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We have done a theoretical study of the yd — 7%nd reaction starting with a realistic model for the yN —
70N reaction that reproduces cross sections and polarization observables at low energies and involves the
yN — A(1700) — nA(1232) — nm°N process. For the coherent reaction in the deuteron we considered the
impulse approximation together with the rescattering of the pions and the n on a different nucleon than the
one where they are produced. We found this second mechanism very important since it helps share between
two nucleons the otherwise large momentum transfer of the reaction. Other contributions to the yd — 7%nd
reaction, involving the yN — 7*7°N’ process, followed by the rescattering of the 7% with another nucleon
to give n and a nucleon, have also been included. We find a natural explanation, tied to the dynamics of our
model, for the shift of the n-d mass distribution to lower invariant masses, and of the 7°-d mass distribution to
larger invariant masses, compared to a phase space calculation. We also study theoretical uncertainties related
to the large momenta of the deuteron wave function involved in the process as well as to the couplings present
in the model. Striking differences are found with the experimental angular distribution and further theoretical

investigations might be necessary.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The yp — m%np reaction has shown a great potential to
address relevant issues on hadron physics, such as the na-
ture of some resonances and effects of triangle singularities.
Prior to its measurement, predictions on the cross section at
low energies were made in Ref. [1]. Many different mech-
anisms were investigated in the former work, concluding
that the reaction at low energies was largely dominated by
YN — A(1700) — A(1232)n — 7°Nn. The predictions for
this process were done by considering A(1700) (spin-parity
JP =3/27) to be a resonance which appears dynamically
generated from the interaction of pseudoscalar mesons with
the baryons of the A(1232) decuplet [2,3]. The chiral unitary
approach applied to the coupled channels Ax, ¥*K, An gives
rise to two resonances, the one at higher energies being asso-
ciated with the A(1700) of the Particle Data Group (PDG)
[4]. It was found in Ref. [3] that this resonance has a strong
coupling to An in s wave, and hence, the yN — A(1700) —
An followed be A — N provided a natural mechanism to
produce the yN — m°Np process. The predictions were soon
corroborated by measurements in Refs. [5—12]. Subsequent
models share the A(1700) mediated mechanism and add new
terms, accounting for higher mass resonances that play a role
at higher photon energies [13—15]. The mechanism of Ref. [1]
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was also found to lead to good results in the description of
beam asymmetry in yp — 7% p [6] and of the IS, I¢ po-
larization observables [16] measured in Ref. [12]. The same
idea regarding the formation of A(1700) and its Aw and Ap
decay is taken in Ref. [17] to describe the data on 77 p —
K%7OA and related reactions. In the model of Ref. [13] an
extra term is included that deserves some discussion. This is
depicted in Fig. 1(b). The diagrams in Fig. 1 are evaluated
phenomenologically in Ref. [13] while in Ref. [1] the coupling
A(1700) — nA is taken from the chiral unitary approach of
Ref. [3]. The latter model does not provide information on
the A(1700) — wN*(1535) transition, with N*(1535) being
a dynamically generated resonance itself from the interaction
of pseudoscalar mesons and baryons [18]. Yet, as shown in
the work of Ref. [19], the y p — 7 N* — 7 Nn mechanism is
possible within the approach of Ref. [1] by considering nN —
nN rescattering in the final state of the process depicted in
Fig. 1(a). This is shown in Fig. 2, which depicts a triangle
mechanism for 7 N*(1535) production. This mechanism was
shown in Ref. [19] to produce a triangle singularity [20] when
the A(1232), n, and N in the loop are placed on shell and
A(1232) and 7 go in the same direction. Yet, there is a sub-
tlety in this mechanism because there is a theorem in action,
Schmid theorem, which states that the triangle singularity
stemming from the diagram of Fig. 2 due to the rescattering
of the nN, when added to the tree-level of Fig. 1(a) does not
change the cross section provided by the tree level [21]. This,
as proven in Ref. [22], is because the sum of the contributions
of the s-wave tree level amplitude of Fig. 1(a) [z}r‘;;] and that
of Fig. 2 (which we denote as t; ), where elastic scattering of
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FIG. 1. Two of the diagrams present in the model of Ref. [13].

nN involves a triangular loop, is such that 7.2 + 1, = () ¢%3
with § being here the s-wave nN — nN phase shift. Hence,
one finds that |tt(r(;é +1)? = |tt(r(;)e|2. The theorem holds ex-
actly in the limit of I's(1232) — 0 [22], but it was shown to
hold to a good extent for finite widths of the intermediate
state in the loop. In this sense, it was found in Ref. [19]
that the mechanism of Fig. 2 by itself produced a signal for
yp — nN*(1535) — mnN compatible with the experimental
data extracted in Ref. [10], but when added coherently to the
mechanism of Fig. 1(a) it did not change the integrated cross
section appreciably (see Fig. 1 of Ref. [19]). Based on this fact
we rely upon the mechanism of Fig. 1(a) for yp — n%np at
low energies which was found to provide a reasonable cross
section for the reaction [1,6]. In this context it is appropriate
to mention that another triangle singularity in the y p — 7%np
reaction has been explored at higher energies from a loop
containing a((980), p and 7° [23].

Having a good model for the yp — n%np reaction is a
necessary step to make good predictions for the yd — 7%nd
reaction which is the purpose of our study.

The yd — 7%nd reaction cross section and the 7°d, nd
invariant mass distributions were reported in Ref. [24] and
further mass and angular distributions have been recently re-
ported in Ref. [25]. The experimental data are compared with
theoretical results from Refs. [14,15]. The cross sections from
Ref. [14] are based on the impulse approximation, which
means that one is summing coherently the yN — 7%yN
amplitudes, with N being the proton or the neutron of the
deuteron, and deuteron form factors are used in the evaluation.
Effects on the final state interaction of the n with the final
deuteron are also considered but they are found to be small.
In Ref. [15] some N — 7N and mN — nN rescattering
mechanisms with the spectator nucleon are also considered,

.

FIG. 2. Mechanism
aN*(1535) — 7nN.

of Ref. [19] to

generate  yp —
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FIG. 3. Empirical amplitudes used in Ref. [25] to reproduce the
yd — m°nd observables.

producing an increase of about 20-30% in the cross section.
These mechanisms can be classified as exchange currents,
where the exchanged particles are off-shell and some con-
tain 7 rescattering from subdominant mechanisms (Fig. 3 of
Ref. [15]). Our mechanism takes into account the rescattering
of the produced 7 and n of the mechanism of the impulse ap-
proximation. These mesons can be on-shell in the rescattering
process, hence enhancing the effect of the mechanism.

While the works of Refs. [14,15] well reproduce the yd —
7%nd integrated cross sections, they show difficulties in re-
producing invariant mass distributions and particularly the
angular distributions. In view of this, a pure empirical model
was suggested in Ref. [25] based on the sum of the two ampli-
tudes depicted in Fig. 3. Two poles were assigned to the 7°d
and nd subsystems and adjusting the parameters of the ampli-
tudes a good reproduction of the observables was obtained.
Given the complexity of the dynamics of the reaction, as
shown in Refs. [14,15], its substitution by the simple model of
Fig. 3 is not very satisfying from the theoretical point of view.
This is the motivation for the present paper, complementary
to those of Refs. [14,15], where we shall investigate in detail
the different mechanisms that contribute to the reaction and
particularly the uncertainties tied to them.

One of the aims of the work of Refs. [24,25] was to
show that the data demanded the presence of a bound nd
state or maybe a virtual state, and the shift of the peaks
of 7%, nd invariant mass distributions with respect to the
phase space distributions were considered in Ref. [24] as a
signal of the presence of this bound state. We shall see in the
present work that these shifts are tied to the dynamics of the
yp — m'np reaction, something that is also found using the
model of Ref. [13] at the level of the impulse approximation
in Ref. [25].

The search for an n bound state in nuclei has been persis-
tent since its likely existence was suggested in Refs. [26-28].
The idea was pursued in Ref. [29] where a many body theory
was developed considering the N*(1535) excitation and the
modification of its properties in nuclei, concluding that while
the binding was found to be certain in heavy nuclei, the width
obtained was bigger than its binding, making thus difficult its
experimental observation. The fact is that after many years
of search no definite conclusion has been obtained about
the existence of such bound state in nuclei [30-32]. Modern
calculations based on chiral unitary theory and many body
theory [33,34] conclude that while for medium and heavy
nuclei bound states appear, their widths are fairly larger than
the binding, in line with the findings of Ref. [29].
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FIG. 4. Different diagrams contributing to the yd — 7°nd pro-
cess in the impulse approximation.

Further, in case of light nuclei, since a likely nd bound
state is suggested in Refs. [24,25], we would like to direct
the attention of the reader to the discussion in section 7.3 of
Ref. [32]. As discussed in the former work, in the case of
1 *He, a pole with 0.3 MeV binding is suggested in Ref. [35],
and an approximate Breit-Wigner structure with centroid at
—0.3 MeV below the threshold is found in Ref. [36], but the
pole is in the continuum. Similarly in Ref. [37] it is concluded
that deeper potentials than present ones would be needed to
bind the 1 in *He and *He. A similar conclusion is reached
in Ref. [38] for the  *He from the study of the dd — n *He
reaction at threshold, where again, while some accumulation
of strength in the n *He scattering amplitude is observed
below threshold, no pole in the bound region is found. The
study of the dd — n *He — 7°n *He, 7~ p *He reactions in
Refs. [39,40] also did not find any evidence of 5 “He bound
states.

With this background concerning the 7 *He or n *He
states, the possibility of an nd bound state, with the deuteron
formed by only two nucleons, and quite far away from each
other, seems quite gloom. With this perspective, we proceed
to do a thorough study of the yd — 7%nd reaction, using the
dynamics that has proved realistic in the study of y p — 7%np
cross sections and polarization observables and draw our con-
clusions.

II. FORMALISM

A. Tree-level amplitude

Inspired by the success of the formalism for the yp —
7% p process in describing the relevant experimental data, as
shown in Ref. [1], which proceeds through the excitation of
A(1700) in the intermediate step, we can infer that the same
mechanism gives the dominant contribution to yd — 7%nd.
Considering that the deuteron with / = 0 has the wave func-
tion

d) 1 [lpn) — |np)] ey
ﬁ p p b

we have the diagrams shown in Fig. 4. The latter correspond
to the tree-level contributions, also known as the impulse ap-
proximation. We also consider the rescattering of the mesons

q

FIG. 5. Momenta associated with the different particles appear-
ing in the diagrams of Fig. 4.

off the spectator nucleon, as we will discuss in the next sub-
section. To write the amplitudes for the tree-level diagrams,
we use the following Lagrangian for yN — A(1700) [19]

_itypA* = gypA*S‘ga 2

where A* stands for A(1700), € is the polarization vector
for the photon, and S represents the spin transition operator
connecting states with spin 3/2 to 1/2. The s-wave coupling
8ypa+ = 0.188, in Eq. (2), as determined in Ref. [19], repro-
duces the experimental data on the radiative decay width of
A(1700) [4]. The amplitude in Eq. (2) is the same for the
proton as well as the neutron since the photon must act as an
isovector particle in the vertex in order to produce A(1700),
an isospin 3/2 baryon. It must be added that it is not required
to consider the isospin weight factor 1/2/3 for the yN — A*
transition since it is already embedded in the value of g, pa+.

The vertex A(1700) — A(1232)n is described in terms
of the coupling deduced in Ref. [3], where A(1700) was
found to get generated from the pseudoscalar-decuplet baryon
dynamics, as

—ityanr = —ignan+ (3)

with gyaa+ = 1.7 — i1.4. Finally, for the A — 7N transition
we write (as in Ref. [41])

—itpan = —f—ﬁﬁn T*, 4)

/e

where p,(m;) is the momentum (mass) of the pion, f* =
2.13, and S(T*) is the spin (isospin) transition operator acting
on states with spin (isospin) 3/2 and taking them to 1/2.
The action of the isospin operator leads to a factor /2/3 for
the two types of AmrN vertices appearing in the diagrams
in Fig. 4: A*nop, A°7%. Thus, put together, for each of
the diagrams we must consider isospin factors: 1/2 from the
d < pn vertices and ,/2/3 from the A — m N vertex. In other
words, the sum of the amplitudes of the diagrams in Fig. 4 can
be obtained by calculating the contribution of any one diagram
and multiplying it by four times the isospin factor 1/+/6.

To write the sum of the amplitudes in Fig. 4 we show the
momenta associated with each particle in Fig. 5. In this way,
the sum of the amplitudes for the diagrams in Fig. 4 can be
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written as
. 4 d*q fr . .
—it4qtdbrderdd = 7 W( o Sprr)(gypA*S &) (—igyan)| — iga 0 (qmax — |P%])]
. i My i
X | — 84 0(gmax — |P ———
[ (s — [ |)]E N(@) q° — Ex(§) + i€ Ex(Pa — §) P — q° — En(Pa — ) + i€
MA* i
x _ =
Epn(Pa—G+Kk) Y = q° + kO — Ex-(Pa — G+ k) + ie
Ma I
X = =
Ex(Pa—G+k—Pp) P —q° + k0 = pd — Ex(Pa — G+ k — py) + i€
My i

X = > AR (5)
Ex(Pa — G4k — Py — Pr) P — @ + kO = P — p% — En(Pa — G+ k — Py — Pr) + i€

where g, is the d <> pn coupling, with a value of (27)%22.68 x 10~> MeV~"/2 [41] and p’j\’}'(ﬁ(]]\f) is the momentum of the
nucleon in the rest frame of the deuteron in the initial (final) state. Within nonrelativistic kinematics, which is suitable for the
process, we can write

R

pN__Z q,

 Patk—Py—Pr

Py = 5 @ (©)

The integration on the ¢° variable, in Eq. (5), can be done analytically, using Cauchy’s theorem, to get

—ilagabtdctad = \/>/ (27_[)3 (i Spn)(gypA*S 6)(gnAA*)|:gd 9<Qmax -
X |:gd 0 <Qmax -

-

Pd N

)]

>:| My My 1
En(9) Ex(Pa — @) DS — En(§) — Ex(Pa — §) + i€

2

ﬁd+k_ﬁn_ﬁn -

2
8 M- 1 Ma
En(Pa — G +K) pY — En(@) + K — Exe(By — G+ K) + i€ Ex(Ba — G+ k — Py)
y 1 My
— En(§) + k0 — p) — Ex(Pa — G+ Kk — p,) + i€ Ey(Pa — G+ k — Py — Px)
X ! ) 7

Py = En(@ + K0 = p) = b — Ex(Ba — G+ K — By — Px) + i€
One could proceed further by calculating Eq. (7) numerically. However, a more realistic description can be accomplished with
the following consideration: The result of Eq. (7) with the g;0(: - - ) function for the deuteron is based implicitly on the solution

of the Schrddinger equation obtained with a separable potential, V(|5 |, |p'|) = f(Ip )f(Ip’|)v. In such a case, one finds that the
wave function in momentum space is

o FUpD
L7 8
v(p gE E() €))

with g being the coupling of the state to the two particle component. This is general for works using separable potentials as
those of Refs. [15,41-45] (see, for example, Egs. (4.1) and (4.2) of Ref. [42]). In our case the function f (| |) is taken as a step
function. Thus, we replace

|:gd 0 (Qmax -

Pa+k—p, — Pr iy My My 1
2 EN(G) Ex(Pa — G+ K — By — Brx) P — En(@) + kO — P — p2 — Ex(Pa — G+ k — Py — Pr) + i€

L )} My My 1
2 En(q) En(Pa — §) Py — En(§) — En(Pa — §) + i€

and

|:gd 0 (Qmax -
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FIG. 6. Different diagrams contributing to the rescattering of the pion in the intermediate state. The thick dot stands for the s-wave TN —
7N interaction.

by —(2m)* 21//(% — §)and —(2m)¥/ 21#(17‘“%_# — g), respectively, in the amplitude given by Eq. (7), where ¥ represents the
deuteron wave function normalized as [ d 3g|¥ (g)|> = 1. Note that for the aforementioned substitution we need four My /Ey type
terms, though there are only three such factors in Eq. (7). However, consistently with the nonrelativistic kinematics applicable
in the present work, such My /Ey ratios are expected to be close to unity and we can introduce one of these factors in Eq. (7). It

is, thus, reasonable to rewrite Eq. (7) as

Sp)(S7e)

~

2 f* d3q
firee =24/ =8ypa-&nans —MaMa+
3 My

Q) [En-(Ba — G+ NEA(Ba — G+ k — Pyl

1

1

X
Py —En(@)+k°

Pd+k Pn—
~ar(P

where we will use different well known parametrizations for
the deuteron wave function, such as those of Refs. [46-49].

x (2m) W(

B. Rescattering amplitudes
1. Pion rescattering

We now discuss the different possible rescattering dia-
grams which can contribute to the formalism by considering,
based on the results obtained in Refs. [1,19], that the mech-
anism which plays the main role is the photoexcitation of
one of the nucleons to A(1700), followed by A(1700) —
nA(1232). We first discuss the rescattering of the pion pro-

— Epe(Bg — G+ k) + i P

— En(G) + k0 — PO — En(pg — G+k — ) + i

P —(i), ©)

(

duced at the A(1232) — 7N vertex, as shown in Fig. 6. The
pion produced in the process of excitation, and the subsequent
de-excitation, of one of the nucleons can interact with the
spectator nucleon in the s wave or in p wave. The diagrams
corresponding to the s-wave interaction of the rescattered pion
with the spectator nucleon are shown in the first and the
second rows of Fig. 6. The diagrams in the third and fourth
rows depict the p-wave interaction of the rescattered pion with
the spectator nucleon. We have already discussed the different
interaction vertices which are required to write the amplitudes
for the diagrams shown in Fig. 6, except for the s-wave 7 N
interaction vertex (shown as a filled circle in the diagrams
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TABLE 1. Values of the A;; and B;; parts of the N amplitudes
given by Eq. (11). The variables pJ, and pJ_, in this table, refer to
the energy of the pion in the initial and final state, respectively. We
will follow the momenta label shown in Fig. 7 to write the amplitudes
for the different rescattering diagrams of Fig. 6. In this case, we will
have p{, = ¢° and pj, = p},.

Processes Ajj B;;
7°n — 7%, 7% — 7% 2 0
mp—n'n 0 V2P, + P5)
atn — 7% 0 —2%, +15,)

TABLE II. Values of the isospin coefficients appearing in

Eq. (12), Zypn, I(’Ipn, and Za,y, for the diagrams in Fig. 6. We use

the phase convention |[77) = —|I = 1, = 1).
Vertex Coefficient Vertex Coefficient
1 0 2
d < pn 7 At o7 )4 3
d < np —% A & 70, %
AT o mtn —\/g
A< 77p \/g

in the first and second rows). To describe such a vertex, we
follow Refs. [50,51] and use the Lagrangian

A - oo A oL - >
Loy = —477[;11# PP Y + M—Zz V(o x M))W], (10)

where A; = 0.0075, X, = 0.053, u represents the pion mass,
;s denote the Pauli matrices, ¥ = (p, 1) and ¥ = (p, n)7,
and q? is related to the pion fields (in the cartesian basis). The
N s-wave amplitudes obtained from Eq. (10) have a common
structure

A2
235)

with the values for A;; and B;; summarized in Table I for
the different # N processes appearing in Fig. 6. We shall also
consider the model of Ref. [18] to describe the 7w N interaction

s
10 =4n<m—1A,»j+ (11)

J

in the s wave, where the ¢ matrices are obtained by solving the
Bethe-Salpeter equation within coupled channels and relevant
data are reproduced. As we shall show, the results obtained
within the two types of inputs are almost identical.

To proceed with writing the amplitudes for the different
diagrams shown in Fig. 6 we assign momenta to different
particles as shown in Fig. 7. The diagram on the left panel in
Fig. 7 corresponds to the s-wave interaction of the rescattered
pion with the nucleon, while the one on the right panel shows
the possibility that the rescattered pion leads to the excitation
of the spectator nucleon to A(1232).

Let us start by writing the amplitude for the diagrams
corresponding to the s-wave interaction of the rescattered pion
[shown in Fig. 6(a)-6(h)]. All such diagrams have a common
structure

. d*q dq [ . Pa . " .
—Ulyres, =0 = (2 )4 W [—lIdpn 840 (qmax - 7 —q >] <_IA71N _nSq/>(_lgnAA*)
cia| —Py+ PatPatk
X (gVPA*STE)[—lI;jpn gd9<CImax - ‘ E ) d —q— ' )]
My i My i

. A A2
X |:—l47T <m_,,Aij + m_%Bij>i|

MA* 1
X

En(7) 4" — En(§) + i€ Ex(Pa — G) Py —q° — En(Pa — G) + i€

Mn

Eni(Pa—G+K) P — g0 + kO — Enc(Pa — G+ k) + i€ Ex(Pa— G+ K — py)

l
X

1 i

Py —a®+ K —p) — Ex(Pa— G +K—

My

Py) + i€ 20:(§") q° — 07 (§') + i€

i

X - >
Ex(Pa—G+k—pPy—G) Py —q*+ k0 — P —q° —Exn(Pa — G+ k — Py — ')+ ic

MN l

X - - - - - - .
EN@@+ G —Px)q° +q° — P —En(G+ G — Pr) + i€

where Z;,,, I:z o’ and Z,y are the isospin coefficients for the

12)

d — pn (initial and final states) and A(1232) — N vertices,

respectively. The values of these Z coefficients are listed in Table II for different diagrams [Fig. 6(a)-6(h)]. As already mentioned,
8y pa+ 1s same for proton as well as neutron. Considering the values in Table II, it can be seen that the sum of the amplitudes
for the diagrams in Fig. 6(a)-6(h) leads to a global factor 2,/2/3. Further, integration on the variables ¢° and ¢’° can be done
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)

analytically, to get the total contribution as

/ d*q —Py + Pr + Pa+k
1 n T N N
7t10r[§sl =0 = / (271)3 (2 )3 d0<Qmax _‘ 5 —q—q’

Pa . AT IR,
X 9<Qmax - 7 —q )gypA* EnAanx m (561/)(5*6)
Al Mg 0 0 0 ~ = - 7 = ~/ My My
X |\2———=Ip +k —p,+p; —En(G)—Ex(Pa —G+k—py—G")] — ——
(mn mZ " ! En(G) En(Pa — §)
1 MA* MA MN
X = - - bd - - - - - - - - —
207(q") Exe(Pa — G+ k) Ex(Pa — G+ k — Py) En(Pa — G+ k — Py — G)
My 1 1
X >
EN(CI+q/—Pn)Pg_EN(Q)—EN(Pd_Q)+i€p2—EN(cj)—i-kO—EA*(ﬁd—q—l—k)—i-ie
1
X 71 0_ 0 B —d+k—7 i
Pg—En(G)+ Kk —p) —Ex(Pa —G+k—Py)+ie
1
0 7 0_ 0 5o gk —5 —a 7 i
Py —En(G)+k° =Py —EN(Pa — G +k — Py —q') —w(q') + i€
1

13)

X = .
Py Ak —pd —p) —En(G+ G — Pr) — En(Pa — G+ k — Py — ') + i€
Note that all possible cuts related to the diagrams of Fig. 6 are accounted for in Eq. (13). In particular, a 7 NN cut can be noticed
in the second last term of the formula. The d*q and d3¢’ integrations are done numerically keeping explicitly the ie small and
testing the convergence when € — 0. If unstable particles are involved in the propagators, the i€ is substituted by i[" /2, with T’
being the width of the particle.
Consistently with the calculations at the tree level, we substitute in Eq. (13)

8%19("')9("')
Py Ak —p) = p) —En(G+ G — Px) —En(Pa — G+ k— Py — §) +ie
My My My My
“ Ex@) Ex(Bi — @) En(Pa— G+ % — pr— G ) ENG+T' — Br)
SN S .a(znfw(’ﬁ—q)w(p”k_”"*ﬁ”—q—q’), (14)
Pg —En(G) — En(Da — q) + i€ 2 2

to consider more realistic and well-known deuteron wave functions.

Next, we can write the amplitude for the remaining diagrams for pion rescattering, which involve the excitation of the spectator
nucleon to A(1232) due to the interaction with the rescattered pion [shown as Fig. 6(i)-6(p)]. Following the momenta labels
depicted in Fig. 7(b), we can write

d4 q d4 q/

Da -
o)) @n)t

5 4 )]( IAan—51Q>(—ignAA*)

P Ve s win . —Py+PrtPatk
X (gypA*S 6)( A;TNIZ;TNI:m SszS;q/ —lI:ipnng Gmax — K z _q_q/

_itnres,lzl =

|: - iIdpn 8d 0 <CImax -

- 2
My My M- My 1 My
* En@) Ex(Bd — @) En-(hy— G+ F) En(Ga— G+ k— py) 202@) Ex@+ )
My My i i
x EN(G+G — Pr) En(Pg — G+ K — Py — ") 4° — En(G) + i€ p) — q° — En(Pa — ) + i€
i i i
Xp?,—q°+k°—EA*(13d—é+§)+ieq/o—wn(§/)+i€p2—q°+k°—pZ—EA(ﬁd—é+§—ﬁq)+ie
i i
Py ="+ K —p) —q° —En(pa— G+ Kk — Py — ) +icd’ +q° —Ea(@+q") + i€
i
X 0 /0 0 = =/ =3 e’
9’ +9° —py —En(G+ G — Pr) + i€

X

5)
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where Z,, (Z;;,,) denote the isospin coefficient for the initial (final) d pn vertex, while Zay, Z), . and I}, represent the same
for the first A — N vertex, the TN — A transition vertex involving the spectator nucleon and for the vertex of de-excitation
of A leading to the on-shell 7° emission, i.e., A — 7°N, respectively. The subscript “1” on the spin operator S signifies its
action on the upper (lower) nucleon, while the operator with subscript “2” acts on the lower (upper) nucleon in Figs. 6(1)-6(1)

(in Figs. 6(m)—6(p)).

Considering the values of the isospin coefficients given in Table II, integrating over ¢°, ¢'°

by Eq. (14), we obtain

, and following the procedure given

2 /2 d3 !
t;;()rteasl,lzl = g\/;gnAA*gypA*<_> / / )3W<

at A*

_,3,,+ﬁ,,+ﬁd+12_q_q/>

2
M

§2ﬁﬂS q)/

x1ﬂ<——q>§1 §

En(Pa —G+K) Ex(Pa—G+k — Py)

1 Ma
X =
20:(G") Ea(G+G") pS + k0 — En(G) — P) —Ex(Pa — G+ k — py) +ie
1
X 00— 0 —EGtd + ) —E G+ 1
Pyt Py —En(G+ G+ Py) —Ea(G+G') + i€
1 1
X = = .
POk — p0 —En(G) — En(Pa — G+ K — By —G) — 0n(§') + i€ P + KO — En(G) — Ea-(Pa — G+ ) + i€
(16)
[
2. Additional pion rescattering mechanism yN — mrN processes shown in Fig. 8 are
So far we have considered yN — A*(1700) — it o = Tro —*e§e
nA(1232) — myN as the primary mechanism to describe ypomtmn AT gy 0T
the yd — 7%)d reaction. There could be, however, other . f* o
intermediate processes which can produce a pion first (instead —ilypsx-0p = —La+xn-—eSE, (18)

of an 1), that could further rescatter with the spectator nucleon
of the deuteron and lead to the final nond state. Indeed, in
Refs. [52,53], the yN — m N reaction was studied consid-
ering, among others, contributions from the production of the
A(1232), N*(1440), and N*(1520) resonances, and the data
on the cross sections were described fairly well. Following
these former works, we could also consider, for example, a
process like yN — N*(1440) - A(1232)mr — nwN and
one of the pions in the final state could rescatter with one
of the nucleons of the deuteron. However, it was shown in
Refs. [52,53], that for energies of the photon E, > 800 MeV,
contributions to the cross section of yN — ww N from the
production of N*(1440) or N*(1520) are small and the domi-
nant contribution comes from the processes yp — 7T A% —
atn p,ata’n, yn—a At > a2, xtn, in
which A(1232) is excited. The latter reactions, as shown
in Refs. [52,53], involve a kind of Kroll-Ruderman vertex
for the yN — wA(1232) reaction. Such Kroll-Ruderman
vertices are obtained by demanding gauge invariance of the
amplitudes. At the end, this Kroll-Ruderman term is found
largely dominant and we rely upon this term.

In this way, we consider the additional diagrams for pion
rescattering shown in Fig. 8. Following Refs. [52,53], the
yN — 7N Kroll-Ruderman type of vertex is described by the
amplitude

—irk® = afTe, (17

where « is a constant determined from the aforementioned
gauge invariance condition. In this way, the amplitudes for the

T

where Z o+ -+ py+o represents the corresponding isospin co-
= p, NO = n)

efficients for A’ — 7= HNTO (with N T

()

FIG. 7. Momenta associated with the different particles appear-
ing in the two types of diagrams involving rescattering of the pion
(as shown in Fig. 6). The filled (empty) rectangle represents a virtual
A(1700) [A(1232)]. (a) corresponds to an s-wave interaction at the
pion rescattering vertex while (b) depicts the p-wave interaction of
the rescattered pion [leading to formation of A(1232)].
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0 0
z R
A%(1232) .-~ A*(1232) .-
d » < L 4 4 =% L d
F3ER Y 74
w w
noONKIS35) e P N*(1535) s,
(@) (b)
. R Ne(1535) . ) ) i
p N*(1535) . R n . b4 FIG. 9. Momenta labels associated with the particles of the dia-
d d d 4 d gram in Fig. 8(a).
n - p p = g n
A*(1232) ., A%1232)
0 ‘T
© " @ given in Table II, and e = v/4m«a, with o ~ 1/137. Using the
preceding expressions, we can now evaluate the contributions
FIG. 8. Additional diagrams for the yd — 7°nd process involv-  from the diagrams shown in Fig. 8. For example, in case of the
ing the rescattering of a pion. diagram in Fig. 8(a), using the momenta assignment shown in

Fig. 9, we have

*

2
KR f 2 4
tnres =0 — IdPnIdpnIAon nIAO (m ) € 8 MyMAZyNN* x+nN++

e

/ d*q /d4q' 1 1
X - - - -
Q) ) QoY Ey(Bs—G+k—G — pr) EnG+ G — Py)

1 ! J5 \(Ttz
XP2—61°+k°—61/0—p91—EN(ﬁd—c7+13—67’—ﬁn)+ieq°+q’0—p3—Ezv(r7+c7’—ﬁ,,)+ie(5p”)(s €)
1 1 1 1
Xq°+61/°—EN*(Ei+c?’)+i6EA(ﬁd—q+k'—q/)pg—q0+k0—q’0 EA(pd— +k—g") +ie Ex(q")
1 1 1 1
XC]’O—En@’)—HEEN(ﬁd—C?)Pd q° — Ex(pa — §) + i€ Ex(G) q° —EN(q)-i-le (mdx_ ——q)
0 (g — | PEEP D)), (19)

In Eq. (19), gynn+ = gnpn++ = &yunwo Tepresents the coupling of N*(1535) to nN and gy«+5+, is the coupling of N*(1535) to
7 Tn. The corresponding values are obtained with the model of Ref. [18], in which N*(1535) is generated from the pseudoscalar
meson-baryon interaction, and are

govne = 1.46 — 043, grouyes = —0.47 — i0.27. (20)

It should be mentioned that the My« /Ey~ factor related to the N* propagator is included in the couplings, which is consistent
with the Breit-Wigner parametrization of the nN and w N amplitudes in Ref. [18]. For instance,

g%]NN*(lS?aS)
toy = . 1)
E’7N - MN* + IFN*/Z

with E,y representing the total energy of the n/N system.

Next, we can now integrate on the ¢° and ¢’ variables appearing in Eq. (19) using Cauchy’s theorem and consider Eq. (14)
to introduce the deuteron wave functions. We can repeat the same procedure for all the diagrams shown in Fig. 8 and sum the
contributions to get the following expression in the yd rest frame:

(KRotal _ \/_<f*

mres, /=0 3 m
T

1 1 1
8N+t &N+ —npM / / 3('1, 7l g+ g’ d+4q
) Neomengn—Ma | 5 E(G")Ex(G+ G En(G+G")

1 1
X . I N . R
[ﬁ—wmm — En@) — Ex(@) + i€ /s — Ea(G +3') — En-( +§) + 1% +ie
1
X .
VS —EaG+q") =P — Ex(G+q' — Py) +ie
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1
+ — — ;
Vs—pPY —En(G+ G + Px) — Ex-(G+G') + i€
1
X 0 = =/ =2 > =/ ;
Vs=DY —En(@G+ G+ Pr) —En(G) — EZ(§') + i€
1 N 1
X
VS —En(G)—Ex(§)—Ea(G+q)+ie /s—ErG+G)—En(G)—Ex(q')+ie
1 L
x — —— | |Sp) S o). (22)
«/E—EA(CI+CI/)—EN*(fI+q/)+l€):|

3. n rescattering

Having considered pion rescattering through s- and p-wave N interactions, it is important to assess the possible contributions
from the rescattering of 1 too. We consider the rescattering of 1 through the mechanisms shown in Fig. 10. It is well known that
the N interaction is attractive in the s wave and is related to the formation of N*(1535). Indeed, as shown in Ref. [18] the nN
channel has a large coupling to this Sj; resonance [see Eq. (20)].

We follow Ref. [18] to account for the nN < N*(1535) vertices while writing the amplitudes for the diagrams shown in
Fig. 10. To do this, we label different lines with momenta as shown in Fig. 11. The amplitudes for all the diagrams shown in
Fig. 10 have a common structure and can be written as

. d'q dq [ . Pa . [ .
—Upres,1=0 = (o )4 / (27)4 [_lIdpngd 9<Qmax 5 q )i| <_IA7rN m_ﬂspn>(_lgnAA*)
S . —Py Pt Patk
x (gyparS €N —iggvn-1535))* |:—lIépngd Q(Qmax - ) k n2 -q—q >:|
MN l MN l MA*
X . - > — - . =Y
En(3)q° — En(G) + i€ Ex(Pa — @) P, — ¢° — EN(Ba — §) + i€ Exe(py — G+ k)

i M
P — g0+ kO — Ex(Pa—G+K) +ic EA(Pa—G+k—G")
i 1 i

X = = = -
P — g0 + k0 —q° —En(Py — G+ Kk — G + ie 20y(§") ¢° — 0, (§") + i€

X

My i
X = = )
Exn(Pa—G+k =Pz =GPy —q" +k° —p0 —q® —Ex(Pa — G+ k — Pz —G') + i€
i My i

X — . (23)
@ +q°—En-(G+q)+ie EN(G+G — D) q° +q° — P —En(G+ G — Py) + i€

Using the values of the isospin coefficients given in Table II, integrating over ¢° and ¢”°, and following the procedure
consistent with Eq (14), we obtain

' 2 dq (P Py—Pr+Patk
sttt [ 0] S (- (2 0

« 55,5 ﬂ lﬁ N q
EA(Pd"'k—q—‘I )EA*(pd_q+k)2w7l(q/)l72+kO—EN(67)_EA*(ﬁd—q+k)+i€
1 1
* Pg+k0—EN*(§+§/)—EA(ﬁd+E—¢7—57/)+i€Pg+k0—EA(ﬁd+/€—q—67/)—EN(§)—En(CY/)+i€
1

X -
Py +KO =P —Ex(Ba+k—G—3) — Ex(G+G' — Py) + e
1
X -, = = r_A7_7_ 5 i
Po+ Kk —py —En(G+q) — Ex(Pa+k — G — G — pr) + e
1
X .y b
Py +K = p —EyG) — En(Pa+k—G—G — Px) — En(G) + i€

(24)
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where the expression for A is

N =[ExG+G)+Ex(pa+k—G—G — p)IEn(Pa +k —G— G — Pr)
+[Ea(Pa+k—G—3)+Ey@GNEN-G+G)+Ev(Pa+k—G—G — Pz) + Ea(Pa +k—G—3)]
+ P EN- G+ 3+ En(Ba+Kk—G—G — Pr)+ Ex(Pa+k — G —G) + E@)]
+ P2 [En(G+G)+2En(Pa+k—G—G — pr) + Ea(Pa+k—G—G) +EyNG) + p) + Y]
+ENG+G — P)[ENG) + En-G+G) + En(Ba+k—G—G — Px) + Ea(Pa+k—G—G)
+EyG) + P — 2% — 2K°] +3(p) + k°) + En(@)[En-G+G") + Ex(Pa+k — G — ' — pr)
+Ex(Ba+Kk—G—G)+ P+ % —2p) — 2k°] — [2En-(G+ ') + 3En(Pa + k — G — G — P=)
+3Ea(Pa + Kk —G— )+ 2(E)(q) + 1) + 3p2] (P) + K°). (25)

Finally, as mentioned before, the unstable nature of states
like A*(1700), A(1232), and N*(1535) is taken into account
by replacing Eg — i€ by Ex — il'g/2 in the different ampli-
tudes, where R stands for a resonance. In the case of A(1232),
we consider an energy dependent width

My [ q :
CA(Mpiny) =T'a <—n> , (26)
MAinv qron
where
M3 = EX — IPal”. 27)

For example, for the impulse approximation, we can deter-
mine M ainy, using the kinematic labels shown in Fig. 5, as

N 2 - 7 = o
M3 = (05 + K = Ex(@) — 1) — (Ba + K — G — py)".

(28)

Further, g, and g, in Eq. (26), are defined as

A'l/z(Miinv’ M[%/’ er)
= 2M piny ’
WO M )
qron = oM, .

(@

FIG. 10. Different diagrams contributing to the rescattering of n
in the intermediate state.

[
III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
With the amplitudes discussed in the previous section we

calculate the invariant mass distributions for nd and 7% in
the final state as

do _ Mﬁ 1
dM,. — 8|k|s 27

el / dcos b,

~ 2
x [agt S Yl 29)
5 Wk
do M; 1 Red
= — |ﬁ|p’”/dcos0
dMyo,; — 81k|s 2m)* 117" !
« / a9y S | [P (30)
A

where k is the momentum of the photon, s is the standard
Mandelstam variable, p,(p,) is the pion (1) momentum in
the global center of mass frame, and 5" (57¢) denotes the
n (pion) momentum in the rest frame of nd(wd):

A5, m2, M2,)

el = —5 =
1Pl = %jgw") G31)
) 2O )
2M 04
|| = AI/Z(MELT%’M‘%) (32)
:

FIG. 11. Momenta associated with the different particles shown
in Fig. 10(a).
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FIG. 12. Differential cross sections obtained in the impulse approximation as a function of the nd (upper panels) and 7°d (lower
panels) invariant masses. The left (right) side figures show average cross sections for the beam energy range E, = 950-1010 MeV
(E, = 1010-1150 MeV). Experimental data, shown as filled circles, are taken from Ref. [24]. The deuteron wave functions considered in
the calculations are based on the following parametrizations for the NN potentials: Bonn [46], Paris [47], Reidt hard-core (HC) and soft-core
(SC) [48], Hulthén [49], and chiral effective field theories [54]. In the latter case, we show the results obtained with the wave function
determined by using the hardest (softest) cutoff R = 0.8 fm (R = 1.2 fm) considered in Ref. [54] at which the low energy constants appearing
in the Lagrangian at next-to-next-to-next-to-leading order are determined.

The variable Q5 (%7¢) in Eq. (29) [Eq. (30)] denotes the
solid angle of n () in the nd(d) rest frame.

The summation signs in Eqgs. (29) and (30) indicate the sum
over the polarizations of the particles in the initial and final
states, with the bar over the sign representing averaging over
the initial state polarizations. The subscript in t  indicates
the dependence of the amplitudes on the spin pr0]ect1ons of
the deuteron in the initial (@) and final (1) states, while the
superscript denotes the dependence on the transverse polar-
ization of the photon. The contributions from the different
spin transitions for the different amplitudes are summarized
in Appendix A.

Further, we calculate the amplitudes in the global center of
mass frame. Thus, we must boost X" and 5 to the global
center of mass frame. The boosted 7 momentum is

—>R d = Rnd Rnd Rnd
5 ﬁRﬂd+ﬁRﬂd "R Eyd . _Enn
! p;lrend’ Vs Miya

(33)

where E, R"d = /s + [P 2 is the total energy of yd in the

nd rest frame phnd s the pion momentum in the nd rest
frame, which is related to the pion momentum in the global
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center of mass frame as

, Vs

Rnd _ N*°

Py = My Dr- 34)
The expression for p, is analogous to Eq. (33), and can be
obtained by interchanging the mr,  subscripts in Eq. (33).

Since we carry out the calculation of the amplitudes in the
global center of mass frame, j; +k = 0 and pY + k° is taken
as 4/s.

Further, it can be useful to specify the directions chosen
for the different momenta in our formalism. We choose the
photon momentum to be parallel to the z axis, such that
k= 0, 0, |12|). When calculating the nd invariant mass dis-
tribution, we write

ﬁn = |I3n|( sinfy, 0, cosby), (35)
ﬁff”d = |1‘7’,1f’7d |( sin O,f"dcos ¢§”d,
sin fo"d sin q)f"d, cos 9};"‘1). (36)

For the calculations of the wd invariant mass distribution, we
choose

Py = 1Pyl(sindy, 0, cos ), @37
ﬁ}fnd — |ﬁrl]?m1 |( sin 957”1008 ¢7l:rrd,
sin 087 ?sin %™, cos OX74). (38)

We are now in a position to start discussing the results.
Before beginning, though, we must remind the reader that the
experimental data on nd and 7°d invariant mass spectra are
presented for two different set of beam energies in Ref. [24]:
(1) 950-1010 MeV (2) 1010-1150 MeV. To compare our re-
sults with the experimental data, we calculate the nd and 7%
mass distributions for different beam energies in each range
and calculate the average of the results obtained. In particular,
we consider the energies E,, = 950, 980, and 1010 MeV for
the first energy range and E,, = 1010, 1050, 1100, and 1150
MeV for the second energy range. Then, the differential cross
sections are determined as

do

_ "\ do(E,)
dMinv N

dMinv

1
- ; (39
g

where n is the number of photon energies considered in the
specified intervals and do (E,,)/dM;,, corresponds to the dif-
ferential cross sections calculated for a certain value of E,,.
Note that the physical region associated with Mj,, changes
with E,,, thus, when calculating Eq. (39), a value of zero
is attributed to the differential cross section whenever we
are outside of the corresponding M;,, physical region for the
given value of E,,. This procedure reproduces the phase space
distributions obtained in Ref. [24].

Besides, we must also keep in mind that an input required
for the calculations is the deuteron wave function. As men-
tioned earlier, there are several parametrizations available in
the literature [46—49], which have all been determined by
fitting the data on NN scattering, e~ d scattering. Modern
calculations of the deuteron wave function have been done
by using effective field theories describing the NN inter-
action at next-to-next-to-next-to-leading order [54]. In view
of such findings, we consider the different descriptions of

I [ E~1150 MeV
! B E~950 MeV
4t E~1010MeV 7
S 5 -
2 |
g [
2 2[ ]
O
I ]
200300400500 600700800900
p (MeV)

FIG. 13. Accumulation of events satisfying the condition in
Eq. (40) for values of gy, in the range 0-1000 MeV.

Refs. [46-49,54] and study the consequently arising uncer-
tainties in the model. With this motivation, we show the nd
and 7%d mass distributions obtained within the impulse ap-
proximation, in Fig. 12, when considering the deuteron wave
functions from Refs. [46-49,54]. We focus first on evaluating
the contributions to the cross sections from the s-wave part of
the deuteron wave function.

It can be seen in Fig. 12 that the shape of the data [24]
on the differential cross section can already be reproduced
with the impulse approximation, and that the magnitude is
substantially sensitive to the choice of the wave function con-
sidered in the calculations. The sensitivity of the results to

— Bomn Hulthen
1 os k- paris —~—  Chiral (R=0.8 fin)
. \ Reidt (HC) —=—  Chiral (R=1.2 fm)
=-- Reidt (SC)
~1ooht 0020
2 0.015}
S 0.75
D 0.010}
=0.50
>
0.25¢
0.00

0 160 260 300
p (MeV)

400 500

FIG. 14. Deuteron wave functions (s-wave part) based on the
following parametrizations for the NN potentials: Bonn [46], Paris
[47], Reidt hard-core (HC) and soft-core (SC) [48], and Hulthén [49].
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FIG. 15. Differential cross sections as a function of the nd (upper panels) and 7°d (lower panels) invariant masses, as obtained in the
impulse approximation and by considering the rescattering of 7° in the p wave (orbital angular momentum L = 1), as well as in the s wave
(L = 0), and the rescattering of n in the s wave (L = 0). The left (right) side figures show average cross sections for the beam energy range
E, =950-1010 MeV (E, = 1010-1150 MeV). Experimental data, shown as filled circles, are taken from Ref. [24].

the different parametrizations of the deuteron wave function
implies that they must differ in the momentum range relevant
to the process.

To understand such differences, it can be useful to investi-
gate how the momentum gets distributed among the nucleons
in the deuteron (in the initial and final states). For this purpose,
we generate random numbers when calculating the phase-
space integration for the differential cross sections, and collect
the events which satisfy the condition

ﬁd +k— ﬁn B ﬁn - >

)X9<Qmax_ ) —q

=1, (40)

B_g

while changing gy.x from 10 to 1000 MeV, in steps of 10
MeV, with g, being a cut-off for the loop variable |G| in
Eq. (9). In this way, if we call R; the number found for
the ith value of gy, the difference R;1; — R; provides the
fraction of events where either |p,/2 — §| or |(pg + k— Dy —
Pr)/2 — g| are between gmax and gmax + 10 MeV. Such an
analysis gives us the information on the typical momentum
value picked by the deuteron wave function. The result is
depicted in Fig. 13 for three different beam energies, cho-
sen as an example. It can be deduced from Fig. 13 that the
deuteron wave function gets determined, most frequently, in
the momentum range 300-400 MeV.

Let us now look at the different wave functions, with the
focus on the momentum region 300400 MeV (shown as an
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FIG. 16. Differential cross sections determined by considering the rescattering of a pion, including contributions from the processes shown
in Fig. 8, and n rescattering. We also show the differences obtained within two models for the description of the 7 N interaction in the s wave:
the one of Ref. [51] (dotted line) and the one of Ref. [18] (dashed line), where N*(1535) is generated from the pseudoscalar-baryon interaction.

inset in Fig. 14). Before further discussions, we should recall
that in our approach the wave function of the deuteron has
been normalized as

/d3pl<ﬁ|w>|2 =1, (41)

which is consistent with the value of the g; coupling ap-
pearing in the expressions which have been identified as the
deuteron wave function. As can be seen in Fig. 14, the dif-
ferent parametrizations of the deuteron wave function agree
well in the 50-250 MeV region. However, there are significant
differences in the momentum region relevant for the calcu-
lations, which should not come as a surprise. The different
parametrizations of Refs. [46—49] for the NN potential are
based on meson exchange potentials and, thus, should be ex-
pected to work at distances where the nucleons do not overlap.
The same can be said for the model of Ref. [54]. However,

at the momentum values falling in the range 300-400 MeV,
a significant overlap between the nucleons is expected and
the NN scattering models of Refs. [46—49,54] cannot provide
precise descriptions for the deuteron wave function.

‘We must now proceed and show the contributions from the
rescattering diagrams (shown in Figs. 6 and 10). The results
on the differential cross sections are shown in Fig. 15, as a
function of the nd and 7°d invariant masses. Experimental
data are taken from Ref. [24]. Since we have already dis-
cussed the uncertainties with different deuteron wave function
parametrizations, we find it sufficient to show the results ob-
tained with the Bonn [46] and Hulthén models [49], which
differ appreciably in the momentum region of interest. The
results in Fig. 15 show that the contribution from the rescat-
tering processes depends on the deuteron wave function and
can describe most characteristics of the data, especially for the
beam energy range 1010—1150 MeV. The uncertainties arising
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FIG. 17. Differential cross sections obtained considering the pion rescattering in the p wave and the wave function of Ref. [25].

from the parametrizations of NN potentials are unavoidable
and inherent to the process. More precise calculations are
not feasible since the reaction mechanism attributes momenta
values at which the deuteron wave function can not be deter-
mined in terms of meson exchange potentials.

We can see that the effect of rescattering is relevant and
leads to an increase of the strength of the mass distribution
of about 50%, with the rescattering of a pion in the p wave,
through the mechanism 7N — A(1232) — =N, producing
the dominant contribution. Dynamically, an extra scattering
weakens the contribution to the amplitude in general, but in
this case the rescattering mechanism helps sharing the mo-
mentum transfer between the two nucleons of the deuteron
and involves the deuteron wave function at smaller momenta,
where it is bigger.

It is interesting to see that our calculations differ appre-
ciably from phase space. It is easy to trace that back to our
dynamical model. If we look at Fig. 4, the mechanism favors
the 7° to go with as high energy as possible to place the
A(1232) on shell. This leaves less energy for the 1 and the
nd invariant mass becomes smaller, something clearly seen
in the experimental data. Conversely, the 7° goes out with

larger energy than expected from phase space leading to a wd
invariant mass bigger than for phase space.

Next, we determine the contribution to the differential
cross sections of the rescattering mechanisms illustrated in
Fig. 8. We show in Fig. 16 the results obtained when includ-
ing such rescattering contributions. As can be seen from the
figure, the mechanisms shown in Fig. 8 give a small contri-
bution to the differential cross sections and can be neglected.
This is in line with our finding that the contributions related
to the rescattering of the n are quite small (see Fig. 15).
There we had the nN — N*(1535) — nN amplitudes in the
rescattering, while now we have the tN — N*(1535) — nN
amplitude, and from Ref. [18] the coupling of N*(1535) to nN
is, in modulus, &3.1 (4.5) times the coupling of N*(1535) to
Tp (%n).

It is also relevant to show the changes produced in the
differential cross sections when a more detailed model for
describing the N interaction is considered. The model ex-
plained in Sec. IIB 1 for describing the N interaction in
the s wave does not involve coupled channels and resolution
of the Bethe-Salpeter equation to determine the scattering
matrix. Thus, resonance contributions, which will change the
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FIG. 18. Differential cross sections obtained in the impulse approximation by considering the s- (L = 0) and d-wave (L = 2) components
of the deuteron wave function within the parametrization of Ref. [46] and the wave function obtained from chiral effective field theories [54].
To facilitate the estimation of the effect of including the d-wave component of the deuteron wave function, we also show the results obtained
with the Hulthén wave function [49], which only takes into account a L = 0 component.

energy dependence considered for the 7N — 7N amplitude,
are not implemented. In Ref. [18], the interaction between
pseudoscalar mesons and baryons from the octet were studied
in the zero strangeness sector within a coupled channel ap-
proach. The Bethe-Salpeter equation was solved and the 7 N
scattering matrices obtained, together with the corresponding
phase shifts and inelasticities, were compared with those ex-
tracted from partial wave analysis. Compatible results were
found for energies of the N system ~1100-1600 MeV. In
Fig. 16 we also show (as a dashed line) the results obtained
considering the model of Ref. [18]. The agreement with the
results obtained by using the model of Ref. [51] is remarkable.

Continuing with the estimation of uncertainties, in
Ref. [25], the Hulthén wave function with different parameters
to those considered in Ref. [49], and which reproduces the
momentum distribution of nucleons in a deuteron derived

from the d(e, € p)n reaction, was used to determine the Fermi
momentum of the initial bound proton. It is then interesting
to quantify the differential cross section obtained with such a
wave function. We show the results in Fig. 17. As can be seen,
the magnitude obtained with the wave function of Ref. [25]
is between the one found with the s-wave component of the
deuteron wave function of Ref. [46] and that determined with
the one of Ref. [49].

Note, however, that so far, all the results found have been
obtained by considering only the s-wave component of the
deuteron wave function. In view of the result found in Fig. 13,
the d-wave component of the deuteron wave function can be
important. To estimate the relevance of including the d-wave
component of the deuteron wave function in the results for the
differential cross section, we calculate the tree level amplitude
by considering the s- and d-wave contributions of the deuteron
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FIG. 19. Differential cross sections as a function of the polar
angle of the outgoing deuteron. Data are taken from Ref. [25].

wave function with the parametrization of Ref. [46] and the
wave function of Ref. [54], which is determined from chiral
effective field theories. Details of this calculation are provided
in Appendix B. In Fig. 18, we show the results obtained for
the differential cross sections considering the new tree level
amplitudes. As can be seen, including the d-wave compo-
nent of the deuteron wave function produces an important
enhancement of the magnitude of the differential cross sec-
tion to an extent that (1) the results found with the model
of Ref. [46] almost coincide with those obtained with the
Hulthén parametrization of the deuteron wave function [49],
which only considers the s-wave component. (2) In the case
of the model of Ref. [54], including the d-wave component
produces a result which is close to the one obtained with the
s-wave component of the wave function of Ref. [46].

As to the contribution of this d-wave component in the
rescattering mechanisms, we do not calculate it, but argue
here that it should be small. This is because the rescattering
mechanisms redistributes the momenta transfer and the mo-
menta involved in the deuteron wave function in this case are
substantially smaller than those in the impulse approximation.
In view of the results obtained, and taking as reference the
wave function of Ref. [46] (which is the one commonly used
in a large number of works involving the deuteron), our results
with the d-wave component of the deuteron wave function
and including the rescattering mechanisms should be very
close to those obtained with the Hulthén wave function of
Ref. [49] and rescattering (long-dash-dotted line in Fig. 15).
All together we see a fair, though not perfect, reproduction of
the invariant mass distributions, underestimating the data at
lower photon beam energies.

Next, we would like to show the results on the angular
distributions in Fig. 19. In this case too, we depict the re-
sults obtained with the impulse approximation and with the
inclusion of the rescattering processes. Since the contribution
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FIG. 20. Differential cross sections as a function of the polar
angle of the outgoing deuteron including the d-wave component in
the deuteron wave function of Refs. [46,54]. Data are taken from
Ref. [25].

from s-wave 7 rescattering is not significant (see Fig. 15) we
find it sufficient to consider the effects from the rescattering
of a pion. The uncertainties coming from the description of
the deuteron wave function (based on Bonn [s-wave compo-
nent only] and Hulthén potentials) are also shown. It can be
seen from the figure that the differential cross sections are
underestimated at the forward angles, while at backward an-
gles are overestimated. One might wonder if the inclusion of
the d-wave component of the deuteron wave function could
improve the disagreement. As can be seen in Fig. 20, the
d-wave component of the deuteron wave function increases
significantly the differential cross section, producing an angu-
lar distribution using the (Bonn) wave function of Ref. [46]
which is compatible to that found with the Hulthén wave
function of Ref. [49]. In the case of the chiral wave function
[54], the inclusion of the d-wave component produces an
angular distribution which is similar to the one obtained with
the L = 0 component of the wave function of Ref. [46]. Inde-
pendently of the deuteron wave function considered, the shape
obtained for the angular distribution continues to differ from
the data. The discrepancies shown in Figs. 19 and 20 are strik-
ing, particularly since forward angles require large deuteron
momenta.

Similar findings have been noted in Refs. [14,15] too,
where the NN and w NN interactions are implemented with
the former system giving rise to a virtual NN state [44,55].
In view of the discrepancies between the experimental data
on the angular distribution and the theoretical calculations,
further investigations might be necessary, including some
other mechanisms which will help sharing the momentum
transfer.

Finally, it is important to quantify the impact of the un-
certainties present in the model. Following Ref. [19] we have
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FIG. 21. Uncertainties produced in the invariant mass distributions when allowing variations in the couplings of +4% of their values. The
results shown correspond to the case of considering the Hulthén wave function [49] and incorporate the rescattering contributions.

relied on the mechanism of Fig. 1(a), but according to the
results shown in Fig. 1 of Ref. [19], the inclusion of the
nN rescattering through the mechanism of Fig. 2 produces
an increase of ~10% in the corresponding cross section.
In the strict limit of validity of the Schmid theorem [21],
the mechanism of Fig. 4 and related rescattering would in-
corporate the mechanism of rescattering of nn of Fig. 2
introducing the phase ¢*?, as discussed in the Introduction,
which would not change the cross section. In practice one
finds the small increase of 10% in the yN — n')N cross
section. Thus, the findings of Ref. [19] can effectively be
incorporated increasing the coupling of A(1700) to yN by
~4%. One may argue that since the Kroll-Ruderman rescatter-
ing term of Fig. 8 does not have this phase, including the phase
would modify the interference. Yet, we proved that these
Kroll-Ruderman rescattering terms are negligible and we do
not worry about that, but consider the change of 4% in the
yN — A(1700) coupling when evaluating the uncertainties.
Further, the couplings of A(1700) to nN, N*(1535) to N
and nN are obtained from the residues of the corresponding
scattering matrices in the complex energy plane and typical
uncertainties of ~4% can also be related to them. Such an
uncertainty would arise from the use of different cut-offs when

regularizing the two-body loops entering in the calculation of
the scattering matrix, as well as the use of physical masses
instead of average masses for particles belonging to the same
isospin multiplet. In Fig. 21 we show the invariant mass dis-
tributions obtained for the case of the Hulthén wave function
[49] when allowing variations in the couplings and includ-
ing the different rescattering mechanisms considered in this
work.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have made a theoretical study of the yd — 7%nd re-
action based on a realistic model for the elementary yN —
79N reaction that has been tested before in the calculations
of the cross sections and polarization observables. It is based
on the dominance of the yN — A*(1700) — A(1232)n —
799N at low energies of the photon, where A*(1700) is dy-
namically generated from the pseudoscalar meson interaction
with the decuplet of the baryons. This picture determines
the A*(1700) — nA(1232) coupling such that a prediction
without fitting to the data can be done. In fact predictions of
the cross section were done prior to the measurement of the
reaction and good agreement was found.
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When applied to the study of the coherent yd — 7%nd
reaction we find two types of mechanisms: the impulse ap-
proximation, where the amplitude comes from summing the
elementary amplitudes on the p and the n of the deuteron, and
the rescattering mechanism of both the 7° and 7. The 7° in
the s wave and p wave, through A(1232) excitation, and the
n through N*(1535) excitation in the s wave. What we find is
that the reaction involves large momenta of the deuteron, in a
region of momenta corresponding to short distances where the
nucleons clearly overlap and it is difficult to give very precise
values of the deuteron wave function. This is why we used
different models which helped us quantify the uncertainties of
the theoretical calculation and they were found to be sizable.
With this caveat in mind it was still possible to establish
that a reasonable reproduction of the mass distributions can
be obtained, although at low photon energies the cross sec-
tions obtained somewhat underestimate the experimental data.
One relevant feature of the experimental data, which was the
shift of the mass distribution to lower invariant mass with
respect to phase space for nd is obtained and explained on the
basis of the dynamical features of the model, where in y p —
7% p the w0 is favored to be produced at higher energies to
put A(1232) on shell and this makes the nd invariant mass
smaller. The same argument can be used to see that the 7°%d
mass distribution should peak at higher energies than phase
space, something also observed in the experiment.

The biggest shortcoming of the model is that it pre-
dicts angular distribution clearly peaking at backward angles,
something in clear conflict with experiment that gives a much
flatter distribution. The disagreement persists even when con-
sidering contributions from the d-wave component of the
deuteron wave function, which we find to be sizable. A similar
discrepancy has also been reported in other theoretical mod-
els, even with the presence of an n/NN virtual state.

Another finding of the calculations is that the rescattering
of the 7° and n with the spectator nucleon of the impulse
approximation increased the cross sections appreciable, in as
much as 50%. The mechanism becomes particularly relevant
in this reaction because it involves large momentum transfer
in the one-body mechanism of the impulse approximation.
Instead, when the two-body mechanism of the rescattering is
considered, the momentum transfer is shared between the two
nucleons of the deuteron involving smaller momenta in the
deuteron wave functions, enhancing the contribution of that
mechanism. We also considered rescattering from the process
yN — 7EnON’, followed by rescattering of 7= to produce
an 7, but found the contribution of this mechanism to be
extremely small.

As to using the results of the reaction to claim a possible nd
bound state, as claimed in Refs. [24,25], it is a difficult task
given the intrinsic uncertainties of the conventional mecha-
nisms disclosed by our calculations. The striking experimental
shape of the angular distribution will require further thoughts
along other mechanisms not envisaged by us, and any other
theoretical calculation so far, that help share the momentum
transfer, which is extremely large for forward deuteron angles
in the impulse approximation.
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APPENDIX A: SPIN TRANSITION ELEMENTS

The amplitudes for the different diagrams discussed in
Sec. II consist of different spin structures. In this section we
evaluate the transitions of the spin parts of the amplitudes.
Let us begin with the tree-level amplitude, given by Eq. (9),
in which the spin structure corresponds to Sp.STe. Here, §
represents the operator for spin transitions between 3/2 and

1/2. Exploiting a useful property

P2 i
Z S,’Sj = 58,']' — geijkok

polarizations

(AD)

and considering that A is produced at the vertex A* — An,
which implies that the spin projections of A* and A always
coincide, i.e., ma« = ma, W€ can write

$PxS"€ =" px €;Silma)(malS]

ma
2. . i
= gp,,e — geijk Dr,€j0%- (A2)

Let us denote the matrix elements for the spin structure in
Eq. (A2) by Wlﬁ W where the indices u, ' = —1,0, 1 rep-
resent, respectively, the spin projections ||, 1] + |1, and
M of the deuteron, and A = 1,2 denotes the two possible
polarizations of the photon. Thus, for example, we can write

W = (11185578, 111),
1 I
Wiy = <72<N + ¢¢>|Sﬁﬂsfam>,

Wi_ = (LLISB.ST8111).

The sum over polarizations in Egs. (29) and (30) requires
calculations of W’\. , for different spin projections of the
deuteron in the initial and final states and for the transverse
polarizations of the photon [€; = (1, 0, 0), €& = (0, 1, 0)].
We list these elements in Table III.
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TABLE III. Spin transition elements W* for different polariza-
tions of the deuteron in the initial (u) and ﬁnal (u') states. Since
W; . 1s the negative of the complex conjugate of WM_M,, it suffices to
list any one of them.

w w W/j.u’

1 1 %ﬁrfé}» - _%-(P;TXG"@ - Pn,fxx)
1 0 =373 (7P Fipn€)
1 —1 0

0 O %ﬁngk

0 -1 — 3 (—prs, + iPr6)
. - A R )

Next, we discuss the evaluation of the spin part of the
rescattering amplitudes, Egs. (13), (16), and (24). The spin
transition elements for the rescattering of pion, involving s-
wave N interactions, given by Eq. (13), can be obtained
by replacing p, — g’ in the expressions given in Table III.
The elements for the rescattering of pion involving the yN —
N Kroll-Ruderman vertex, as well as the elements for the
n-rescattering amplitudes, are identical to those given in Ta-
ble III.

Finally, the spin part of the pion rescattering ampli-
tudes, involving p-wave mN interactions [Eq. (16)]
§1L}”§IE §2ﬁn§;q/, which using Eq. (A1) can be written as

2 . i, 2., i ,
39°€ 3k i€j0 |\ P9 — F€ijk Prid;0% |- (A3)

Let us denote the matrix elements related to Eq. (A3) as
WI’) W We list these elements for the different transitions in
Table IV.

APPENDIX B: CONTRIBUTION OF THE D-WAVE
COMPONENT OF THE DEUTERON WAVE FUNCTION

To determine the contribution from the d-wave compo-
nent of the deuteron wave function, we follow Ref. [46] and
consider the following wave function for the deuteron in mo-
mentum space:

W (k) = Var[wo OVl (k) + v (oMM ()], B1)

where % is the linear momentum of the deuteron, k are the
spherical angles associated with k k= |7€|, Y (k) is the com-
ponent of the deuteron wave function associated with the
two nucleon orbital angular momentum L, and Yy (k) repre-
sent the normalized eigenfunctions of the two nucleon orbital
angular momentum L, spin S, and total angular momentum
J with projection M. The latter can be written in terms of
spherical harmonics Y, as

(k) =" CW. 8. Jsm, M = m)Y,,(k)|S. M — m),
" (B2)

where m is the projection of L, C(L,S,J;m,M —m) are
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for the combination L ® S = J,
and |S, M — m) are the corresponding spin states related to the
composition of L ® S to give J. The spherical harmonics are

TABLE IV. Spin transition elements Wﬁ W for different polarizations of the deuteron in the initial () and final (1) states.

w w W

1 1 (338 — §,e, — g, 552G — £ (Pr.d}, — Pr,d})]

1 0 #1338 — §(d,6, — 4,65 (Pr,d. — &,Pr, — ilPr,d, — 4,Px. )]

(—g)( q.e, +lq,exx)(3pnq $prd, — Py d D}

1 -1 (=3 (=d.6, +iq.€,)(Px,d. — 4yPx, — ilPx,q, = 4;Px.])

0 1 5338 — (d,6, — 4,65 (Prd. — &P, +ilPr,d, — q,Px. D]
+ (—$)(—d.e, — iq.€,)(GPxG — §[prd, — Pr,d, D)}

0 0 H3qe - ;(qxeM 4,554 + 4 (Pr.d) — Pr,q))]
+(=3) (=g, +ige, )[(pqu 4yPx. + ilpx,q. — q.px. D]
+(—$)(—q.er, — id.& ) (Pr,q. — 4,px. — ilpr,d, — 4P D]
+1[3G'% + $(dex, — ,&N5P-G — (Pr.dy — Pr, )1}

0 -1 Hl=D=de, +iq.e 155" + §(Prd, — Pr,d,)]
+ (=Pl — @oPr. — ilprdl — 4Px D27 E + H(dien, — gl

-1 1 =Y (=4, — 4,6, )(Pr,d, = 4,Pr. + ilPr.q, — q,Px.))

-1 0 }(—i){( q.e, = iq.6, (324" + 5[p=.4, — Px,d\D)
+33'E + 5@\, — a,&))Pnd, = 4,Px, + i(Pr,d, — 4.Px)]

-1 -1 [2*’& +1 (qxq‘ 425G + L(prid, — Pr,d))]
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normalized as
/ dQ YO =1, f AQ Y (k)Y (k) = 8118 -
(B3)

The factor /47 in Eq. (B1), which is not included in the
parametrization of Ref. [46], makes the wave function in
Eq. (B1) to be normalized as

fd3k|w§,”(1€)|2 =1 (B4)
with
[ i@+ vl =1 (B)

which is compatible with the normalization considered in
this work. This makes that with this normalization, following
Ref. [46], the s- and d-wave components of the deuteron wave
function can be written as

1 Z" C; Yo(k)
k = J = ,
yol) V2 = k2 +m§ e
1 < D; K k)
k = E J _—= s B6
V20 V2n o= K2+ mims fAx (50)

where n=1,2, ..., 11, (k) and 1}2(k) are the s- and d-
wave components of the deuteron wave function' with the
normalization followed in Ref. [46], and the expressions for
C;, D;, and m; can be found in Ref. [46]. Note that when
only the s-wave component of the deuteron wave function is
considered in the calculations, the normalization is changed
such that

/ Plyd™ (k)? = 1. (B7)
In this situation, the parametrization of y¢™ (k) is given by
R
K = — ! B8
o (k) N;k2+m§, (B8)

where N ~ 4.33225 is the normalization constant needed to
satisfy Eq. (B7). In this way, we can write

N 1 ¢ G only =
Y =, k B9
AN oV ® B

j=1
with @y = N/(v/27) =~ 0.9751.

Yo(k) =

'Note that the expression for 1/72, which we obtain directly from the
Fourier transform of the d-wave component of the deuteron wave
function in coordinate space, w(r) in Ref. [46] (see Eq. (C20) of
Ref. [46]), is not the same as that given in Eq. (C22) of Ref. [46].
Curiously, it can be checked that Eq. (C22) of Ref. [46] and the 1, of
Eq. (B6) differ by a global minus sign. One can show that the Fourier
transform of Eq. (C22) of Ref. [46] produces —w(r) instead of w(r),
as it should, with w(r) being given by Eq. (C20) of Ref. [46], which
actually coincides with the results of the Table XIX of Ref. [46].

Let us consider, for example, the case, / =M = 1. We
have then

A A 1
Vor (k) = Yoo ()I1, 1) = —|1, 1),

a4
N 3 3 1
Wk :\/jy 1, —1) — [ ==Ya|1,0) + —=Vy|1, 1
Vs (k) 5 2| ) 0 21l >+m 20l1, 1)
(B10)
with

A 1 /15 ., .
Yo (k) = 1 Esm O[cos¢ + ising]”,

N /15
Yo (k) = — 8—sin60059[cos¢ + ising],

T
. [51
Yoo (k) = HE(3cos29 —1),

where 0 and ¢ are the polar and azimuthal angles related to k.
Using Egs. (B1), (B9), (B6), and (B10), we have the fol-
lowing wave function for the deuteron for J = M = 1:

(B11)

7 only .7 7 3
Wik = w,p g™ (0|1, 1) + wm[@mu, —1)

3 o 1
— \/%Ym(k)ﬂ, 0) + ﬁYzoﬂ, 1)]
= w, 9" (K)11) + ¥ (k)

3 3 A1
X [\/gmw - \/I:OYZI(k)EUN) + )

1
+ —10Y20| TT>:|,

B12
75 (B12)

where in the last line we have written the two nucleon spin
states |1, 1), |1, 0)), |1, —1) in terms of the spin projections of
each nucleon. Using Eq. (B12), we can obtain the matrix ele-
ments determined in Appendix A. For example, a combination
like

Whve™ (@™ Q). (B13)
where Wi = (11 1Sp.S7&[ 1), O0=%-q 0=
~Pih G Q=|0|, ¢'=|0'|, and which appears in
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the tree level amplitude, becomes

<w;(é’>|§ﬁn§*a\w;(é>)=[(wswg“IY(QHt/fz(Q) 7" Yo (O ))(TTI

3 5. 2
+92(Q") Yzz(Q)(NI \/7Y21(Q)\/—((NI+(HI)}(SI75

T2

)

- 1 A
x [(wxwg’“'y(Q) + Wz(Q)\/—l—OYz’Z(Q)> 1)

~ 3 A 3
+1ﬁz(Q)\/;Y£5(Q)IN>—\/>Y21(Q)\/-(IN+IH))}

= (wslﬂonly(Q )+ 920 )\/—Yzo(Q )) (wsw:;“ly(Q )+ ¥2(0)

fYZO(Q ))Wll

3 on:
- /»( ON 1y(Q)+w2(Q)¢_Y20(Q ))Yzl(Q)kﬁz(Q)Wu

+ g&z(Q’)%(Q)Y;;(Q/)Yzz(Q)Wﬁ -

3 A AT
mYz*z(Q a1 ()2 (Q )2 (@)W

3 Ao ~ 1 A
- \/T—OYZ*I(Q')I/fz(Q')(wsI/mey(Q) + wz(Q)—Yzo(Q)>W

3
542

where we have used that W}, = W} = 0. Similarly, we can
calculate the matrix elements

(W (0[55. 58w (D) (B15)
with M, M’ = —1,0, 1 and determine the differential cross
section. A good estimation, however, can be obtained by re-
alizing that the differential cross sections found with only the
s-wave component of the deuteron wave function are domi-
nated by transitions where the values u and u’ in Wlf w are the
same, the latter being around 6 times bigger than that obtained
from transitions where u # ' (whenever these ones are not
zero). Thus, the main contribution to the differential cross
section when including the d-wave component of the deuteron
wave function comes from diagonal terms, i.e., u = u'. At
the same time, transitions where p = u’ contributes equally

Y5 (0 Yo (O (O (Q)W; +

V10

3 A AL~ -
EY2*1 (21 (D)2 (Q ) (QWSs, (B14)

(

to the differential cross section. The same is the case for those
transitions involving WA, . and Wlf,, . Then, to estimate the
effect of including the d-wave component of the deuteron
wave function in the determination of the differential cross
section within the impulse approximation, we use the follow-

ing expression:

do _3d011(s+d waves) 42 dor(s wave)
dMinv N dMinv dMinv
dojz(swave)  dops(s wave) ’ (B16)
dMinv dMinv

where o;; refers to the contribution of the transition element
ij to the cross section o, and the text between brackets ex-
presses whether we include, or not, the L = 0 (s wave) and
2 components (d wave) of the deuteron wave function when
calculating the cross section.
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