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Abstract

The kaon physics programme, long heralded as a cutting-edge frontier by the Eu-
ropean Strategy for Particle Physics, continues to stand at the intersection of
discovery and innovation in high-energy physics (HEP). With its unparalleled ca-
pacity to explore new physics at the multi-TeV scale, kaon research is poised to
unveil phenomena that could reshape our understanding of the Universe. This
document highlights the compelling physics case, with emphasis on exciting new
opportunities for advancing kaon physics not only in Europe but also on a global
stage. As an important player in the future of HEP, the kaon programme promises
to drive transformative breakthroughs, inviting exploration at the forefront of sci-
entific discovery.



1 Introduction

The electroweak hierarchy problem and the unexplained hierarchies of the Yukawa cou-
plings of the fermions, the so-called flavour problem, are among the most puzzling fea-
tures of the Standard Model (SM), indicating that a more fundamental theory is waiting
to be discovered, which could shed light on these questions. Rare kaon decays provide a
very sensitive and, most importantly, unique probe of such extensions.

As with all indirect probes of heavy new physics (NP), the primary goal is to identify
processes that are both highly suppressed and precisely predictable within the SM, while
being exceptionally sensitive to physics beyond the SM. The K — wvv decay modes,
along with specific observables in rare K, ¢ decays (discussed below), meet these criteria.
They are the only available probes of flavour-changing neutral-current (FCNC) transi-
tions of the type s — dvv and s — dl{ ({ = e, ), which are significantly suppressed
within the SM framework and exhibit heightened sensitivity to NP effects. Amongst
these, there are gold-plated channels, which are largely unaffected by long-distance dy-
namics, enabling their SM prediction to achieve remarkable theoretical precision.

In any general extension of the SM that addresses the hierarchy and/or the flavour
problem, these transitions might not be suppressed as in the SM. They are, therefore,
ideally suited for the study of violation of low-energy accidental flavour symmetries and
obtaining clues on possible directions for Beyond Standard Model (BSM) physics. The
B(KT — 7tvw) and B(K; — n%w) decays are conceptually similar to theoretically
clean and precise weak-scale observables, such as the W mass or the Higgs self-coupling.
Similarly to those, rare K decays probe electroweak dynamics. However, rare K decays
probe it in a different and less tested sector connected to the flavour problem. Not
surprisingly, there are many examples of well motivated BSM scenarios in the literature,
fully consistent with present high-energy data, which would give rise to large deviations
from the SM in both decay modes, as can also be seen in model-independent studies (see,
e.g., Refs. [1-10]). A further unique aspect of K — mvv decays is that they are sensitive
to the interaction of light quarks (s and d) with third-generation leptons (i.e., v,). This
unique feature enhances their sensitivity to motivated BSM scenarios shedding light on
the origin of the flavour hierarchies (see, e.g., Refs. [4,8,11]). In addition to being well
motivated, such models can also naturally connect to hints of excesses in the present
data over the SM predictions in heavy-flavour transitions, such as b — ctv and b — svv
transitions (see, e.g., Ref. [12]), as measured at the LHCb and Belle(II) experiments.

Loosely speaking, the motivated BSM theories that can be tested via rare K decays
fall into the same categories as those searched for at HL-LHC and, in the future, at FCC-
ee, i.e., theories with new heavy particles in the TeV to tens of TeV regime. Limits on
specific exotic particles, or new contact interactions, from rare K decays can even exceed
100 TeV [13]. Such strong limits apply to new states that violate some of the approximate
accidental symmetries of the SM, lifting most of the suppressions of FCNCs among the
first two generations. These high mass-scale sensitivities are manifestations of
the uniqueness of rare K decays in probing the flavour structure of physics
beyond the SM, in ways that are not possible to test at HL-LHC nor at FCC.

For many years, experimental studies of kaon decays have played a unique role in
propelling the development of the SM. As in other branches of flavour physics, the con-
tinuing experimental interest in the kaon sector derives from the possibility of conducting



precision measurements, particularly of suppressed or rare processes, which may reveal
the effects of NP. Because of the relatively small number of kaon decay modes and the
relatively simple final states, combined with the relative ease of producing intense kaon
beams, kaon decay experiments are in many ways the quintessential intensity-frontier
experiments.

The NA62 experiment at CERN is dedicated to studies of K+ decays and is foreseen
to conclude in 2026. After achieving in 2024 the first observation at 50 of the ultra-
rare decay K™ — w7 v with a partial dataset, the entire NA62 dataset will allow one
to reach 15% precision in the measurement of its branching ratio. The decay-in-flight
technique successfully established by NA62, when combined with recent detector and
DAQ advancements, would allow to build a follow-up experiment to reach 5% precision,
matching the theory uncertainty. After 2026, the KOTO experiment at J-PARC will
remain the only experiment worldwide dedicated to study rare kaon decays. With its
entire dataset, KOTO will reach the SM sensitivity for the branching ratio of the ultra-
rare decay K — 7vv by its conclusion in this decade. A much-upgraded experiment,
KOTO 11, is planned, still at J-PARC, that can reach a 5o observation for the first time.
Thanks to further modifications of the setup, measurements of other rare K decays,
most notably K; — 7%*¢~, will also become possible for the first time.

Detection of ultra-rare kaon decays is extremely challenging experimentally and there-
fore requires a technology advancement in multiple directions. Dedicated experiments
like NA62 that are of a scale smaller than for example LHC experiments, allow one to
push detector technology that later could serve larger enterprises, with what can be seen
as prototypes of innovation. Examples were the Gigatracker and the STRAW tracker
detectors at NA62. The next-generation kaon experiments could serve as testing ground
for the technologies needed for FCC experiments.

The rest of this document focuses on the channels which are the cleanest and most
sensitive to BSM and that can potentially be probed experimentally in the next decades.
Sections 2 and 3 are about FCNC K and K, decays, respectively, while Section 4 is
about Kg — K, interference. These sections have a theoretical part, summarising our
theoretical understanding within the SM, and an experimental part where experimental
prospects are provided. Section 5 highlights the specific potential for SM tests and BSM
searches. The document then concludes with the main recommendations.

2 FCNC KTt decays

2.1 Theory

The current SM prediction for the branching ratio of K — 7Tvi semileptonic rare
decay is B(KT — 7tvi) = 8.38(17)(25)(40) x 107" [14-17], where the uncertainties
correspond to short-distance contributions [18-22], long-distance contributions [23,24],
and parametric inputs, respectively. Hence, the dominant uncertainty is parametric,
primarily arising from CKM inputs, especially from the value for |V|. Significant im-
provements are expected in the next 5-10 years, both on the extraction of the CKM
elements [25] and on first-principle predictions for long-distance effects from lattice QCD
simulations [17,26-29]. This will reduce the current total uncertainty of ~ 6% to ~ 2%,
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which is, as illustrated in the next section, well below the precision of designs for next-
generation experiments. This process also provides a rare opportunity to compare and
test different theoretical methods used to predict the branching fraction of K+ — 7wtuw.
Such methods comprise Lattice QCD [30-33], chiral perturbation theory, and dispersive
analysis. The interplay of these techniques offers a unique way to deepen our under-
standing of non-perturbative QCD effects and assess the robustness of current theoretical
methods.

Given this excellent theoretical status and prospects, the K+ — 77 v decay probes
not only electroweak interactions but also fundamental aspects of the flavour problem
in the weakly explored s — d transitions. The very suppressed prediction in the SM
enhances the KT — 7t v sensitivity to possible contributions from NP, allowing it to
probe energy scales ranging from a few TeV up to hundreds of TeV, on par with or even
superior to current energy-frontier collider experiments, or heavy-flavour experiments at
the intensity frontier [13,34]. In fact, in high-energy experiments at pp colliders, it is
difficult to tag the strange jets. At future colliders like FCC-ee it would be possible to
access flavour-changing s — d couplings, but never in combination with neutrinos. In
general, the geometry of collider experiments also limits the reach for long lived particles
like kaons.

Importantly, based on the analysis of currently available experimental data, large
deviations from SM predictions remain possible in various NP scenarios [1-8,12]. Fur-
thermore, Kt — 7tvi decays test interactions of light quarks with third-generation
leptons [4,8,11,12,35] and provide insights into the origin of flavour. The missing-
mass spectrum, in particular, can constrain the nature of light-quark-neutrino interac-
tions [36-38]. In addition, light NP scenarios such as decays into QCD axions can be
tested. If flavour-violating couplings are present [39-43], decays of charged kaons of type
K — ma will probe the vectorial axion couplings to s and d quarks beyond a scale of
~ 102 GeV. Furthermore, a measurement of the CP violating K; — 7%a will provide
an additional constraint on the imaginary part of the axion coupling to s and d quarks.

The precision measurement of this golden charged-kaon decay will deepen our under-
standing of the fundamental laws of nature and the origin of flavour. It will inform future
theoretical activities and guide experimental efforts. Beyond this highlighted decay, ad-
ditional precision measurements such as K+ — 77¢*t¢~, will stringently test the CKM
mechanism, lepton flavour universality, and potential signatures of new light particles
and scalar contributions [10,44].

2.2 Experiments

Experimental investigations of K+ — 7

v rare decays require dedicated setups, as
the typical size and environment prevent multi-purpose collider experiments to select
statistically significant clean samples of these processes. Systematic studies of KT rare
decays date back to the 1990s and continued in the first years of this century with
the experiments E777/E851/E865/E787/E949 at BNL [45-47], KLOE at Frascati [48],
and NA48/2 at CERN SPS [49]. Started in 2016, NA62, the successor of NA48/2; is
performing the most comprehensive experimental survey of the KT rare decays to date.
However, the K+ — 77 v decay is experimentally challenging, and the goal of the NA62

experiment was to go beyond the mere observation of the BNL experiments, providing



a precise measurement that was achieved in [50].

In contrast to BNL, NA62 has adopted a decay-in-flight technique to make use of
the high energy protons of the SPS. High energy has the key advantages to increase
the Kt yield per proton, to limit the geometrical acceptance to forward regions and
to soften the requirements on low-energy photon rejection. This last feature is crucial
to avoid the otherwise overwhelming K+ — 77 7% background and exploits the Lorentz
boost-driven correlation between energy and direction of the two photons from 7°. High
energy has some drawbacks. First, the experimental layout has a length of the order
of 200m that could fit only in the ECN3 cavern at CERN. Then, kaons cannot be
separated in the secondary hadron beam from pions and protons, the amount of which
is ten times that of K*. This second point has led 20 years ago to the design of the
Gigatracker, the first silicon pixel detector able to measure time with 100 ps resolution
and to withstand hadron rates of 0.5 GHz. The technique of NA62 has proven to be
successful. After reporting evidence of the K™ — 77 viv decay from data collected from
2016 to 2018 [51-53], the experiment has recently obtained the first 50 observation of
this decay by the analysis of the data taken until 2022 [50]. With this result NA62 has
measured a K — 7+vp branching ratio equal to 13.0733 x 107''. NA62 is scheduled
to run until LS3 and foresees to collect a factor of 3 more data than those analyzed so
far. Such a statistics could push the relative uncertainty of the branching ratio down
to 15%, assuming the same measured central value. While the NA62 technique has
shown the advantages of using a high-energy environment to reject background photons
and muons, the accidental background from beam-related activities turns out to be
predominant and has required some hardware modification from the original design to
keep it under control. Eventually, NA62 has obtained a signal over background ratio,
S/ B, of the order of 1, with the accidental background accounting for 3/4 of the total.
The effect of this background is a reduction of the pure statistical power of a factor
of \/1+4+ B/S. Dedicated data analyses have shown that the signal yield depends non
linearly on intensity in a non paralyzable dead time-like manner. Starting from August
2023, NA62 runs at the optimal intensity condition. This corresponds to a pace of the
order of 15-20 selected K+ — 7w candidates per year, where a year is 500K spills and
the candidates are counted after background subtraction.

A future experiment able to improve significantly over NA62 could use the same
concept, but with upgraded detectors to shift the saturation point of the signal yield
towards higher intensities [54]. This experimental approach would offer numerous ad-
vantages. First, the experiment would work in a quasi-linear regime at the intensity
of NA62, allowing an increase of signal yield already without rise of intensity. Second,
the signal yield could benefit from an additional intensity increase towards the optimal
working point. Finally, the ten-year experience of NA62 would guarantee robustness of
the experimental projections. Again the Kt — ntvi decay could lead to developments
of cutting-edge detector technologies like in the past. An example is a Gigatracker-like
detector with 20 ps time resolution, that would be the first step towards a next genera-
tion Kt — 7tvi experiment. Nowadays this type of technology exists, albeit in R&D
phase [55]. Similar timing improvements would be required for the detectors measuring
the 71, a task provided, for example, by modern photomultipliers.

Significantly higher kaon flux can be realised even without increased primary-proton-
beam intensity. A possible way could be opening the momentum spread of the secondary
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kaon beam that is limited to 1% in NA62. With some modification of the beamline and
with detectors able to stand higher rates, a momentum spread of 2% would be viable
and would allow a factor of two increase in intensity. Preliminary studies suggest that
the above would-be experiment could improve the projected final statistical uncertainty
of NA62 in 4 years of data-taking by more than a factor of two. This precision could
allow a 5o significance rejection of the SM hypothesis, if NA62 eventually confirmed the
presently observed slight excess of K+ — wtvv candidates. Besides the main topic of
K* — wtvw, the NA62 experience indicates that an upgraded Kt experiment would
significantly increase the sensitivity to a vast suite of NP measurements and searches
spanning from lepton-number/flavour violation, to lepton-flavour universality, to feebly
interacting particles produced in Kt decays.

3 FCNC Ky, decays

3.1 Theory

Rare semileptonic K; — 7°v decay is the theoretically most pristine channel to search
for physics beyond the SM, and therefore constitutes a flavour probe that is conceptually
comparable to EW observables like the W mass and the Higgs self-coupling in probing
EW physics. The SM prediction is B(K;, — 7vi) = 2.87(7)(2)(23)[2.78(6)(2)(29)] x
10~ [17], based on UTfit [56][CKMfitter [57]] input, where the uncertainties are from
short-distance, long-distance and parametric effects, respectively. The dominant uncer-
tainties, currently at the level of 10%, are, hence, parametric in nature, and mainly
due to the uncertainty in the determination of the CKM parameters |V| and 7 [16,17].
Long-distance effects can be determined from K3 decays.

The rare semileptonic K; — 7%T¢~ decay is a unique laboratory for studies of
CP violation. Experimental bounds on the branching ratio [58,59] are still about an
order of magnitude above the expected SM value of order 107'*. The SM prediction
comprises a calculable direct CP-violating contribution [60,61], an indirect CP-violating
term that requires input for Kg — n%* form factors [62,63], and, for the muon channel,
a CP-conserving two-photon correction [64]. While, at present, the experimental errors
dominate, neither channel having been observed, improved SM predictions will become
possible if the Kg — 7°¢*¢~ spectra can be measured in the LHCb Kg programme,
to infer improved input for the Kg — w%y* form factors. Lattice QCD calculations of
K — m* transitions are also being developed [33,65], proving particularly challenging for
the Kg channel. Finally, the K — 7%*y* matrix element, required for the calculation
of two-photon corrections, could be improved with similar methods as K, — ~*y* for
K — 147 [66]. The latter decay is indeed dominated by the two-photon cut, and due to
its CP-conserving nature provides access to couplings that are otherwise only accessible
in the K™ — m"vi channel [67]. At present, the uncertainty in the SM prediction is
still dominant, but significant improvement has been achieved recently by leveraging
additional input from K; — 777~ 7 decays and the asymptotic behaviour of K — y*v*
in a dispersive approach [66]. Further improvements are possible in case of additional
data input and/or in combination with calculations in lattice QCD [68].
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3.2 Experiments

For K; — mvi decay, discriminating it from abundant backgrounds from other decays
(such as K7, — 7°7Y, with two lost photons), relies heavily on vetoing the presence of ad-
ditional final-state particles. First efforts to obtain experimental bounds on the branch-
ing ratio date back to 1989 [69] and later at KTeV [70] triggered ideas for dedicated
experimental efforts with significant progress in conceptualising experimental techniques
and developing detector technology [71,72]. After the first dedicated K — 7°vi exper-
iment E391 at KEK achieved an upper limit on the branching ratio of 2.6 x 10~% at 90%
CL [73], the KOTO experiment at J-PARC, which started in 2013, obtained an upper
limit on the branching ratio of 2.2 x 107 [74] in 2024 by using data taken in 2021, now
aiming at reaching an ultimate sensitivity of 107! or better in this decade, falling just
short of the predicted SM branching ratio, 3 x 1071,

Beyond 2026, KOTO IT at J-PARC in Japan [75] represents the only planned facility
worldwide dedicated to rare kaon decays, and specifically to K; — w%vv. KOTO II,
proposed as a follow-up to KOTO, has been designed to improve on the KOTO sensitivity
by two orders of magnitude and observe several tens of SM K; — 70 signal events
with a signal to background ratio S/B =~ 1, leading to the discovery of this decay with
significance exceeding 5o assuming the SM rate. In a scenario of NP providing a 40%
deviation of the branching ratio from the SM prediction, the KOTO II measurement
would exclude the SM prediction at 90% CL.

The ongoing search for the K; — 7%v decay at the KOTO experiment at J-PARC
has established an upper limit of 2.2 x 107 at 90% CL on the decay branching ratio,
which is not limited by the background [74], and is expected to reach a sensitivity
below 107!° by the end of the decade. It must be emphasised that the recent KOTO
result demonstrates the essential validity of the KOTO technique: the background levels
in current KOTO data have been reduced to the point where at most only a modest
improvement is needed in order to guarantee the background rejection required for KOTO
I1. The principal improvements needed for KOTO II involve moving from a neutral-beam
production angle of 16 degrees to 5 degrees to increase the K flux by a factor of 2.6,
significantly enlarging the detector to increase the signal acceptance by a factor of 3,
and slashing the losses from accidental vetoes by improving the timing performance of
the detectors with modern technology. In this regard, KOTO II builds not only on
the solid foundations of the KOTO experiment, but also profits from more than two
decades of detector development dedicated to the study of K; — #%vi, initially for
experiments like KOPIO and more recently for HIKE [54]. The significant contingent
of European and American kaon physicists joining the KOTO II proposal demonstrates
both that the interest in the physics programme is lively and that there is an avenue for

the incorporation of detector concepts developed for other experiments to improve the
KOTO II design.

Relative to the existing KOTO detector, KOTO II will have significantly enhanced
capabilities for charged-particle tracking, allowing for B(K; — 7%(*¢~) measurements
in a second phase of operation. The expansion of the physics programme will allow
KOTO II to obtain complete information on FCNC decays in the K}, sector, enhancing
the potential for the discovery and understanding of any NP present. All phases of
KOTO II operation will provide opportunities for concomitant measurements of other
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rare kaon decays, including searches for new particles such as dark photons and axion-like
particles.

A European perspective for a measurement of K; — m’v with sufficient sensitiv-
ity for discovery and a measurement of the branching ratio at CERN has also been
developed. The projections within this set-up are that the decays K; — 7%e*e™ and
Kp — 7%t~ could be observed at the 5o-level for the first time, and branching ra-
tios could be measured to 18% and 12%, respectively. The project that also includes
an extension of the programme to measuring B(K; — 7°vi) to 20% [76] is technically
feasible provided an initial K; beam.

4 K; — Kg interference

4.1 Theory

A promising avenue for the extraction of short-distance physics parameters from kaon
physics is the study of K — Ky interference effects in the decay K — p*p~ [77-80]. In
many ways similarly to the K; — 7°v mode, the CP violating mode in K — pp~ is an
extremely clean probe of BSM physics in the kaon sector, constraining the Wolfenstein
parameter 77 with theory uncertainty of O(1%) (non-parametric). In terms of theory
uncertainty, the short-distance contribution to K — p*u~ is even cleaner than K, —
7%, since the only hadronic parameter needed for its prediction is the kaon decay
constant.

The challenge in K — ptpu~ lies in the extraction of the CP-violating, short-distance
determined mode. The two time-integrated decay rates, B(K;, — pu"u~) and B(Kg —
pu ), are dominated by long-distance contributions and their theoretical predictions
have sizeable uncertainties. The extraction of short-distance information would therefore
need to involve time-dependent observables, or CP asymmetries. The measurement of
time dependence is not ideally suited for any of the current or planned kaon experiments.
A hypothetical dedicated setup shows promise in preliminary studies, see Ref. [81]. The
study of the CP asymmetry, Acp(K — ptp~), could be carried out at the LHC [82], and
its feasibility at LHCb is currently under investigation [83] (see below for more details
on the relevant experimental landscape).

In comparison with the K; — 7% and K; — 7% "¢~ modes, the measurement of
CP violation in K — p*u~ provides a complementary cross-check of the same SM
CKM combination. It is complementary in the experimental methods required, in
the theory inputs needed, as well as in its sensitivity to NP. Since it is determined
by the same short-distance contribution within the SM as K; — #vi, the ratio,
B(Ks — ptu™)—o/B(Kp — mv) is an extremely clean test of the SM, evading |V|-
related uncertainties [84]. In terms of NP operators, K — p*p~ is unaffected by tensor
operators, and is sensitive to right-handed currents which would leave K; — 7°vi un-
changed [85].

4.2 Experiments

The LHCb experiment at CERN benefits from the huge kaon flux produced by the
LHC, of about 10" kaons per fb™' [86], and from its flexible software trigger [87] that
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Decay Upgrade-lIa | Upgrade-Ib Upgrade-11
K% — utp~ 30% — 80% | 20% — 55% | 8.5% — 25%
KO — 7%t~ ~ 26% ~ 18% ~ 7.5%
K° — ptp—ete™ | 23% —33% | 15% —22% | 6.5% — 9.6%
K = rhr=ete” ~ 4.3% 1.8% —2.9% | 0.05% — 1.2%

Table 1: Expected uncertainties in Acp for several K° decays, assuming a 20% tagging
power is achieved. The ranges shown for K° — uTp~ and KY — ptp~eTe™ reflect
different assumptions on background rejection. The ranges shown for K® — 7rr~ete™
reflect different assumptions on electron trigger improvements at LHCb.

allows selecting low-momentum particles. The LHCDb experiment could access K /Kg
interference by means of a tagged analysis, through the reaction pp — K°K~X [78].
Extra processes can be pp — K°7+X or pp — K°AX, but the charged kaon is by far
the dominant one. The tagging power can be as high as ~ 20% according to preliminary
studies using fast simulation [83,88]. Such excellent tagging power relies on the low
kaon multiplicity in generic K° events, and would open the room for the study of K°
CP asymmetries at LHCb, especially with the proposed Upgrade-1I [89], which aims at
collecting 300 fb™! of integrated luminosity. Some estimates on the ultimate precision
for Acp in different channels are shown in Table 1, assuming a tagging power of 20%.
The ranges of variation in the table reflect different scenarios concerning improvements
in background rejection or electron trigger efficiency.

The precision achieved in K — p*p~ would allow us to determine the sign of A, as
well as the value of |7j| from kaon physics (assuming a measurement of B(Kg — putpu™)
is available), providing an independent cross-check to the planned KOTO II analysis.
The precision achieved in K° — p*p~ete™ would allow us to test the different BSM
scenarios proposed in [90].

Studying rare kaon processes in the high-pileup environment of the LHC poses a sig-
nificant experimental challenge. Achieving unprecedented background suppression and
precise characterisation of the experimental conditions is crucial for extracting Acp. To
this end, novel kaon tagging techniques with high tagging power must be developed,
unlocking a wealth of previously inaccessible measurements in strange physics. In par-
ticular, a successful strategy for measuring Acp in K — u™p~ decays would mark the
observation of the rarest instance of CP violation to date.

5 BSM reach and complementarity

The kaon physics programme exemplifies the complementarity between different decay
modes and sectors. This strengthens its potential and significance in studying possible
solutions to the flavour puzzle and extensions of the SM that attempt to explain it.
Figure 1a illustrates the impact of potential future measurements on NP scenarios in
a model-independent framework where NP effects differ for electrons compared to muons
and taus. This underscores the strong case for measuring K, decays with charged leptons
in the final state, in addition to the pristine neutrino modes [91]. The current experi-
mental data sets define the purple region, which represents the allowed parameter space.
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Figure 1: The left panel shows the impact of the potential future measurements of

Kp — v, KT — nfvp and K — n%e™ [91]. The right panel shows the correlation
between di-neutrino modes in the kaon and beauty sector [12].

With the projected sensitivities of 15% from NA62 for B(Kt — ntwvr) and 25% for
B(K; — m’ete)—as well as the KOTO II projection of 25% for B(K; — 7v), we ob-
tain the pink(red) region at 2(1)o. This highlights that these experimental improvements
will significantly reshape the landscape for NP.ZWe also note that the branching ratios of
K* — ntvv and K;, — 70 are mutually constrained by an inequality, the Grossman-
Nir bound [92], which, however, can be evaded in several BSM scenarios [93,94].

Figure 1b demonstrates the complementarity between di-neutrino modes in the kaon
(KT — mtvp) and beauty (BT — K Tvir) sectors within the framework of U(2)® flavour
symmetry for NP couplings [95]. The current experimental precision (gray bands) shows
that the best-fit region (dark and light red for the 1o and 20 contours) is still con-
sistent with this hypothesis. However, future experimental sensitivities (gray dashed
lines) could potentially invalidate this scenario [12] and can be confronted with a more
general scenario in the blue, dashed lines. This underscores the crucial role of kaon
physics, in conjunction with the B sector, in distinguishing between different NP sce-
narios. Interestingly, in this case, the branching ratio of K; — 7°v# is highly sensitive
to the alignment of NP phases with those of the SM. Therefore, combining measure-
ments of Bt — K*tvi and K+ — nfvw with K;, — 7% provides crucial insight into
CP-violating couplings and reveals potential differences between the beauty and kaon
sectors. Some NP models also predict correlations between K; — mviv, Kg — putpu~,
K* — ntvw and € /e [96,97], which, together with improved lattice calculations for the
latter [98] could provide very strong constraints. We also note that a clean measurement
of K; — 7w decay is of paramount importance for constraining the unitarity triangle
from kaon observables alone [24], yielding a precision test of the SM complementary to
the B-physics programme.



6 Conclusions

The exciting potential of the kaon physics programme, as previously recognised by the
European Strategy for Particle Physics, remains highly relevant and complementary to
other high-energy physics experiments. Its unique ability to probe NP at the multi-TeV
scale distinguishes it as an essential priority for future research efforts, both in Europe
and globally.

Kaon physics offers unparalleled opportunities to characterise NP couplings for light
generations and achieve theoretical breakthroughs through the combined use of lattice-
QCD, analytical, data-analysis and machine-learning methods. Its precision in rare
decays, such as KT — ntvi and K; — 7vi, provides clean tests of the SM and sensi-
tivity to NP effects that are inaccessible to current or foreseeable collider experiments.
Other channels, like K; — 7°*¢~ or K; — p*p~ offer further enticing opportuni-
ties for detailed studies of, e.g., CP violation, while at the same time challenging the
theory community to improve their control over long-distance effects. The impact of
kaon experiments is substantial, even in scenarios where no NP is observed, as precise
null results would significantly constrain theoretical models. Importantly, no existing
or planned experiment duplicates the scope of the kaon programme, ensuring its unique
contribution to advancing particle physics.

The NA62 experiment at CERN has marked a milestone in the history of rare K
decays, with the first observation of the theoretically clean rare di-neutrino modes. Only
an upgraded/new version of the NA62 technique, concentrating on K — 77 v decays,
would allow a continued fully comprehensive exploration of s — d transitions. The pro-
posed HIKE experiment [54] was set to fulfill this goal, and should serve as a foundation
for future efforts, at present or forthcoming fixed-target facilities, eg. in the context
of a post-LHC hadron facility. Together with the KOTO II project in Japan, which
focuses on K, decays, these initiatives are poised to deliver unprecedented precision in
rare decay measurements and CP violation studies.

In conclusion, the kaon programme is indispensable for exploring NP at scales beyond
the reach of colliders. It must remain a top priority for the global high-energy-physics
community to fully exploit its discovery potential and theoretical implications.

é 3

The kaon community requests to

e protect and amplify the Furopean kaon-physics programme, exploring
opportunities for
- Kt —»ntup
— Kgp — ptp~ decay and interference,

e facilitate and support European contributions for KOTO II for K; — 7n%vi
and K — 7% "¢, spanning both hardware and analysis development,

e maintain the European leadership on theory computations for kaon physics
(phenomenology, dispersion theory, effective theory and lattice QCD, includ-
ing high-performance computing).

10



References

1]

2]

[7]

8]

D.M. Straub, Anatomy of flavour-changing Z couplings in models with partial
compositeness, JHEP 08 (2013) 108 [1302.4651].

A.J. Buras, D. Buttazzo and R. Knegjens, K — nvv and €’/e in simplified new
physics models, JHEP 11 (2015) 166 [1507.08672].

K. Ishiwata, Z. Ligeti and M.B. Wise, New Vector-Like Fermions and Flavor
Physics, JHEP 10 (2015) 027 [1506.03484].

M. Bordone, D. Buttazzo, G. Isidori and J. Monnard, Probing Lepton Flavour
Unaversality with K — wvv decays, Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017) 618 [1705.10729].

S. Fajfer, N. Kosnik and L. Vale Silva, Footprints of leptoquarks: from Ry to
K — wvw, FEur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018) 275 [1802.00786].

R. Mandal and A. Pich, Constraints on scalar leptoquarks from lepton and kaon
physics, JHEP 12 (2019) 089 [1908.11155].

D. Marzocca, S. Trifinopoulos and E. Venturini, From B-meson anomalies to Kaon
physics with scalar leptoquarks, Eur. Phys. J. C' 82 (2022) 320 [2106.15630].

O.L. Crosas, G. Isidori, J.M. Lizana, N. Selimovic and B.A. Stefanek, Flavor
non-universal vector leptoquark imprints in K — mvv and AF = 2 transitions,
Phys. Lett. B 835 (2022) 137525 [2207.00018].

G. D’Ambrosio, F. Mahmoudi and S. Neshatpour, Beyond the Standard Model
prospects for kaon physics at future experiments, JHEP 02 (2024) 166
[2311.04878].

G. D’Ambrosio, A.M. Iyer, F. Mahmoudi and S. Neshatpour, Ezploring scalar
contributions with K™ — w¢*¢~, Phys. Lett. B 855 (2024) 138824 [2404.03643].

J. Davighi and G. Isidori, Non-universal gauge interactions addressing the
inescapable link between Higgs and flavour, JHEP 07 (2023) 147 [2303.01520].

L. Allwicher, M. Bordone, G. Isidori, G. Piazza and A. Stanzione, Probing
third-generation New Physics with K — wvv and B — K®yp, 2410.21444,

A.J. Buras, D. Buttazzo, J. Girrbach-Noe and R. Knegjens, Can we reach the
Zeptouniverse with rare K and By 4 decays?, JHEP 11 (2014) 121 [1408.0728].

J. Brod, M. Gorbahn and E. Stamou, Updated Standard Model Prediction for
K — v and €, PoS BEAUTY2020 (2021) 056 [2105.02868].

G. D’Ambrosio, A.M. Iyer, F. Mahmoudi and S. Neshatpour, Anatomy of kaon
decays and prospects for lepton flavour universality violation, JHEP 09 (2022) 148
[2206 . 14748].

J. Aebischer, A.J. Buras and J. Kumar, On the Importance of Rare Kaon Decays:
A Snowmass 2021 White Paper, in Snowmass 2021, 3, 2022 [2203.09524].

11


https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2013)108
https://arxiv.org/abs/1302.4651
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2015)166
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.08672
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2015)027
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.03484
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5202-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.10729
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5757-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.00786
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2019)089
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.11155
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10271-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.15630
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137525
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.00018
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2024)166
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.04878
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2024.138824
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.03643
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2023)147
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.01520
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.21444
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2014)121
https://arxiv.org/abs/1408.0728
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.391.0056
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.02868
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)148
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.14748
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.09524

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

G. Anzivino et al., Workshop summary: Kaons@QCERN 2023, Eur. Phys. J. C 84
(2024) 377 [2311.02923].

G. Buchalla and A.J. Buras, The rare decays K — nvv, B — Xvi and B — [T~ :
An Update, Nucl. Phys. B 548 (1999) 309 [hep-ph/9901288].

M. Misiak and J. Urban, QCD corrections to FCNC' decays mediated by Z
penguins and W boxes, Phys. Lett. B 451 (1999) 161 [hep-ph/9901278].

A.J. Buras, M. Gorbahn, U. Haisch and U. Nierste, Charm quark contribution to
K+ — ntvp at next-to-next-to-leading order, JHEP 11 (2006) 002
[hep-ph/0603079].

J. Brod and M. Gorbahn, FElectroweak Corrections to the Charm Quark
Contribution to K™ — wrvw, Phys. Rev. D T8 (2008) 034006 [0805.4119].

J. Brod, M. Gorbahn and E. Stamou, Two-Loop FElectroweak Corrections for the
K — mvv Decays, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 034030 [1009.0947].

G. Isidori, F. Mescia and C. Smith, Light-quark loops in K — wvv, Nucl. Phys. B
718 (2005) 319 [hep-ph/0503107].

E. Lunghi and A. Soni, Light quark loops in K* — 7*u¥ from vector meson
dominance and update on the Kaon Unitarity Triangle, JHEP 12 (2024) 097
[2408.11190].

FLAVOUR LATTICE AVERAGING GROUP (FLAG) collaboration, FLAG Review
2024, 2411.04268.

RBC, UKQCD collaboration, Prospects for a lattice computation of rare kaon
decay amplitudes II K — wvi decays, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 114517
[1605.04442].

Z. Bai, N.H. Christ, X. Feng, A. Lawson, A. Portelli and C.T. Sachrajda,
Exploratory Lattice QCD Study of the Rare Kaon Decay K+ — wtvi, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 118 (2017) 252001 [1701.02858].

7. Bai, N.H. Christ, X. Feng, A. Lawson, A. Portelli and C.T. Sachrajda,
K* — 7w decay amplitude from lattice QCD, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 074509
[1806.. 11520].

RBC, UKQCD collaboration, Lattice QCD study of the rare kaon decay
Kt — 7tvi at a near-physical pion mass, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 114506
[1910.10644].

G. Isidori, G. Martinelli and P. Turchetti, Rare kaon decays on the lattice, Phys.
Lett. B 633 (2006) 75 [hep-1at/0506026].

RBC, UKQCD collaboration, Prospects for a lattice computation of rare kaon
decay amplitudes: K — mlt0~ decays, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) 094512
[1507.03094].

12


https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-12565-4
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-12565-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.02923
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(99)00149-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9901288
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(99)00150-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9901278
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/11/002
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0603079
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.034006
https://arxiv.org/abs/0805.4119
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.034030
https://arxiv.org/abs/1009.0947
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2005.04.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2005.04.008
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0503107
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2024)097
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.11190
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.04268
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.114517
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.04442
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.252001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.252001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.02858
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.074509
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.11520
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.114506
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.10644
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.11.044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.11.044
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0506026
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.094512
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.03094

[32] N.H. Christ, X. Feng, A. Jiittner, A. Lawson, A. Portelli and C.T. Sachrajda,
First exploratory calculation of the long-distance contributions to the rare kaon
decays K — mlt{~, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) 114516 [1608.07585].

[33] RBC, UKQCD collaboration, Simulating rare kaon decays K+ — wt{T¢~ using
domain wall lattice QCD with physical light quark masses, Phys. Rev. D 107
(2023) LO11503 [2202.08795.

[34] G. Isidori, Y. Nir and G. Perez, Flavor Physics Constraints for Physics Beyond
the Standard Model, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 60 (2010) 355 [1002.0900].

[35] C. Delaunay, T. Kitahara, Y. Soreq and J. Zupan, Light scalar beyond the Higgs
maxing limit, 2501 . 16477.

[36] F.F. Deppisch, K. Fridell and J. Harz, Constraining lepton number violating
interactions in rare kaon decays, JHEP 12 (2020) 186 [2009.04494].

[37] M. Gorbahn, U. Moldanazarova, K.H. Sieja, E. Stamou and M. Tabet, The
anatomy of K+ — wtvw distributions, Eur. Phys. J. C' 84 (2024) 680
[2312 . 06494].

[38] A.J. Buras, J. Harz and M.A. Mojahed, Disentangling new physics in K — wvv
and B — K (K*) vv observables, JHEP 10 (2024) 087 [2405.06742).

[39] F. Wilczek, Axions and Family Symmetry Breaking, Phys. Rev. Lett. 49 (1982)
1549.

[40] J.L. Feng, T. Moroi, H. Murayama and E. Schnapka, Third generation familons, b
factories, and neutrino cosmology, Phys. Rev. D57 (1998) 5875 [hep-ph/9709411].

[41] J.F. Kamenik and C. Smith, FCNC portals to the dark sector, JHEP 03 (2012)
090 [1111.6402].

[42] F. Bjorkeroth, E.J. Chun and S.F. King, Flavourful Azion Phenomenology, JHEP
08 (2018) 117 [1806.00660].

[43] J. Martin Camalich, M. Pospelov, P.N.H. Vuong, R. Ziegler and J. Zupan, Quark
Flavor Phenomenology of the QCD Axion, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 015023
[2002.04623].

[44] A. Crivellin, G. D’Ambrosio, M. Hoferichter and L.C. Tunstall, Violation of lepton
flavor and lepton flavor universality in rare kaon decays, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016)
074038 [1601.00970).

. legro et al., Study of the decay — 7mreTe”, Phys. Rev. Lelt.
45] C. Alli 1., Study of the d K+ tet Phys. Rev. L 68 (1992
278.

[46] E865 collaboration, A New measurement of the rare decay K+t — 7t u*p~, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 84 (2000) 2580 [hep-ex/9910047].

[47] BNL-E949 collaboration, Study of the decay Kt — wtvi in the momentum
region 140 < P, < 199 MeV/c, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 092004 [0903.0030].

13


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.114516
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.07585
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.L011503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.L011503
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.08795
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.012809.104534
https://arxiv.org/abs/1002.0900
https://arxiv.org/abs/2501.16477
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)186
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.04494
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-13027-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.06494
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2024)087
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.06742
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.49.1549
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.49.1549
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.5875
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9709411
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2012)090
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2012)090
https://arxiv.org/abs/1111.6402
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2018)117
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2018)117
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.00660
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.015023
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.04623
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.074038
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.074038
https://arxiv.org/abs/1601.00970
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.278
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.278
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.2580
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.2580
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9910047
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.092004
https://arxiv.org/abs/0903.0030

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

KLOE collaboration, Precise measurement of I'(K — ev())/I'(K — pv(v)) and
study of K — evy, Fur. Phys. J. C' 64 (2009) 627 [0907 .3594].

NA48/2 collaboration, Search for direct CP wviolating charge asymmetries in
K* — 71t~ and K* — 77°7% decays, Fur. Phys. J. C' 52 (2007) 875
[0707.0697].

NAG62 collaboration, Observation of the Kt — wtvi decay and measurement of
its branching ratio, 2412.12015.

NAG62 collaboration, First search for K* — 7tvi using the decay-in-flight
technique, Phys. Lett. B 791 (2019) 156 [1811.08508].

NAG62 collaboration, An investigation of the very rare K* — ntvv decay, JHEP
11 (2020) 042 [2007.08218|.

NA62 collaboration, Measurement of the very rare K* — «vv decay, JHEP 06
(2021) 093 [2103.15389).

HIKE Collaboration, High Intensity Kaon Ezperiments (HIKE) at the CERN
SPS: Proposal for Phases 1 and 2, Tech. Rep. CERN-SPSC-2023-031 and
SPSC-P-368, CERN (2023).

M. Addison et al., A 4D-tracker demonstrator based on the Timespotl, a CMOS
28-nm ASIC, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 1068 (2024) 169796.

UTFIT collaboration, The 2004 UTfit collaboration report on the status of the
unitarity triangle in the standard model, JHEP 07 (2005) 028 [hep-ph/0501199].

A. Hocker, H. Lacker, S. Laplace and F. Le Diberder, A New approach to a global
fit of the CKM matriz, Eur. Phys. J. C' 21 (2001) 225 [hep-ph/0104062)].

KTEV collaboration, Search for the Decay K — 7°u"u~, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84
(2000) 5279 [hep-ex/0001006].

KTEV collaboration, Search for the rare decay K — mete™, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93
(2004) 021805 [hep-ex/0309072].

A.J. Buras, M.E. Lautenbacher, M. Misiak and M. Munz, Direct CP wviolation in
K1 — mlete™ beyond leading logarithms, Nucl. Phys. B 423 (1994) 349
[hep-ph/9402347].

G. Buchalla, G. D’Ambrosio and G. Isidori, Extracting short distance physics from
K s — mlete™ decays, Nucl. Phys. B 672 (2003) 387 [hep-ph/0308008].

NA48/1 collaboration, Observation of the rare decay Ks — n°eTe™, Phys. Lett. B
576 (2003) 43 [hep-ex/0309075].

N A48 collaboration, Observation of the rare decays Ks — w°u*u~, Phys. Lett. B
599 (2004) 197

14


https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1217-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/0907.3594
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-007-0456-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/0707.0697
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.12015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.01.067
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.08508
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)042
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)042
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.08218
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2021)093
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2021)093
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.15389
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2878543
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2878543
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2024.169796
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2005/07/028
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0501199
https://doi.org/10.1007/s100520100729
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0104062
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.5279
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.5279
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0001006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.021805
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.021805
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0309072
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(94)90138-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9402347
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2003.09.010
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0308008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.10.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0309075
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2004.08.058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2004.08.058

[64]

[65]

[66]

[70]

[71]

[75]

[76]

[77]

G. Isidori, C. Smith and R. Unterdorfer, The Rare decay K; — 7°u*p~ within the
SM, Eur. Phys. J. C 36 (2004) 57 [hep-ph/0404127].

R. Hodgson, V. Giilpers, R. Hill and A. Portelli, Split-even approach to the rare
kaon decay K — wl*¢~, in /1st International Symposium on Lattice Field Theory,
1, 2025 [2501.18358].

M. Hoferichter, B.-L. Hoid and J. Ruiz de Elvira, Improved Standard-Model
prediction for K — (70~ JHEP 04 (2024) 071 [2310.17689].

G. Isidori and R. Unterdorfer, On the short distance constraints from
Kps— ptp~, JHEP 01 (2004) 009 [hep-ph/0311084].

E.-H. Chao and N. Christ, Calculating the two-photon exchange contribution to
K — utu~ decay, Phys. Rev. D 110 (2024) 054514 [2406.07447].

L.S. Littenberg, The CP Violating Dacay Ky — 7°vi, Phys. Rev. D 39 (1989)
3322.

E799-11/KTEV collaboration, Search for the decay Ki — w°vi using
70 — e*e ™y, Phys. Rev. D 61 (2000) 072006 [hep-ex/9907014].

KAMI collaboration, T. Alexopoulos et al., A proposal for a precision
measurement of the decay K; — 7'vi and other rare processes at Fermilab using

the main injector - KAMI, FERMILAB-PROPOSAL-0922, 4, 2001.
J. Comfort et al., “KOPIO project: Conceptual design report.” 2005.

E391A collaboration, Ezperimental study of the decay K? — v, Phys. Rev. D
81 (2010) 072004 [0911.4789).

KOTO collaboration, Search for the K; — n°vi Decay at the J-PARC KOTO
Ezxperiment, 2411.11237.

KOTO II preparation group, J.K. Ahn et al., Proposal of the KOTO II
experiment, 2501 .14827.

HIKE collaboration, HIKFE, High Intensity Kaon Fxperiments at the CERN SPS:
Letter of Intent, 2211 .16586.

V. Chobanova, G. D’Ambrosio, T. Kitahara, M. Lucio Martinez,
D. Martinez Santos, 1. Sudrez Fernédndez et al., Probing SUSY effects in
K% — ptu~, JHEP 05 (2018) 024 [1711.11030].

G. D’Ambrosio and T. Kitahara, Direct CP Violation in K — u*p~, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 119 (2017) 201802 [1707.06999).

A. Dery, M. Ghosh, Y. Grossman and S. Schacht, K — u*u~ as a clean probe of
short-distance physics, JHEP 07 (2021) 103 [2104.06427].

15


https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2004-01879-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0404127
https://arxiv.org/abs/2501.18358
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2024)071
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.17689
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/01/009
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0311084
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.054514
https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.07447
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.39.3322
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.39.3322
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.61.072006
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9907014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.072004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.072004
https://arxiv.org/abs/0911.4789
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.11237
https://arxiv.org/abs/2501.14827
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.16586
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2018)024
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.11030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.201802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.201802
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.06999
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2021)103
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.06427

[80] A. Dery, M. Ghosh, Y. Grossman, T. Kitahara and S. Schacht, A precision
relation between T'(K — ptp~)(t) and B(Ky, — p*u™)/B(Kp — vv), JHEP 03
(2023) 014 [2211.03804].

[81] R. Marchevski, First thought on a high-intensity Kg experiment, J. Phys. Conf.
Ser. 2446 (2023) 012035 [2301.06801].

[82] A. Dery, Y. Grossman, T. Kitahara, R. Marchevski, D. Martinez Santos and
S. Schacht, CP wviolation in K — u*p~ without time dependence, (in
preparation).

[83] D.M. Santos, Kaons at LHCb, Workshop on Kaons at J-PARC,
https://conference-indico.kek.jp/event/273/contributions/5411/
attachments/3610/6861/kaons_jp_followup.pdf, .

[84] A.J. Buras and E. Venturini, Searching for New Physics in Rare K and B Decays
without |Vy| and |Vy| Uncertainties, Acta Phys. Polon. B 53 (2021) 6
[2109.11032].

[85] A. Dery and M. Ghosh, K — p*u~ beyond the standard model, JHEP 03 (2022)
048 [2112.05801].

[86] A.A. Alves Junior et al., Prospects for Measurements with Strange Hadrons at
LHCb, JHEP 05 (2019) 048 [1808.03477].

[87] R. Aaij et al., Allen: A high level trigger on GPUs for LHCb, Comput. Softw. Big
Sci. 4 (2020) 7 [1912.09161].

[88] V. Chobanova, D.M. Santos, C. Prouve and M. Romero Lamas, Fast simulation of
a forward detector at 50 and 100 TeV proton-proton colliders, 2012.02692.

[89] LHCB collaboration, Framework TDR for the LHCb Upgrade II: Opportunities in
flavour physics, and beyond, in the HL-LHC' era, CERN-LHCC-2021-012,
LHCB-TDR-023, .

[90] G. D’Ambrosio, D. Greynat and G. Vulvert, Standard Model and New Physics
contributions to Ky and Kg into four leptons, Fur. Phys. J. C' 73 (2013) 2678
[1309.5736].

[91] G. D’Ambrosio, A.M. Iyer, F. Mahmoudi and S. Neshatpour, Theoretical
implications for a new measurement of Ky — w0, Phys. Rev. D 111 (2025)
L011701 [2409.06545).

92] Y. Grossman and Y. Nir, K, — 7vi beyond the standard model, Phys. Lett. B
398 (1997) 163 [hep-ph/9701313].

[93] T. Kitahara, T. Okui, G. Perez, Y. Soreq and K. Tobioka, New physics
implications of recent search for K; — v at KOTO, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124
(2020) 071801 [1909.11111].

16


https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2023)014
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2023)014
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.03804
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/2446/1/012035
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/2446/1/012035
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.06801
https://arxiv.org/abs/(in preparation)
https://arxiv.org/abs/(in preparation)
https://conference-indico.kek.jp/event/273/contributions/5411/attachments/3610/6861/kaons_jp_followup.pdf
https://conference-indico.kek.jp/event/273/contributions/5411/attachments/3610/6861/kaons_jp_followup.pdf
https://doi.org/10.5506/APhysPolB.53.6-A1
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.11032
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2022)048
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2022)048
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.05801
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2019)048
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.03477
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41781-020-00039-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41781-020-00039-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.09161
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.02692
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2678-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/1309.5736
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.111.L011701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.111.L011701
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.06545
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)00210-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)00210-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9701313
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.071801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.071801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.11111

[94] E. Goudzovski et al., New physics searches at kaon and hyperon factories, Rept.
Prog. Phys. 86 (2023) 016201 [2201.07805].

[95] R. Barbieri, G. Isidori, J. Jones-Perez, P. Lodone and D.M. Straub, U(2) and
Minimal Flavour Violation in Supersymmetry, Eur. Phys. J. C' 71 (2011) 1725
[1105.2296].

[96] A.J. Buras, D. Buttazzo, J. Girrbach-Noe and R. Knegjens, K+ — ntvv and
K1 — 7w in the Standard Model: status and perspectives, JHEP 11 (2015) 033
[1503 . 02693].

[97] J. Aebischer, A.J. Buras and J. Kumar, Kaon physics without new physics in €y,
Eur. Phys. J. C' 83 (2023) 368 [2302.00013].

98] RBC, UKQCD collaboration, Direct CP violation and the AI = 1/2 rule in
K — wr decay from the standard model, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 054509
[2004..09440).

17


https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ac9cee
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ac9cee
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.07805
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1725-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/1105.2296
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2015)033
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.02693
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11474-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.00013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.054509
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.09440

	Introduction
	FCNC K+ decays
	Theory
	Experiments

	FCNC KL decays
	Theory
	Experiments

	KL-KS interference
	Theory
	Experiments

	BSM reach and complementarity
	Conclusions

