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Abstract

The coherent reaction, γd → π0ηd was studied with the BGOOD experiment at ELSA from threshold to a centre-of-mass energy
of 3200 MeV. A full kinematic reconstruction was made, with final state deuterons identified in the forward spectrometer and π0 and
η decays in the central BGO Rugby Ball. The strength of the differential cross section exceeds what can be described by models of
coherent photoproduction at forward angles by orders of magnitude. The distribution of the differential cross section has an excellent
agreement with a model including quasi-free ∆π photoproduction, pion re-scattering and N(1535) formation and subsequent nucleon
coalescence to the deuteron. This also gives a reasonable description of the two-body invariant mass distributions and naturally
explains the similar magnitudes of this channel and π0π0d coherent photoproduction.
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1. Introduction

ηπ0 photoproduction is a unique reaction to probe hadronic
interactions. Off the nucleon, the channel can access interme-
diate N∗ and ∆ resonances not observed in single meson photo-
production [1, 2], and given the higher centre-of-mass energy
can also probe the third and fourth resonance regions. There
is also strong evidence of structure in the pη invariant mass
originating from a triangle singularity driven by a0(980) [3].
The reaction has now been extensively studied both experi-
mentally [2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9] and with phenomenological mod-
els [10, 11, 12, 13, 14], and it is understood to be dominated
by the sequential decay, γN → ∆(1700) 3

2
−
→ N(1535) 1

2
−
π0 →

π0ηN, where the ∆(1700) is dynamically generated from inter-
actions of pseudoscalar mesons and the ground state baryon
decuplet [15, 16, 17]. A detailed knowledge of the reaction
off the nucleon suggests that coherent photoproduction off the
deuteron should also be well understood, as the elementary am-
plitudes from the proton and neutron are approximately equal
and can be summed coherently due to the isoscalar nature of
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the deuteron. This has been the basis for models of coherent
photoproduction, assuming the impulse approximation and in-
cluding the deuteron momentum form factor (see, for example
Ref. [11]). Such models give good agreement to total cross
section measurements in Refs. [18, 19, 20].

Coherent π0η photoproduction off the deuteron may also be
particularly sensitive to ηN interactions. The three-body final
state permits kinematics with low relative momentum between
the η and the deuteron which cannot be achieved with single
η photoproduction. Parameters, such as the scattering length,
aηN and mass and widths of a bound system can in principle
be determined from invariant mass distributions to characterise
ηN low energy dynamics. This was a significant motivation for
studies with the FOREST detector at the ELPH facility [19, 20],
where it was suggested that the data supported two sequential
mechanisms:

γd → DIV → π
0DIS → π

0ηd (1)
γd → DIV → ηD

′
IV → π

0ηd (2)

whereDIS andDIV are states with baryon number 2 and isoscalar
or isovector respectively. The invariant mass of the ηd system
exhibited a low mass enhancement not described by the model
in Ref. [11]. Via a phenomenological analysis and combined fits
to ηd, π0d and π0η invariant masses, a ηd state was proposed,
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corresponding to theDIS in Eq. 1. Additionally, a mass of the
DIV was determined which was consistent with the proposed
N∆ dibaryon predicted by calculations in Ref. [21] and exper-
imental data in Refs. [22, 24]. This was further supported by
the determination of a large scattering length, aηd for the ηd
system, however it was undetermined whether a virtual or bound
ηd state was responsible.2 These interpretations however are
in contrast to Ref. [25]. This calculation was based upon a
model describing γN → ∆(1700) 3

2
−
→ N(1535) 1

2
−
π0 → π0ηN,

assuming impulse approximations and additional π and η re-
scattering. A description of the invariant mass distributions was
achievable without including a bound or virtual ηd state. A large
discrepancy in the angular distribution of the differential cross
section still remains however, where data exhibits an almost flat
distribution over all cos θdCM

3 compared to model calculations
which are backward peaked, under estimating the differential
cross section at forward cos θdCM by an order of magnitude. This
loss in strength at forward cos θdCM is expected given the strong
dependence on the deuteron form factor, where large momentum
transfer kinematics are suppressed due to the small internal bind-
ing energy. The inclusion of π0 and η re-scattering terms into
phenomenological models were shown to increase the calculated
forward differential cross section by approximately 10 % [25],
however not to the extent observed. This remaining discrepancy
between data and model calculations may demonstrate that an
as yet unaccounted for mechanism plays a dominant role in the
reaction process.

There is an additional motivation for studying π0ηd which
may be related to the unexpected strength of the differential
cross section at forward cos θdCM. Since the 1960s, spectra of
“dibaryon systems” beyond the deuteron have been suggested,
with searches focusing on isovector candidates. Interpretations
of candidate systems ranged from genuine dibaryons to “box dia-
grams” of Pion Exchange Models (OPE) between nucleons (for a
recent review see Ref. [26] and earlier reviews see Refs. [27, 28]).
There has recently been a resurgence in the study of candidates of
bound two baryon systems beyond the deuteron. This began with
the observation of the d∗(2380) dibaryon candidate first observed
in the fusion reaction, pn→ dπ0π0 [29, 30], and now in a multi-
tude of final states and observables [31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37].
If present, coherent photoproduction off the deuteron provides
a particularly clean probe of intermediate dibaryon formation
as the cross section for conventional coherent processes is ex-
pected to be suppressed due to the large momentum transfer. The
reaction γd → π0π0d was studied with the FOREST detector
at ELPH [22, 24] where it was argued there was evidence of
the d∗(2380) and higher lying isoscalar dibaryons at 2.47 and
2.63 GeV/c2 and an isovector dibaryon at 2.14 GeV/c2. The
BGOOD collaboration subsequently measured the π0π0d reac-
tion at forward cos θdCM [38], where the differential cross section

2This was due to the sign of aηπ not being able to be resolved. It was
consequently not clear if it was a bound state where the pole of the scattering
amplitude resides below threshold on the real axis of the first Riemann sheet
of the complex energy plane, or alternatively a virtual state, where the pole is
below threshold on the real axis of the second Riemann sheet. See for example,
Ref. [23] for a description of near-threshold bound and virtual states.

3cos θdCM is cosine of the centre-of-mass polar angle of the deuteron.

was orders of magnitude higher than model calculations [39].
The BGOOD invariant mass distribution measurements of the
two-body systems were consistent with the FOREST detector
at ELPH collaboration claims of dibaryon formation, however
improved statistical precision would be needed for a conclusive
statement. π0ηd measurements would be complementary to the
π0π0d channel and may shed light on the reaction mechanism at
forward cos θdCM and the role of potential dibaryon candidates.
A single intermediate dibaryon state in π0π0d photoproduction
must be isoscalar, whereas isovector systems can also contribute
in π0ηd photoproduction. Both channels however would permit
sequential decay mechanisms similar to what is proposed in
Eqs. 1 and 2.

Understanding the reaction mechanism for π0ηd coherent
photoproduction, particularly at forward cos θdCM is therefore the
motivation for the measurements presented here. The BGOOD
photoproduction experiment [40] at the ELSA facility [41, 42]
at the University of Bonn is ideally suited to measure coherent
reactions, with clean identification of deuterons produced at for-
ward angles, as demonstrated in Ref. [38] for the π0π0d channel.
This is essential to distinguish between coherent reactions and
quasi-free reactions off the proton with cross sections orders of
magnitude higher.

2. Experimental setup and analysis procedure

BGOOD is comprised of two main parts: a central calorime-
ter region, ideal for neutral meson identification, and a magnetic
Forward Spectrometer for charged particle identification and mo-
mentum reconstruction (for a detailed description see Ref. [40]).
The BGO Rugby Ball is the main detector over the central re-
gion, covering laboratory polar angles 25 to 155◦. The detector
is comprised of 480 BGO crystals for the reconstruction of pho-
ton momenta via electromagnetic showers in the crystals. The
separate time readout per crystal enables a clean separation and
identification of neutral meson decays. Between the BGO Rugby
Ball and the target are the Plastic Scintillating Barrel for charged
particle identification via ∆E − E techniques and the MWPC for
charged particle tracking and vertex reconstruction.

The Forward Spectrometer covers a laboratory polar angle 1-
12◦. The tracking detectors, MOMO and SciFi are used to track
charged particles from the target. Downstream of these is the
Open Dipole Magnet operating at an integrated field strength of
0.216 Tm. A series of eight double sided Drift Chambers track
charged particle trajectories after the curvature in the magnetic
fields and are used to determine particle momenta with a resolu-
tion of approximately 6 %.4 Three Time of Flight (ToF) Walls
downstream of the drift chambers determine particle β and are
used in combination with the measured momentum for particle
identification via mass determination. Track reconstruction in
the Forward Spectrometer is described in Ref. [40].

The small intermediate region between the central region and
the Forward Spectrometer is covered by SciRi, which consists

4The resolution improves to 3 % if the Open Dipole Magnet is operating at
the maximum integrated field strength of 0.432 Tm.
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of three concentric rings, each with 32 plastic scintillators for
charged particle detection.

The deuterium target data presented was taken over a pe-
riod of 26 days using an 11 cm long target and an ELSA elec-
tron beam energy of 2.9 GeV. The electron beam was incident
upon a thin diamond radiator5 to produce an energy tagged
bremsstrahlung photon beam which was subsequently colli-
mated. The photon beam energy, Eγ, was determined per event
by momentum analysing the post bremsstrahlung electrons in
the Photon Tagger. The integrated photon flux from Eγ = 800
to 1600 MeV (the region of the presented data) was 8.9 × 1012.
The hardware trigger required a tagged incident photon and a
minimum energy deposition in the BGO Rugby Ball of approxi-
mately 150 MeV (see Ref. [43] for details). Data using a liquid
hydrogen target was used to subtract background from quasi-free
reactions off the proton. This dataset was taken over 19 days
with an integrated photon flux from Eγ = 800 to 1600 MeV of
4.7 × 1012. The hardware and running conditions were identical
to the liquid deuterium target data.

Candidate events were selected where exactly four photons
were identified in the BGO Rugby Ball (via a veto with the Plas-
tic Scintillating Barrel) and one charged particle in the Forward
Spectrometer, corresponding to the two π0/η→ γγ decays and a
forward going deuteron respectively. Events were rejected if any
additional charged particle was identified. Events required at
least one combination where the invariant mass of two photons
were within 40 MeV/c2 of the π0 mass and the other two photons
within 80 MeV/c2 of the ηmass (corresponding to approximately
2.5σ of the mass resolution for each meson). All combinations
per event meeting this criterion were retained. The reconstructed
mass of the forward going deuteron was required to be between
1550 to 2500 MeV/c2, which is 1.3σ below and 2.6σ above the
deuteron mass. This asymmetric selection limited background
from quasi-free reactions off the proton.

Simulated data demonstrated that there was negligible con-
tamination in the event yield from the coherent reactions, γd →
π0π0d and γd → π0π0π0d which have been observed to have
comparable differential cross sections at forward deuteron an-
gles [38, 44]. Significant background remained however from
quasi-free reactions off the proton, where the proton was misiden-
tified as a deuteron in the Forward Spectrometer. This is ob-
served in histograms of the missing mass recoiling from the
π0η system, on the condition that a forward deuteron candidate
is also identified (Fig. 1). Data using the deuterium target is
shown as the blue line. There is a peak at the expected deuteron
mass of 1875.6 MeV/c2, with a shoulder at higher masses that in-
creases in magnitude with increasing centre-of-mass energy, W.
This shoulder originates from misidentified protons in the For-
ward Spectrometer and resides at higher masses due to the false
assignment of the target mass. Data using the hydrogen target
(normalised to the deuterium dataset photon flux) is shown as the
red line and has a good agreement to the magnitude and shape of
the high energy shoulder in the deuterium data. The black data

5A diamond radiator was used to produce a coherent, linearly polarised
photon beam with a maximum polarisation at a beam energy of 1.4 GeV, however
the polarisation was not required for the presented analysis.

points are the deuterium data with the hydrogen data subtracted,
leaving only the coherent reaction contribution. This has excel-
lent agreement to the simulated γd → π0ηd data shown as the
grey shaded region. The Fermi motion which is only present in
the quasi-free reactions off the deuteron target was sufficiently
small to make negligible difference to the distributions.
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Figure 1: The missing mass recoiling from the π0η system for centre-of-mass
energy ranges labelled inset. Deuterium target data is the blue line and hydrogen
target data, normalised according to flux is the red line. The black circles are
the deuterium data with normalised hydrogen data subtracted (vertical error
bars indicate statistical error, horizontal error bars are the bin widths). The grey
shaded region is simulated π0ηd, where the integral is equal to the real data after
subtraction of the normalised hydrogen data.

The yield of events for each photon energy interval was
subsequently determined from the integral of the subtracted
deuterium data. The integrated range was asymmetric over
the deuteron mass peak, from 1600 MeV/c2 to 1σ above the
deuteron mass, which increased with photon beam energy. This
asymmetric selection improved the statistical precision by not
including bins at higher missing mass with large statistical un-
certainty.

Approximately 10% of events passed selection criteria twice
due to the possibility of reconstructing the π0 and η from two
different combinations of the four detected photons. These
events contributed a single count to the differential cross section
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with respect to W. These events however were rejected for the
two-body invariant mass distributions due to this ambiguity.

The detection efficiency was determined using the BGOOD
GEANT4 [45] simulation, including all spatial, energy and
time resolutions, magnetic fields and hardware efficiencies (see
Ref. [40] for details). Unlike a two-body final state, the kinemat-
ics of three final state particles are not fixed by W and cos θdCM,
and the distributions of which may change the measured de-
tection efficiency. This was investigated by iteratively chang-
ing two different event distributions, either initially a phase
space distribution, or assuming a sequential reaction mechanism
γd → NN(1535)π0 → π0ηd shown in Fig. 3(d). This assumes
a bound NN(1535), where the mass of the N(1535) was event-
wise sampled from the expected Breit-Wigner width and the
bound system subsequently decays to dη. The emphasise was
not to test a specific reaction mechanism but rather to ensure two
different distributions were used as starting points to determine
systematic uncertainties. Differential cross sections with respect
to the invariant mass of the two-body systems (ηπ0, π0d and ηd)
were determined using detection efficiencies from both distri-
butions. The measured differential cross section distributions
were then iteratively included as the next distributions for the
event generators used to determine the detection efficiency. This
was performed six times, until negligible changes were apparent
either from the previous iteration or between the final iterations
of the two different starting distributions.

Systematic uncertainties from the forward track finding
(1.0 %), timing cuts (2.0 %), beam spot alignment (4.0 %) and
different sub-detector efficiencies were determined previously [43].
From varying selection cuts by ±10 %, the systematic uncertain-
ties of identifying π0, η and the deuteron were estimated as 1.3,
2.5 and 1.0 % respectively. The uncertainty in the detection
efficiency was determined as 2 % by comparing the last two
iterations of the 3-body final state distributions. When summed
in quadrature, this gave a total systematic uncertainty of 9 %.

3. Results and interpretation

The differential cross section versus W for cos θdCM > 0.8 is
shown in Fig. 2 as the solid black circles. The magnitude is sim-
ilar to the previously measured π0π0d differential cross section
at BGOOD [38] (blue squares), suggesting that in both cases a
reaction mechanism dominates which is not present in reactions
off the nucleon, where π0ηN is of the order of three times smaller
than π0π0N. The data agree well with the three data points from
the previous measurement at the FOREST detector at ELPH [20],
supporting the flat distribution with respect to cos θdCM that was
reported. This is in contrast to model calculations where it is ex-
pected that the differential cross section is suppressed at forward
cos θdCM due to the large momentum transferred to the deuteron.
For cos θdCM > 0.8 and W = 2600 MeV (close to threshold),
the three-momentum transfer to the deuteron is approximately
650 MeV/c which is much higher than the Fermi momentum
of the constituent nucleons (typically 80 MeV/c) and therefore
what can be transferred to the deuteron for it to remain intact.
The three momentum transfer increases approximately linearly,
where at W = 3 GeV it is approximately 1460 MeV/c. This is

even higher than for π0π0d photoproduction, where the differ-
ential cross section was also measured with a surprisingly high
magnitude [38].
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Figure 2: The γd → π0ηd differential cross section for cos θdCM> 0.8 (filled black
circles). The systematic errors are the grey bars on the abscissa. Previous data
from the FOREST detector at ELPH [20] and shown as the three red triangles.
Previous BGOOD data for γd → π0π0d [38] is shown as the filled blue squares
for comparison (systematic errors not shown).

Models of pion exchange and re-scattering off nucleons were
considered in an attempt to qualitatively understand the distribu-
tion of the differential cross section. Figure 3(a) and (b) show
diagrams of quasi-free reactions, where either a ∆ or N(1535)
is produced off the proton in addition to a π+ which re-scatters
off the neutron to produce either a N(1535) or a ∆. After their
subsequent decays, the nucleons coalesce to a deuteron if there
is sufficiently small relative momentum between them. Such a
mechanism could be expected to produce a peak in the cross
section around the summed ∆ and N(1535) mass of approx-
imately 2770 MeV. If such mechanisms are responsible, this
would naturally explain the similar cross section magnitudes of
coherent π0π0d and π0ηd photoproduction as the decay branch-
ing ratio of the N(1535) to Nπ0 and Nη are similar (45 and 50 %
respectively).

Kinetic model 1 Kinetic model 2

γ

d

(c)

N∆

0πη

d

γ

d

(d)

N(1535)N

η0π

d

Figure 3: Proposed diagrams contributing to the reaction, γd → π0ηd (described
in the text).

Toy models of the two diagrams in Fig. 3 were developed,
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Kinetic model 1 and Kinetic model 2 (denoted KM1 and KM2
herein). On shell kinematics were assumed at each reaction
vertex and phase space decay distributions, with the exception
of the ∆ decay, which follows the expected (1+ 3 cos2 θ) angular
distribution. The ∆ and N(1535) masses were sampled event-
wise from the Breit-Wigner distributions. The π+ re-scattering
was weighted by the pion exchange propagator, 1/(m2

π + q2)2,
where q is the π+ centre-of-mass momentum in the π+ - spectator
nucleon system. An additional q2 weighting was assumed for
the dominant magnetic coupling at the γp∆π vertex. The final
state proton and neutron coalesced to the deuteron if the relative
momentum was smaller than the internal Fermi momentum of
the deuteron. This numerical value was randomly chosen event-
wise from the expected internal nucleon momentum distribution.
The model is simplistic, however the on-shell kinematics could
be expected to give a reasonable approximation near threshold
if a single reaction mechanism dominates.

The amplitudes of the model distributions were determined
by a χ2 minimisation fit to the data, shown in Fig. 4. It is clear
KM1 dominates the differential cross section with an excellent
description of the data. The lower threshold for the ∆π+ pho-
toproduction off the nucleon in KM1 ensures the model agrees
with the rise in the spectrum at low W to the peak at approxi-
mately 2750 MeV. The fit achieved a reduced χ2 of 1.08, with
KM1 contributing over ten times the strength of KM2. It is
interesting to compare the relative contributions of KM1 and
KM2. The additional q2 dependence of the re-scattered π+ at
the γp∆π vertex would be expected to significantly reduce the
contribution of KM1 compared to KM2 by the order of 180.
However conversely, the expected photoproduction cross sec-
tion to produce ∆(1232)π+ for KM1 compared to N(1535)π+ for
KM2 is of the order of 40 times higher.
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Figure 4: KM1 and KM2 shown in Fig. 3 fitted to the γd → π0ηd differential
cross section. The thick red line is the sum of KM1 and KM 2 (blue and green
respectively), achieving a reduced χ2 of 1.08. KM2 is scaled by a factor of ten
for visibility.

Figure 5 shows the π0d, ηd and π0η invariant mass distribu-
tions for three intervals of W which span the measured differen-

tial cross section range. Five different model distributions are
superimposed; a phase space distribution (shaded green region),
KM1 (thick red line) and two models of a bound two-baryon
intermediate state with sequential meson emission, shown in
Fig. 3(c) and (d). Both of these models are similar to KM1 and
KM2 in that on-shell kinematics are used and the amplitudes
of the distributions are normalised to the data. The blue line
assumes a bound ∆(1232)N system following η emission, with
a subsequent π0 decay of the ∆(1232) and the magenta line as-
sumes a bound N(1535)N system following π0 emission with a
subsequent η decay of the N(1535). The thick purple line (where
available and shown at an arbitrary scale) is the phenomenolog-
ical model of Ishikawa et al. [20] which was fitted to data in
Ref. [20] integrated over all cos θdCM. This model assumed an
amplitude of two terms: The first was a quasi-two-body state
with JP = 2+ and often described as a ∆N dibaryon. The second
was a virtual ηd state residing close to the ηd threshold.

It is clear that phase space alone does not describe the data,
with the exception of close to threshold, where limited phase
space makes it hard to discern between distributions.

3.1. The π0d invariant mass distributions

The KM1 and the model of Ishikawa et al. give reasonable
descriptions of the π0d invariant mass at lower W. In the highest
W interval and with limited statistical precision, the data has
peaks around 2100 MeV/c2 which would be consistent with the
proposed isovector dibaryon candidate observed in the π0π0d
channel with the FOREST at ELPH detector with a mass of
2.15 GeV/c2 and a width of 90 MeV/c2 [24].6

3.2. The ηd invariant mass distributions

The data for the ηd invariant mass appears to have a low mass
enhancement, preferring the distributions of KM1 and the bound
N(1535)N model over the phase space distribution. It is also
in reasonable agreement with the phenomenological model of
Ishikawa et al. [20], which included a large ηd scattering length
and a virtual ηd state. The agreement between models would be
expected due to the subsequent ηN decay of the N(1535) with
only a small phase space available. The relative momentum
between the η and the deuteron appears too large for it to be
likely that a bound ηd system is the origin of this low mass
enhancement. Even close to threshold where it is lowest, the
relative momentum distribution in the lab frame is approximately
Gaussian, with a mean of 526 MeV/c and a σ of 56 MeV/c.

3.3. The π0η invariant mass distributions

KM1 and the bound N(1535)N model appear to give a qual-
itatively reasonable description of the π0ηd invariant mass. It
was observed that data taken at the FOREST detector at ELPH
could be described by a plane wave description of the invariant
mass distribution, which would be expected due to the small ηπ

6The BGOOD publication for the forward γd → π0π0d differential cross
section found structure consistent with this state in the π0d invariant mass [38],
however the measured width was no broader than the experimental resolution of
approximately 20 MeV/c2.
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Figure 5: The differential cross section versus the invariant mass for the (a) π0d, (b) ηd and (c) π0η systems for cos θdCM > 0.8. Each row corresponds to a different W
range, labelled inset (note the difference in scale of the y-axes). The data are shown as filled black circles, where the vertical error bar is the statistical error and the
horizontal bar the mass interval. The systematic uncertainties are indicated by the grey bars on the absisca. The different model distributions are included, with the
integrals equal to the experimental data. The shaded green region is phase space, the thick red line is Kinetic Model 1 (described in the text and shown in Fig. 3(a)),
the blue line is assuming an intermediate ∆N bound system and the magenta line is assuming an intermediate N(1535)N bound system. The thick purple line (where
available) is the phenomenological model of Ishikawa et al. [20] and fitted to the data integrated over all cos θdCM in the same reference. The distribution is plotted
here at an arbitrary scale. The two intervals in W are not the same as labelled, but are instead 2661 to 2703 MeV (top panels) and 2703 to 2799 MeV (middle panels).

interaction below the a0(980) threshold at W = 2855 MeV [20].
This BGOOD data set exceeds the a0(980) threshold in the high-
est W interval, however there does not appear to be any structure
which could be attributed to the a0(980), and KM1 still gives a
reasonable description.

4. Conclusions

The coherent reaction, γd → π0ηd was studied with high
statistical precision at forward deuteron angles for the first time.
This was achievable due to the excellent particle identification
of the BGOOD Forward Spectrometer to separate deuterons and
protons from quasi-free reactions.

The differential cross section is orders of magnitude higher
than expected from phenomenological models which assume
the impulse approximation for the elementary process, γN →
∆(1700) → N(1535)π0 → π0ηN and include the deuteron mo-
mentum form factor and meson re-scattering terms. The large
momentum transferred to the deuteron in this kinematic regime
is significantly higher than the internal Fermi momentum, which
would prevent the deuteron to remain in tact and for a con-
ventional coherent reaction to occur. The distribution of the
differential cross section is excellently described by the “toy
model” depicted in Fig. 3(a), involving quasi-free production
of a ∆(1232), π rescattering to an N(1535) and a subsequent

coalescence of the nucleons to a deuteron. The model also gives
a reasonable description of the invariant mass distributions and
the similar decay branching ratios of the N(1535) to ηN and
πN would explain the similar strength of the cross section to
γd → π0π0d. A quantitative calculation beyond the scope of this
paper would be desired to confirm this. If this reaction is indeed
dominated by such pion-rescattering and nucleon coalescence
mechanisms, this may disfavour the role of candidate dibaryons
contributing to γd → π0π0d and other reactions with baryon
number 2 intermediate systems.
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