DESY 02-087 ISSN 0418-9833 June 2002

Search for Odderon-Induced Contributions to Exclusive π^∘ Photoproduction at HERA

H1 Collaboration

Abstract

A search for contributions to the reaction ep → eπ^∘N^∗ from photon-Odderon fusion in the photoproduction regime at HERA is reported, at an average photon-proton centre-of-mass energy ⟨W ⟩ = 215 GeV. The measurement proceeds via detection of the π^∘ decay photons, a leading neutron from the N^∗ decay, and the scattered electron. No π^∘ signal is observed and an upper limit on the cross section for the photon-Odderon fusion process of σ(γp → π^∘N^∗) < 49 nb at the 95 % confidence level is derived, integrated over the experimentally accessible range of the squared four-momentum transfer at the nucleon vertex 0.02 < |t| < 0.3 GeV^2. This excludes a recent prediction from a calculation based on a non-perturbative QCD model of a photon-Odderon fusion cross section above 200 nb.

To be submitted to Physics Letters B

C. Adloff^{33}, V. Andreev^{24}, B. Andrieu^{27}, T. Anthonis^4, V. Arkadov^{35}, A. Astvatsatourov^{35}, A. Babaev^{23}, J. Bähr^{35}, P. Baranov^{24}, E. Barrelet^{28}, W. Bartel^{10}, J. Becker^{37}, A. Beglarian^{34}, O. Behnke^{13}, C. Beier^{14}, A. Belousov^{24}, Ch. Berger^1, T. Berndt^{14}, J.C. Bizot^{26}, J. Böhme^{10}, V. Boudry^{27}, W. Braunschweig^1, V. Brisson^{26}, H.-B. Bröker^2, D.P. Brown^{10}, W. Brückner^{12}, D. Bruncko^{16}, J. Bürger^{10}, F.W. Büsser^{11}, A. Bunyatyan^{12,34}, A. Burrage^{18}, G. Buschhorn^{25}, L. Bystritskaya^{23}, A.J. Campbell^{10}, J. Cao^{26}, S. Caron^1, F. Cassol-Brunner^{22}, D. Clarke^5, C. Collard^4, J.G. Contreras^{7,41}, Y.R. Coppens^3, J.A. Coughlan^5, M.-C. Cousinou^{22}, B.E. Cox^{21}, G. Cozzika^9, J. Cvach^{29}, J.B. Dainton^{18}, W.D. Dau^{15}, K. Daum^{33,39}, M. Davidsson^{20}, B. Delcourt^{26}, N. Delerue^{22}, R. Demirchyan^{34}, A. De Roeck^{10,43}, E.A. De Wolf^4, C. Diaconu^{22}, J. Dingfelder^{13}, P. Dixon^{19}, V. Dodonov^{12}, J.D. Dowell^3, A. Droutskoi^{23}, A. Dubak^{25}, C. Duprel^2, G. Eckerlin^{10}, D. Eckstein^{35}, V. Efremenko^{23}, S. Egli^{32}, R. Eichler^{36}, F. Eisele^{13}, E. Eisenhandler^{19}, M. Ellerbrock^{13}, E. Elsen^{10}, M. Erdmann^{10,40,e}, W. Erdmann^{36}, P.J.W. Faulkner^3, L. Favart^4, A. Fedotov^{23}, R. Felst^{10}, J. Ferencei^{10}, S. Ferron^{27}, M. Fleischer^{10}, Y.H. Fleming^3, G. Flügge^2, A. Fomenko^{24}, I. Foresti^{37}, J. Formánek^{30}, G. Franke^{10}, E. Gabathuler^{18}, K. Gabathuler^{32}, J. Garvey^3, J. Gassner^{32}, J. Gayler^{10}, R. Gerhards^{10}, C. Gerlich^{13}, S. Ghazaryan^{4,34}, L. Goerlich^6, N. Gogitidze^{24}, T. Golling^{14}, C. Grab^{36}, V. Grabski^{34}, H. Grässler^2, T. Greenshaw^{18}, G. Grindhammer^{25}, T. Hadig^{13}, D. Haidt^{10}, L. Hajduk^6, J. Haller^{13}, W.J. Haynes^5, B. Heinemann^{18}, G. Heinzelmann^{11}, R.C.W. Henderson^{17}, S. Hengstmann^{37}, H. Henschel^{35}, R. Heremans^4, G. Herrera^{7,44}, I. Herynek^{29}, M. Hildebrandt^{37}, M. Hilgers^{36}, K.H. Hiller^{35}, J. Hladký^{29}, P. Höting^2, D. Hoffmann^{22}, R. Horisberger^{32}, A. Hovhannisyan^{34}, S. Hurling^{10}, M. Ibbotson^{21}, Ç. İşsever^7, M. Jacquet^{26}, M. Jaffre^{26}, L. Janauschek^{25}, X. Janssen^4, V. Jemanov^{11}, L. Jönsson^{20}, C. Johnson^3, D.P. Johnson^4, M.A.S. Jones^{18}, H. Jung^{20,10}, D. Kant^{19}, M. Kapichine^8, M. Karlsson^{20}, O. Karschnick^{11}, F. Keil^{14}, N. Keller^{37}, J. Kennedy^{18}, I.R. Kenyon^3, S. Kermiche^{22}, C. Kiesling^{25}, P. Kjellberg^{20}, M. Klein^{35}, C. Kleinwort^{10}, T. Kluge^1, G. Knies^{10}, B. Koblitz^{25}, S.D. Kolya^{21}, V. Korbel^{10}, P. Kostka^{35}, S.K. Kotelnikov^{24}, R. Koutouev^{12}, A. Koutov^8, H. Krehbiel^{10}, J. Kroseberg^{37}, K. Krüger^{10}, A. Küpper^{33}, T. Kuhr^{11}, T. Kurča^{16}, D. Lamb^3, M.P.J. Landon^{19}, W. Lange^{35}, T. Laštovička^{35,30}, P. Laycock^{18}, E. Lebailly^{26}, A. Lebedev^{24}, B. Leißner^1, R. Lemrani^{10}, V. Lendermann^7, S. Levonian^{10}, M. Lindstroem^{20}, B. List^{36}, E. Lobodzinska^{10,6}, B. Lobodzinski^{6,10}, A. Loginov^{23}, N. Loktionova^{24}, V. Lubimov^{23}, S. Lüders^{36}, D. Lüke^{7,10}, L. Lytkin^{12}, H. Mahlke-Krüger^{10}, N. Malden^{21}, E. Malinovski^{24}, I. Malinovski^{24}, R. Maraček^{25}, P. Marage^4, J. Marks^{13}, R. Marshall^{21}, H.-U. Martyn^1, J. Martyniak^6, S.J. Maxfield^{18}, D. Meer^{36}, A. Mehta^{18}, K. Meier^{14}, A.B. Meyer^{11}, H. Meyer^{33}, J. Meyer^{10}, P.-O. Meyer^2, S. Mikocki^6, D. Milstead^{18}, T. Mkrtchyan^{34}, R. Mohr^{25}, S. Mohrdieck^{11}, M.N. Mondragon^7, F. Moreau^{27}, A. Morozov^8, J.V. Morris^5, K. Müller^{37}, P. Murín^{16,42}, V. Nagovizin^{23}, B. Naroska^{11}, J. Naumann^7, Th. Naumann^{35}, G. Nellen^{25}, P.R. Newman^3, F. Niebergall^{11}, C. Niebuhr^{10}, O. Nix^{14}, G. Nowak^6, J.E. Olsson^{10}, D. Ozerov^{23}, V. Panassik^8, C. Pascaud^{26}, G.D. Patel^{18}, M. Peez^{22}, E. Perez^9, J.P. Phillips^{18}, D. Pitzl^{10}, R. Pöschl^{26}, I. Potachnikova^{12}, B. Povh^{12}, G. Rädel^1, J. Rauschenberger^{11}, P. Reimer^{29}, B. Reisert^{25}, D. Reyna^{10}, C. Risler^{25}, E. Rizvi^3, P. Robmann^{37}, R. Roosen^4, A. Rostovtsev^{23}, S. Rusakov^{24}, K. Rybicki^6, D.P.C. Sankey^5, S. Schätzel^{13}, J. Scheins^1, F.-P. Schilling^{10}, P. Schleper^{10}, D. Schmidt^{33}, D. Schmidt^{10}, S. Schmidt^{25}, S. Schmitt^{10}, M. Schneider^{22}, L. Schoeffel^9, A. Schöning^{36}, T. Schörner^{25}, V. Schröder^{10}, H.-C. Schultz-Coulon^7, C. Schwanenberger^{10}, K. Sedlák^{29}, F. Sefkow^{37}, V. Shekelyan^{25}, I. Sheviakov^{24}, L.N. Shtarkov^{24}, Y. Sirois^{27}, T. Sloan^{17}, P. Smirnov^{24}, Y. Soloviev^{24}, D. South^{21}, V. Spaskov^8, A. Specka^{27}, H. Spitzer^{11}, R. Stamen^7,

B. Stella^{31}, J. Stiewe^{14}, U. Straumann^{37}, M. Swart^{14}, M. Taševský^{29}, S. Tchetchelnitski^{23}, G. Thompson^{19}, P.D. Thompson^3, N. Tobien^{10}, F. Tomasz^{14}, D. Traynor^{19}, P. Truöl^{37}, G. Tsipolitis^{10,38}, I. Tsurin^{35}, J. Turnau^6, J.E. Turney^{19}, E. Tzamariudaki^{25}, S. Udluft^{25}, M. Urban^{37}, A. Usik^{24}, S. Valkár^{30}, A. Valkárová^{30}, C. Vallée^{22}, P. Van Mechelen^4, S. Vassiliev^8, Y. Vazdik^{24}, A. Vichnevski^8, M. Vorobiev^{23}, K. Wacker^7, J. Wagner^{10}, R. Wallny^{37}, B. Waugh^{21}, G. Weber^{11}, M. Weber^{14}, D. Wegener^7, C. Werner^{13}, M. Werner^{13}, N. Werner^{37}, M. Wessels^1, G. White^{17}, S. Wiesand^{33}, T. Wilksen^{10}, M. Winde^{35}, G.-G. Winter^{10}, Ch. Wissing^7, M. Wobisch^{10}, E.-E. Woehrling^3, E. Wünsch^{10}, A.C. Wyatt^{21}, J. Žáček^{30}, J. Zálešák^{30}, Z. Zhang^{26}, A. Zhokin^{23}, F. Zomer^{26}, and M. zur Nedden^{10}

1 I. Physikalisches Institut der RWTH, Aachen, Germany^a 2 III. Physikalisches Institut der RWTH, Aachen, Germany^a 3 School of Physics and Space Research, University of Birmingham, Birmingham, UK^b 4 Inter-University Institute for High Energies ULB-VUB, Brussels; Universiteit Antwerpen (UIA), Antwerpen; Belgium^c 5 Rutherford Appleton Laboratory, Chilton, Didcot, UK^b 6 Institute for Nuclear Physics, Cracow, Poland^d 7 Institut für Physik, Universität Dortmund, Dortmund, Germany^a 8 Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, Dubna, Russia 9 CEA, DSM/DAPNIA, CE-Saclay, Gif-sur-Yvette, France 10 DESY, Hamburg, Germany 11 Institut für Experimentalphysik, Universität Hamburg, Hamburg, Germany^a 12 Max-Planck-Institut für Kernphysik, Heidelberg, Germany 13 Physikalisches Institut, Universität Heidelberg, Heidelberg, Germany^a 14 Kirchhoff-Institut für Physik, Universität Heidelberg, Heidelberg, Germany^a 15 Institut für experimentelle und Angewandte Physik, Universität Kiel, Kiel, Germany 16 Institute of Experimental Physics, Slovak Academy of Sciences, Košice, Slovak Republic^{e,f} 17 School of Physics and Chemistry, University of Lancaster, Lancaster, UK^b 18 Department of Physics, University of Liverpool, Liverpool, UK^b 19 Queen Mary and Westfield College, London, UK^b 20 Physics Department, University of Lund, Lund, Sweden^g 21 Physics Department, University of Manchester, Manchester, UK^b 22 CPPM, CNRS/IN2P3 - Univ Mediterranee, Marseille - France 23 Institute for Theoretical and Experimental Physics, Moscow, Russia^l 24 Lebedev Physical Institute, Moscow, Russia^e 25 Max-Planck-Institut für Physik, München, Germany 26 LAL, Université de Paris-Sud, IN2P3-CNRS, Orsay, France 27 LPNHE, Ecole Polytechnique, IN2P3-CNRS, Palaiseau, France 28 LPNHE, Universités Paris VI and VII, IN2P3-CNRS, Paris, France 29 Institute of Physics, Academy of Sciences of the Czech Republic, Praha, Czech Republic^{e,i} 30 Faculty of Mathematics and Physics, Charles University, Praha, Czech Republic^{e,i} 31 Dipartimento di Fisica Università di Roma Tre and INFN Roma 3, Roma, Italy 32 Paul Scherrer Institut, Villigen, Switzerland 33 Fachbereich Physik, Bergische Universität Gesamthochschule Wuppertal, Wuppertal, Germany 34 Yerevan Physics Institute, Yerevan, Armenia

35 DESY, Zeuthen, Germany 36 Institut für Teilchenphysik, ETH, Zürich, Switzerland^j 37 Physik-Institut der Universität Zürich, Zürich, Switzerland^j

38 Also at Physics Department, National Technical University, Zografou Campus, GR-15773 Athens, Greece 39 Also at Rechenzentrum, Bergische Universität Gesamthochschule Wuppertal, Germany 40 Also at Institut für Experimentelle Kernphysik, Universität Karlsruhe, Karlsruhe, Germany 41 Also at Dept. Fis. Ap. CINVESTAV, Mérida, Yucatán, México^k 42 Also at University of P.J. Šafárik, Košice, Slovak Republic 43 Also at CERN, Geneva, Switzerland 44 Also at Dept. Fis. CINVESTAV, México City, México^k

a Supported by the Bundesministerium für Bildung und Forschung, FRG, under contract numbers 05 H1 1GUA /1, 05 H1 1PAA /1, 05 H1 1PAB /9, 05 H1 1PEA /6, 05 H1 1VHA /7 and 05 H1 1VHB /5 b Supported by the UK Particle Physics and Astronomy Research Council, and formerly by the UK Science and Engineering Research Council c Supported by FNRS-FWO-Vlaanderen, IISN-IIKW and IWT d Partially Supported by the Polish State Committee for Scientific Research, grant no. 2P0310318 and SPUB/DESY/P03/DZ-1/99 and by the German Bundesministerium für Bildung und Forschung e Supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft f Supported by VEGA SR grant no. 2/1169/2001 g Supported by the Swedish Natural Science Research Council i Supported by the Ministry of Education of the Czech Republic under the projects INGO-LA116/2000 and LN00A006, by GAUK grant no 173/2000 j Supported by the Swiss National Science Foundation k Supported by CONACyT l Partially Supported by Russian Foundation for Basic Research, grant no. 00-15-96584

1 Introduction

Despite the many successes of quantum-chromodynamics (QCD) in describing hard strong interactions, the bulk of hadronic cross sections remain relatively poorly understood. A conjecture by Pomeranchuk, known as the Pomeranchuk theorem [1], states that, for asymptotically large energies, the difference between hadron-hadron and hadron-antihadron total cross sections vanishes. This behaviour is explained by the dominant exchange of the Pomeranchuk trajectory, the “Pomeron” IP , between the scattering particles. The Pomeron trajectory carries the quantum numbers of the vacuum and is characterized by an intercept α_{IP} (0) ≈ 1.08 [2], leading to an approximate energy independence of the elastic and - via the optical theorem - the total cross sections (σ_{tot} ∼ s^{αIP (0)−1}, s being the square of the centre of mass energy). It has been suggested, however, that a partner of the Pomeron with odd parity P and charge conjugation parity C, the “Odderon” IO [3–5], exists. Such an additional C = P = −1 exchange contributes with opposite signs to the particle-particle and particle-antiparticle scattering amplitudes, creating a finite cross section difference at high energy if the corresponding Odderon trajectory has an intercept α_{IO}(0) close to 1. However, in the explored energy range and within the accuracy of the present data [6], no difference remains at high energies between the measured total cross sections for proton-proton and proton-antiproton interactions. Hence, any difference between the cross sections must be small, necessitating a more sensitive search for the Odderon. Within QCD, the Pomeron is modelled, to lowest order, as a two gluon exchange in a net colour singlet state. Similarly a net colour singlet three gluon exchange, which is predicted by QCD, can be associated with the Odderon. In perturbative QCD exact solutions for the Odderon intercept have been found [7]. The search for the Odderon has therefore become an additional part of the QCD tests to be performed at HERA, and expectations for its discovery are high.

Since hadron-hadron scattering at high energies is generally dominated by Pomeron exchange, an Odderon contribution is best searched for in final states with quantum numbers to which Pomeron exchange cannot contribute. One possibility is the exclusive production of pseudoscalar mesons at HERA via photon-Odderon fusion. The measurement presented here uses the H1 detector [8] to study exclusive π^∘ photoproduction in the reaction (see Fig. 1)

ep → eπ^∘N^∗, (1)

where the photon virtuality is kept very small. The proton is excited to an (I = 1/2)-isobar with negative parity, which subsequently decays into a final state containing a highly energetic neutron. In this exclusive reaction the scattered electron, the two photons from the π^∘ decay, and the leading neutron from the N^∗ decay are detected. The remaining decay products of the N^∗ go undetected.

A calculation by Berger et al. [9] predicts a sizeable cross section for the photoproduction process γp → π^∘N^∗. For this prediction a model in the framework of non-perturbative QCD, the Stochastic Vacuum Model (SVM) [10], was extended and applied to high energy scattering by functional methods [11]. The proton is treated as a quark-diquark system in transverse space. A large variety of high energy reactions has been described successfully with this model, including data from HERA [12]. For γp → π^∘N^∗, a cross section of about 300 nb is predicted [9] at a photon-proton centre of mass energy of W = 20 GeV, with an uncertainty of about a factor of 2 [9,13]. The energy dependence of the process is not predicted by the model. However, assuming that Odderon exchange leads to a cross section that is flat or rises with energy, the cross section at HERA is expected to be at least 300 nb. For an energy dependence ∝ (W^2)^{0.15} [9] the cross section at HERA would be a factor of approximately two larger than that at W = 20 GeV.

2 Detector Description

The analysis presented here is based on data taken with the H1 detector [8] at HERA in 1999 and 2000 where electrons (or positrons) with an energy of 27.5 GeV collided with protons of 920 GeV energy. The data used for this analysis correspond to an integrated luminosity of 30.6 pb^{−1}. In the following a short overview is given of the essential detector components of H1 used in this analysis.

Electrons are identified at z = −33.4 m in the electron tagger^1 which is a crystal Cherenkov calorimeter with 49 channels, a total transverse size of 15.4 × 15.4 cm and a depth of 22 radiation lengths.

The study presented here is the first published analysis based on the Very Low Q^2 calorimeter (“VLQ”) [14]. Originally constructed for the detection of scattered electrons in the transition region between the deep inelastic scattering (DIS) and photoproduction regimes, the VLQ is sensitive in the range 0.02 < Q^2 < 1 GeV^2. Here Q^2 is the modulus of the squared four-momentum transfer between the incoming and scattered electrons. The VLQ is used here as a photon detector. It is situated at z = −3.02 m and covers the polar angular range 177.3^∘ < θ < 179.4^∘. The VLQ is a tungsten-scintillator strip sandwich calorimeter with a “projective readout” [14]. Its total thickness amounts to 16.7 radiation lengths, and its Molière radius is 1.25 cm. It consists of two identical modules which are located above and below the beam pipe. Each module is read out at either end by photodiodes. The energy and position resolution for electromagnetic showers are σ_E /E = 0.19/ √ E/GeV ⊕ 0.064 ⊕ 0.23/(E/GeV) and σ_x = σ_y = 2.1mm/ √ E/GeV, respectively. The double photon resolution is 1.5 cm, which is sufficient to separate the photons from the decay of a 50 GeV π^∘. This distance is much smaller than the minimal separation in the VLQ of 4 cm for the two photons from decays of π^∘ mesons with an actual maximum energy of 20 GeV. From an investigation of samples of QED Compton events (ep → epγ) the absolute positions of the VLQ modules are known to better than 1 mm and the energy scale is determined with an uncertainty of ± 4% [15].

The SpaCal (“Spaghetti Calorimeter”) [16] is a lead-scintillating fibre calorimeter which is positioned at z ≈ −1.55 m and covers the polar angular range 153^∘ < θ < 178^∘ with an energy resolution of σ_E /E = 0.075/ √ E/GeV⊕0.010, a polar angular resolution better than 2.5 mrad for energies above 1 GeV and an energy scale uncertainty of ± 4%.

The Forward Neutron Calorimeter (FNC) [17], located at z = +107 m in the HERA tunnel, detects high-energy neutrons. The acceptance, determined using inclusive events with a leading neutron [17], is ≈ 90% for scattering angles of θ ≲ 0.1 mrad and vanishes above 0.6 mrad.

The tracking system consists of 2 m long coaxial cylindrical central drift chambers (25^∘ < θ < 155^∘), a forward tracking detector (7^∘ < θ < 25^∘) and a backward drift chamber in front

1The proton beam points to the “forward” (+z) direction, where z = 0 corresponds to the nominal interaction point. Polar angles θ are measured with respect to this direction.

of the SpaCal. The Liquid Argon (LAr) calorimeter (4^∘ < θ < 154^∘) surrounds the central and the forward trackers.

3 Event Selection

The relevant Lorentz-invariant kinematical variables for process (1) are Q^2, the inelasticity y and the squared four-momentum transfer t at the nucleon vertex. The quantity y denotes the fractional energy transfer from the electron to the proton in the rest frame of the proton and is calculated as y = (q · p)/(k · p) ≈ 1 − E^′/E where q, p and k are the four-momenta of the quasi-real photon, the target proton and the incident lepton and E (E^′) is the energy of the incoming (scattered) electron. The variable t = (p−X)^2, where X is the four-momentum of the outgoing N^∗, can be reconstructed from the squared transverse momentum of the π^∘ candidate as t ≃ −h^2_⊥ (see Fig. 1).

Candidate events for the reaction (1) are selected through the detection of an electron scattered through a very small angle, of two photons with combined invariant mass consistent with a π^∘, and of a high energy neutron in the forward direction. Scattered electrons with energies between 8.25 GeV and 19.25 GeV, corresponding to 0.3 < y < 0.7 and Q^2 < 0.01 GeV^2, were selected with the electron tagger. Odderon-induced π^∘ production is expected very close to the beam pipe in the backward direction due to the small values of t and the large photon energy. Two electromagnetic calorimeters covering different regions in polar angle in the backward region are therefore used to detect photons from the π^∘ decay, reconstructed as two separate clusters. Photons in the SpaCal or the VLQ are selected by requiring a narrow cluster with an energy well above the noise levels, i.e. larger than 90 MeV or 2 GeV, respectively. For trigger reasons at least one of the photons must be reconstructed in the VLQ, with a total energy of at least 6 GeV in one VLQ module. The intermediate excited nucleonic state N^∗ is selected by demanding a neutron in the FNC with an energy above 200 GeV.

No activity is allowed in the central detectors of H1, i.e. the tracking chambers and the Liquid Argon calorimeter, and no additional energy deposition apart from the two photon candidates is allowed in the VLQ or SpaCal calorimeters. Events with charged particles measured in the central tracking detectors in the range 20^∘ < θ < 160^∘ are rejected. Due to the absence of charged particles in the selected exclusive π^∘ candidate events, the interaction vertex cannot be reconstructed, and the event kinematics are calculated using the mean interaction vertex as the origin.

If no particles escape undetected, the variable ∑ i(E − P_z)_i, where i runs over all final state particles detected in the backward direction, namely the scattered electron and the two photons from the π^∘ decay, assumes a value equal to twice the electron beam energy within detector resolution effects. A cut of 49 GeV < ∑ i=e^′,γ,γ (E − Pz)i < 60 GeV serves to reject events

with additional particles emitted unobserved in the backward direction, including photons from QED radiation. For a more detailed description of the event selection see [18].

4 Monte Carlo Models

The process (1) and its expected backgrounds are simulated using the OPIUM [19] and PYTHIA [20] event generators. The OPIUM generator is derived from DIFFVM [21], which was originally designed to simulate exclusive vector mesons produced by Pomeron exchange. This generator has been extended to OPIUM to include Odderon exchange with an exclusive π^∘ in the final state according to the prescription in [9]. The t dependence of the cross section is as given in [9] and is approximately proportional to e^{bt} with a slope of b = 5.44 GeV^{−2}.

PYTHIA [20] is used to simulate the background from inclusive γp interactions which mainly consists of low multiplicity events with a neutral pion in the final state together with further unobserved particles, for example events from exclusive ω or ρ^∘ photoproduction where the vector meson decays into π^∘γ. Contributions to elastic single π^∘ production from Reggeon exchange (ω-trajectory^2.) or γγ fusion (“Primakoff effect”) [9] are negligible.

Since the hadronisation model applied in PYTHIA gives rise to a few processes which do not conserve isospin, a modified version of the program, referred to as “PYTHIA-mod”, is also used for the background description. Here, all processes violating isospin conservation are excluded. It is expected that the background is bounded by the predictions of these two versions of the model [22]. All Monte Carlo samples went through the same reconstruction procedure as the data.

5 Results

In order to demonstrate the capability to reconstruct π^∘’s in the backward calorimeters using the nominal interaction vertex only, Fig. 2 shows the two-photon invariant mass distribution for all events with two photons reconstructed in the VLQ, or one photon in the VLQ and one in the SpaCal, as well as a scattered electron in the electron tagger and a neutron in the FNC. The additional veto cuts on the activity in the central detectors of H1 and the variable ∑ i(E − P_z)_i were not applied for this sample. A clear π^∘ signal is observed. On the basis of this sample, twophoton candidates with combined invariant mass in the range M_{γγ} < 335 MeV are accepted as neutral pion candidates.

Figure 3 shows the |t| distribution for exclusive π^∘ candidate events with M_{γγ} < 335 MeV after the full event selection. Mainly due to the limited angular coverage of the VLQ, the acceptance in |t| vanishes at very small |t|, reaches a maximum at |t| ≈ 0.05 GeV^2 and drops again at larger |t| values. A cut of 0.02 < |t| < 0.3 GeV^2 is used to define the accessible |t| range and changes the predicted cross section [9] σ(γp → π^∘N^∗) via γ IO fusion by a factor of approximately 2/3, such that the measurable cross section is expected to remain above 200 nb.

Figure 4 shows the distribution of the two-photon invariant mass M_{γγ} after the complete event selection, including the |t| cut. A total of 10 events containing two-photon candidates with invariant mass M_{γγ} < 335 MeV remains, and no π^∘ peak is observed. The background estimates from PYTHIA and PYTHIA-mod are 12 and 3 events, respectively. The measured

2Measurements [23] at low energies (W ≈ 3 GeV) were extrapolated to HERA energies

data are found to be consistent with the simulated background from PYTHIA or PYTHIA-mod, both in magnitude and shape. By varying the normalization of the PYTHIA-mod simulation by ± 100% and by estimating the background from the PYTHIA-mod prediction or the data for M_{γγ} > 335 MeV, the background is estimated to be below 12 events. From the photon- Odderon fusion model [9] described above, assuming the cross section has no dependence on W , 90 events are expected.

In order to reduce the model dependence in limit calculations, the PYTHIA predictions are disregarded and a background of zero events is assumed. Within this most conservative scenario an upper limit for the cross section of reaction (1) is determined, using the statistical method described in [24, 25]. In addition to the statistical uncertainties in the data a systematic uncertainty of 25% is taken into account. The latter arises mainly from the acceptances of the forward neutron calorimeter (20%), the electron tagger (5%) and the VLQ (4%). To calculate the limit for negative parity N^∗ production the four dominant states are considered: N(1535) and N(1650) (pion and neutron in relative S-wave), and N(1520) and N(1700) (pion and neutron in D-wave), as also used in the theoretical estimate [9]. Higher mass negative-parity states and nucleon resonances with positive parity might also contribute to the final event sample. Since these contributions are not subtracted, the limit derived from the sample is a conservative upper bound to be compared to the theoretical prediction. Table 1 summarizes the branching ratios, acceptances and efficiencies used to determine the limit on the γp cross section, which is extracted [26, 27] by calculating a limit for the ep cross section and dividing by a photon flux factor integrated over the kinematic region Q^2 < 0.01 GeV^2 and 0.3 < y < 0.7. Assuming a slope of b = 5.44 GeV^{−2} for the differential cross section dσ/dt as given in [9], the limit for the photoproduction cross section integrated over the accessible |t| range 0.02 < |t| < 0.3 GeV^2 is

σ_{γp→π}∘_N ∗ (γ IO fusion) < 49 nb (95 % CL) (2)

at an average γp centre-of-mass energy ⟨W ⟩ = 215 GeV. The limit changes by +29% (−17%) for a slope b of 3 GeV^{−2} (8 GeV^{−2}) instead of 5.44 GeV^{−2}.

The derived limit is clearly incompatible with the predicted value [9] of at least 200 nb for this kinematical range at HERA energies.

6 Conclusion and Outlook

A first search for events produced through Odderon exchange in the process ep → eπ^∘N^∗ is reported in the kinematical range 174 < W < 266 GeV, Q^2 < 0.01 GeV^2 and 0.02 < |t| < 0.3 GeV^2. No π^∘ signal is observed and the number of reconstructed events containing two photons with invariant mass in the π^∘ region is found to be compatible with background estimates. An upper limit for the photoproduction cross section of σ_{γp→π}∘_N ∗ (γ IO fusion) < 49 nb is derived, which depends only weakly on the details of the production mechanism.

An Odderon-induced process for exclusive π^∘ production of the magnitude predicted by Berger et al. [9] is not compatible with the data. There are two possible interpretations of this result within the assumptions of [9]. The first is that the Odderon intercept α_{IO}(0), which characterizes the energy dependence of the cross section, is considerably smaller than that of the Pomeron. A value of α_{IO}(0) < 0.7 would be compatible with the measurement and with alternative predictions [28]. The second interpretation is that the process is of diffractive nature but that the coupling at the γ IOπ-vertex is smaller than anticipated in [9]. Further insight might come from a search for the production of heavier tensor mesons [13] or from charge asymmetry measurements in exclusive π^+π^− production [29] or charm production [30].

Acknowledgements

We are grateful to the HERA machine group whose outstanding efforts have made and continue to make this experiment possible. We thank the engineers and technicians for their work in constructing and maintaining the H1 detector, our funding agencies for financial support, the DESY technical staff for continual assistance and the DESY directorate for the hospitality which they extend to the non-DESY members of the collaboration. In particular the authors wish to thank H. G. Dosch, O. Nachtmann and T. Sjöstrand for stimulating discussions.

References

[1] I. Ya. Pomeranchuk, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 34 (1958) 725, and Sov. Phys. JETP 7 (1958) 499.

[2] A. Donnachie and P. V. Landshoff, Phys. Lett. B 296 (1992) 227 [hep-ph/9209205].

[3] L. Łukaszuk and B. Nicolescu, Lett. Nuovo Cim. 8 (1973) 405.

[4] D. Joynson, E. Leader, B. Nicolescu and C. Lopez, Nuovo Cim. A 30 (1975) 345.

[5] K. Kang and B. Nicolescu, Phys. Rev. D 11 (1975) 2461.

[6] D. E. Groom et al., The Particle Data Group, Eur. Phys. J. C 15 (2000) 54.

[7] R. A. Janik and J. Wosiek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82 (1999) 1092 [hep-th/9802100];

J. Bartels, L. N. Lipatov and G. P. Vacca, Phys. Lett. B 477 (2000) 178 [hep-ph/9912423].

[8] I. Abt et al. [H1 Collaboration], Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 386 (1997) 310 and 348.

[9] E. R. Berger, A. Donnachie, H. G. Dosch, W. Kilian, O. Nachtmann and M. Rueter, Eur.

Phys. J. C 9 (1999) 491 [hep-ph/9901376].

[10] H. G. Dosch and Y. A. Simonov, Phys. Lett. B 205 (1988) 339.

[11] O. Nachtmann, Annals Phys. 209 (1991) 436.

[12] A. Donnachie and H. G. Dosch, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 014019 [hep-ph/0106169].

[13] E. R. Berger, A. Donnachie, H. G. Dosch and O. Nachtmann, Eur. Phys. J. C 14 (2000) 673 [hep-ph/0001270].

[14] M. Keller, K. Meier, O. Nix, G. Schmidt, A. Stellberger, J. Stiewe and A. Streich, Nucl.

Instrum. Meth. A 409 (1998) 604.

[15] T. Kluge, “Untersuchung des QED-Bremsstrahlungsprozesses bei kleinen Impulsüberträgen mit dem H1-Detektor bei HERA”, Diploma thesis, RWTH Aachen 02/00, Aachen (2000), (available from http://www-h1.desy.de/publications/theses list.html).

[16] T. Nicholls et al. [H1 SpaCal Group Collaboration], Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 374 (1996) 149;

R. D. Appuhn et al. [H1 SpaCal Group Collaboration], Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 382 (1996) 395;

R. D. Appuhn et al. [H1 SpaCal Group Collaboration], Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 386 (1997) 397.

[17] T. Nunnemann, “Measurement of Leading Neutron Production in Deep-Inelastic ep Scattering at HERA”, Doctoral thesis, MPIH-V7-1999, Heidelberg (1999), (available from http://www-h1.desy.de/publications/theses list.html).

[18] T. Golling, “Search for Odderon Induced Contributions to Exclusive π^∘ Photoproduction at HERA”, Diploma thesis, HD-KIP-01-03, Heidelberg (2001), (available from http://www-h1.desy.de/publications/theses list.html);

O. Nix, “Suche nach odderoninduzierten Beiträgen in exklusiver π^∘-Produktion mit dem Detektor H1 bei HERA”, Doctoral thesis, HD-KIP-01-05, Heidelberg (2001), (available from http://www-h1.desy.de/publications/theses list.html).

[19] W. Kornelis, “OPIUM Generator: Odderon and Pomeron Induced Unified Meson maker”, private communication, Heidelberg (2000).

[20] T. Sjöstrand, Comput. Phys. Commun. 82 (1994) 74.

[21] B. List and A. Mastroberardino, “DIFFVM - A Monte Carlo Generator for Diffractive Processes in ep Scattering”, (URL: http://www.desy.de/∼heramc/mclist.html).

[22] T. Sjöstrand, private communication.

[23] M. Braunschweig et al., Phys. Lett. 26B (1968) 405.

[24] G. J. Feldman and R. D. Cousins, Phys. Rev. D 57 (1998) 3873 [physics/9711021].

[25] R. D. Cousins and V. L. Highland, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 320 (1992) 331.

[26] C. F. von Weizsäcker, Z. Phys. 88 (1934) 612;

E. J. Williams, Phys. Rev. 45 (1934) 729;

V. M. Budnev, I. F. Ginzburg, G. V. Meledin and V. G. Serbo, Phys. Rept. 15 (1974) 181.

[27] S. Frixione, M. L. Mangano, P. Nason and G. Ridolfi, Phys. Lett. B 319 (1993) 339 [hepph/9310350].

[28] A. B. Kaidalov and Y. A. Simonov, Phys. Lett. B 477 (2000) 163 [hep-ph/9912434].

[29] I. P. Ivanov, N. N. Nikolaev and I. F. Ginzburg, to appear in the Proc. of the 9th International Workshop on Deep Inelastic Scattering (DIS2001), Bologna [hep-ph/0110181].

[30] S. J. Brodsky, J. Rathsman and C. Merino, Phys. Lett. B 461 (1999) 114 [hep-ph/9904280].

BR(N^∗ → n + X) (42 ± 3) % BR(π^∘ → γγ) (98.80 ± 0.03) % neutron acceptance (11 ± 2) % π^∘ acceptance (6.0 ± 0.3) % electron acceptance (40 ± 3) % FNC trigger efficiency (98 ± 1) % VLQ trigger efficiency (95 ± 2) % photon flux factor 0.0136

Table 1: Summary of branching ratios, acceptances and efficiencies with the respective errors necessary for the determination of the limit on the cross section (2).

Figure 1: Diagram for the process ep → eπ^∘N^∗: the proton is excited into an (I=1/2)-isobar while a high energy single π^∘ is produced by photon-Odderon fusion.

Figure 2: Invariant mass distribution of two-photon candidates for all events with both photons in the VLQ, or one photon in the VLQ and one photon in the SpaCal. No restrictions are made on additional particles produced in the phase space region not covered by the VLQ and SpaCal (for full selection criteria, see text). The dashed line indicates the cut on M_{γγ} applied in the exclusive analysis.

Figure 3: Measured t distribution for Odderon candidate events with M_{γγ} < 335 MeV. The background expectation from PYTHIA and PYTHIA-mod are also shown together with the predicted number of Odderon-induced events [9]. In the final selection the two events in the first bin are rejected due to the acceptance cut |t| > 0.02 GeV^2.

Figure 4: Invariant mass distribution of two-photon candidates for exclusive events with both photons in the VLQ, or one photon in the VLQ and one photon in the SpaCal (for selection criteria see text). The backgrounds computed from the PYTHIA and PYTHIA-mod models are also shown together with the distribution for Odderon exchange predicted from [9] where the experimentally observed width of the π^∘ signal is taken from the inclusive π^∘ sample (see Fig. 2).