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Hyperon (Y = Σ,Λ)-nucleon (N = n, p) interactions are crucial for understanding the existence
of neutron stars heavier than two solar masses. Amid renewed experimental efforts, we study Y N
scatterings from the perspective of quantum information, focusing on whether spin entanglement is
suppressed in the s-wave channel, which is observed in np scattering and leads to enhanced global
symmetries. Using global fits of phase shifts from experimental data, we find hints of entanglement
suppression among the eight flavor channels in the strangeness S = −1 sector, similar to the np
case. One exception is the Σ+p channel, where conflicting global fits lead to inconclusive outcome.
We then propose “quantum” observables in Σ+p scattering to help resolve the differing global fits.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the dynamics of baryons is essential
for obtaining a comprehensive picture of strong interac-
tions, with broad implications in particle, nuclear, and
astrophysics. While nucleon-nucleon interactions have
been measured and constrained very precisely based on
more than 6700 data points [1–5], interactions involv-
ing baryons carrying strangeness quantum number – the
hyperon – are much less understood, due to experimen-
tal difficulties associated with the short lifetime of hy-
peron and the challenges of preparing a stable hyperon
beam. Very little experimental progress was made on
Y N scattering since the 1970s, until recently when the
E40 collaboration at J-PARC, the CLAS collaboration
at CEBAF and the BESIII collaboration at BEPCII an-
nounced new measurements [6–11]. Furthermore, there
are also relevant measurements on Y N interactions at
the Large Hadron Collider from the ALICE collabora-
tion recently [12, 13].

These new experimental efforts are driven, in part, by
the “hyperon puzzle” in understanding the existence of
neutron stars with a mass larger than two solar-mass
[14, 15]. Neutron stars are compact objects supported
against gravitational collapse by the Fermi degeneracy
pressure of the neutron. However, in a dense environ-
ment the hyperon becomes stable because of the limited
decay phase space and the Fermi pressure is reduced by
the conversion of neutrons into hyperons due to the large
chemical potential inside the neutron star, thereby soft-
ening the equation-of-state (EOS). Such a feature turns
out to be incompatible with the observation of a neutron
star heavier than two solar-mass [16, 17] as well as the
stiff EOS measured by LIGO-Virgo [18, 19].

There has been continuous theoretical effort in de-
scribing NN , Y N and Y Y interactions over the years.
Some popular approaches include meson-exchange poten-
tial models (the Nijmegen [20–22] and the Jülich [23, 24]
potentials), the chiral effective field theory (χEFT) ap-
proach [25–27], and lattice QCD simulations (see the
HALQCD [28, 29] and the NPLQCD [30, 31] collab-
orations). The underlying organizing principle is the
SU(3)f flavor symmetry among (u, d, s) quarks, which
is broken by quark masses. The spin-1/2 baryons,

(n, p,Σ±,Σ0,Λ,Ξ0,Ξ−), fill out an octet under SU(3)f .
A major challenge is to incorporate SU(3)f breaking ef-
fects in parameterizing Y N and Y Y interactions amid
constraints from the NN sector, and then extract use-
ful information by fitting to the scarce data. Not sur-
prisingly, ambiguities and inconsistencies among differ-
ent approaches remain. Novel experimental techniques
[32] and new theoretical insights are urgently needed.
Parallel to recent experimental advances, a new the-

oretical perspective was proposed in Ref. [33], which
utilizes information-theoretic tools to analyze emergent
symmetries in low-energy QCD. It was discovered that
the S-matrix for np scattering below the pion thresh-
old tends to suppress the spin-entanglement throughout
the scattering, and such a suppression correlates with
the emergence of Wigner’s SU(4)sm spin-flavor symme-
try [34] and the Schrödinger invariance [35] in the NN
sector. Assuming SU(3)f symmetry, Ref. [33] also stud-
ied the scattering between spin-1/2 baryons and found
that entanglement suppression could give rise to an emer-
gent SU(16) spin-flavor symmetry.
Building on the new insights, Ref. [36] analyzed the

s-wave scattering of non-relativistic fermions from an
information-theoretic setting and showed that the spin-
flavor symmetry is associated with the S-matrix being
interpreted as an Identity quantum logic gate and the
Schrödinger symmetry is related to the SWAP gate. In
Ref. [37] pathways to other emergents symmetries, such
as SU(6), SO(8) and SU(8), in baryon-baryon scatter-
ings were pointed out. While the aforementioned phys-
ical systems are non-relativistic, recently the correla-
tion between entanglement and symmetries was extended
to a fully relativistic quantum system involving two-
Higgs-doublet models and electroweak symmetry break-
ing, where a standard-model-like Higgs boson arises as a
consequence of entanglement suppression [38].
Inspired by the advances in both experiment and the-

ory, in this work we pursue a study on Y N scattering
from the viewpoint of quantum information. Our goal
is two-fold: constrain the information-theoretic property
of low-energy Y N scattering using global fits of current
data and propose quantum information-sensitive observ-
ables which may improve our understanding. Using the
global fits is complementary to lattice QCD simulations,
which assume SU(3)f symmetry and sometimes adopt an
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Pion production process pCM (MeV/c) plab (MeV/c)
Λn → Λpπ− 382.8 893.9

Σ+p → Σ+nπ+ 390.3 943.4

TABLE I. Representative pion production thresholds for Y N .

Q −1 0 1 2
Flavor Σ−n Λn,Σ0n,Σ−p Λp,Σ0p,Σ+n Σ+p
Total 2137 Λn : 2055 Λp : 2054 2128
Mass (MeV) Σ0n : 2132 Σ+n : 2129

Σ−p : 2136 Σ0p : 2131

TABLE II. Eight flavor channel and the total mass in the
strangeness S = −1 sector, as labeled by the total charge Q.

unrealistic pion mass due to limited computing powers.

II. KINEMATICS

In the experimental setup, a beam of hyperon particles
hit a stationary target, the nucleon. We label the incident
particle mass as m1 and the stationary particle mass m2.
Masses of outgoing particles are represented by m′

1 and
m′

2. Experimental observables are usually measured as a
function of the kinematic energy Tlab and the magnitude
of the 3-momentum Plab of the incident particle in the
laboratory (Lab) frame. We center on 2-to-2 scattering
and therefore focus on the kinematic regime below the
pion production threshold,

N1 +N2 → N ′
1 +N ′

2 + π . (1)

It is the easiest to calculate the pion threshold in the
centre-of-mass (CM) frame which in terms of pCM , the
magnitude of the 3-momentum of the incident particle,
is

p2CM =
[m′

1m
′
2 + (m′

1 +m′
2 +mπ/2)mπ]

2 −m2
1m

2
2

(mπ + 2m′
1 + 2m′

2)mπ + (m1 +m2)2
,

(2)
where mπ is the pion mass. In Table. I we list the rep-
resentative pion production thresholds, in both the CM
and the Lab frame, for Y N scattering. The kinematic
threshold in pCM spans between (380, 390) MeV/c.
One interesting feature of Y N scattering is the out-

going particles could have different flavors from the in-
coming particles, the flavor non-diagonal channels, in
contrast with the NN scattering which is always fla-
vor diagonal. In the limit of exact SU(3)f , all spin-
1/2 octet baryons are degenerate in mass and, since the
strong interaction preserves the electric charge Q and the
strangeness S, flavor channels within the same (Q,S) sec-
tor scatter only among themselves. For S = −1 sector the
flavor channels are classified according the electric charge
Q in Table II. Notice that Σ−n and Σ+p are unique in
their respective (Q,S) sector, whose scatterings are al-
ways elastic and flavor diagonal.

In reality, SU(3)f is broken and the baryons are not
degenerate in mass. In Table II we also show the total
mass of each Y N channel, from which we see Λp and Λn
are the lightest flavor channel in the Q = 0 and Q = 1
sectors respectively. This implies Λp and Λn would scat-
ter elastically and flavor-diagonally until the kinematic
thresholds for the next lightest flavor channels open up,
which in (pCM , Plab) are (279, 633) MeV/c for Λp and
(283, 633) MeV/c for Λn, respectively.

III. THE S-MATRIX

It is well-known that non-relativistic scatterings of
spin-1/2 fermions in the low-energy are dominated by
the s-wave channel, which contains the spin-singlet 1S0

and the spin-triplet 3S1 [36],

S = e2iδ0Ps + e2iδ1Pt , (3)

where Ps and Pt are the spin-projectors into the 1S0 sin-
glet and the 3S1 triplet channels, respectively,

Ps =
1

4
(1− σ · σ) , Ps =

1

4
(3 + σ · σ) , (4)

and σ · σ =
∑

a σ
a ⊗ σa. Moreover, δ0 and δ1 are the

scattering phase shifts which can be fitted from data.
The information-theoretic property of the S-matrix be-

comes transparent when we introduce the SWAP opera-
tor, SWAP = (1 + σ · σ)/2, which interchanges the spin
of the two particles, and rewrite the S-matrix as [36],

S =
1

2

(
e2iδ0 + e2iδ1

)
1 +

1

2

(
e2iδ0 − e2iδ1

)
SWAP . (5)

It then becomes clear that the S-matrix in the spin sub-
space is an Identity operator in the spin-space if δ0 = δ1
while it is the SWAP operator if |δ0−δ1| = ±π/2. It turns
out that 1 and SWAP are the only two operators which
suppress entanglement [36], which can be seen from the
observation that, starting from an arbitrary spin-wave
function |ψ⟩ that is unentangled, |ψ⟩ = |ψ1⟩ ⊗ |ψ2⟩,
the Identity and the SWAP operators both produce
an outgoing state that is also unentangled. Note that
SWAP|ψ1⟩ ⊗ |ψ2⟩ = |ψ2⟩ ⊗ |ψ1⟩. It is much less obvious
that these are the only two two-qubit logic gates which
suppress entanglement [36]. For a unitary operator, it is
possible to quantify the ability of an operator to generate
entanglement by defining the entanglement power (EP)
[39, 40], which for the S-matrix in Eq. (3) is [33],

E(S) =
1

6
sin2(2δ0 − 2δ1) . (6)

It vanishes when δ0 = δ1 (the Identity) or |δ0 − δ1| =
±π/2 (the SWAP).
For a non-unitary operator, however, the EP is not

well-defined. This is the case when we consider inelastic
Y N scattering in the Q = 0 and Q = 1 sectors, where
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FIG. 1. Comparisons of phase shifts in the Σ+p channel from
potential models and N2LO χEFT (Λ =500 MeV).

the S-matrix is three-dimensional in the flavor subspace,
as can be seen in Table II. Therefore, the flavor-diagonal
entry of the S-matrix by itself is not a unitary operator
and it is customary to introduce the inelasticity param-
eter, which can also be extracted from data, for each
flavor-diagonal channel [41],

[S]jj = cos(2αj
0)e

2iδj0Ps + cos(2αj
1)e

2iδj1Pt , (7)

where [S]jj is the diagonal entry of S-matrix describ-
ing the scattering j → j in the flavor subspace. Below
the inelastic threshold the inelasticity parameters vanish,
which is the case for Λp and Λn channels. Although the
EP is not well-defined for [S]jj in Eq. (7), one can still
rewrite [S]jj as

[S]jj = c1 1 + cS SWAP , (8)

c1 =
1

2

[
cos(2αj

0)e
2iδj0 + cos(2αj

1)e
2iδj1

]
, (9)

cS =
1

2

[
cos(2αj

0)e
2iδj0 − cos(2αj

1)e
2iδj1

]
. (10)

Then [S]jj suppresses spin entanglement when the inelas-
ticity parameters and the phase shifts conspire in such a
way that [S]jj ∼ 1 or [S]jj ∼ SWAP.

IV. GLOBAL FITS

There are two types of global fits in the literature.
One type provides the global fit for the momentum de-
pendence of the phase shifts δ0(p) and δ1(p) in the 1S0

and 3S1 channels, from which we calculate the EP us-
ing Eq. (6). In particular, we focus on two different fits
developed for different purposes: the Nijmegen soft-core
model (NSC97) [20, 21, 42] and the Nijmegen extended-
soft-core model (ESC16) [43, 44].

The main difference between these two models lies
in the Σ+p channel, the (Q,S) = (2,−1) and isospin
I = 3/2 sector, where the NSC97 model predicts an at-
tractive force in the 3S1 channel while the ESC16 model
predicts a repulsive force. Historically two-body Σ+p in-
teractions are fitted from binding energies of hypernu-
clei, which seem to prefer a strong repulsive interaction
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FIG. 2. EP in Σ+p and Λp channels, which are related to Σ−n
and Λn channels, respectively, by isospin invariance. The EP
for np scattering is included for comparison.

[22, 45]. However, extracting the two-body interaction
from hypernuclear data requires knowledge of the three-
body Y NN force, which plays an important role in un-
derstanding the hyperon puzzle inside the neutron star
[46] and is not precisely determined. In the end, it is
highly desirable to be able to independently determine
the two-body Σ+p interactions directly from scattering
data. In this regard, the latest phase shift analysis from
measurements at J-PARC does not seem to be able to re-
solve the difference between ESC16 and NSC97 [8]. Con-
sequently we utilize both models in the present work. We
will see that these two models make distinctive predic-
tions on the entanglement property of Σ+p scattering.

The second type of fits makes use of χEFT, which is pi-
oneered byWeinberg [47, 48] and has been very successful
in describing NN interactions. Applications of χEFT to
Y N interactions have progressed steadily over the years
[25–27] and the state-of-the-art calculation now stands at
next-to-next-to-leading order (N2LO) [49], which we use.

There is one feature of χEFT which is distinctly dif-
ferent from the global fits utilizing the potential models
such as NSC97 and ESC16. χEFT is an expansion of
the potential in small momenta and pion masses, aug-
mented with an appropriate power counting rule. As
such there is an inherent cutoff of χEFT, which is usu-
ally taken to be Λ ∼ 500 MeV. This implies that, as
the pCM gets close to Λ, higher order effects become im-
portant and χEFT starts breaking down. In Fig. 1 we
show a comparison of the phase shifts in the Σ+p chan-
nel from the potential models and from χEFT. We see
that phase shifts from ESC16 and N2LO are consistent
up to pCM ∼ 250 MeV. Moreover, the 3S1 phase shifts in
ESC16 and N2LO χEFT have a negative sign (repulsive
force) while in NSC97 it has a positive sign (attractive
force). In the isospin-related channel of Σ−n, lattice sim-
ulations seem to also indicated a negative 3S1 phase shift
[51].
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FIG. 3. S matrices in Σ−p and Σ0p channels, which are re-
lated to Σ+n and Σ0n, respectively, by isospin invariance.
The S-matrix for np scattering is also shown.

V. RESULTS

Here we present the information-theoretic properties of
two-body Y N interactions. There are eight flavor chan-
nels, as shown in Table II. Among them we will only
show the results for {Σ+p,Σ0p,Σ−p,Λp}, since isospin
invariance relates them to the remaining four channels,
{Σ−n,Σ0n,Σ−n,Λn}, and the results look very similar.
Notice that, in the ultra-low momentum region where
non-perturbative structures such as poles and resonances
dominate, the S-matrix could produce highly entangled
states. Our interest lies in the regime above this infrared
region, pCM ≳ 100 MeV, where nucleons and baryons
can be considered as fundamental degrees of freedom.

There are two classes of results. The first involves elas-
tic scatterings in the flavor-diagonal channels. They are
Λn and Λp below the inelastic threshold at pCM ∼ 280
MeV, as well as Σ+p and Σ−n below the pion production
threshold at pCM ∼ 390 MeV. (See Tables I and II.) In
Fig. 2 we present the EP computed from Eq. (6) for Σ+p
and Λp channels, and include the case of np scattering for
comparison. We employ three global fits: NSC97, ESC16
and χEFT. In particular, NSC97 fits contain several ver-
sions [20, 21], among which we choose the NSC97f as a
representative, although the conclusion does not depend
on this choice. We see in Fig. 2 that the EP is highly sup-
pressed in the region of pCM ≳ 100 MeV in the NSC97 fit
for Σ+p and in all three fits for Λp. ESC16 and χEFT do
not exhibit entanglement suppression in the Σ+p channel
due to the negative 3S1 phase shift, as shown in Fig. 1.
In the Σ−n and Λn channels, only the NSC97 fit is avail-
able and the EP is suppressed in both channels, similar
to their isospin partners.

The remaining channels, {Σ−p,Σ0p,Σ+n,Σ0n}, all
scatter inelastically and we need to include the inelas-
ticity parameters. In these cases we plot |c1| and |cS|
in Eqs. (9) and (10), which show the relative component
of the S-matrix in 1 and SWAP. When the S-matrix is
predominantly the Identity gate, or the SWAP gate, it
suppresses entanglement. In Fig. 3 we present the results
for Σ−p and Σ0p channels. The results for their isospin
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FIG. 4. Predicted polarizations of the recoiling Σ+ (recoil)
and the recoiling p (target) in Σ+p scattering, assuming an
unpolarized proton target and a 25% polarized hyperon beam.

partners Σ+n and Σ0n look very similar. We again show
the np case as a benchmark. Only the NSC97 fit is shown
here, as the χEFT only provides fits for the scattering
length, without the effective range [49]. We see that in
Σ−p channel the S-matrix is dominated by the SWAP
gate at pCM ∼ 200 MeV, while in Σ0p channel it is dom-
inated by the Identity gate at pCM ∼ 150 MeV. Since
the SWAP gate is associated with the Schrödinger sym-
metry [36], it would be interesting to further investigate
the appearance of SWAP gate in these channels.

It is worth emphasizing that, even if one assumes
SU(3)f symmetry, these hints of entanglement suppres-
sion in Y N interactions do not follow from the observed
entanglement suppression in np scattering. In this limit,
there are six SU(3)f invariant phase shifts in the scatter-
ing of octet baryons and the phases entering np scattering
are different from those appearing in Y N scattering [37].

Given that, in the case of Σ+p, different global fits give
rise to inconclusive outcome, we further propose “quan-
tum observables” which could not only distinguish the
varying global fits but also help determine the density
matrix of the outgoing states [52]. The observables are
based on the formalism introduced in Ref. [53], which re-
lates the density matrix of outgoing states to their polar-
izations. (For quantum observables in top quark decays,
see Refs. [54, 55].) In Fig. 4 we plot the predicted polar-
izations, as a function of pCM , of the recoiling hyperon
(recoil polarization) and the recoiling proton (target po-
larization) in Σ+p scattering from NSC97 and ESC16 fits,
assuming an unpolarized proton target and a 25% polar-
ized incoming hyperon beam. We include phase shifts up
to d wave as well as the 3S1−3D1 mixing. We see that, by
measuring the recoil and target polarizations, it is possi-
ble to distinguish between the two global fits. At J-PARC
the Σ+ particles come from the process π+p → Σ+K+

and is partially polarized in the order of 25%, depending
on the incoming momenta [56]. A more detailed study of
such a scenario will be presented elsewhere [52].
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VI. CONCLUSION

Hyperon-nucleon interactions are important for resolv-
ing the “hyperon puzzle,” which pertains to the forma-
tion of neutron stars heavier than two solar-masses. In-
spired by recent experimental efforts in direct measure-
ments of Y N scattering, as well as by theoretical ad-
vances in understanding nuclear dynamics from the per-
spective of quantum entanglement, we studied in this
work the information-theoretic properties of two-body
Y N scatterings, focusing on the question of whether the
spin entanglement is suppressed during the scattering
process. Using globals fits of scattering data, we find
hints of entanglement suppression in the majority of Y N
scattering channels. In the case of Σ+p scattering, only
the more dated NSC97 fit showed entanglement suppres-
sion, while the more recent fits do not demonstrate en-
tanglement suppression in the channel.

We further proposed polarizations of the recoiling hy-
peron and the recoiling proton as “quantum observables”

which could determine the entanglement property of the
S-matrix. Such measurements could not only provide ac-
cess to the density matrix of the outgoing states, but
also help differentiate the conflicting global fits, which
will have important implications for the hyperon puz-
zle as well. In addition, these observables open up new
venues to investigate and measure the quantum nature
of nucleons and hyperons.
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