,p(r)/ĵ`(pr) → 1 at r → 0. Once
the boundary condition (46) is imposed, one can solve (either analytically or numerically) the radial
Schrödinger equation to obtain the regular solution φ`,p(r) as a function of r. As seen in Eq. (42), the
scattering information is included in the asymptotic behavior of the wave function at r →∞. Because
the potential is assumed to vanish at r → ∞, the asymptotic behavior of the regular solution can be
given by the linear combination of the Riccati-Bessel and Riccati-Neumann functions, or equivalently,
the Riccati-Hankel functions ĥ±` (z) = n̂`(z)± iĵ`(z). The Jost function f

`
(p) is defined as the coefficient

of the Riccati-Hankel function as

φ`,p(r)→
i

2
[ f

`
(p)ĥ−` (pr)− f

`
(−p)ĥ+

` (pr)]. (r →∞) (47)

From the asymptotic behavior of the Riccati-Hankel functions

ĥ±` (z)→ exp[±i(z − `π/2)] (z →∞), (48)

we find that the term ĥ−` (pr) ∼ e−ipr expresses the incoming wave, and ĥ+
` (pr) ∼ e+ipr the outgoing

wave. Namely, the Jost function f
`
(p) is the amplitude of the incoming wave. Now we are in a position

to calculate the scattering observables. The S matrix s`(p) is defined as the amplitude of the outgoing
wave normalized by that of the incoming wave, so it can be expressed by the Jost function as

s`(p) =
f
`
(−p)
f
`
(p)

. (49)

From Eq. (45), we obtain the expression of the scattering amplitude by the Jost function as

f`(p) =
f
`
(−p)− f

`
(p)

2ipf
`
(p)

. (50)

In this way, the scattering observables can be calculated by the asymptotic behavior of the scattering
wave function. Before closing this section, we note that if the Jost function vanishes at some momentum
p,

f
`
(p) = 0, (51)

then the scattering amplitude (and the s-matrix) diverges at p. The vanishing of f
`
(p) in Eq. (47) means

that the scattering wave function is purely given by the outgoing wave. This point will be important to
relate the pole of the scattering amplitude and the eigenstate of the Hamiltonian in the next section.

4The Riccati-Bessel (Riccati-Neumann) function ĵ`(z) [n̂`(z)] is related to the spherical Bessel (Neumann) function
j`(z) [n`(z)] as ĵ`(z) = zj`(z) [n̂`(z) = zn`(z)]. Note that the radial wave function χ`(r) is related to the full wave

function ψ`,m(r) as ψ`,m(r) = χ`(r)
r Y m` (r̂) and if V (r) = 0 the r dependence of ψ`,m(r) is given by a linear combination

of the spherical Bessel and Neumann functions. This means that the radial wave function χ`(r) can be expressed by a
linear combination of the Riccati-Bessel and Riccati-Neumann functions in the absence of the interaction.
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2.2.2 Signals of resonances

Traditionally, a resonance is identified by a peak in the cross section as a function of the scattering energy.
The mass and width of the resonance correspond to the energy of the maximum of the peak and the half-
width of the peak, respectively. This definition, however, does not uniquely characterize the resonance,
because the peak of the spectrum is in general reaction dependent due to the nonresonant contributions.
A theoretically well-defined characterization of a resonance is the pole of the scattering amplitude, which
is in principle uniquely determined. In fact, the baryon part of PDG [1] now tabulates the pole position
of resonances, prior to the Breit-Wigner mass and width. In this section, we demonstrate that the pole
of the scattering amplitude represents the generalized eigenstate of the Hamiltonian. In addition, we
show that stable bound states and unstable resonances can be treated in a unified way, by utilizing the
outgoing boundary condition.

Let us consider the same scattering problem as in the previous section, namely, nonrelativistic single-
channel two-body scattering with reduced mass µ under the spherical and short-range potential. For
simplicity, we deal with the s-wave scattering with the angular momentum ` = 0. In the energy region
of the physical scattering E > 0, the momentum p =

√
2µE is real and positive. By solving the radial

Schrödinger equation for p > 0, we obtain the scattering solution of the radial wave function χ0,p(r)
which satisfies χ0,p(r) → 0 at r → 0. Because of the absence of the boundary condition at r → ∞,
we obtain the eigenstates for any p > 0 and the scattering states form the continuous spectrum. At
large distance where the potential vanishes, the wave function is given by the superposition of the plane
waves:

χ0,p(r)→ A−(p)e−ipr + A+(p)e+ipr (r →∞), (52)

where the coefficients A−(p) and A+(p) represent the amplitude of the incoming and outgoing waves,
respectively. The explicit forms of A±(p) depend on the given potential. For instance, adopting the
attractive square-well potential with depth V0 and width b:

V (r) =

{
−V0 0 ≤ r ≤ b

0 b < r
, (53)

we obtain the coefficients

A±(p) =
C

2

[
sin(b

√
p2 + 2µV0)∓ i

√
p2 + 2µV0

p
cos(b

√
p2 + 2µV0)

]
e∓ipb. (54)

Because the scattering solution is not normalizable, the coefficient C is arbitrary.

The eigenenergy of the bound state is negative, E < 0. In this case, the eigenmomentum p =
√

2µE
is purely imaginary. Because of the branch cut, for a negative E, the momentum variable

√
−2µ|E| is

indefinite, and one must specify the analytic continuation path from the positive E. For the bound state,
we choose the path in the upper half energy plane, or equivalently, we define p =

√
−2µ|E|+ i0+ =

i
√

2µ|E|. Defining p = iκ with κ > 0, the general solution of the radial wave function is

χ0,iκ(r)→ A−(iκ)e+κr + A+(iκ)e−κr (r →∞). (55)

To obtain the bound state solution, we eliminate the increasing component e+κr, so that the wave
function is square integrable. This is equivalent to demanding

A−(iκ) = 0. (56)
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In fact, using the explicit form of A−(p) in Eq. (54), we obtain the bound state condition for the
square-well potential

tan(b
√
−κ2 + 2µV0) = −

√
−κ2 + 2µV0

κ
. (57)

The bound state is a discrete eigenstate, because the solution is obtained only when κ satisfies the
condition (56). In this way, we have seen that the bound state condition is obtained from Eq. (56),
which can be regarded as an analytic continuation of A−(p) = 0 with the momentum variable p being
pure imaginary iκ.

The resonance solution can be obtained in the same way. In this case, we perform the analytic
continuation of p to general complex plane, and impose the boundary condition

A−(pR) = 0, pR ∈ C. (58)

If we find a solution pR away from the imaginary axis, the wave function χ0,pR(r) represents the resonance
state. In fact, for the square well potential case of Eq. (54), the condition (58) provides infinitely
many resonance solutions in the complex energy plane [82]. When pR is complex, the corresponding
eigenenergy is also complex:

ER =
p2
R

2µ
≡MR −

i

2
ΓR, (59)

where MR > 0 and ΓR > 0 are interpreted as the “mass” and “width” of the state (see the effect of the
Breit-Wigner term discussed below).5 Because ER is the eigenenergy of the Hamiltonian, one might
wonder why the complex number is allowed as an eigenvalue. To show the reality of the eigenvalue
of an hermitian (strictly speaking, self-adjoint) operator, one must consider the Hilbert space in a
mathematically strict sense, i.e., the complete inner product space. Roughly speaking, the reality of
the eigenenergy is guaranteed for the square integrable wave functions

∫
dr|χ0,pR(r)| <∞. For pR ∈ C

satisfying Eq. (58), the corresponding wave function is

χ0,pR(r)→ A+(pR)eiRe[pR]re−Im[pR]r (60)

This function is square integrable for Im [pR] > 0, and therefore no complex energy state can appear
in the upper half plane of p. In fact, only bound state solutions are allowed for Im [pR] > 0, which
are Re[pR] = 0 and Im[pR] = κ. On the other hand, in the lower half plane (Im [pR] < 0), the wave
function is not square integrable, and therefore complex eigenenergy is allowed. Therefore, the resonance
solutions found in this region can be understood as the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian, just as in the
case of the bound state solutions. At the same time, we have to keep in mind that the resonance wave
functions (whose amplitude increases at large distance) does not fit in the ordinary Hilbert space, so
the resonances may be called “generalized” eigenstates.

Because A−(p) is the amplitude of the incoming wave, Eq. (58) is referred to as the outgoing
boundary condition. This reminds us of the zero of the Jost function (51) discussed in the previous
section. In fact, by comparing the normalization of the wave functions, we find the relation of A−(p)
and the Jost function f

0
(p) as

f
0
(p) = A−(p)

∣∣
C= 2p

i

√
p2+2µV0

=

[
cos(b

√
p2 + 2µV0)− i p√

p2 + 2µV0

sin(b
√
p2 + 2µV0)

]
eipb (61)

5From the analytic properties of the Jost function, one can show that the existence of a pole at p = pR indicates
another pole at p = −p∗R. This means that there should be a pair of poles at E = ER and E = E∗

R in the complex energy
plane. In other words, there is a pole with Im [ER] > 0 as well as the one with Im [ER] < 0 shown in Eq. (59). Recalling
the time dependence of the wave function ΨE(t) ∝ e−iEt, one finds that the pole with Im [ER] < 0 represents the state
with decreasing probability |ΨER

(t)|2 ∝ e−ΓRt, while the other one denotes the state with increasing probability. These
solutions are interpreted as the decaying resonance state and its time reversal, respectively.
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Figure 2: Definition of resonances in the Schrödinger equation and in scattering theory. Resonances
are identified as the generalized eigenstates with a complex eigenenergy by solving the Schrödinger
equation with the outgoing boundary condition. This procedure is common to usual bound states. It
follows from the asymptotic behavior of the scattering wave function (47) that the outgoing boundary
condition is equivalent to the zero of the Jost function in scattering theory. From Eqs. (49) and (50),
this condition gives the pole of the s matrix and the scattering amplitude.

Thus, Eq. (58) is equivalent to the vanishing of the Jost function (51). As a consequence, the S matrix
and the scattering amplitude diverge at pR. In other words, the resonance eigenstate is expressed by
the pole of the S matrix/scattering amplitude. These relations are schematically summarized in Fig. 2.

We have shown that the theoretically well-defined characterization of resonances is to determine the
pole position of the scattering amplitude in the complex energy plane. On the other hand, physical
scattering occurs only for real and positive energies, and therefore the pole at the complex energy is
not directly accessible in experiments. Whereas the pole position is in principle uniquely determined,
it is practically useful to show the characteristic behavior of observable quantities. Suppose that there
is a resonance at E = ER = MR − iΓR/2 in the `-th partial wave. The scattering amplitude, having a
pole at E = ER, can be expressed by the Laurent series around ER as

f`(E) = f`,BW(E) + f`,BG(E), (62)

where f`,BW(E) is the Breit-Wigner term containing the pole contribution

f`,BW(E) =
ZR

E − ER
=
ZR(E −MR − i

2
ΓR)

(E −MR)2 + 1
4
Γ2
R

, (63)

with ZR = −ΓR/(2pR) is the complex residue of the pole, and f`,BG(E) is called the nonresonant
background contribution which is regular at E = ER:

f`,BG(E) =
∞∑
n=0

Cn(E − ER)n. (64)

From the right hand side of Eq. (63), we see that the pole term f`,BW(E) varies rapidly with large am-
plitude near the resonance position E ∼MR, in particular for the narrow width state. The background
term is then regarded as a slowly varying function of E with small magnitude, in comparison with the
pole term. If one assume that the background term is small and negligible, we can approximate the
scattering amplitude by the Breit-Wigner term

f`(E) ≈ f`,BW(E) (f`,BG(E)→ 0). (65)

In this case, we find several traditional signatures of a resonance on the real energy axis:
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(i) the cross section peaks at E = MR with the half width ΓR,

(ii) Re [f`(E)] = 0 and Im [f`(E)] becomes maximum at E = MR, and

(iii) phase shift δ`(E) increases rapidly and crosses π/2 at E = MR.

Noting Z = −ΓR/(2p) < 0, (ii) directly follows from the right hand side of Eq. (63).6 (i) is a consequence
of the optical theorem σ ∝ Im f and the behavior of the imaginary part in (ii). From Eq. (45), the
condition Re [f`(MR)] = 0 requires that the S matrix should be real, s`(MR) = exp[2iδ`(MR)] ∈ R. To
satisfy this except for the noninteraccting case, the phase shift should be π/2 (modulo π) at E = MR.
Because of the property (i), the real (imaginary) part of the pole position is regarded as mass (width/2).
Here we emphasize that the features (i)-(iii) are realized only when the nonresonant background term
is neglected.7 The contribution from the nonresonant background can modify these features. In fact,
because the pole term and the background term are summed coherently in Eq. (62), taking the amplitude
square, we obtain

|f`(E)|2 = |f`,BW(E)|2 + |f`,BG(E)|2 + 2Re [f`,BW(E)f ∗`,BG(E)], (66)

where the last term represents the interference of the pole and the background. The experimentally ob-
served spectrum can also be influenced by such interference term. In addition, if there exists a threshold
opening near the resonance, then we must treat a much complicated coupled-channel scattering ampli-
tude. In this case, a resonance pole below the threshold does not directly affect the scattering amplitude
above the threshold, and vice versa. As a consequence, the validity of the Breit-Wigner term is limited
at the threshold energy, and it cannot be extended over the threshold. The kinematical effects induced
by a threshold, such as cusp structures and triangle singularities [83], can produce some peak like struc-
ture in the spectrum even in the absence of the resonance pole. In this way, one should be cautious
about the use of the Breit-Wigner function to fit a peak in the spectrum, because it is valid only in
the idealized situation; the width of the resonance is sufficiently narrow, the background contribution is
properly understood, and no threshold exists in the energy region of the peak structure. It is therefore
important to determine the pole position from the careful analysis of the experimental data, rather
than the simple Breit-Wigner fit. Although the determination of the pole position is a challenging task
experimentally, it is a necessary step to pin down the basic properties of hadron resonances.

2.3 Internal structure of hadrons

Hadrons are made from quarks and gluons, but they are constructed in a highly complicated way,
reflecting the nonperturbative dynamics of QCD. It is therefore natural to ask what kind of internal
structure they have. Traditionally, the success of constituent quark models suggests that the mesons
are composed of q̄q and the baryons are composed of qqq [84, 85, 86, 87, 88]. It turns out that there
are some exceptions which do not fit well in the quark model description. Because these hadrons
are expected to have an unconventional structure beyond q̄q and qqq, they are called exotic hadrons.
Recently, investigations along this direction are further accelerated by the findings of the XY Z states
in heavy quark sector [89, 12, 13, 90]. The study of exotic hadrons thus becomes a major subject in

6The momentum factor p in the residue Z stems from the one in the denominator of Eq. (45). To derive the properties
(i)-(iii), the background term is neglected in the S matrix s`(E), and then translate it to the scattering amplitude f`(E)
through Eq. (45). In this case, the residue Z is not a constant, because of p. For physical scattering, the momentum p is
real and positive, and therefore the residue Z = −ΓR/(2p) is real and negative. If one perform the Laurent expansion for
the scattering amplitude f`(E) directly, the residue ZR = −ΓR/(2pR) is a complex constant as in Eq. (63).

7In practice, the properties (i)-(iii) can be approximately realized when the magnitude of the background term is
small. In addition, if the behavior of the background contribution is well understood, the resonance parameters can be
extracted.

18



hadron physics. On the other hand, there is no unique definition for the word “exotic hadrons”, and
the ambiguity of the definition sometimes causes confusions in the discussion. Let us therefore first
consider some suitable classification scheme of exotic hadrons.

First of all, any hadronic states that are realized in nature should obey the rule of the strong
interaction. In this sense, there is nothing “exotic” from the viewpoint of QCD. To define the exotic
hadrons, one should find regularity of some property of hadrons, which is satisfied by most of the
observed hadrons. One can then classify the exceptions of this regularity as exotics. At this point,
we emphasize that the classification should be done in a theoretically well defined manner. A proper
classification must be given without referring to any specific models, such as constituent quark models.
Rather, we should rely on the conserved quantum numbers which are well defined in QCD. For this
purpose, we can utilize the spin-parity JPC , the flavor quantum numbers (isospin, strangeness, etc.),
and the baryon number B, which are based on symmetries of QCD.8 Using these quantum numbers,
exotic hadron candidates with B = 0 and B = 1 can then be classified into three categories:

(i) quantum number exotics : hadrons whose quantum numbers cannot be reached by q̄q/qqq

(ii) quarkonium associated exotics : hadrons whose quantum numbers can (in principle) be reached
by q̄q/qqq, but it is plausible that they contain c̄c or b̄b

(iii) other exotics

In the following, we discuss these classes in detail, giving possible candidates in each class.
(i) : the clearest examples of exotic structure are the quantum number exotics. This can be further

classified into the flavor exotics and the JPC exotics. The flavor exotics are the hadrons whose flavor
quantum number requires more than three valence quarks. They are also called “manifestly/genuine
exotic hadrons”, for their exotic nature is manifested in the valence quark configuration. Theoretically,
the flavor exotics can be specified by the well-defined quantum number exoticness [91, 92], which
counts the number of quark-antiquark pairs in addition to q̄q/qqq in the minimal valence configuration.
Experimental identification of flavor exotics is also straightforward due to the flavor conservation in
the strong interaction. Possible candidates of the flavor exotics, whose experimental evidence has been
once given, are Θ+ ∼ uudds̄ [93], Ξ−−(1860) ∼ ddssū [94], Θc ∼ uuddc̄ [95], and X(5568) ∼ bud̄s̄ [96].
Unfortunately, these states were not confirmed by the follow-up experiments and their existence is not
established so far. The JPC exotics are the mesons whose JPC quantum number cannot be constructed
from the q̄q configuration. It follows from the symmetry under the exchange of quark and antiquark
that JPC = 0+−, 1−+, 2+−, · · · are not obtained by the q̄q configuration. In PDG, π1(1400) and π1(1600)
have JPC = 1−+ [1] and hence classified as the JPC exotics. Minimal valence configurations of these
states should be q̄qq̄q or q̄qg. We emphasize that the absence of the flavor quantum number exotics is a
highly nontrivial fact. There is no rule to forbid such configuration in QCD, just as in the case of color
confinement. It is therefore important to look for possible quantum number exotics experimentally. At
the same time, theoretical effort is required to clarify the mechanism of non-appearance of quantum
number exotics in the hadron spectrum.

(ii) : several quarkonium associated exotics have been observed recently. Representative examples
are the tetraquarks Z±b ∼ b̄būd/b̄bd̄u [97] and the pentaquarks Pc ∼ c̄cuud [98, 99]. Compared with
the states in (i), the c̄c or b̄b pair can in principle be annihilated, and the Z±b (Pc) state have the
same quantum number with ūd/d̄u (uud). Of course the existence of the c̄c or b̄b pair in these states
is almost certain from their mass and decay products, but one cannot distinguish Pc from the highly
excited proton by the conserved quantum number in QCD. Once we accept the existence of the c̄c

8While the isospin SU(2) symmetry is an approximate one in QCD, the total I3 quantum number is conserved due to
the independent conservations of u quark number and d quark number. One can rephrase it by the conservation of the
electric charge.
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(b̄b) pair, these states cannot be the ordinary the q̄q meson or qqq baryon. Although the number of
observed quarkonium associated exotics is increasing, they occupy only a small fraction in the hadron
spectrum. It is not clear why they are rare, but at the same time, the existence of the quarkonium
associated exotics indicates that there may be a difference from the quantum number exotics. Thus,
the quarkonium associated exotics will bring us an important clue to understand the construction
mechanism of hadrons from quarks and gluons.

(iii) : there are hadrons whose quantum numbers are describable by q̄q or qqq, but considered to
have an exotic structure. Most of the so-called exotic hadron candidates fall into this category. Famous
examples are the lowest lying scalar mesons and the Λ(1405) resonance in the light quark sector, and
X(3872) [100] and Ds(2317) [101] in the heavy sector. Motivated by the failure of the prediction by
quark models, many configurations, such as multiquarks and hadronic molecules, have been proposed
to explain their properties. It should however be noted that there are no conserved quantum numbers
that distinguish these hadrons from the ordinary q̄q or qqq states. This means that a hadron in this
class is a mixture of the exotic structure and the ordinary configuration and one needs to introduce a
measure to characterize the internal structure beyond the conserved quantum numbers. One promising
quantity is the compositeness of hadrons [102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 14, 108, 109, 110, 112], which
is based on the field renormalization constant to distinguish composite and elementary particles [113].
From the experimental viewpoint, the first step to study these exotics is the accurate determination
of the basic properties, the resonance pole positions. Of course, the pole position does not give the
information on the internal structure by itself, but a meaningful conclusion should only be achieved
with the reliable basic properties. The second step will be to measure an observable that reflects the
internal structure. In this regard, the theoretical task is to define a sensible measure of the internal
structure, and to relate it with the experimentally observable quantities. Thus, collaborative efforts of
theory and experiment are desired to find out a way to understand these exotic hadrons.

3 S = −1 baryons

The members of S = −1 baryons are composed of an s quark and two of u or d quarks, and are
classified into isospin I = 0 and I = 1 families, Λ and Σ hyperons, respectively. Figure 3 shows the
mass spectrum of four-star S = −1 hyperons in the PDG [1].

3.1 Recent progress in the Λ(1405) studies

The Λ(1405) is the lowest lying resonance with JP = 1/2−, which has been continuously studied for more
than 60 years since its theoretical prediction by Dalitz and Tuan [114, 115]. Detailed description of the
investigations before 2011, including historical developments, can be found in a review article [5]. Since
then, there have been several important theoretical and experimental developments. In the following,
we summarize recent achievements in the study of the Λ(1405). Experimental results are summarized
in Sections 3.1.1, 3.1.2 and 3.1.3, and theoretical studies are reviewed in the subsequent sections. See
also the recent reviews [6, 7].

3.1.1 K̄N scattering data and the Λ(1405)

The Λ(1405) baryon is the S = −1 isospin I = 0 resonance, which can couple to πΣ and K̄N channels.
The mass of the Λ(1405) is just below the K̄N threshold, and it decays to πΣ with 100% branching
fraction. Experimentally, the Λ(1405) can be identified as a resonance peak in the πΣ invariant mass
spectrum. The lineshapes and the spin-parity of the Λ(1405) are studied by reconstructing the Λ(1405)
in πΣ final states. On the other hand, the Λ(1405) plays an important role in the K̄N scattering
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Figure 3: The mass spectrum of S = −1 hyperons that are listed as four-star resonances by the
PDG [1]. The solid and dashed lines present Λ and Σ families, respectively.
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near the threshold due to the strong coupling to this channel. The properties of the Λ(1405) can be
investigated both from the πΣ and K̄N channels.

The K−p scattering data near the threshold were obtained using low energy kaon beams. Due to
the finite life time of K−, the intensity of low energy kaon beam is low, and precision of the scattering
cross section is quite limited. Besides, the K−p scattering length, which is the combination of the I = 0
and I = 1 scattering amplitudes at threshold, can be obtained from the level shift (∆E) by strong
interaction and the width (Γ) of the 1s level of the kaonic hydrogen. The details of low energy K−p
scattering data and old measurements of the kaonic hydrogen X rays are summarized in Ref [5]. The
SIDDHARTA collaboration has performed the newest measurement of the kaonic hydrogen X rays at
DAΦNE (Fig. 4). They found the repulsive shift

∆E = −283± 36(stat.)± 6(syst.) eV and Γ = 541± 89(stat.)± 22(syst.) eV,

which is consistent with the existence of the quasi-bound state of K̄N [116, 117]. In order to access
the antikaon-neutron interaction, X-ray spectroscopy of kaonic deuterium atoms is planned by the E57
collaboration at J-PARC [119, 120, 121] and the SIDDHARTA 2 collaboration at DAΦNE [122, 120],
and isospin dependent scattering lengths will be measured in near future.

Recently, the ALICE collaboration demonstrated a new method to measure the K̄N interaction using
the pp collision data at

√
s = 5, 7 and 13 TeV [123] (Fig. 5). They performed femtoscopic measurements

of the correlation function at low relative momentum of K+p (K−p̄) and K−p (K+p̄) pairs, and they
observed a cusp structure around a relative momentum of 58 MeV in the measured correlation function
of K−p (K+p̄) pairs, which corresponds to the threshold of the isospin partner channel K̄0n (K0n̄) due
to the mass difference among isospin multiplets. The measured correlation functions were compared
to several models. Although their results are sensitive to the source size, r0, the K̄N interaction was
investigated. Theoretical calculation of the K−p correlation function was performed in Ref. [124]. By
using the meson-baryon coupled-channel potential developed in Ref. [125], the measured correlation
function is well reproduced. Because the potential in Ref. [125] was constructed to reproduce the K−p
scattering data including the above mentioned kaonic hydrogen measurement by SIDDHARTA, one can
say that the ALICE result is consistent with the SIDDHARTA data, within the framework of Ref. [124].
It should, however, be noted that the calculation of the correlation function requires the construction
of the meson-baryon potential, as well as the determination of the parameters such as the source size.
Nevertheless, the ALICE data, with its excellent quality, will be important for the future studies of the
K̄N interaction.

3.1.2 Lineshape of πΣ invariant mass spectra

In this section, we review recent results of the Λ(1405) obtained from the πΣ final states. An exper-
imental difficulty to study the Λ(1405) is to separate the isospin I = 0 component from the I = 1
component which couples to the Σ(1385). The mass difference of these two baryons are smaller than
their widths of them, and thus, they overlap with each other in π±Σ∓ invariant mass spectra. Figure 6
shows the hadronic branching fractions of these baryons. The Λ(1405) baryon decays into a πΣ pair
with 100% branching fraction while the Σ(1385) mainly decays to πΛ. The Σ(1385) baryon is an I = 1
resonance and cannot decay into a π0Σ0 pair, whereas, it can decay into a π±Σ∓ pair. The isospin of
π0Σ0 pairs can be I = 0 and I = 2. However, the I = 2 amplitude is nonresonant and assumed to be
negligible. Thus, the invariant mass spectra of π0Σ0 pairs can be regarded as a pure I = 0 amplitude. In
order to reconstruct πΣ pairs, we need to identify a neutral particle such as a photon or a neutron; the
main decay modes of Σ baryons are Σ+ → pπ0 (∼ 52%), Σ+ → nπ+ (∼ 48%), Σ− → nπ− (∼ 99.8%),
and Σ0 → Λγ (∼ 100%). Thus, the reconstruction of Σ baryons is rather difficult compared with that
of Λ→ pπ− where only charged particles exist in the final state.
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Fig. 6. A global simultaneous fit result of the X-ray energy spectra of hydrogen and deuterium data. (a) Residuals of
the measured kaonic-hydrogen X-ray spectrum after subtraction of the fitted background, clearly displaying the kaonic-
hydrogen K-series transitions. The fit components of the K−p transitions are also shown, where the higher transitions,
greater than Kβ , are summed. (b), (c) Measured energy spectra with the fit lines for each dataset. Fit components of
the background X-ray lines and a continuous background are also shown. The dot-dashed vertical line indicates the EM
value of the kaonic-hydrogen Kα energy. (Note that the characteristic Kα line consists of Kα1 and Kα2 lines, both of
which are shown.)

wall made of Kapton polyimide film (C22H10O5N2) and its support frames made of aluminum.
The characteristic X rays come from high-purity titanium and copper foils installed for in-situ
X-ray energy calibration.

There are three background X-ray lines overlapping with the kaonic-hydrogen signals: kaonic
oxygen 7–6 (6.0 keV), kaonic nitrogen 6–5 (7.6 keV) and the characteristic X ray of copper Kα

(8.0 keV). In the fitting procedure of the kaonic-hydrogen spectrum, it turned out to be essential
to use the kaonic-deuterium spectrum to quantify the kaonic background X-ray lines. There-
fore, we performed a simultaneous global fit of the hydrogen and deuterium spectra, where the
intensities of the background X-ray lines were determined using both spectra and a normaliza-
tion factor defined by the intensity ratio of the high-statistics kaonic-carbon 5–4 peak seen in
both spectra. In Fig. 6(b) and (c), the resulting fit lines are shown together with components of

Figure 4: A global simultaneous fit result of the X-ray energy spectra of hydrogen and
deuterium data. Adapted from Ref. [117].

the transport code used in the simulation from GEANT3 [48]
to GEANT4 [49].
The effects related to momentum resolution effects are

accounted for by correcting the theoretical correlation
function, similarly to what shown in Refs. [33] and [41].
The theoretical correlation function Cðk"Þtheoretical depends
not only on the interaction between particles, but also on
the profile and the size of the particle emitting source.
Under the assumption that there is a common Gaussian
source for all particle pairs produced in pp collisions at a
fixed energy, the size of the source considered in the present
analysis is fixed from the baryon-baryon analyses described
in Refs. [33] and [41]. The impact of strongly decaying
resonances (mainly K" decaying into K and Δ decaying
into p) on the determination of the radius for Kp pairs was
studied using different Monte Carlo simulations [45,46]
and found to be 10%. This contribution was linearly added
to the systematic uncertainty associated with the radius.
The radii of the considered Gaussian sources are r0 ¼
1.13% 0.02þ0.17

−0.15 fm [33] for collisions at
ffiffiffi
s

p
¼ 5 and

7 TeV, and r0 ¼ 1.18% 0.01% 0.12 fm [41] for the
ffiffiffi
s

p
¼

13 TeV collisions.
The comparison of the measured Cðk"Þ for same-charge

Kp pairs with different models is shown in Fig. 1. Each
panel presents the results at different collision energy and
the comparison with two different scenarios. The blue band
represents the correlation function evaluated as described in
Eq. (1), assuming only the presence of the Coulomb
potential to evaluate the Cðk"Þtheoretical term. The red band
represents the correlation function assuming the strong
potential implemented in the Jülich model [50] in addition
to the Coulomb potential. The latter has been implemented

using the Gamow factor [51]. In the bottom panels, the
difference between data and model evaluated in the middle
of each k" interval, and divided by statistical error of data
for the three considered collision energies are shown. The
width of the bands represents the n-σ range associated to
the model variations. The reduced χ2 are also shown. This
comparison reveals that the Coulomb interaction is not able
to describe the data points, as expected, while the intro-
duction of a strong potential allows us to reproduce
consistently the data when the same source radius as for
baryon-baryon pairs is considered. Hence, the measured
correlation functions are sensitive to the strong interaction
and can be used to test different strong potentials for the
K−p system, assuming a common source for all the Kp
pairs produced in a collision.
Similar to Fig. 1 for like-sign pairs, Fig. 2 shows the

data-model comparison for unlike-sign pairs. The measured
Cðk"Þ is reported for the three different collision energies
and the Cðk"Þ distributions were compared with different
interaction models. Since all the models considered in this
Letter do not take the presence of Λð1520Þ into account,
only the region below 170 MeV=c is considered in the
comparison. The blue bands show results obtained using
CATS with a Coulomb potential only.
The remaining curves include, on top of the Coulomb

attraction, different descriptions of the K̄N strong inter-
action. The width of each band accounts for the uncer-
tainties in the λ parameters, the source radius and the
baseline. The light blue bands corresponds to the Kyoto
model calculations with approximate boundary conditions
on the K−p wave function which neglect the contributions
from Σπ and Λπ coupled channels [26,52–55]. Moreover,
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FIG. 2. (K−p ⊕ Kþp̄) correlation functions obtained (from left to right) from pp collisions at
ffiffiffi
s

p
¼ 5, 7, 13 TeV. The fourth panel

shows the combined results at the three colliding energies; the number of pairs in each data sample has been used as weight. The inset
shows the correlation function evaluated for pp collisions at

ffiffiffi
s

p
¼ 5 TeV in a wider k" interval. The measurement is presented by the

black markers; the vertical lines and the boxes represent the statistical and systematic uncertainties, respectively. Bottom panels
represent comparison with models as described in the text.
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Figure 5: (K−p⊕K+p̄) correlation functions obtained (from left to right) from pp collisions
at
√
s = 5, 7, 13 TeV. The fourth panel shows the combined results at the three colliding

energies; the number of pairs in each data sample has been used as weight. Adapted from
Ref. [123].
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Figure 6: Branching fractions of the Λ(1405) and the Σ0(1385) into hadronic final states.

For a long time, the experimental data of the Λ(1405) were limited to low statistics data obtained
using bubble chambers. The results of bubble chamber experiments are summarized in Ref. [5]. Since
2003, the Λ(1405) has been studied using modern detectors and high intensity beams. In these decades,
experimental information of the Λ(1405) have increased rapidly owing to intensive studies with high
statistics data. In order to understand the nature of the Λ(1405), experimental studies have been
performed to observe the lineshape of the invariant mass of πΣ pairs, the spin-parity quantum number,
and the production cross sections.

The lineshape of πΣ invariant mass contains the information of the pole position and the decay
width of the Λ(1405). Under the assumption of negligible I = 2 component, the πΣ invariant mass
spectra for isospin 0 and 1 components can be described as

dσ (π+Σ−)

dMI

∝ 1

3

∣∣T (0)
∣∣2 +

1

2

∣∣T (1)
∣∣2 +

2√
6

Re
(
T (0)T (1)∗) , (67)

dσ (π−Σ+)
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3
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∣∣2 +

1

2

∣∣T (1)
∣∣2 − 2√

6
Re
(
T (0)T (1)∗) , (68)

dσ (π0Σ0)

dMI

∝ 1

3

∣∣T (0)
∣∣2 , (69)

where T (I) and MI represent the πΣ amplitude and the invariant mass with isospin I, respectively. The
isospin interference term Re

(
T (0)T (1)∗) makes the difference of the charged π±Σ∓ spectra. Based on

this observation, Ref. [126] theoretically calculated the production of the Λ(1405) in the γp → K+πΣ
reaction, predicting the different lineshapes in π−Σ+, π0Σ0, and π+Σ− channels.

After the theoretical prediction, the LEPS Collaboration measured the lineshapes of π−Σ+ and
π+Σ− invariant mass spectra using γp → K+πΣ reaction [127] with the photon energy 1.5-2.4 GeV.
The contribution of the K∗(890) production was excluded in the invariant mass of K+π−, and they
observed a peak structure around 1.4 GeV. The observed lineshapes were consistent with the theoretical
predictions for the Λ(1405) photoproduction by Ref. [126]. However, the experimental spectra contain
the Σπ pairs from the decay of the Σ(1385), and the amount of the Σ(1385) decay contribution was not
separated. In the subsequent study, the LEPS collaboration measured the production cross section of
the Λ(1405) and the Σ(1385) in the γp → K+Λ(1405) and γp → K+Σ0(1385) reactions by detecting
the Λ(1405)→ π±Σ∓ decay and Σ(1385)0 → π0Λ decay, respectively [128]. In the π0Λ final state, only
I = 1 amplitude contributes and we can identify the Σ0(1385). The amount of the Σ0(1385) in the π±Σ∓

final state was estimated using the known branching fractions of the Σ0(1385) decay. The absolute value
of the differential cross section dσ/d(cos θ) was obtained as 0.43 µb (0.072 µb) for the photon energy
1.5 < Eγ < 2.0 GeV (2.0 < Eγ < 2.4 GeV). They observed the difference in the charged πΣ spectra
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Figure 7: Missing mass for the γp → K+X reaction [128]. (a) K+Σ+π− final state. (b)
K+Σ−π+ final state. Solid lines in (a) and (b) show fit results ofK+Λ(1520) plus nonresonant
(K+Σπ) production. (c) The combined spectra of the Σ+π− and Σ−π+ and decay modes.
Closed and open circles show spectra obtained by Ref. [128] and by Ref. [127], respectively.

again (Fig. 7), however, the shape of the peak was not consistent with the previous measurement, likely
because of the different kinematical region of the final state pion. Since the LEPS first observation is
consistent with the theoretical prediction, the second one contradicts the prediction of Ref. [126].

The Crystal Ball collaboration observed the neutral π0Σ0 spectrum in the K−p→ π0π0Σ0 reaction
in the K− momentum range of 514− 750 MeV [129] (Fig. 8). The π0Σ0 channel is ideal to investigate
the Λ(1405) spectrum, since the π0Σ0 spectrum does not contain the I = 1 amplitude with the Σ(1385).
The authors of Ref. [130] pointed out that the peak position of the spectrum locates at 1.42 GeV, and
they discussed the two pole structure of the Λ(1405).

The CLAS collaboration measured the lineshapes of all charge combinations of πΣ invariant mass
using very high statistics data [131] (Fig. 9). The difference of the lineshapes of the charged πΣ spectra
were confirmed, and the observed differences contradict the theoretical predictions of Ref. [126]. They
separated isospin amplitudes using a Breit-Wigner model, and obtained two I = 1 amplitudes with a
centroid at 1394 ± 20 MeV and 1413 ± 10 MeV, here, the fit quality was fairly good and the reduced
χ2 was 2.15 at the best. The centroid of the I = 0 Λ(1405) strength was found at the πΣ threshold,
and they suggest that the observed shape is determined by channel coupling. The authors of Ref. [132]
implemented five parameters to the chiral unitary model and fitted the π0Σ0 spectra obtained by CLAS.
The model reproduce the CLAS results successfully with χ2/ndf = 0.6 ∼ 1.76, showing the two-pole
structure discussed in later sections. Using the same high statistics data, the CLAS collaboration
measured the differential photoproduction cross sections of the Σ0(1385), the Λ(1405), and the Λ(1520)
in the γp → K+Y ∗ reactions in the photon beam energy from near the production threshold to the
center-of-mass energy W of 2.85 GeV with very high precision [133]. The CLAS data cover large K+

angular regions, while the previous LEPS measurements cover the very forward scattering angle of K+

for these hyperon production and the very backward K+ angle for Λ(1520). The production cross
sections of the Σ0(1385) and the Λ(1520) seem consistent between CLAS and LEPS results in the close
angular regions. However, for the Λ(1405), these two results are consistent in the low photon energy
region, but CLAS do not observe the reduction of the production rate in the high photon energy region.

The Λ(1405) production from the pp collision was studied in the reactions pp → π0Σ0pK+ and
pp → π∓Σ±pK+ at COSY-Jülich [134] and at HADES-GSI [135], respectively. The neutral π0Σ0

spectrum was measured by the COSY collaboration from the missing mass of pp → pK+X reaction
(Fig. 10). In order to detect π0Σ0 → π0Λγ in the final state, they selected the events with a Λ and
with the constraint on the missing mass of pp → pK+ΛX larger than 190 MeV for the πγ in the
final state. The peak position of the Λ(1405) was found at 1.405 GeV. The total cross section of the
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Figure 8: Dalitz plot projections to π0Σ0 (column 4) in the K−p→ π0π0Σ0 reaction by the
Crystal Ball collaboration. Adapted from Ref. [129].
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Figure 9: πΣ mass distributions in the γp → K+πΣ reaction by the CLAS collaboration.
Adapted from Ref. [131].
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Fig. 4. (a) Missing-mass MM(pFdK+) distribution for the pp →
pK+pπ−X0 reaction for events with M(pSdπ−) ≈ m(Λ) and
MM(pK+pπ−) > 190 MeV/c2. Experimental points with statistical er-
rors are compared to the shaded histogram of the fitted non-resonant Monte
Carlo simulation. (b) The background-subtracted lineshape of the Λ(1405) de-
caying into Σ0π0 (points) compared to π−p → K0(Σπ)0 [13] (solid line)
and K−p → π+π−Σ+π− [11] (dotted line) data.

We finally turn to the contribution from lower missing mass-
es. From the number of events with 1320 < MM(pFdK+) <

1440 MeV/c2, equal to 156 ± 23, we find a total production
cross section of

σtot
(
pp → pK+Λ(1405)

)
= (4.5 ± 0.9stat ± 1.8syst) µb

at pbeam = 3.65 GeV/c. The cumulative branching ratio for the
Λ(1405) decay chain of reaction (2) of 21% and the acceptance
of ∼ 4 × 10−6 have been included, as well as the overall detec-
tion efficiency of ∼ 55%.

The (Σπ)0 invariant-mass distributions have been stud-
ied in two hydrogen bubble chamber experiments. Thomas
et al. [13] found ∼ 400 Σ+π− or Σ−π+ events correspond-
ing to the π−p → K0Λ(1405) → K0(Σπ)0 reaction at a
beam momentum of 1.69 GeV/c. Hemingway [11] used a
4.2 GeV/c kaon beam to investigate K−p → Σ+(1660)π− →
Λ(1405)π+π− → (Σ±π∓)π+π−. For the Σ−π−π+π+ final
state, the Σ−π+ mass spectrum is distorted by the confusion
between the two positive pions. Thus, in the comparison with
our data, we use only the Σ+π− distribution, which contains
1106 events [11].

In Fig. 4(b) our experimental points are compared to the re-
sults of Thomas and Hemingway, which have been normalised
by scaling their values down by factors of ∼3 and ∼7, re-
spectively. The effect of the K̄N threshold is apparent in these
published data, with the Λ(1405) mass distribution being dis-

torted by the opening of this channel. Despite the very different
production mechanisms, the three distributions have consistent
shapes. A fit of one to either of the others leads to a χ2/ndf of
the order of unity though, as pointed out in Ref. [6], for Σ+π−

production [11] there is likely to be some residual distortion
from I = 1 channels. The K−p → Λ(1405)π0 → Σ0π0π0

data yield a somewhat different distribution [22] but, as noted
in this reference, the uncertainty as to which π0 originated from
the Λ(1405) “smears the resonance signal in the spectra”. The
situation is therefore very similar to that of the Hemingway
Σ−π−π+π+ data [11] and such results can only be interpreted
within the context of a specific reaction model, such as that of
Ref. [9].

Models based on unitary chiral perturbation theory find two
poles in the neighborhood of the Λ(1405) which evolve from
a singlet and an octet in the exact SU(3) limit [8,9]. One has
a mass of 1390 MeV/c2 and a width of 130 MeV/c2 and
couples preferentially to Σπ . The narrower one, located at
1425 MeV/c2, couples more strongly to K̄N , whose thresh-
old lies at ∼ 1432 MeV/c2. Both states may contribute to the
experimental distributions, and it is their relative population,
which depends upon the production mechanism, that will deter-
mine the observed lineshape. Our experimental findings show
that the properties (mass, width, and shape) of the Λ(1405)

resonance are essentially identical for these three different pro-
duction modes.

In summary, we have measured the excitation of the
Σ0(1385) and Λ(1405) hyperon resonances in proton–proton
collisions at a beam momentum of 3.65 GeV/c. We have suc-
ceeded in unambiguously separating the two states through
their Λπ0 and Σ0π0 → Λγπ0 decay modes. Cross sections
of the order of a few µb have been deduced for both reso-
nances. The Λ(1405), as measured through its Σ0π0 decay,
has a shape that is consistent with data on the charged de-
cays [11,13], with a mass of ∼ 1400 MeV/c2 and width of
∼ 60 MeV/c2. This might suggest that, if there are two states
present in this region, then the reaction mechanisms in the three
cases are preferentially populating the same one. However, by
identifying particular reaction mechanisms, proponents of the
two-state solution can describe the shape of the distribution that
we have found [10].

The Σ0π0 channel is by far the cleanest for the obser-
vation of the Λ(1405) since it is not contaminated by the
Σ(1385) nor the confusion regarding the identification of the
pion from its decay. However, although we have shown that the
method works in practice, in view of our limited statistics, fur-
ther data are clearly needed. The decay Λ(1405) → Σ0π0 →
Λγπ0 can be detected directly in electromagnetic calorimeters.
Corresponding measurements are under way in γp reactions
(CB/TAPS at ELSA [23], SPring–8/LEPS [24]) and are also
planned in pp interactions with WASA at COSY [25].

Acknowledgements

We acknowledge many very useful discussions with E. Oset.
We also thank all other members of the ANKE Collaboration
and the COSY accelerator staff for their help during the data

Figure 10: Missing-mass MM(pFdK
+) distribution for the pp→ pK+pπ−X0 reaction with

the ANKE spectrometer at COSY- Jülich. Adapted from Ref. [134].

pp → pK+Λ(1405) was obtained as 4.5 µb at the proton beam momentum of 3.5 GeV. The HADES
collaboration measured the lineshape of π±Σ∓ in the pp → pK+π±Σ∓ → pK+π±nπ∓ reactions at the
3.5 GeV kinetic proton beam energy (4.3 GeV proton beam momentum) [135] (Fig. 11). The neutron
in the final state and Σ± in the intermediate state were reconstructed from the missing mass of the
pp → pK+π±π∓X reaction and pp → pK+π∓X reaction, respectively. The invariant mass spectra of
π±Σ∓ were obtained from the missing mass of the pp→ pK+X reaction for the events with a neutron
and Σ were identified. The contribution of the Σ0(1385) → π±Σ∓ decay was estimated from the
Σ0(1385)→ π0Λ decay where the only I = 1 amplitude contributes and the branching fractions of the
Σ0(1385) are known. From the peak corresponding to π0 in the missing mass spectrum of pp→ pK+ΛX
reaction, the yield of the Σ0(1385) was obtained, and the contribution into the π±Σ∓ spectra were turned
out to be small. In the same spectrum, the contribution of the Λ(1405)→ Σ0π0 → Λγπ0 decay was seen
at the higher mass side of π0. However, due to the limited statistics, the analysis of the lineshape of the
Λ(1405) in the neutral π0Σ0 decay channel was not possible. The spectra of π±Σ∓ after the efficiency
and acceptance-correction showed a peak position below 1.4 GeV. The total production cross section of
the Λ(1405) was obtained at this energy as 9.2±0.9±0.7+3.3

−1.0 µb, and the polar angle distribution of the
cross section was isotropic in the p − p center-of-mass system. The reason for the relatively low mass
of the peak position (∼ 1380 MeV) was theoretically studied in Ref. [136], where a possible mechanism
was proposed in relation with the triangle singularity.

The lineshape of π+Σ− invariant mass near the Λ(1405) region in the e−p → e−K+π+Σ− reaction
was measured for the first time at CLAS in the range of 1.0 < Q2 < 3.0 GeV2 [137] (Fig. 12). The con-
tamination from the Σ(1385) was estimated from the π0Λ channel, and was turned out to be negligible.
Two peak structures were observed at 1.368 GeV and 1.423 GeV, and with increasing photon virtuality
the mass distribution shifts toward the higher mass pole, suggesting two-pole structure of the Λ(1405).

Very recently, the J-PARC E31 collaboration has reported the measurement of the K−d → nΣ0π0
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as a dynamically generated resonance, resulting from the
superposition of two components: a quasibound K̄N state and
a !π resonance. At present, the molecule-like character of
#(1405) is commonly accepted. However, the contribution of
the !π channel to the formation process is still controversial.
Indeed, phenomenological approaches different from chiral-
SU(3) predictions [3] support the hypothesis that #(1405)
can be considered as a pure K−p quasibound state and
suggest experimental methods to test this ansatz. In general,
models can be constrained above the K̄N threshold by K−p
scattering data and by the measurements of the Kp, Kn
scattering lengths extracted from kaonic atoms as shown
in Refs. [4,5]. Below this threshold, the only experimental
observable related to the K̄N interaction is the #(1405)

spectral shape extracted from the decays #(1405)
≈100%−−−→

(π!)0. The authors of Ref. [6] predict for #(1405) in the
reaction γ + p → #(1405) + K0 that the spectral functions
of the three final states !−π+/!0π0/!+π− should differ
because of the interference of the isospin 0 and 1 channels. In
fact, the measured invariant mass distributions of the !π states
have different shapes [7], which also vary as a function of the
photon energy, but the observed shifts of the distributions are
not compatible with the theoretical predictions.

Furthermore, the approach [8] predicts that the coupling
of the #(1405) resonance to the quasibound K̄N state and
the !π pole depends on the initial-state configuration. The
observed line shape and pole position of the #(1405) is
expected to vary for different reactions. Data exploiting
pion [9] and kaon [10] beams are scarce, and the reaction
p + p → p + #(1405)(→ !0 + π0) + K+ has been studied
hitherto only by the ANKE experiment [11] at a beam
momentum of 3.65 GeV/c.

Based on the analysis of the reaction p + p → p + K+ +
(! + π )0 at 3.5 GeV kinetic beam energy, measured by
HADES [12], we present first data on the decay of the #(1405)
resonance into the !±π∓ final states. The spectral shapes, the
polar production angle, and the production cross-section of
#(1405) are discussed.

II. ANALYSIS

A. Signal extraction

The properties of the #(1405) resonance are studied in
the associated production together with a proton and a K+

followed by the decay into !± + π∓ pairs, where a branching
ratio of 33.3% for each decay channel is assumed:

p + p
3.5 GeV−−−−→ #(1405) + K+ + p

!± + π∓

π± + n. (1)

The assumption about the branching ratios of the #(1405)
decays is motivated by the consideration of isospin symmetries
[13] and does not take into account the interference between
the two isospins states 1 and 0. For an exclusive analysis, all
charged particles (p, K+, π+, π−) in the final state have been
identified employing the momentum-dependent dE/dx and
velocity information [14]. The neutron appearing in reaction
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Missing mass MM(p,K+) distributions
for events attributed to the !+π− decay channel (a) and the !−π+

decay channel (b). (c) Sum of both spectra from panels (a) and (b).
The gray dashed histogram shows the sum of all simulated channels
if #(1405) is simulated with its nominal mass of 1405 MeV/c2.
Colored histograms in the three panels indicate the contributions of
the channels (1)–(5) obtained from simulations. Data and simulations
are acceptance and efficiency corrected. The gray boxes indicate
systematic errors.

(1) has been reconstructed via the missing mass to the four
charged particles p,π±,π∓,K+ and has been selected via
a 2.4 σ cut around the nominal neutron mass (see Fig. 1 in
Ref. [15]). The intermediate !+ and !− hyperons have been
reconstructed via the missing mass to the proton, K+, and
either the π− or the π+ (see Fig. 4 in Ref. [15]). 3 σ mass cuts
around the nominal masses of the !+ and !− hyperons allow
extraction of the #(1405) signal corresponding to the two
decay modes into !+π− and !−π+. After the subtraction
of the misidentification background due to the limited kaon
identification [14], the #(1405) spectral shape for both decay
channels can be analyzed in the missing mass spectra to
the proton and the K+, MM(p,K+). Figure 1 shows the
MM(p,K+) distributions for the !+π− (a) and !−π+ (b)
decay channels. The black dots correspond to the experimental

025201-2

Figure 11: Missing mass MM(p,K+) distributions for events attributed to the Σ+π− decay
channel (a) and the Σ−π+ decay channel (b) by the HADES collaboration. Adapted from
Ref. [135].
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Fits of the missing mass of e−K+ for
1.5 < Q2 < 3.0 (GeV/c)2. Points with error bars are measured
data, solid (red) lines are overall fits, dash-dotted (green) lines
around 1.52 GeV/c2 are from the !(1520) simulation. The dashed
(blue) lines are from the !(1405) simulation parametrized by PDG
values (a), by one relativistic Breit-Wigner function (b), and by two
relativistic Breit-Wigner functions (c). The dotted (purple) lines show
the summed background contributions. The shadowed histograms at
the bottom show the estimated systematic uncertainty.

(iii) The phase-space Monte Carlo line shape of the hy-
peron invariant mass was modified to match exactly
the observed line shape. This effectively iterated the
calculation of the acceptance. The differences between
the phase space distribution and the distribution that
was closely matched to measured data were smoothed
by averaging the neighboring bins. This systematic
difference contributed about 20% to the total bin-to-bin
systematic uncertainty.

The overall systematic bin-to-bin uncertainty shown in Fig. 7
was achieved by adding all pieces together in quadrature. The
relative changes in strength between the observed peaks and
the distortions of the peak shape due to radiative effects are
small in comparison to the precision of these results. Hence
radiative corrections were not performed.

In Fig. 7 the resonances are computed as incoherent
relativistic Breit-Wigner functions of the form

BW (m) ≈ 1
2π

4mm0#(q)
(
m2 − m2

0

)2 + (m0#(q))2
. (1)

In Eq. (1), #(q) = q
q0

#0, m0, and #0 are fit parameters, q is the
momentum of π− in the hyperon rest frame, and q0 is value of
the q when m = m0.

As seen in Fig. 7(a), a fit using a single Breit-Wigner line
shape with PDG parameters gives a very poor representation of
the data. The fit includes the summed background contribution,
simulation of !(1520) electroproduction, and simulation of a
Breit-Wigner “resonance” parametrized with the PDG values
of the !(1405). In Fig. 7(b), an alternative fit released
these parameters from their PDG values. Also in this case,
the freely fitted Breit-Wigner is a poor fit to the data. In
Fig. 7(c), we allowed the !(1405) to be represented as
two incoherent Breit-Wigner peaks. The best fit result gives
the two peak positions at m

high
0 = 1.423 ± 0.002 GeV/c2

and mlow
0 = 1.368 ± 0.004 GeV/c2, where the uncertainties

include only the fit errors. This fit is clearly superior to the
other two. The best-fit χ2 per degree of freedom was 1.31
[Fig. 7(c)] compared to 3.12 [Fig. 7(a)] and 2.97 [Fig. 7(b)],
respectively. A fit with two coherent Breit-Wigner line shapes
was also tested, resulting in a χ2 per degree of freedom 1.43,
similar to the best fit and qualitatively the same.

Next, the acceptance-corrected yield was produced for
seven Q2 ranges, where the upper limit was fixed at
3.0 (GeV/c)2 and the lower limits were changed in steps
from 1.0 to 2.2 (GeV/c)2, as shown in Fig. 8. Figure 8(a)
shows the data for 1.0 ! Q2 ! 3.0 (GeV/c)2 and Fig. 8(g) for
2.2 ! Q2 ! 3.0 (GeV/c)2. The histograms were fitted with
two relativistic incoherent Breit-Wigner functions, allowing
only the amplitudes to vary from range to range, while the
centroids and widths were common to all. This combined
fit extracted the two peak positions m

high
0 = 1.422 ± 0.002

GeV/c2, and mlow
0 = 1.365 ± 0.002 GeV/c2, with a χ2 per

degree of freedom of 1.44. These values are consistent with
the fit of Fig. 7(c), though we note that the error bars in
this overall fit are correlated. It can be seen that the relative
strength of the Breit-Wigner centered at m

high
0 is increasing

with increasing Q2 compared to the one centered at mlow
0 ,

while staying comparable in strength to the !(1520). This
variation in relative strength with increasing Q2 is reminiscent
of the expectation in chiral unitary models that coupling to the
two poles should depend on the coupling to the initial state.
However, no model has attacked the question of whether such
a variation can be related to the Q2 of a virtual photon.

The stability of these fits was tested by first adding and then
subtracting the systematic uncertainty (shadowed histograms)

045202-5

Figure 12: Fits of the missing mass of e−K+ for 1.5 < Q2 < 3.0 GeV2 by the CLAS
collaboration. Adapted from Ref. [137].
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reaction [138]. Since the Λ(1405) cannot be formed directly from K−p scattering in free space, they
used the reaction of d(K−, n) with an incident momentum of 1 GeV. They measured the momenta
of neutrons scattered at forward angles, and that of protons and negative pions in the large angular
region. They reconstructed Λ’s from proton-π− pairs, and aimed to identify the K−d→ nΣ0π0 reaction
by selecting γπ0 produced events in the missing mass spectrum of the K−d → nΛX reaction. They
observed a significant number of events below K̄N threshold, and are finalizing the analysis to extract
the contribution of the Λ(1405).

The AMADEUS collaboration at DAΦNE aims to investigate the K−N interaction at low energy,
they analyzed data taken with KLOE detector and obtained π0Σ0 invariant mass spectrum from K−

captures in 12C nuclei [139]. They also measured the K−n → Λπ− amplitude. These results can be
used to further increase the understanding of K−N interaction at low energy.

3.1.3 Spin and parity

The spin of the Λ(1405) was assigned as 1/2 from past experiments [140, 141, 142]. However, the parity
of the Λ(1405) had not been determined directly but assumed as negative since the observed invariant
mass spectra of the Λ(1405) drop rapidly near the K̄N threshold, which indicate s-wave coupling to
K̄N , and thus, JP = 1/2− is preferred. Recently, the parity of the Λ(1405) was determined directly
for the first time using high statistics data taken by the CLAS collaboration [143]. The decay angular

distribution of the Λ(1405) → π−Σ+ and the variation of the Σ+ polarization ( ~Q) with respect to

the Λ(1405) polarization direction (~P ) determines the parity. Figure 13 (a) shows the s-wave decay

(JP = 1/2−) of Y ∗ → Y π. In this case, the direction of ~Q is independent of the decay angle θY . On the

other hand, in the case of the p-wave decay (JP = 1/2+), the direction of ~Q rotates around the ~P vector.
Thus, the parity of the Λ(1405) can be determined from the polarization of Σ+ around the polarization
vector of the Λ(1405). The quantization axis of the Λ(1405) spin was selected as the direction out of the
production plane which was determined as ẑ = ~pγ × ~pK+/|~pγ × ~pK+ |. The angular distributions of the
Λ(1405)→ π−Σ+ decay, Σ+ → π+n decay and Σ+ → π0p decay were measured. The contamination of
the background events was approximately 16% and was mainly from the Σ0(1385). In the right panel
of Fig. 13, the Poralization Qz for one bin of the total energy is shown. For an s-wave decay, Qz is
independent of θY , while Qz changes its sign for a p-wave decay as indicated by the dotted curve. The
observed Qz shows that the spin-parity of the Λ(1405) was consistent with JP = 1/2−, while the 1/2+

combination was strongly disfavored.

3.1.4 Chiral SU(3) dynamics

Now we turn to the theoretical studies of the Λ(1405). The Λ(1405) is a resonance in the πΣ scattering,
and locates slightly below the K̄N threshold. For the description of the Λ(1405), therefore, it is necessary
to deal with the coupled-channels meson-baryon scattering with strangeness S = −1. An elaborate
approach, called chiral SU(3) dynamics, has been formulated in a series of works [144, 145, 146, 147],
by combining the unitarity in coupled-channels scattering and chiral perturbation theory for low-energy
meson-baryon interaction. This approach respects chiral symmetry of QCD, and the accuracy of the
result can be sharpened by systematically introducing terms with higher chiral orders. The scattering
amplitude Tij, which is a matrix in the channel space (such as K−p, π0Σ0, etc.), is obtained by solving
the coupled-channels scattering equation

Tij = Vij + VikGkTkj, (70)

with the interaction kernel Vij and the loop function Gi. By constructing Vij from chiral perturbation
theory, the low-energy constraints from chiral symmetry are encoded. In addition, the iterative substi-
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For each of the nine bins ofW and kaon angle, each spin-
parity hypothesis was tested with maximum likelihood fits
to the data using a Monte Carlo (MC) simulation of the
data that was matched to have the same Σþπ− invariant
mass distribution as the data but generated without
any angular correlations. The fit functions used joint
probability distributions of the Σþπ− angular decay dis-
tribution and the pπ0 weak decay distribution. The Σþπ−
distribution was isotropic for spin 1

2 and as given in
Eq. (1) for spin 3

2. The pπ0 weak decay distribution used
IðθpÞ ∝ 1þ α0Qz cos θp, with the Qz as a fit parameter,
and θp is the proton decay angle in the Σþ rest frame.
Figure 3 shows sample distributions of data and MC events
for cos θΣþ (our specific cos θY) and cos θp. The nonflatness
of the cos θΣþ distribution reflects the CLAS acceptance,
which varies significantly depending not only on cos θΣþ

and cos θp but also the azimuthal angles for each distri-
bution. We see from Fig. 3 that the unweighted MC that
was generated with isotropic distributions is able to
reproduce the data well for the cos θΣþ distribution, lending
support to the spin 1

2 hypothesis. However, the cos θp
distribution requires a reweighting of MC events with a
polarization to match the data, and it is this polarization of
the data that allows a strong discrimination among the
different hypotheses.

The 3
2
$ hypotheses were tested but showed no significant

deviation from an isotropic Σþπ− decay distribution, and
the parameter p given in Eq. (1) was seen to be consistent
with 1

2 (unpolarized). For each separate hypothesis, each of
the MC events was assigned a weight according to its fitted
intensity. The resulting distribution was compared with
the data to calculate a χ2 probability. The χ2 probability
calculated for the cos θp distribution had the most dis-
criminating power, and the 1

2
− case consistently had the best

χ2 probability. In our nine independent kinematic bins, the
1
2
þ and 3

2
− hypotheses are typically ruled out by 3σ or more

from the χ2 probabilities and can be excluded. The three
parameters describing the 3

2
þ hypothesis can conspire to

exactly mimic the behavior of a 1
2
− state, so definitive

exclusion based on statistical tests is impossible. Fits to the
3
2
þ hypothesis had worse χ2 probabilities in all energy bins,
but we also excluded it by assuming the simpler hypothesis
with fewer parameters is correct.
For the cases of spin-parity 1

2
$ , the two distinct behaviors

of the transferred polarization allow a simple visual
illustration. Independent fits were performed in separate
bins of cos θΣþ . An example of the polarization Qz in the ẑ
direction for one bin of W and angle is shown in Fig. 4.
As a function of cos θΣþ , the polarization clearly does not
change sign between the extremes of cos θΣþ ¼ $ 1 and
cos θΣ ¼ 0, as would be expected from Eq. (2). We can
compute the probability of each hypothesis, and while the
1
2
− hypothesis consistently gives a good χ2 probability, the

1
2
þ hypothesis is ruled out in its most favorable bin by at
least 3.6σ and is typically ruled out by more than 5σ. With
nine independent W and angle bins, the 1

2
þ hypothesis is

overwhelmingly ruled out.
The Σþ polarizations using all events in each kinematic

bin with the 1
2
− hypothesis are shown in Table I. Since in

this situation the polarization that is measured through the
Σþ is equivalent to the polarization of the Λð1405Þ itself,
the Qz values in Table I represent measurements of the
Λð1405Þ polarization.
To ensure that the polarization we observe is not affected

by the Σ0ð1385Þ, the range of Σþπ− invariant mass was
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FIG. 3 (color online). Distributions of the projections of
(a) cos θΣþ and (b) cos θp for 2.65 < W < 2.75 GeV and
0.70 < cos θc:m:

Kþ < 0.80. The black points are data, the blue
histograms with points are the initial MC events without
weighting, and the red histograms are the MC events weighted
with the fit results using the 1

2
− hypothesis. Each of the MC

histograms have been scaled to have the same area as the
corresponding data histograms.
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FIG. 4 (color online). Polarization Qz of Σþ versus cos θΣþ for
2.65 < W < 2.75 GeV and 0.70 < cos θc:m:

Kþ < 0.80. The average
is shown as the red solid line. The dotted blue curve is the
expectation for P-wave decay.
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Figure 13: Left: polarization transfer from Y ∗ to Y in the decay Y ∗ → Y π, where Y ∗

has spin 1/2. Right: polarization Qz of Σ+ versus cos θΣ+ for 2.65 < W < 2.75 GeV and
0.70 < cos θcm.

K+ < 0.80. The average is shown as the solid line. The dotted curve is the
expectation for p-wave decay, and dashed line shows the no-polarization case. Adapted from
Ref. [143].

tution of Tij in the right hand side gives the resummation of infinite series of multiple scattering, which
guarantees the coupled-channel unitarity.

In chiral perturbation theory, the meson-baryon interaction V can be sorted out by chiral order
O(pn), starting from n = 1 [29, 30, 31, 32, 3]. The terms with small n are dominant at low energy, and
the terms up to the next-to-leading order O(p2) can be schematically written as

V = VWT + VBorn + VNLO + · · · , (71)

where the ellipsis stands for the higher order terms of O(p3). As in the case of the chiral effective
field theory for the nuclear force, the accuracy of the theory increases when the higher order terms are
included, but we need sufficient amount of experimental data to fix the low-energy constants (LECs)
which cannot be determined by the symmetry principle. In the leading order (LO) terms of O(p1),
the dominant contribution for the s-wave scattering comes from the Weinberg-Tomozawa term VWT,
which is the meson-baryon four-point contact interaction. It should be noted that the chiral low-energy
theorem completely determines the properties of the Weinberg-Tomozawa term [24, 25], such as the
sign (whether the interaction is attractive or repulsive) and the strength of the coupling. Besides the
meson decay constants which are determined by the spontaneous breaking of chiral symmetry, VWT

depends only on the flavor structures of the target hadron and the two-body system, thanks to the
conservation of the vector current. This means that, for instance, the WT term for the πD scattering
is the same with that for the πN scattering, and it is possible to make a prediction even in the absence
of experimental data. The Born terms VBorn are given by the s- and u-channel exchange of ground
state baryons. Chiral symmetry constrains the three-point meson-baryon (Yukawa) vertex in VBorn

to be the axial vector coupling. The value of the axial charge depends on the target hadron. The
Born terms are formally counted also as O(p1) in the chiral counting, but they mainly contribute to
the p-wave scattering, and their s-wave component is in a higher order than VWT in the nonrelativistic
expansion [148]. This means that the leading meson-baryon interaction in the low energy limit is model-
independently given by VWT according to chiral symmetry. The phenomenological success of the model
with only VWT [145] indicates that the chiral symmetry constraint indeed works in reality. In order to
deal with the precise experimental measurements, such as those from SIDDHARTA [116, 117], we need
to increase the precision of the theoretical framework as well [149, 150, 151, 152]. This can be achieved

31



by the inclusion of the next-to-leading order (NLO) terms VNLO which are the contact interactions of
O(p2).

The scattering equation (70) is an integral equation reflecting the off-shell nature of the interaction
kernel Vij. It is, however, practically useful to adopt the on-shell factorized form which still satisfies the
unitarity condition (see Refs. [145, 146, 5, 7] for more details). Because the leading Weinberg-Tomozawa
term is a four-point contact interaction, the momentum integration in the scattering equation (70)
diverges at ultraviolet. The ultraviolet divergence of the loop function G is usually tamed by the
dimensional regularization scheme. In this scheme, the finite part of the loop function Gi is determined
by the subtraction constant, which is related to the ultraviolet cutoff parameter [146]. Because the
meson-baryon loop function is counted as O(p3), the renormalization procedure of the meson-baryon
scattering in chiral perturbation theory is achieved at O(p3). In the unitarized framework with the
O(p2) interaction (V = VWT + VBorn + VNLO), therefore, the subtraction constants should be fixed by
the experimental data. As mentioned above, because the Weinberg-Tomozawa term VWT is uniquely
determined by chiral symmetry, there is no free parameter in VWT. The Born terms VBorn contain the
axial vector coupling constants, usually denoted as F and D. These are empirically determined by
the axial charge of the nucleon and the hyperon nonleptonic decay. Thus, basically the subtraction
constants are the free parameters in the leading order models of O(p1), where the terms VWT and VBorn

are used as V in Eq. (70). The NLO terms VNLO contain seven contact terms with different momentum
structure in the on-shell scheme, each of which has one LEC. The O(p2) models therefore contain seven
additional free parameters on top of the subtraction constants. At present, the available experimental
data of the K−p system can determine the LECs at O(p2), but is not sufficient to work in O(p3).

3.1.5 Two resonance poles

The pole of the scattering amplitude can be obtained by analytically continuing the scattering amplitude
Tij to the complex energy plane. As we show in Section 2.2, the pole of the scattering amplitude
corresponds to the eigenstate of the Hamiltonian of the system. In general, there is one pole in the
energy region of one resonance, and the resonance mass MR and the width ΓR can be read off from the
complex pole position z as

MR = Re z, ΓR = −2 Im z. (72)

In the case of the Λ(1405), it is reported in the PDG that there are two poles in the scattering amplitude
with I = 0 and S = −1 between the K̄N and πΣ thresholds [1]. One pole (high-mass pole) lies near
the K̄N threshold with relatively small imaginary part. The other pole (low-mass pole) appears near
the πΣ threshold, and its imaginary part is large. This indicates that the “Λ(1405)” resonance is not a
single state but is expressed by a superposition of two eigenstates. In fact, in the latest version of the
PDG particle listings, the low-mass pole has been included as a two-star resonance the Λ(1380), and the
Λ(1405) is used to mean the high-mass pole around 1420 MeV, although the traditional Breit-Wigner
mass and width are still shown in the summary table section. In relation to the two-pole structure, one
should note that there is only one resonance signature in the scattering amplitude (zero crossing of the
real part and peak of the imaginary part), and this is not realized as a two-peak structure. In other
words, one peak structure of the Λ(1405) spectrum is produced by the cooperative effect from the two
eigenstate poles.

In chiral SU(3) dynamics, the existence of two poles was first reported in Ref. [146], and confirmed
by many subsequent works (see the recent reviews [6, 7]). The quantitative determination of the pole
positions will be discussed in Section 3.1.6. The appearance of the two poles in this energy region has
also been found in other approaches. For instance, an old study using the cloudy bag model found
two poles in the Λ(1405) energy region [153]. Two poles were also found in the Jülich meson exchange
model [154], in the dynamical coupled-channels model [155, 156], and in Hamiltonian effective field
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theory [157]. These works use the scattering equation to obtain the dynamical scattering amplitude,
but the interactions are constructed with different strategies. Thus, the two-pole nature of the Λ(1405)
is not a result specific to chiral dynamics.

The origin of the two poles has been studied in Ref. [158]. The channel basis (i, j) of the Weinberg-
Tomozawa term VWT can be transformed into those with SU(3) representations by the SU(3) Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients. There are four channels with the Λ(1405) quantum numbers, 1, 8, 8′, and 27.
Because VWT is SU(3) symmetric, it becomes diagonal in the SU(3) basis. The interaction is attractive
in the 1, 8 and 8′ channels, and each channel forms a bound state, when the SU(3) symmetric hadron
masses are used. One of these three bound states (octet) evolves into the Λ(1670) resonance, and
the other two (singlet and octet) evolve into the two resonance poles of the Λ(1405), along with the
gradual breaking of SU(3) symmetry towards the physical point. Therefore, the origin of the two
poles in the Λ(1405) region is attributed to the two attractive components in the Weinberg-Tomozawa
term. The same argument holds in more physical isospin basis [159], where the relevant channels
are πΣ, K̄N , ηΛ and KΞ. In this basis, VWT has off-diagonal couplings which represent the channel
transition, and the diagonal components in πΣ, K̄N and KΞ are attractive. In the absence of the
off-diagonal channel coupling, the K̄N attraction provides a bound state below the threshold, and the
πΣ attraction generates a resonance above the threshold. In this way, two eigenstates are produced
between the πΣ and K̄N thresholds, and they evolve into the low-mass pole and the high-mass pole
through the channel coupling. Another attraction in the KΞ channel is the origin of the Λ(1670). As
mentioned above, the property of the Weinberg-Tomozawa term is determined by chiral symmetry, and
therefore the appearance of two attractive interactions in the Λ(1405) region is a model-independent
consequence of chiral symmetry.

The two-pole structure has its significance in hadron spectroscopy, because it is related to the
number of eigenstates in this sector. For instance, the classification of baryon resonances into the SU(3)
multiplets is highly affected by the number of states in a given energy region (unless the state purely
belongs to a singlet). Namely, the existence of an excited Λ state in the octet representation indicates
that there should also be its flavor partners having the same JP in the same energy region. Although the
determination of the pole positions does not immediately give information on the internal structure of
the resonance (three-quark state, meson-baryon molecule, or something else), it is an important starting
point of the discussion of the internal structure. At the same time, the two-pole structure also has some
observable implications. In general, a resonance state can have different coupling strengths for various
channels. It was shown in Ref. [158] that the high-mass pole of the Λ(1405) strongly couples to K̄N
and the low-mass pole has a large coupling to πΣ, as expected from their origin in the isospin basis.
This means that the scattering amplitudes T (K̄N → πΣ) and T (πΣ→ πΣ) are influenced by the two
poles with different weights, and show different behaviors [158]. As a consequence, the lineshape of the
Λ(1405) can be reaction-dependent, because the relative weights of T (K̄N → πΣ) and T (πΣ → πΣ)
depend on the reaction mechanism. In fact, as shown in Section 3.1.2, there are sizable deviations of
the lineshape of the Λ(1405) with different reaction processes. At the same time, we should keep in
mind that the nonresonant background term and the isospin interference can also modify the shape of
the spectrum. Comparison with experimental data will be discussed in the next section.

3.1.6 Determination of pole positions

Here we review the recent studies to pin down the pole positions of the Λ(1405), focusing on the works
adopted in the PDG [149, 150, 151, 152] which performed the uncertainty analysis using the NLO chiral
SU(3) dynamics with the SIDDHARTA constraint. To determine the pole positions quantitatively,
sufficient accuracy of the experimental data is required. Currently available data can be classified as
follows:

(i) the total cross sections of the K−p scattering (elastic and inelastic channels) [160, 161, 162, 163,
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164, 165, 166, 167],

(ii) the threshold branching ratios [168, 169],

(iii) level shift and width of the kaonic hydrogen [116, 117] (Section 3.1.1), and

(iv) the πΣ invariant mass distribution in various reaction (Section 3.1.2).

The digitalized data can be found in the GitHub repository by Mai [118]. The total cross section σij
(from channel j to channel i) at the total energy

√
s can be calculated from the scattering amplitude

Tij as

σij(
√
s) ∝ |Tij(

√
s)|2, (73)

where the proportionality constant is given by the phase space factor. The branching ratios (ii) are
basically the ratios of the cross sections to various final states at the K−p threshold, σij(

√
s = mK− +

Mp). Thus, the data (i) and (ii) can be directly related to the theoretical meson-baryon scattering
amplitude square |Tij|2. The level shift ∆E and width Γ of the kaonic hydrogen measurement (iii) are
related to the complex K−p scattering length aK−p by the improved Deser formula [170, 171]

∆E − iΓ

2
= −2µ2α3aK−p[1− 2µα(lnα− 1)aK−p] + · · · , (74)

where µ is the reduced mass of the K−p system and α is the electromagnetic fine structure constant.
The scattering length is theoretically given by the diagonal K−p scattering amplitude Tij at threshold.
In this way, the data (i), (ii), and (iii) are related to the two-body scattering amplitude Tij, and therefore
can be used as direct experimental constraints on Tij. However, the πΣ spectra (iv) cannot be calculated
solely from Tij. Because only the πΣ channels are kinematically open at the energy of the Λ(1405), a
possible way to determine the πΣ amplitude is the low-energy πΣ elastic scattering experiment, which is
not accessible by the current experimental technique. Instead, the πΣ pair in the Λ(1405) energy region
is experimentally obtained by some reaction processes, such as γp → K+(πΣ) and pp → K+p(πΣ), as
presented by Section 3.1.2. In this case, the invariant mass distribution is schematically given by

σj(MI) ∝
∣∣∣∣∣∑

i

CiGi(MI)Tij(MI)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (75)

where MI is the invariant mass of the πΣ pair in the final state (channel j). The coefficient Ci de-
termines the relative weight of the initial channel i, which can depend on various kinematics (initial
energy, scattering angle, MI , etc.) as well as the reaction itself. This procedure introduces additional
uncertainty in the analysis. Hence, the πΣ spectra (iv) are not the direct constraints on Tij. One
can either construct reaction models to determine Ci explicitly [126, 172, 173, 174, 175] or parametrize
Ci [146, 132, 176] to determine Tij. Very recently, the K−p correlation function from the high-energy
collisions has been measured by the ALICE collaboration [123]. The correlation function is obtained
at very low energies, with much better precision than the old cross section measurements. With the
developments of the theoretical calculation of the correlation function [124], the correlation function
data will bring new constraints on the Λ(1405) in future.

Currently, the PDG tabulates four sets of the pole positions of the Λ(1405) [1], obtained from the
analyses in Refs. [149, 150, 151, 152]. In Refs. [149, 150], systematic χ2 fitting with the uncertainty anal-
ysis was performed in the next-to-leading order (NLO) chiral SU(3) dynamics. The direct experimental
constraints (i), (ii), and (iii) were used to fix the free parameters. It is shown that the SIDDHARTA
measurement of the kaonic hydrogen is consistent with the cross section data (i) and (ii), in contrast
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Table 1: Pole structure of the Λ(1405) region [1].
approach high-mass pole [MeV] low-mass pole [MeV]
Refs. [149, 150] NLO 1424+7

−23 − i26+3
−14 1381+18

−6 − i81+19
−8

Ref. [151] Fit II 1421+3
−2 − i19+8

−5 1388+9
−9 − i114+24

−25

Ref. [152] solution #2 1434+2
−2 − i 10+2

−1 1330+4
−5 − i 56+17

−11

Ref. [152] solution #4 1429+8
−7 − i 12+2

−3 1325+15
−15 − i 90+12

−18

to the previous DEAR measurement [177] which causes some controversy [178, 179, 180, 181, 182]. In
addition, the SIDDHARTA measurement turns out to give a stringent constraint on the Λ(1405). By
comparing with the almost same analysis but without the kaonic hydrogen data (iii) [183], the con-
straint from the SIDDHARTA measurement significantly reduces the uncertainty in the extrapolation
of Tij below the K̄N threshold where the Λ(1405) exists. It is also shown that the model with only
the Weinberg-Tomozawa term VWT works reasonably well, when the cutoff parameters are properly
adjusted. This supports the phenomenological success of such models in earlier studies. The work in
Ref. [151] used the K−p → ηΛ cross sections [184] and the πΛ phase shift at the Ξ− mass [185, 186]
in addition to (i), (ii), and (iii). The πΣ invariant mass distributions from the Σ+(1660) → π+π−Σ+

decay [142] and the K−p→ π0π0Σ0 reaction [129] were also used to constrain the model. The treatment
of the meson decay constants was studied in detail. Reference [152] included the πΣ spectra by the
CLAS photoproduction data via Eq. (75) in the analysis. It is shown that eight solutions can be found
with the constraints (i), (ii), and (iii), and the inclusion of the πΣ spectra rules out six of them [152].
The resulting pole positions in the complex energy plane from these analyses [149, 150, 151, 152] are
shown in Table 1 and plotted in Fig. 14. In all cases, two poles are found in this energy region. The
position of the high-mass pole (which locates near the K̄N threshold) is converging in a small region,
thanks to the strong constraint from the SIDDHARTA data at the K̄N threshold. In contrast, there
exists sizable uncertainty in the position of the low-mass pole.

Let us briefly introduce some related works. A nonrelativistic model with separable potentials were
constructed in Ref. [187] including the SIDDHARTA constraint. Nuclear medium effects on the K̄N
amplitude were also discussed. A separable potential model was further studied in Ref. [188]. Under the
SIDDHARTA constraint, two potentials V 1,SIDD and V 2,SIDD are constructed, where the former generates
one pole for the Λ(1405) and the latter describes the two-pole Λ(1405). The pole positions of the Λ(1405)
are found to be 1426 − i48 MeV in the one-pole model and 1414 − i58 MeV and 1386 − i104 MeV in
the two-pole model. The partial wave analysis (PWA) was performed for the low-energy meson-baryon
scattering in Refs. [189, 190], where two-pole and one-pole solutions were obtained. In the one-pole
solution, the central value of the pole position is at 1421 − 23i MeV, while in the two-pole solution,
the results are at 1423 − 20i MeV and at 1380 − 90i MeV [190]. Note however that the resonance
parameters are determined by fitting the Breit-Wigner parametrization to the photoproduction data,
rather than searching for the poles of the scattering amplitude in the complex energy plane. The results
in Refs. [188, 190] indicate that the position of the pole near the K̄N threshold is no longer at 1405
MeV, even in the model without the low-mass pole. The CLAS photoproduction data was analyzed in
Refs. [132, 176] using the Weinberg-Tomozawa interaction with fine tuning of the coupling strengths.
The NLO chiral dynamics was also used to study the higher energy region, including the K−p → KΞ
reaction [191]. All these studies [132, 176, 191] found two poles in the Λ(1405) region, along the same
line with Fig 14. See also the comparison of several models in Ref. [192] which also studied the fate of
poles in the zero-coupling limit. The dynamical coupled-channels model in Refs. [155, 156] is the most
systematic analysis for the hyperon resonances above the K̄N threshold. This analysis, however, did
not use the SIDDHARTA constraint in the analysis. Nevertheless, there are two poles in the Λ(1405)
region.
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Figure 14: Pole structure of the Λ(1405) region [1]. Filled triangles, crosses, filled squares,
and open circles represent the results of Refs. [149, 150] (NLO model), Ref. [151] (Fit II),
Ref. [152] (Solution #2), and Ref. [152] (Solution #4), respectively. Dotted lines stand for
the threshold energies of meson-baryon channels, π0Σ0, π−Σ+, π+Σ−, K−p, K̄0n (from left
to right).

Several recent studies have examined the approximations commonly adopted in the calculation of
chiral SU(3) dynamics. Let us discuss three issues, namely,

• p-wave contribution,

• on-shell factorization, and

• improved Deser formula (74).

First, most of the previous analyses used the s-wave meson-baryon scattering amplitude for the fitting
to the cross section data. At low energy, the dominant contribution should be given by the s-wave
amplitude, but as the energy increases, the higher partial waves can contribute to the cross sections.
In addition, the angular dependence of the differential cross sections cannot be reproduced by the s-
wave amplitude. The NLO analysis was performed with an explicit p-wave JP = 1/2+ meson-baryon
amplitude in Ref. [193] (see also Ref. [194] for the inclusion of the p-wave contributions). When the
Σ(1385) resonance in the JP = 3/2+ component was explicitly included, the central values of the pole
positions of the Λ(1405) were found to be 1430 − i15 MeV and 1364 − i43 MeV [193]. Because the
result is in fair agreement with those in Table 1, the p-wave contribution in the cross section does not
affect the pole determination of the Λ(1405) very much. Second, in most cases, an algebraic form of
the scattering equation (70) was used instead of the integral equation. Such amplitude is obtained by
applying the on-shell factorization to the integral equation [145], or by using the formulation of the
N/D method with the unitarity constraint [146] (see also Ref. [5]). In Ref. [195] it is argued that the
two-pole structure of the Λ(1405) is caused by the on-shell factorization. It should however be noted
that the counter examples to this statement have already been published before Ref. [195]. Namely,
Refs. [196, 197, 198] and a recent work [199] found two poles in the relevant energy region without
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the on-shell factorization. In addition, the specific model used in Ref. [195] was shown to violate
the chiral low-energy theorem [200]. It was also shown in Ref. [200] that, by improving the model
to satisfy the chiral symmetry constraint, two poles were generated for the Λ(1405). Thus, the two-
pole structure of the Λ(1405) is not directly related to the algebraic form of the scattering amplitude
(on-shell factorization). Third, to relate the kaonic hydrogen measurement with the K−p scattering
length, the improved Deser formula [170] shown in Eq. (74) was commonly adopted. This formula is
useful, because the shift and width are directly related to the scattering length in a model-independent
manner. Although the formula is systematically derived using the effective field theory, some higher
order corrections are neglected. A part of such corrections can be incorporated by the resummation of
a class of diagrams to all orders, leading to the resummed formula [201]

∆E − iΓ

2
= − 2µ2α3aK−p

1 + 2µα(lnα− 1)aK−p
+ · · · . (76)

To check the validity of these formulas, it is necessary to introduce some K̄N potential equivalent to
chiral SU(3) dynamics, and solve the Schrödinger equation with both Coulomb and strong interactions.
Such analysis was performed in Ref. [202], using an equivalent local potential in coordinate space [203]
based on the scattering amplitude in Refs. [149, 150]. It is shown that the deviation of the result in
Eq. (74) from the exact solution is 10-11 eV, and that in the resumed formula (76) is of the order of
eV in the kaonic hydrogen.9 This indicates that the use of the improved Deser formula (74) to extract
the K−p scattering length, in particular its resummed version (76), is quantitatively verified, given the
systematic uncertainty of 36 eV in the SIDDHARTA measurement.

3.1.7 Predictions of the Λ(1405) spectra

By combining the meson-baryon scattering amplitude with some reaction models, it is possible to
predict the πΣ invariant mass spectrum which can be compared with experiments directly. In fact,
this strategy was adopted to analyse the experimental data of photoproductions and pp collisions, as
discussed in Section 3.1.2. Here we present examples of the predictions of πΣ spectra, which will be
tested in forthcoming experiments.

Let us first consider the K− induced reaction with a deuteron target, K−d → n(πΣ) where the
Λ(1405) can be seen in the πΣ spectrum. This reaction was experimentally studied in 1970s by the
K−d capture at rest in Ref. [204], and by the in-flight experiment with beam momenta of 686-844
MeV/c in Ref. [205]. The in-flight reaction with 1 GeV/c K− beam is currently performed by the J-
PARC E31 collaboration. Because the deuteron is the bound state of a pn pair, theoretical investigation
of the K−d → n(πΣ) reaction requires the construction of three-body to three-body (K−pn → πΣn)
amplitude. In order to take into account the complete three-body dynamics, it is necessary to employ the
Faddeev type three-body equations. In practice, truncated two-step approaches are commonly adopted,
where only the single scattering process (impulse approximation) plus meson exchange contributions
are included. Because the kinematics of the reaction varies with the initial beam momenta, theoretical
studies have been performed for each experimental condition. The stopped K− reaction of Ref. [204]
was studied in Ref. [206] using Faddeev equations. Neutron spectra with the incident kaon energy of
Ecm
K− = 1-50 MeV were presented. With the two-step approach, Ref. [207] studied the K−d reaction with

the kaons from the φ decay (incident K− momentum of 80-130 MeV/c), having possible experiment at
DAFNE in mind. The in-flight kaon reaction of Ref. [205] was studied in several works with two-step
approach [208, 209, 210, 211]. In particular, the treatment of the intermediate kaon propagator in
the two-step process has been discussed in detail [209, 210]. Contribution from the p-wave Σ(1385)
and the pion exchange diagrams were examined in Ref. [211]. In-flight reaction with J-PARC E31

9Note however that the deviation is as large as a few hundreds of eV in the kaonic deuterium.
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kinematics was studied in a full three-body calculation using the coupled-channel Alt-Grassberger-
Sandhas (AGS) equations [212]. The πΣ spectra are shown to be sensitive to the K̄N interaction
employed. A pronounced maximum of the spectrum was found at around 1450 MeV. Within the two-
step approach, Ref. [213] studied this reaction with the K̄N interaction from the dynamical coupled-
channels model [156]. It was pointed out that the high momentum of the initial kaon requires the
K̄N amplitude above the threshold. Full Faddeev type calculation was performed in Ref. [214], also in
comparison with the preliminary data of E31 experiment.

Recently, three-body weak decays of heavy hadrons are found to be useful to study hadron resonances
through the final state interactions (see the review [215]). The reactions involving the Λ(1405) have
also been studied in several works. The reaction Λb → J/ψ(πΣ) was studied in Ref. [216] (subsequent
studies can be found in Refs. [217, 218]). In Ref. [219], the Λc → π+(πΣ) decay was discussed with
the same mechanism. In both cases, the heavy b or c quark in the initial baryon decays weakly, and
a qq̄ pair is created to form the three-body states J/ψMB or π+MB. The MB → πΣ amplitude is
then included to generate the Λ(1405) in the final state interaction. An interesting observation is that
the intermediate MB pair is produced purely in the isospin I = 0 combination, due to the favored
mechanisms in the weak decay process. This implies that a clean signal of the Λ(1405) is expected in
these processes, where the I = 1 contamination would be neglected. This isospin filtering effect is more
evident in the semileptonic decay Λc → νl+πΣ [220] where the leptons do not carry isospin, although
the identification of the semileptonic decay is experimentally more challenging. Similar investigations
have been performed for the χc0(1P ) → Λ̄(πΣ) decay [221], the Λ0

b → ηc(πΣ) decay [222], and the
Ξb → D0(πΣ) decay [223].

3.1.8 Lattice QCD

The first principle lattice QCD calculation is a powerful tool to study the hadron spectrum. The
masses of the ground states are well reproduced, and the excited states are now described as resonances
in the hadron-hadron scattering, thanks to the recent developments (see Section 2.1.3). Concerning
the Λ(1405), unfortunately, such scattering calculation has not been achieved yet, and the properties of
the Λ(1405) have been studied by the traditional effective mass techniques with the two-point function.
Here we introduce recent lattice QCD investigations on the Λ(1405). Detailed account of the previous
works [224, 225, 226, 227, 228, 229] can be found in Ref. [5].

Lattice QCD study for the Λ(1405) with near physical point was performed in Ref. [230] in which
the lowest quark mass corresponds to the pion mass of 156 MeV. By diagonalizing the cross correlation
function with different three-quark interpolating fields, the lowest negative parity Λ state was found
around 1.5 GeV which can be identified with the Λ(1405). Such low-mass the Λ(1405) on the lattice was
confirmed by the BGR collaboration [231] where the JP = 1/2± and 3/2± Λ states were systematically
studied. Flavor SU(3) decomposition of the states was also performed. Further study on the Λ spectrum
was performed in Ref. [232], by varying the mass of the heavy valence quark from strangeness to charm,
and by analyzing the flavor SU(3) components. The internal structure of the Λ(1405) was also studied
on the lattice. In Ref. [233], the magnetic form factor of the Λ(1405) was measured at Q2 ' 0.16 GeV2

using the setup of Ref. [230]. It is found that the strange quark contribution to the magnetic form factor
is almost vanishing near the physical point, while it is comparable with those from the up and down
quarks at the heavier quark mass region. In nonrelativistic quantum mechanics, the magnetic moment
of a composite system stems from the spin of the constituent particle and/or the angular momentum
from the orbital motion of the constituents. In the K̄N molecule component, the strange quark is
contained in the spinless antikaon, and there is no orbital motion of K̄ because the K̄N system is
combined in s wave. This means that the vanishing of the strange quark contribution to the magnetic
form factor near the physical point is consistent with the K̄N molecular picture for the Λ(1405).

As mentioned above, the scattering calculation on the lattice will be the key to ultimately understand
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the Λ(1405) in QCD. Because the lattice calculation is performed in a finite space-time volume, the
energy eigenvalues are discretized due to the boundary conditions. It is theoretically possible to predict
the spectrum of the finite-volume energy levels by employing some scattering models. The finite volume
spectrum of the Λ(1405) sector has been studied with the nonrelativistic EFT [234], with the Jülich
hadron-exchange model [235], with the Hamiltonian effective field theory [157], and with the chiral SU(3)
dynamics [236, 237, 238]. In Ref. [237], the finite volume spectrum of the lattice data in Ref. [230] was
analyzed. In general, a resonance signature is indicated by the appearance of an additional energy level
on top of the shifted scattering states in finite volume. It should, however, be noted that the number
of the additional level does not reflect the poles in the complex energy plane in the infinite volume, but
rather determined by the behavior of the scattering amplitude on the real energy axis [238]. In the case
of the Λ(1405), therefore, there appears only one additional energy level in finite volume, even though
there are two poles in the complex energy plane in infinite volume [238]. These studies, combined with
the accurate lattice QCD calculation, will provide further information on the nature of the Λ(1405) in
future.

3.2 The excited Λ states above the K̄N threshold

In the energy region from 1600 MeV to 1700 MeV, the PDG lists three Λ resonances: the Λ(1600) with
JP = 1/2+, the Λ(1670) with JP = 1/2−, and the Λ(1690) with JP = 3/2−. In this energy region
where the K̄N channel is open, the K−p scattering data can be used to study these resonances. The
pole positions and spin-parity were identified using partial-wave-analysis of the KN scattering including
multichannels in the final states [156, 239]. These states have the same spin-parity quantum numbers
with the ground state Λ, the Λ(1405) and the Λ(1520), respectively, and can be radial excitation of these
states. However, the internal structures of these are not understood well. Among them, the Λ(1670)
appears with a narrow width (∼ 30 MeV) compared with the others, ∼ 200 MeV for the Λ(1600) and
∼ 70 MeV for the Λ(1690).

A theoretical calculation based on a quark model [240] assigns the Λ(1670) as an SU(3) octet partner
of N(1535). Another calculation using the meson-baryon molecule model [241] describes it as a KΞ
bound state. Since the Λ(1670) peaks just above the ηΛ threshold (1663 MeV), it may be a cusp which
is generated due to a strong coupling between the K̄N and ηΛ channels.

Recently, the Belle collaboration observed a narrow peak structure near 1670 MeV in the invariant
mass of K−p pairs which were produced in the three-body decay of Λ+

c → K−pπ+ [242, 243]. After this
observation, they searched for the resonant substructure of the Λ+

c → ηΛπ+ decay [244]. By selecting
Λη pairs, pure isospin-zero amplitudes were investigated, and indeed, a prominent peak of the Λ(1670)
was observed. The mass and width parameters are determined precisely to be 1674.3± 0.8± 4.9 MeV
and 36.1±2.4±4.8 MeV, respectively. They also measured relative branching fractions of Λ+

c → ηΣ0π+

and Λ(1670)π+, and ηΣ(1385)+ as

B (Λ+
c → ηΛπ+)

B (Λ+
c → pK−π+)

= 0.293± 0.003± 0.014,

B (Λ+
c → ηΣ0π+)

B (Λ+
c → pK−π+)

= 0.120± 0.006± 0.006,

B (Λ+
c → Λ(1670)π+)× B(Λ(1670)→ ηΛ)

B (Λ+
c → pK−π+)

= (5.54± 0.29± 0.73)× 10−2,

B (Λ+
c → ηΣ(1385)+)

B (Λ+
c → pK−π+)

= 0.192± 0.006± 0.016.

The three-body decay of the Λ+
c → K−pπ+ and Λ+

c → ηΛπ+ processes was theoretically studied in
Ref. [219] using the final state interaction model of Ref. [241]. A peak structure of the Λ(1670) in the

39



K−p and ηΛ spectra was predicted [219]. In Ref. [245], the Λ+
c → K−pπ+ and Λ+

c → K0
spπ

0 decays were
studied by the effective Lagrangian approach. By introducing the several resonance contributions in
the final state interaction, the Dalitz plot density was calculated in comparison with that of Ref. [242].
The interpretation of the narrow peak structure observed by the Belle collaboration was discussed.

Among the various PWA results, the authors of Refs. [155, 156] found a possible evidence of a
narrow JP = 3/2+ Λ resonance around 1670 MeV in their “Model B” in addition to the ordinary
JP = 1/2− resonance. The new resonance cannot be established only by considering the total cross
sections; it is necessary to examine its effects on the angular distributions of differential cross sections
of the K−p → ηΛ reaction. A new experiment, J-PARC E72, was proposed to provide high precision
data of the differential cross sections of K−p → ηΛ reaction to elucidate the resonance contributions
around 1670 MeV [246]. In the near future, updated PWA including new data will clarify hyperon
spectroscopy in this energy region.

4 S = −2 baryons

In contrast to the S = −1 baryons, less is known about S = −2 and −3 baryons. The spin and
parity were assigned for only three states, the Ξ, the Ξ(1530), and the Ω−, and the PDG listed them
as four-star states as shown in Fig. 15 [1].

More than ten S = −2 hyperons are listed in the PDG. However, the spin and parity quantum
numbers are assigned for the ground state Ξ (JP = 1/2+) and the Ξ(1530) (JP = 3/2+). For other
states, the quantum numbers have not been determined yet. The QCD dynamics is flavor-blind, and
thus, we expect the S = −2 and S = −3 analogue states of the S = −1 baryons. However, neither
the first radial excitation of JP = 1/2+ nor the first orbital excitation with negative parity has been
identified. In this section, we review recent progress of spectroscopy of the S = −2 baryons.

4.1 Spin and parity of the Ξ and the Ξ(1530)

The spin of the ground state Ξ hyperon was determined from the decay angular correlation of Ξ− → Λπ−

and subsequent decay Λ→ pπ− [247]. Byers and Fenster [248] proposed a method to determine spin of
fermion,

(2J + 1) =

[
〈p̂ · n̂× Λ̂〉2 + 〈p̂ · Λ̂× (n̂× Λ̂)〉2

]1/2

(1− α2)1/2 |〈p̂ · Λ̂n̂ · Λ̂〉|
,

where Λ̂ is the Λ direction in the Ξ− rest frame, p̂ is the proton direction in the Λ rest frame, α is
the decay parameter of Ξ → Λπ− [1], k̂ and Ξ̂ are the directions of the incident K− beam and Ξ−,
respectively, and n̂ = (k̂ × Ξ̂)/|k̂ × Ξ̂| is the normal to the production plane in the Ξ− rest frame,
and 〈 〉 represents an average of the enclosed experimental quantity. The experimental result shows
(2J + 1) = 1.53 ± 0.88, which is consistent with J = 1/2. Its parity has not been measured directly,
and is assigned as positive from the quark model expectation for the ground states.

The spin and parity of the Ξ(1530) was investigated using bubble chamber data with the K−

beam [249, 250]. Following the method proposed by Ref. [248], they analyzed the angular correlation
between the direction of the Λ and the polarization of the Λ in the Ξ(1530)→ Ξπ → Λππ decay, similar
to the spin-parity measurement of the Λ(1405) as described in the previous section. Their observations
suggested P3/2 or D5/2 amplitude for the Ξ(1530). A clear determination of the spin of the Ξ(1530)
is presented by the BaBar collaboration. They measured the Λ+

c → Ξ−π+K+ decay and observed
the Ξ0(1530) in the Ξ−π+ invariant mass distribution [251]. They assumed that the spin of the Λ+

c is
1/2 and applied the helicity formalism, where the spin quantization axis is chosen along the direction
of the Ξ0(1530) in the Λ+

c rest-frame, and the helicity angle θΞ− is defined as the angle between the
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41



-Ξθcos
-1 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 -0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

E
n

tr
ie

s/
 0

.1
0

500

1000

1500

2000

2500
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signal region after efficiency correction. The solid (dashed) curve corresponds to the
parametrization of the Ξ(1530) angular distribution for the assumption of pure spin 3/2
(5/2). Adapted from Ref. [251].

direction of the Ξ− in the rest-frame of the Ξ0(1530) and the quantization axis. Figure 16 shows the
cos θΞ distribution and the calculation with the assumption of pure spin 3/2 (5/2). The measurement
prefers spin 3/2, however significant deviations are observed, indicating the interference with other
amplitudes. They also applied lineshape analysis to the Ξ(1530) mass spectra, and concluded spin 3/2
for the Ξ(1530). In conjunction with previous analyses [249, 250], the spin and parity is established as
JP = 3/2+.

4.2 Theoretical studies for the Ξ(1620) and the Ξ(1690)

Above the Ξ(1530), S = −2 baryon spectroscopy has not been well established until recently. In a
lattice QCD study [252], Ξ states with JP = 1/2± and 3/2± were systematically calculated with the
lightest pion mass of 255 MeV. It is shown that clean signals can be obtained for the ground state and
the Ξ(1530), while other excited states are found with sizable uncertainties. For instance, the lowest
1/2− state was found in the range of 1.7-1.9 GeV. Certainly, there is no experimental data of the S = −2
meson-baryon scattering, and it is not possible to perform partial wave analysis to extract resonances.

Because there are no experimental inputs to constrain theoretical models, to study the excited Ξ
states, one need to extrapolate models constructed in other sectors (S = 0 and S = −1) to S = −2
using flavor SU(3) symmetry. In conventional quark models [85, 87], the lowest negative parity Ξ states
are predicted around 1800 MeV, which are much heavier than the possible candidates Ξ(1620) and
Ξ(1690) (see however Ref. [253] which predicted 1725 MeV for the lowest 1/2− state).

For the Ξ resonances, dynamical scattering models have been constructed with chiral SU(3) sym-
metry [254, 255, 256, 257]. A virtue in this approach is that the leading interaction of the s-wave
meson-baryon scattering is model-independently given by the Weinberg-Tomozawa term, thanks to chi-
ral symmetry (see Sec. 3.1.4). Nevertheless, there are cutoff degrees of freedom (subtraction constants),
which should in principle be determined by the experimental input. In Refs. [254, 255, 256], the cutoffs
were determined from theoretical considerations. In Ref. [254], the subtraction constants were chosen
to be a = −2 at the regularization scale µ = 630 MeV, based on the natural size argument [146].
Allowing some variation of the subtraction constants and the meson decay constants, a broad resonance
was found around 1600 MeV. The residues of the pole indicate that the resonance couples strongly to
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πΞ and K̄Λ. This behavior, together with the obtained mass, indicates that the resonance should be
identified as Ξ(1620). Because the s-wave meson-baryon scattering is considered, this approach predicts
the JP = 1/2− assignment for the Ξ(1620).

In Ref. [255], the regularization condition T (
√
s = µ) = V (µ) (which means G(µ) = 0) was adopted

to determine the finite part of the loop function, where the scale µ was chosen to be the mass of the
ground state baryon in each sector. This is the energy scale where the unitarized amplitude reduces
to that of chiral perturbation theory, which reproduces the expected behavior of the amplitude from
the crossing symmetry [147]. With this condition, two resonance poles were found in the Ξ sector at
1565 − 123i MeV and 1663 − 2i MeV, identified as the Ξ(1620) and the Ξ(1690), respectively. The
coupling behavior of the lower energy resonance is similar to that found in Ref. [254], while the higher
energy state shows a small coupling to the πΞ channel, in accordance with the branching fraction of
the Ξ(1620) (see next section).

SU(6) extension of the Weinberg-Tomozawa term was used to study the negative parity baryon
resonances in Ref. [256]. In this approach, by combining chiral SU(3) symmetry with spin SU(2), the
scattering of the 35-plet meson (0− meson octet and 1− meson nonet) and the 56-plet baryon (1/2+

baryon octet and 3/2+ baryon decuplet) was analyzed. The subtraction constants were determined by
the renormalization condition T (

√
s = µ) = V (µ). Two 1/2− Ξ states, corresponding to the Ξ(1620)

and the Ξ(1690), were found in a similar way with Ref. [255]. In this approach, higher energy Ξ states
with JP = 3/2− and 5/2− were also predicted.

A detailed analysis focusing on the Ξ(1690) was performed in Ref. [257]. The calculation was done in
the particle basis with physical hadron masses without assuming isospin symmetry. The determination
of the subtraction constants was carried out with the natural renormalization scheme G(µ) = 0 with
µ = MΛ,MΣ, or MΞ [258]. Another set of subtraction constants was determined by fitting to the
meson-baryon mass spectra of Λ+

c → K+(K̄0Λ) and Λ+
c → K+(K−Σ+) decays observed by Belle [259]

(see next section in more detail). The results of the fitting turns out to be basically similar to those
with G(MΛ) = 0 case, finding a narrow resonance near the K̄Σ threshold. On the other hand, this pole
disappears when the scale µ is chosen to be µ = MΣ or MΞ. This indicates that the property of the
Ξ(1690) can be much affected by the proximity of the K̄Σ threshold.

The weak decay of Ξc → πMB was studied in Ref. [260], based on the techniques developed in
Refs. [216, 219, 215]. Adopting the S = −2 scattering amplitudes of models in Refs [254, 255, 257],
the mass spectra of MB = πΞ, K̄Λ, and K̄Σ were predicted. It is shown that the ratio of the decay
fractions into K̄0Λ and K−Σ+ is useful to distinguish the Ξ(1690) resonance peak from a K̄Σ threshold
effect.

Before closing this section, we note that the theoretical works presented here have all been done
before the new data shown in the next section. It is now desired to update the theoretical models in
conjunction with the new experimental information.

4.3 Experimental studies for the Ξ(1620) and the Ξ(1690)

The Ξ(1620) and Ξ(1690) baryons are candidates of low-lying excitation states next to the Ξ(1530).
The latest version of the PDG has assigned to the Ξ(1690) a three-star rating on a four-star scale, and
a one-star rating to the Ξ(1620).

Experimental evidence for the Ξ(1620) was reported in bubble chamber experiments using the K−

beam [261, 262, 263, 264]. They observed a peak structure around 1620 MeV, and the mass and width
are consistent within their large statistical uncertainties. The authors of Refs. [265] and [266] searched
for this resonance via the K−p reaction at 2.18 GeV and 6.5 GeV, respectively. They did not observe
a peak structure in the Ξπ invariant mass spectra for their data, and thus, the Ξ(1620) has not been
regarded as a firmly established state.
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Figure 17: The Ξ−π+ invariant mass spectra in Ξ+
c → Ξ−π+

Hπ
+
L reaction, where the pion

with the lower (higher) momentum is labeled π+
L

(
π+
H

)
. (a) The Ξ−π+

L invariant mass
spectrum in the signal region. (b) The Ξ−π+

L invariant mass spectrum in the sideband
region. Adapted from Ref. [267].

Recently, the Belle collaboration measured the Ξ+
c → Ξ−π+π+ decay, and studied resonance com-

ponents in the Ξ−π+ system [267]. They observed a clear peak near 1610 MeV with 25σ significance
as shown in Fig. 17 (a). With the Breit-Wigner function, the mass and width were measured as
1610.4 ± 6.0(stat)+6.1

−4.2(syst) and 59.9 ± 4.8(stat)+2.8
−7.1(syst), respectively. Figure 17 (b) shows the Ξ−π+

invariant mass in the sideband region of the Ξ+
c in M(Ξ−π+π+), where Ξ−π+π+ were produced various

reactions. The peak of the Ξ(1620) was not observed, and thus the Ξ(1620) was produced only from
Ξ+
c decay. The dependence of the Ξ(1620) on the production mechanisms may be a hint to understand

the internal structure of Ξ(1620).
The first experimental evidence of the Ξ(1690) was reported from a bubble chamber experiment

using a K− beam of 4.2 GeV [268]. They observed a strong enhancement in the ΣK̄ invariant mass
spectra in both the neutral and negative-charge states near the threshold, with weaker evidence in the
ΛK̄ channel. Although the interpretation of this structure as the threshold enhancement cannot be
excluded, they concluded that the results of ΣK̄-ΛK̄ coupled channel analysis is compatible with its
interpretation as a resonance state. The first direct observation of the Ξ(1690) as a resonance came
from a hyperon beam experiment at CERN [269, 270]. ΛK− pairs were produced diffractively with
a Ξ− beam of 116 GeV, a peak at 1690 MeV was observed in the ΛK− invariant mass spectra. The
WA89 collaboration reported the first observation of the Ξ−π+ decay mode of the Ξ0(1690) using the
Σ− beam with 345 GeV [271]. They observed a clear peak in the Ξ−π+ invariant mass distribution and
obtained the mass and width as M = 1686 ± 4 MeV and Γ = 10 ± 6 MeV, which are in reasonable
agreement with the previous measurements.

The Ξ resonances were also studied in the decay products of Λ+
c by the Belle and BaBar collab-

orations. The Belle collaboration measured the Λ+
c → Σ+K+K− and Λ+

c → Λ0K0
SK

+ decays, and
studied resonant substructures in these decays [259]. Peaks corresponding to the Ξ0(1690) are seen in
the invariant mass spectra of both Σ+K− and ΛK0

S pairs (Fig. 18). The measured mass and width are
consistent with previous measurements. In addition, they obtained branching fractions of the Ξ0(1690)
intermediate decay modes as

B (Λ+
c → Ξ(1690)0K+)

B (Λ+
c → Σ+π+π−)

× B
(
Ξ(1690)0 → Σ+K−

)
= 0.023± 0.005(stat)± 0.005(syst), and
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Fig. 5. Fitting for the !+
c → "+φ component: the invariant mass

spectra ofK+K− combinations from the!+
c → "+K+K− signal

area (points with error bars) and !+
c sidebands (shaded histogram)

are shown.

Wigner function is fixed to its nominal value [2],
and the width of the Gaussian resolution is fixed to
1.0 MeV/c2 based on the MC simulation. The fit
yields 153 ± 15 events for the φ signal in the !+

c

region and 27± 7 in the !+
c sidebands. To extract the

!+
c → "+φ contribution we subtract the φ yield in

the sidebands from the yield in the !+
c signal region,

correcting for the phase space factor obtained from the
"+K+K− background fitting function. After making
a further correction for the missing signal outside the
!+

c mass interval, we obtain 129 ± 17 !+
c → "+φ

decays.
The relative efficiency of the !+

c → "+φ recon-
struction with respect to !+

c → "+π+π− is calcu-
lated using the MC and found to be 0.84. Taking into
account the φ branching fraction B(φ → K+K−) =
(49.4± 0.7)% [2], we calculate

B(!+
c → "+φ)

B(!+
c → "+π+π−)

= 0.085± 0.012± 0.012.

We also search for resonant structure in the "+K−

system in these decays. Fig. 6 shows the "+K−

invariant mass spectrum for "+K+K− combinations
in a ±5 MeV/c2 interval around the fitted !+

c mass
(data points): we also require |M(K+K−) − mφ| >

10 MeV/c2 to suppress φ → K+K−. Also shown is
the "+K− invariant mass spectrum from "+K+K−

combinations selected inside 5 MeV/c2 sideband
intervals centered 12.5 MeV/c2 below and above the
fitted !+

c mass (shaded histogram). The "+K− mass
distribution shows evidence for the%(1690)0 resonant

Fig. 6. Fitting for the !+
c → %(1690)0K+ component: the

invariant mass spectrum of "+K− combinations from the
!+

c → "+K+K− signal area (points with error bars) and!+
c side-

bands (shaded histogram) are shown, with the φ → K+K− signal
region excluded in both cases.

state. In order to extract this resonant contribution
the histograms are fitted with a relativistic Breit–
Wigner function (describing the%(1690)0 signal) plus
a (Mmax − M)α function multiplied by a square root
threshold factor (here Mmax is the maximal allowed
value of the "+K− invariant mass). The fit yields
82 ± 15 events for the %(1690)0 signal in the !+

c

region, with a fitted mass (1688 ± 2) MeV/c2 and
width (11± 4) MeV in good agreement with previous
measurements of the %(1690)0 parameters [2]. To fit
the sidebands, the function parameters are fixed to the
central values obtained from the signal fit, and both
the signal and background normalizations are floated.
A yield of 9± 4 events is found.
The !+

c → %(1690)0K+ contribution is obtained
by subtracting the %(1690)0 yield in the sidebands
from the yield in the !+

c signal region, correcting the
sideband contribution using the phase space factor ob-
tained from the "+K+K− background fitting func-
tion. After a further correction for the missing sig-
nal outside the !+

c mass interval, we obtain 75± 16
!+

c → %(1690)0K+ decays. We then find

B(!+
c → %(1690)0K+)

B(!+
c → "+π+π−)

× B
(

%(1690)0 → "+K−)

= 0.023± 0.005± 0.005,

the possible effects due to interference with !+
c →

"+φ are included in the systematic error (see the
discussion in Section 8).
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Finally, the non-resonant!+
c → "+K+K− contri-

bution is estimated by making invariant mass cuts
|M(K+K−) − mφ | > 10 MeV/c2 and |M("+K−) −
M$(1690)0| > 20 MeV/c2 to suppress the φ and
$(1690)0 contributions (here, M$(1690)0 is the fitted
$(1690)0 mass). The resulting"+K+K− mass spec-
trum is fitted with a Gaussian (with width fixed to
2.2 MeV/c2 from the MC) plus a second order poly-
nomial. The fit yields 34± 9 events. Integrating the φ

Breit–Wigner function over the allowed M(K+K−)

region, we find that 14% of the total !+
c → "+φ sig-

nal contributes to this sample: 18± 3 events. The con-
tribution of the $(1690)0 mass tails is estimated to
be approximately 12% of the fitted $(1690)0 signal:
9 ± 2 events. Subtracting these contributions, 7± 10
non-resonant events remain. The phase space correc-
tion factor to account for the missing region around
the φ and$(1690)0 masses is found to be 1.63 by MC
simulation of the non-resonant M(K+K−) spectrum.
Applying this correction we obtain 11 ± 16 !+

c →
"+K+K− non-resonant decays. Taking into account
the systematic error, we obtain an upper limit

B(!+
c → "+K+K−)non-res

B(!+
c → "+π+π−)

< 0.018

at the 90% confidence level, including the possible
effects due to interference with !+

c → "+φ in the
systematic errors (see Section 8).

6. Evidence for the !(1690)0 resonance in
"+

c → "0 "K 0K+ decays

Another possible decay mode of the $(1690)0 res-
onant state is $(1690)0 → !0 #K 0. Hence we have
searched for the decay !+

c → $(1690)0K+ by re-
constructing !+

c → !0K0
SK

+ decays and looking at
the !0K0

S invariant mass distribution. Reconstruct-
ing !0K0

SK
+ combinations with the cuts of Sec-

tion 2 we obtain an invariant mass spectrum, which
is fitted with a Gaussian for the signal and a sec-
ond order polynomial for the background: we find
363± 26 !+

c → !0K0
SK

+ events. In order to obtain
the !+

c → $(1690)0K+ signal, we take !0K0
SK

+

from a ±10 MeV/c2 window (≈ 2.5σ ) around the fit-
ted !+

c mass (2287 MeV/c2), and plot the invariant
mass of the !0K0

S combination, as shown in Fig. 7

Fig. 7. Fitting for the !+
c → $(1690)0K+ component: the

invariant mass spectrum of !0K0
S combinations from the

!+
c → !0K0

SK+ signal area (points with error bars) and !+
c side-

bands (shaded histogram) are shown. The dashed curve represents
the background function.

(points with error bars); the equivalent distribution is
also shown for !0K0

SK
+ from 10 MeV/c2 sideband

intervals centered 20 MeV/c2 below and above the fit-
ted !+

c mass (shaded histogram). A peak at the ex-
pected position is clearly seen. We use a fitting pro-
cedure similar to that described in Section 5 for the
!+

c → "+φ analysis. After subtraction of the side-
band contribution and corrections we obtain 93± 26
!+

c → $(1690)0K+ decays. This confirms our ob-
servation of the !+

c → $(1690)0K+ decay: signif-
icant signals are seen for both $(1690)0 → "+K−

and $(1690)0 → !0 #K 0.
Using the normalization to the inclusive decay

mode !+
c → !0 #K 0K+ and the measured values for

theB(!+
c → "+π+π−) and B(!+

c → !0 #K 0K+) [2]
we find
B(!+

c → $(1690)0K+)

B(!+
c → !0 #K 0K+)

× B
(

$(1690)0 → !0 #K 0)

= 0.26± 0.08± 0.03.

Using the value of the !+
c → $(1690)0K+,

$(1690)0 → "+K− combined branching ratio, ob-
tained in Section 5, and the ratio of the normaliza-
tion decay rates [2], we find the following ratio of
$(1690)0 decay rates:

B($(1690)0 → "+K−)

B($(1690)0 → !0 #K 0)
= 0.50± 0.26.

The corresponding ratio of the $(1690)0 decay
rates quoted by [2] (1.8± 0.6 after isospin correction)

Figure 18: Top: Fitting for the Λ+
c → Ξ(1690)0K+ component: the invariant mass spectrum of Σ+K−

combinations from the Λ+
c → Σ+K+K− signal area (points with error bars) and Λ+

c sidebands (shaded
histogram) are shown. Bottom: Fitting for the Λ+

c → Ξ(1690)0K+ component: the invariant mass
spectrum of ΛK0

S combinations from the Λ+
c → Λ0K0

SK
+ signal area (points with error bars) and Λ+

c

sidebands (shaded histogram) are shown. Adapted from Ref. [259].

B (Λ+
c → Ξ(1690)0K+)

B
(
Λ+
c → Λ0K̄0K+

) × B (Ξ(1690)0 → Λ0K̄0
)

= 0.26± 0.08(stat)± 0.03(syst).

Using known branching fractions of B (Λ+
c → Σ+π+π−) and B

(
Λ+
c → Λ0K̄0K+

)
, the ratio of the branch-

ing fractions was obtained as

B (Ξ(1690)0 → Σ+K−)

B
(
Ξ(1690)0 → Λ0K̄0

) = 0.50± 0.26.

They also searched for the Λ+
c → Ξ0(1690)K+ decay in the Λ+

c → (Ξ−π+)K+ decay mode, but did not
find the Ξ0(1690) signal in the Ξ−π+ invariant mass spectrum, which agree with the B (Ξ(1690)0 → Ξ−π+)
upper limit value from Ref. [268].

The BaBar collaboration examined the angular distribution of Λ+
c → K+Ξ−π+ decay, and found

an indication that the Ξ(1690) has JP = 1/2− [251]. Due to the small branching fraction of the
Ξ(1690)→ Ξπ decay, the signal peak of the Ξ(1690) was not seen. Instead, they observed a dip structure
in the P0 (cos θΞ−) moment of the Ξ−π+ system invariant mass distribution around the Ξ(1690) mass
region (Fig. 19), where θΞ− is the angle of Ξ− in the Ξ∗ rest-frame with respect to the direction of Ξ∗

in the Λ+
c rest-frame. This dip could occur as the result of the coherent addition of a small, resonant

Ξ(1690) amplitude to the slowly increasing nonresonant LJ = S
1
2 amplitude. The resultant amplitude

will then yield a dip in overall intensity in the Ξ(1690) region. Since the dip is not visible in the P -wave
amplitude, it is indicated that the Ξ(1690) decays strongly to the Ξ−π+ system in an S-wave, and hence
the Ξ(1690) has spin-parity 1/2−.

5 S = −3 baryons

5.1 Spin of the Ω−

The Ω− hyperon is composed of three strange quarks, and its spin had been also investigated using the
K−p reaction data taken with hydrogen bubble chamber [272, 273, 274]. However, due to the limited
statistics, the spin was not determined but estimated to be greater than 1/2. The BaBar collaboration
presented an unambiguous measurement of the spin of the Ω− hyperon production through exclusive
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Figure 19: The efficiency-corrected Λ+
c mass-sideband-subtracted P0 (cos θΞ−) moment of the Ξ−π+

system invariant mass distribution for the Λ+
c signal region. The vertical dot-dashed line indicates the

Ξ(1690)0 mass value. Adapted from Ref. [251].

process Ξ−c → Ω−K+ and Ω0
c → Ω−π+ [275]. In the same manner with the spin measurement of Ξ(1530),

the helicity formalism was applied to examine the implications of various Ω− spin hypotheses for angular
distribution of the Λ from the Ω− decay. The quantization axis was chosen along the direction of the Ω−

in the charm baryon rest frame, and the helicity angle θh is defined as the angle between the direction
of the Λ in the rest frame of the Ω− and the quantization axis. An asymmetry parameter, β, was
introduced in order to take into account of possible asymmetry due to parity violation in the decay
of charm baryon and the Ω−. Figure 20 shows the cos θh(Λ) distribution of the Ξ−c → Ω−K+ decay
with the fit results assuming JΩ = 3/2. The same analysis was also carried out using the Ω0

c → Ω−π+

samples, supporting spin 3/2 results. Thus, the spin of the Ω− is firmly established as 3/2.

5.2 Theoretical studies for the excited Ω states

From the viewpoint of flavor SU(3) symmetry, the investigation of the excited Ω states is of theoretical
importance. Unless we consider exotic configurations beyond the three-quark states, an Ω baryon
belongs purely to the decuplet representation. The same is true for a ∆, while a Σ and a Ξ can in
principle be realized as a mixture of octet and decuplet states. Thus, by determining the masses of the
∆ and Ω states (hopefully with JP quantum numbers), one can identify the decuplet members in the
excited baryons.

Excitation of the Ω baryons was studied by lattice QCD in Ref. [252] for JP = 1/2±, 3/2± quantum
numbers. The first excited state is found around 2 GeV in the 1/2− channel and 3/2− channel. The
signal in the 1/2− channel is obtained with some noise, while in the 3/2− channel a fairly good signal is
obtained slightly above 2 GeV. The lowest state in the 1/2+ channel is predicted in the region 2.3-2.6
GeV.

In quark models, the first excited baryons belong to 70-plet of SU(6), which contains one SU(3)
decuplet with quark spins combined into S = 1/2. Together with the orbital angular momentum ` = 1,
one obtains JP = 1/2− and 3/2− states as a spin-orbit partner. In actual calculations, the negative
parity excited states were found around 2 GeV. For instance, Ref. [87] predicted the 1/2− state at 1950
MeV and 3/2− state at 2000 MeV. In the model of Ref. [253], the mass of the 1/2− state is obtained at
1923 MeV and the 3/2− state at 1953 MeV.

In Ref. [256], a dynamical scattering model with SU(6) extension of the Weinberg-Tomozawa term
was used to study negative parity excited baryons. The 1/2− state was found at 1798 MeV, and the
3/2− state at 1928 MeV, while the other states appear at much higher energies. In contrast to the
quark models, the mass difference of the 1/2− and 3/2− states is not caused by the spin-orbit splitting,
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Figure 20: The efficiency-corrected cos θh(Λ) distribution for Ξ0
c → Ω−K+ data. The

dashed curve shows the JΩ = 3/2 fit, in which β allows for possible asymmetry due to the
parity violation in Ξ0

c and Ω− weak decay. The solid curve represents the corresponding
fit with β = 0. Adapted from Ref. [275].

because these states belong to different SU(6) multiplets: the 1/2− state is in 70-plet and the 3/2−

state in 56-plet.

5.3 Experimental studies for the excited Ω states

The excited states of the Ω− are poorly known; whereas the PDG lists ten excited Ξ states, only four
excited Ω− states are listed [1] (Fig. 15). Since the isospin of the Ω is zero, the Ω∗ → Ωπ decays are
strongly suppressed, and the possible decays of low-lying excited states are expected as ΞK or Ωππ
channels. In the following, we review spectroscopy of S = −3 hyperons, especially, recent observation
of a low-lying excitation state of Ω− by the Belle collaboration.

The experimental search for the excited Ω− hyperons via the K−p reactions were statistically limited
due to the small cross sections for S = −3 production. Biagi et al. reported the first observation of the
Ω∗ resonances using Ξ− hyperon beam of 116 GeV at the CERN SPS [276]. They measured inclusive
production of Ξ−π+K− from a beryllium target, and observed two peak structures, the Ω−(2250) and
the Ω−(2380), in the invariant mass spectra of Ξ−π+K−. The masses and widths of these two resonances
are obtained as M1 = 2251± 12 MeV and Γ1 = 48± 20 MeV, and M2 = 2384± 12 MeV and Γ1 = 26±
23 MeV, respectively. They also reported that the Ω−(2250) decays predominantly into Ξ0(1530)K−,
and obtained the ratio of branching fractions B(Ω−(2250)→ Ξ0(1530)K−)/ B(Ω−(2250)→ Ξ−π+K−)
as 0.70±0.20, while that of the Ω−(2380) was consistent with zero. According to their observation, about
a half of the Ω−(2380)→ Ξ−π+K− decay occurs through the quasi-two body Ω−(2380)→ K0(890)Ξ−

decay. In the following year, Aston et al. confirmed the Ω−(2250) with the consistent mass and
width parameters using the 11 GeV/c K− beam and LASS spectrometer at SLAC [277]. However,
the Ω−(2380) was not reported. The excited Ω− states decaying into Ω−π+π− were searched for by
the same authors [278]. They claimed observation of a resonance Ω(2470) with the mass and width of
M = 2474± 12 MeV and Γ = 72± 33 MeV.

Recently, the Belle collaboration searched for the excited Ω− hyperons in the e+e− collision data
taken at the Υ(1S), Υ(2S), Υ(3S) energies [279]. At these energies, below the BB threshold, the decays
into BB pairs are forbidden, hence the decay into three gluons is dominant. Owing to the flavor blind
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Figure 21: The (a) Ξ0K− and (b) Ξ−K0
S invariant mass distributions in data taken at

the Υ(1S), Υ(2S), and Υ(3S) resonance energies. The curves show a simultaneous fit to
the two distributions with a common mass and width. Adapted from Ref. [279]

quark-gluon coupling, a substantial number of strange quarks can be produced from gluonic initial
states, and hence the productions of the multi-strangeness hadrons like the Ω− are expected. The
authors of Ref. [279] investigated the invariant mass spectra of Ξ0K− and Ξ−K0

S pairs in these event
samples. Figure 21 shows observed invariant mass distributions of Ξ0K− and Ξ−K0

S pairs. One can
see clear peaks around 2.1 GeV. The Ξ0K− combinations have strangeness S = −3, on the other hand,
the Ξ−K0

S combinations may have S = −1 and thus have a large combinatorial background. From
the simultaneous fit, the statistical significance is found as 8.3σ. The mass and width are obtained
2012.4 ± 0.7(stat) ± 0.6(syst) MeV and Γ = 6.4+2.5

−2.0(stat) ± 1.6(syst) MeV, respectively. In the event
sample taken mostly at the Υ(4S) energy, they also find a peak structure but with less significance, thus,
Ω−(2012) is found primarily in the decay of the Υ(1S), Υ(2S) and Υ(3S). Using the same data sample,
the Belle collaboration searched for the Ω(2012)→ KΞ(1530)→ KπΞ decay [280] which is predicted as
dominant decay mode by models describing the Ω(2012) as a KΞ(1530) molecule [281, 282, 283, 284]. No
significant signals are observed in these channels, and 90% credibility level upper limits on the ratios of
the branching fractions relative to KΞ decay modes are obtained. These measurements are important
input for understanding the structure of the Ω(2012). At the same time, theoretical discussion is
ongoing on the molecular picture for the Ω(2012) in conjunction with the data of Ref. [280]. For
instance, in Ref. [286], it is shown that the molecular picture is compatible with the upper limit of the
Ω(2012)→ KΞ(1530)→ KπΞ decay in Ref. [280]. For more details on the Ω(2012), see e.g. Ref. [285]
and references therein.
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6 S = +1 baryons

6.1 Status of the Θ+

Baryon resonances with strangeness S = +1 should contain an s̄ quark. Baryons that consist of uudds̄
quarks have an exotic flavor quantum number, and hence regarded as genuine pentaquark states. In
1997, Diakonov et al. predicted such a pentaquark state in the chiral soliton model [287], which has
a rather light mass around 1530 MeV, spin 1/2, isospin 0 and strangeness +1. A peculiar feature is
the narrow width of the predicted state. The light and narrow exotic baryon resonance in this mass
region may escape from the identification in the old K+n scattering experiments with low resolution.
In 2003, the LEPS collaboration claimed an evidence of a narrow resonance peak, now referred to as
the Θ+, consistent with the above prediction, in the γn→ K+K−n reaction from a neutron in a carbon
nuclei [93]. Soon after the report by LEPS, some other experimental groups observed the peak at the
same energy, while many other groups with higher statistics did not. Thus, the existence of the Θ+ has
not been established. In the PDG, the Θ+ first appeared in the 2004 edition with three-star, changed
to two-star in 2005, one-star in 2006, and omitted from the summary table in 2007. More details can
be found in Refs. [288, 289, 290, 291, 292]. In the following section, we review a few recent results.

The J-PARC E19 collaboration reported the results of search for the Θ+ via the π−p → K−X
reaction with beam momenta of 2.01 GeV [293], which is an update of the results with pion beam of
1.92 GeV [294]. In both data, they did not observe any signals of the Θ+ in the missing mass distribution
of the π−p → K−X reaction. These results are used to constrain the possible JP and the upper limit
of the decay width in Ref. [295].

The ZEUS collaboration searched for a narrow structure in the pK0
S and p̄K0

S systems produced via
ep collision at the center-of-mass energy of 318 GeV for exchanged photon virtuality, Q2, between 20
and 100 GeV2. No resonance peak was found in the p(p̄)K0

S invariant-mass distribution in the range
1.45− 1.7 GeV. Upper limits on the production cross section were set [296].

The CLAS collaboration has searched for the Θ+ using photon beam as the LEPS collaboration did
in the γd→ K+K−pn reaction [297]. The energy ranges of photon beams of these experiments overlap
with each other, while the angular coverage of detectors are different. In the former analysis of the CLAS
collaboration [298], they measured the momenta of a K+, a K−, and a proton, and identified a neutron
using the missing mass technique. On the other hand, the LEPS collaboration detected only a K+K−

pair, and assumed that the proton is a spectator [297], thus the kinematic conditions also differed. The
authors of Ref. [299] performed an analysis following the method of the LEPS collaboration using CLAS
data, where only a K+K− pair was detected. In their preliminary results, no signals of the Θ+ were
found in the K+n invariant mass distribution.

The LEPS collaboration has continued their search for the Θ+ in the γd → K+K−pn reaction.
They took data sample using almost identical experimental setup with their second result [297] but
about 2.6 times higher statistics. In their preliminary results of inclusive analysis, where the proton
and neutron contributions were not separated, a strong peak of the Θ+ was not observed. However, by
applying exclusive analysis rejecting protons which were produced through background reactions, the
signal-to-noise ratio was improved and a signal enhancement was observed [300]. They took further
data with improved proton detection efficiency [301], and their results will be presented in the near
future.

Theoretical study of the K+d → K0pp reaction was carried out in Ref. [302] using the two-step
approach (see also the review of this reaction in Ref. [303]). In this process, the Θ+ can be produced
by direct formation KN → KN in the second step. Examining several momenta of the incident kaon,
feasibility of possible experiments to search for the Θ+ was discussed. This analysis will be useful to
design new experiments at K+ beam facilities such as J-PARC.
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7 Summary and future prospects

Because of the peculiar role of the strange quark in QCD, the strange baryons form a rich and com-
plicated spectrum. In this review, we have discussed the physics of strange baryon spectrum from
theoretical and experimental viewpoints. We have first overviewed the basic properties of QCD, em-
phasizing the role of symmetries and the developments of the scattering calculation in lattice QCD.
Because the baryon excited states with strangeness are unstable against the strong decay, they should
be treated as resonances in hadron-hadron scatterings. As an appropriate tool to study resonances, we
have introduced the scattering theory and explained how the resonance pole of the scattering amplitude
is related to the generalized eigenstate of the Hamiltonian. The quest for the internal structure of exotic
hadrons is an important subject in hadron physics, and is also relevant for the strange baryons. We
have summarized the classification of exotic hadrons, and explained the importance of defining a proper
measure of the internal structure of hadron resonances.

Next, we have reviewed the current status of selected baryon resonances. In the S = −1 sector,
the most intensively studied resonance is the “Λ(1405)” in the energy region below the K̄N threshold.
Thanks to the experimental developments, new and high-statistics data have been obtained for the
low-energy K̄N scattering as well as the πΣ mass spectrum. The theoretical framework to construct
the low-energy meson-baryon scattering has been systematically developed from the unitarity of the
scattering amplitude and chiral symmetry of QCD. The combination of these developments has revealed
an interesting two-pole structure, leading to the new entry of the two-star resonance Λ(1380) in the
PDG Particle Listings [1]. It is shown that the pole position of the Λ(1405) is converging to the energy
region around 1420 MeV, while the position of the Λ(1380) pole is not yet settled quantitatively. In
the energy region above the K̄N threshold, the Λ∗ resonances have been identified by the partial wave
analysis of the K−p scattering data. At the same time, the three-body decay spectra of Λc provide
additional information of the baryon resonances.

In contrast to the S = −1 sector, theoretical calculation of the excited Ξ baryons in the S = −2 sector
had not been well established, because of the lack of the direct scattering experiment. In particular,
predictions of negative parity resonances had not been very converging. This situation is now being
changed by the new data of three-body decays of charmed baryons. Accurate πΞ mass spectra have
been obtained in the Ξc → ππΞ decay, leading to the identification of the Ξ(1620) and the Ξ(1690),
whose properties are constrained by the decay branching ratios. The S = −3 sector shows a similar
trend; theoretical investigation is now stimulated by the new data from the Υ decays, and intensive
discussion on the nature of the newly found Ω(2012) is ongoing. The S = +1 sector is a unique channel
to study the flavor exotics. Although the existence of the Θ+ was not established, the investigation of
this sector should be continued for the understanding of the formation mechanism of hadrons in QCD.

Based on the current status described above, let us indicate several directions of the future prospects:

• The Λ(1405)/Λ(1380) pole positions
Quantitative determination of the pole positions is an important step to clarify the nature of
resonances. In the PDG, evidence of existence of the Λ(1380) is only fair, and we need more data
and analysis to confirm the two-pole structure of the Λ resonances in this energy region. New
results from the E31 collaboration at J-PARC [304], the BGO-OD collaboration at ELSA [305],
the LEPS2 collaboration at SPring-8 [301], and the AMADEUS collaboration at DAΦNE [139] are
expected in the near future. Together with a detailed understanding of the reaction mechanism,
the πΣ mass spectra in these reactions will provide clues to investigate the pole structure in this
energy region. To determine the position of the Λ(1380) pole, it is desirable to have experimental
constraints in the energy region far below the K̄N threshold. A possible strategy for this purpose is
to determine the scattering lengths of πΣ and πΛ, which constrains the meson-baryon scattering
amplitude directly. A method to determine the πΣ scattering lengths from the Λc decay was
proposed in Ref. [306]. To further sharpen the precision of the position of the Λ(1405) pole near
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the K̄N threshold, accurate measurements of the kaonic hydrogen and kaonic deuterium will
provide threshold constraints for the K̄N system [121, 122, 170, 171, 202]. The near-threshold
K̄N interaction will also be constrained by the high-precision data of the correlation function
measurements in the high-energy collisions.

• Determination of resonance parameters
Traditionally, the resonance parameters (mass and width) have been extracted by fitting the peak
of the spectrum with the Breit-Wigner parametrization. As we have discussed in Section 2.2, the
use of the Breit-Wigner function is valid only for an isolated narrow resonance. In particular, the
effect of nearby thresholds should be considered seriously, because there are several thresholds of
meson-baryon channels in the energy region of strange baryon resonances. Several methods have
been proposed to extract the resonance parameters with including the threshold effect [307, 308],
and theoretical effort should be continued further to develop general tools for the analysis of
near-threshold resonances. In view of the accumulation of new and precise experimental data of
heavy hadron decays at LHCb [309], Belle II [310], and BES III [311], developing a theoretical
framework to properly treat the final state interactions in the whole region of the Dalitz plot is also
an important issue to be explored in the future. Another approach to study hyperon resonances
is to produce them using the kaon beam. Recently, new experiments have beam proposed at
JLab [312] and J-PARC [313], utilizing the neutral and charged kaon beams, respectively. The
pole positions of excited Λ, Σ, Ξ, and Ω hyperons will be presented from PWA by these experiments
in the near future.

• Internal structure of hadron resonances
The identification of strange baryons with exotic internal structure is an important subject to
understand the nonperturbative dynamics of QCD. We emphasize that this is not a simple task.
First of all, we have to clearly define what is meant by the “exotic structure”. Although there
are many studies to clarify the internal structure of hadrons, they are in general based on various
different definitions of the structure. This sometimes causes controversial discussion. To end the
controversy, therefore, it is needed to establish a theoretically well-defined measure to characterize
the structure of hadron resonances. Unless a good measure is established, we should keep in mind
that there is no “smoking-gun” experimental observable which directly determines the internal
structure of hadrons. Rather, we need to accumulate several clues from various experiments to
finally elucidate the exotic nature. In the following, let us give a couple of promising attempts
to relate the internal structure with the experimental observables. The compositeness of near-
threshold resonances can be related to the pole position and the two-body scattering length [110,
112]. To obtain an intuitive picture of the structure, it is useful to extract the spatial distribution of
the resonance wave function, through the form factors and radiative decay [314, 315, 316, 317, 318].
At high-energy exclusive productions, the constituent-counting rule in perturbative QCD can be
used to determine the internal quark-gluon configurations [319]. It is shown that the production
yields in the high-energy collision experiments reflect the internal structure of hadrons due to the
different coalescence mechanisms [320, 321, 322]. By examining various criteria, we can approach
the nature of strange baryon resonances.

• Lattice QCD
First principle calculations of QCD are very welcome for the study of strange baryon spectrum. It
is worth noting that the lattice calculations and real experiments can be complementary with each
other. For instance, while the πΣ scattering is impossible in experiments, the elastic scattering of
the lowest-energy channel would be the first target in lattice QCD, before going to more involved
coupled-channel calculations. Although the meson-baryon scattering calculation on the lattice is
not yet completely matured, the developments in other sectors is encouraging.
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We hope that the contents of this review stimulate the further developments in this field, which even-
tually shed new light on the physics of baryon spectrum with strangeness in the near future.
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