PHYSICAL REVIEW C

VOLUME 50, NUMBER 2

AUGUST 1994

Shadowing, binding, and off-shell effects in nuclear deep-inelastic scattering
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We present a unified description of nuclear deep-inelastic scattering (DIS) over the whole region
0 < = < 1 of the Bjorken variable. Our approach is based on a relativistically covariant formalism
which uses analytical properties of quark correlators. In the laboratory frame it naturally incor-
porates two mechanisms of DIS: (i) scattering from quarks and antiquarks in the target and (ii)
production of quark-antiquark pairs followed by interactions with the target. We first calculate
structure functions of the free nucleon and develop a model for the quark spectral functions. In this
model mechanism (ii) is responsible for the sea quark content of the nucleon while mechanism (i)
governs the valence part of the nucleon structure functions. We find that the coherent interaction of
Gq pairs with nucleons in the nucleus leads to shadowing at small z and discuss this effect in detail.
In the large z region DIS takes place mainly on a single nucleon. There we focus on the derivation
of the convolution model. We point out that the off-shell properties of the bound nucleon structure

function give rise to sizable nuclear effects.

PACS number(s): 13.60.Hb, 24.10.—i, 24.85.4+p, 25.30.—c¢

I. INTRODUCTION

Deep-inelastic lepton scattering (DIS) on nuclei is a
powerful tool to investigate the quark-gluon structure of
nucleons in a nuclear environment. The cross section
of this process is studied as a function of the Bjorken
variable z = Q2/2Mv and the squared four-momentum
transfer Q% = —¢?, where M is the nucleon mass and v
is the photon energy in the laboratory frame. Accurate
experimental data [1-7] are now available for a number
of nuclear targets over a wide kinematical range, 5 x
1073 < z < 0.8 and 0.03 GeV? < Q% < 200 GeV2. The
data show nontrivial nuclear effects over the whole range
of Bjorken . At z < 0.1 one observes shadowing, i.e.,
a systematic reduction of the nuclear structure function
F4* with respect to A times the free nucleon structure
function F{¥. A small enhancement of the ratio R =
F§/AF} is seen at = ~ 0.2 and a pronounced dip occurs
in that ratio at z ~ 0.5. Finally, for £ > 0.7 a large
enhancement of R is observed.

Numerous models have been proposed to explain these

*On leave of absence from Institute for Nuclear Research
of the Russian Academy of Sciences, Profsoyusnaya st. 7a,
117312 Moscow, Russia.

tOn leave from Institute of Theoretical Physics, University
of Regensburg, D-93040 Regensburg, Germany.

0556-2813/94/50(2)/1154(16)/$06.00 50

effects (for recent reviews, see, e.g., Refs. [8-10]). So far,
most theoretical models for nuclear DIS give separate
descriptions of the regions of small z < 0.1 and large
z > 0.2. The physical reason for such a division becomes
apparent in the space-time analysis of the DIS process. In
the laboratory frame the interaction of the virtual photon
with the target can proceed in two possible ways (see
Fig. 1):

(i) the photon is absorbed by a quark or antiquark
in the target which picks up the large energy and
momentum transfer;

(ii) the photon converts into a quark-antiquark pair
which subsequently interacts with the target.

An analysis of the contributions (i) and (ii) reveals that
the second mechanism dominates at small z <« 0.1 (see,
e.g., the discussion in [11-14]). For = > 0.1 both pro-
cesses (i) and (ii) contribute. In order to understand

FIG. 1. Two basic mechanisms of deep-inelastic scattering.
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the implications of this for nuclear targets let us con-
sider characteristic space-time scales. Mechanism (i) has
a characteristic scale which is determined by the size of
the nucleon and does not depend on z. For mechanism
(ii) the propagation length A of the g¢ (or hadronic)
fluctuations of the photon in the laboratory frame is
A ~ (Mz)~1. For ¢ < 0.1 this propagation length be-
comes larger than the average nucleon-nucleon distance
in nuclei. As a consequence deep-inelastic scattering from
nuclear targets at small = involves the coherent interac-
tion of the pair with several nucleons in the nucleus. This
leads to nuclear shadowing. Models of the shadowing ef-
fect in the laboratory frame [11-13,15-19] usually include
mechanism (ii) only.

At large = > 0.2 effects resulting from coherent multi-
ple scattering in the nucleus are not important since the
space-time scales of both mechanisms (i) and (ii) are of
the order of the nucleon size. In this region of z the vir-
tual photon interacts incoherently with bound nucleons.
Model descriptions of nuclear structure functions in the
large z > 0.2 region [21-31] (for a review see [8,32]) usu-
ally start out from the impulse approximation in which
both mechanisms (i) and (ii) are taken into account by us-
ing a phenomenological nucleon structure function. Re-
sults of such calculations show that nuclear binding and
Fermi motion are responsible for the observed “old” EMC
effect at large z.

The purpose of the present paper is to develop an ap-
proach to DIS which is based on a unified description
of processes (i) and (ii). In Sec. II we develop a rel-
ativistically covariant formalism which incorporates the
standard parton model but also permits us to include
nonperturbative features which turn out to be important
at small . Our starting point is a general representa-
tion of structure functions in terms of dispersion integrals
over quark spectral densities (Sec. IIB). In Sec. III we
develop a model for the quark spectral densities which
separately reproduces the valence and sea quark parts of
the free-nucleon structure functions. In Sec. IV we dis-
cuss nuclear structure functions. We find that shadowing
at small = has a scaling contribution from mechanism (ii)
(independent of Q%) which turns out to be insufficient,
however, to reproduce the empirical A dependence. At
this point our results differ from those of Ref. [16]. We
conclude that the propagation of strongly correlated ¢g
pairs through the nucleus, partly in the form of vector

J

d*k

mesons, is important to reproduce the observed shadow-
ing effect (Sec. IV A). For z > 0.2, where nuclear binding
and Fermi motion are relevant, we discuss the limitations
of the standard convolution model (Sec. IV B). We point
out that there is no reason to ignore, as is usually done,
the dependence of the structure functions on the invari-
ant mass of the nucleon, p?.

II. FRAMEWORK

According to the optical theorem, inclusive inelastic
scattering of an electron/muon on a nucleon or nucleus
can be described in terms of the forward scattering of
a virtual photon. The amplitude for forward Compton
scattering is

T, (P,q) = —i / a4 G4 (PITGL ()i )IP), (1)

where ¢ and P are the photon and target momenta, re-
spectively. The electromagnetic current is denoted by j,,.
In what follows we shall discuss the scattering from an
unpolarized target and assume that the average is taken
over target polarization in Eq. (1). In this case there are
only two independent terms in the Compton amplitude,

TZ(:Z, Qz)

po Lulv,

(2)

where Q? = —¢?, L, = P,—q,P-q/q*, and z = Q?/2P ¢
is the Bjorken scaling variable [we use the normaliza-
tion (p|p’) = (27)3 2pe6®) (p — p’) both for fermions and
bosons, so that the amplitudes 77 and T> are dimension-
less]. The structure functions F; and F are given by the
imaginary parts of the scalar amplitudes in (2):

T(P,q) = Ty(2, @) (—";Z" - g,,.,) ;

Fia(e,@%) = —5-Tm Ty (e, Q7). 3)

It is commonly assumed that in the region of high mo-
mentum transfer, Q% > M?2, the main contribution to
the Compton amplitude comes from the diagram, Fig. 2,
in which the virtual photon couples to the quark current.
Let us examine this contribution in detail. To leading or-
der in Q% and in the axial gauge the Compton amplitude
reads

T (P0) = =i [ o S [826.P) (g + i) | @

where the sum is taken over flavor and color degrees of
freedom of the interacting quark which carries electric
charge e,. For simplicity we have dropped the quark
mass in Eq. (4). Here A,(k, P) is the Fourier transform
of the correlator of the quark fields in the target,

Ak, P) = —i / d4e e (PIT($a(E)Fa(0))|P).  (5)

FIG. 2. Compton amplitude to the leading order in Q2.



1156 S. A. KULAGIN, G. PILLER, AND W. WEISE 50

The structure functions can easily be found from Eq. (4)
by applying appropriate projection operators. Neglecting
terms of order 1/ Q? we find for the structure function F5,

() == Tk fale) + )] (6)
where
(.’E) = fa( ) (7&)
Qa(w) = —fa(~2), (7b)
and
. d*k Tr(gA.(k, P)) k-q
fa(z) = _l/ (2m)% 2P -q (“"_ P.q)' (8)

The two terms in Eq. (6) correspond to the direct and
crossed terms of the Compton amplitude. It follows from
Eq. (4) that the structure function F} is not independent;
it is given by the Callan-Gross relation Fy(z) = 2z F; ().

A. Parton model

Equation (8) gives a Lorentz-covariant representation
of the quark distribution function which can be used
in any reference frame. Here we first demonstrate that
Egs. (6) and (8) recover the familiar result of the par-
ton model. Let us choose a reference frame in which
the target moves with a large momentum |P| — oco. In
this frame the function g,(x) can be identified with the
momentum distribution of quarks with flavor a in the
target, and g,(z) is the corresponding antiquark distri-
bution. In order to see this we introduce a coordinate sys-
tem such that the momentum transfer is ¢ = (0,0,,Q)
(with Q@ = \/QE) The hadron moves with momen-
tum P3 = —Q/2z in the direction opposite the three-
momentum transfer q. Then Eq. (8) becomes

&k (ks / dko Tr(13A (k, P))
(27|’)3 P3 2 2P3 ’

(9)

where we have suppressed quark flavor and color indices
for simplicity. It can be shown that v3/Ps = vo/Po in
Eq. (9), up to terms of order M2z2/Q?. We perform the
ko integration by closing the integration contour in the

upper half plane and obtain
/dB d3 / ~1k(r r')

x(¥1(0,r")9(0,r)). (10)

Here we have used translational invariance and intro-
duced an additional space integration. The brackets in
Eq. (10) denote {---) = (P|---|P)/{P|P). The right-
hand side of Eq. (10) is, in fact, the momentum space
density of quarks in the target. In order to clarify this
connection further we expand the quark fields in terms
of plane-wave spinors,

f@) =i

dko Tr(voA(k, P))
o 2P,

&k
¥(0.r) Z/ 2|k

x [a(k, o)u(k, 0)e® T +bl(k,0)v(k,0)e "],
(11)
where u(k, o) is the Dirac spinor of a quark with momen-
tum k and polarization o, and v(k, o) is the correspond-
ing antiquark spinor. The operators a(k,o) and b(k,0)

acting on any physical state probe the momentum distri-
bution of quarks and antiquarks in that state:

= Z(af(k, o)a(k,0)),
> (b1 (k, 0)b(k, 0)).

o

N (k) (12a)

N(k) = (12b)

Using the commutation relations between a, a' and b, bt
and the orthogonality properties of spinors u(k,o) and
v(k, o), we find from Egs. (9) and (10)

f(z) = q(z) — q(==), (13)

where ¢(z) and §(z) are the quark and antiquark dis-
tributions as functions of the target-momentum fraction,

q(z) = /(-;%;J(m - %Z) N(k), (14a)
q(z) = /(—‘;—%5@ - %Z—) N(k). (14b)

The functions (14) have the usual simple interpretation:
they represent the probability distributions of quarks
lg(z)] or antiquarks [g(x)] which carry a fraction z of
the target longitudinal momentum. It is known from the
parton-model analysis [33] that the probability of finding
a parton moving backward (z < 0) vanishes as |P| — oo.
Also, momentum conservation does not permit partons
with 2 > 1. Therefore the functions ¢(z) and g(z) vanish
outside the physical interval 0 < z < 1.

B. Structure functions as dispersion integrals

Our primary task is to study deep-inelastic scattering
off nuclei. In this case the simplicity of the parton model
is lost, because no reliable approach exists to deal with
nuclear systems in the infinite-momentum frame. For
this purpose the preferable frame of reference is the lab-
oratory system. In the present paper we describe the
distribution function f(z) using the analytical proper-
ties of the quark correlator (5). This method preserves
relativistic covariance and can therefore be used in any
frame.

Following Refs. [34,35] we assume that the quark
correlator A is an analytic function of the variables

= (P —k)? u = (P + k)%, and k%. For real s and
u the quark correlator has a right-hand cut in the vari-
able s, a left-hand cut in the variable u, and singularities



50 SHADOWING, BINDING, AND OFF-SHELL EFFECTSIN . .. 1157

for k2 > 0. In order to make use of these analytical
properties of A in the loop integral (8), it is convenient
to parametrize the loop momentum k in terms of the ex-
ternal momenta P and ¢ (introducing the Sudakov vari-
ables):

k=aP+pq +ky, (15)

where ¢/ = z P + q, and k, is a two-dimensional vector
(with k2 < 0) perpendicular to both P and g.

The integration with respect to 8 can be done using
the analytic properties, just mentioned, of the quark cor-
relator. As a result one finds that the distribution func-
tion f(z) vanishes outside the physical interval |z| < 1
as it should. For 0 < z < 1 the distribution function
f(z) [or g(z)] is given by a dispersion integral in the
variable s along the right-hand cut. For —1 < z < 0 the
u-channel cut is relevant. In order to represent the struc-
ture functions in this way we introduce functions pg 1, for
the imaginary parts taken along the right-hand cut (R)
and left-hand cut (L) as follows:

Imp Tr(¢A(k, P)

pr(s, k% a) = 2nP g (16a)
2 Im, Tr(4A(k, P))
pr(u,k? o) = —= mPq (16b)

In terms of these functions the quark distribution g(z)
and the antiquark distribution g(z) are

1 ds d*k

q(z) = 1___;/2_(2#)—; pr(s, k%, z), (17a)
-1 dud?k

q(z) = 1-2 / E(Er)—: pr(u, k?, —z), (17b)

where we have suppressed the flavor indices again. The
squared quark four-momentum k? is

k2
2 __ 2 L
k —:c<x_1+M) T (18)

in Eq. (17a), and an analogous expression holds with s
replaced by u for the antiquark distribution g(z) in Eq.
(17b).

The spectral densities (16) can be written in terms of
spectral sums over a complete set of intermediate states
inserted between the two quark field operators in Eq.
(5). In order to write the spectral representation in
a more explicit form we introduce matrix elements of
the quark field operator taken between the nucleon and
some intermediate state, ¥,(K) = (K, n|y(0)|P) and
Pm(K) = (P|1(0)|m, K). Intermediate states are labeled
by their total momentum K and other quantum numbers
denoted by n or m. In terms of the amplitudes v, and
¥m the spectral densities (16) can then be expressed as
follows:

pr(sk%,0) = 55— 3 T (P-k)fn(P—K)

x8(s — M?2), (19)

— pr(u, K, —a ):E (P—k)d$m(P-k)
x8(u - MZ,). (20)

Here M2 and M2 are the invariant masses of the inter-
mediate states. Note that Egs. (19) and (20) correspond
to two different time orderings of the quark operators in
5).

( The basic assumption is now that the spectral densities
vanish at large k2 so that integrals in Eqs. (17) are con-
vergent and dominated by the region of k? ~ m?, where
h is a characteristic hadronic mass scale. It follows from
Eq. (18) that the behavior of the quark distributions at
z — 1 is given by the asymptotics of the spectral den-
sities at k2 = —oo. At small z the k? is finite even for
large s ~ m2/z. Therefore for small z the integral in Eqgs.
(17) is sensitive to the high-energy parts of the spectral
densities. In the region of intermediate or large z > 0.2
the region of finite s ~ m? is of major importance.

The spectral representation [(19) and (20)] offers a
convenient way to separate contributions from mecha-
nisms (i) and (ii). To see this, consider the ampli-
tude 9, in the laboratory frame, with target momen-
tum P = (M, 0). The quark field operator acting on the
target state can either annihilate a quark in the target
or create an antiquark. In the former case the ampli-
tude ¥, o« (—k,n|a(k)|P) describes the absorption of
a virtual photon by quarks with momentum k. This
contribution corresponds to the mechanism (i). The
contribution from the antiquark part of the 1 opera-
tor, ¥, o (—k,n|bt(—k)|P), corresponds to the mech-
anism (ii). This part of the amplitude v, describes
the “external” antiquarks from ¢ fluctuations of the
virtual photon and their interaction with the target.
The amplitude ¥m also has two parts: one associated
with contributions from antiquarks bound to the target
[Pt < (-k, m|b(k)|P)] and the other one from “ex-
ternal” quarks coming from the photon wave function,

(9}, < (~k,m|a’(=k)|P)].

III. QUARK SPECTRAL DENSITIES AND
NUCLEON STRUCTURE FUNCTIONS

In this section we construct nucleon structure functions
using a model for the quark spectral densities py and pg.
We further elaborate the concept, appropriate in the lab-
oratory frame, that the full quark spectral function can
be divided into two parts corresponding to mechanisms
(i) and (ii), as illustrated in Fig. 1.

The part of the spectral density that describes mecha-
nism (i) is proportional to the probability to find a quark
with four-momentum k in the nucleon. The characteris-
tic momenta of quarks bound in the nucleon are of the
order of the nucleon mass, k ~ M. Therefore the main
contributions to the spectral densities from mechanism
(i) come from the region |k%| ~ M2 and s ~ M?%. This
kinematical region determines the behavior of structure
functions at > 0.2.

On the other hand, contributions to the quark spec-
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tral densities from mechanism (ii) rise with s (or u). In
fact, the matrix element (k,n|bf(k)|P) describes scatter-
ing of an antiquark with momentum k from the nucleon,
with transition of the system to the final state |n, k).
The possible antiquark momenta k are determined by
the wave function of the photon and can be as large as
the photon momentum q. Therefore, the invariant mass
of the antiquark-nucleon system is large, s > M?2. Due
to unitarity, the sum over all states n in Eq. (19) will
be proportional to the antiquark-nucleon forward elas-
tic scattering amplitude. It is known from Regge theory
that imaginary parts of amplitudes rise with energy as
s*P where ap is the intercept of the Pomeron. Therefore
contributions to the spectral density from mechanism (ii)
grow with energy and dominate at large s. This mecha-
nism determines the small z part of structure functions.

A. Model for quark spectral densities

With this discussion in mind we now develop the fol-
lowing simple model for the quark spectral densities. We
introduce a parameter so which separates the full spec-
trum into a low-energy (s < sg) part and a high-energy
(s > so) part. We assume furthermore that the low-
energy part of the spectrum is dominated by mechanism
(i), while the high-energy part is given by mechanism (ii)
(for illustration see Fig. 3):

p(s,k?) = pO (s, k2)0(so — s) + pli (s, k2)8(s — so).
(21)

For the low-energy part of the spectrum (s < s¢) we make
the following ansatz:

PR (s, k%) = B(k*)é(s — 5), (22)

together with p; = 0 in this region, which implies that we
neglect contributions to spectral densities coming from
antiquarks in the nucleon. This choice can be motivated
within a constituent quark picture of the nucleon. In
this case /5 ~ %M is an average mass of the residual
two-quark intermediate state, and ®(k?) is the squared
momentum space wave function of the constituent quark.
Here we will not confine ourselves to some particular
model, but rather choose the spectral density at small
values of s in such a way that we reproduce the mea-
sured valence quark distribution. The contribution from
Eq. (22) to the deep-inelastic structure function is

s So S

FIG. 3. A schematic picture of the quark spectral function.

ols)

@) 1 Ko (7:2) k2 ®(k2
@)= [ ), )
where k2, (s,z) is the maximum value of the squared

quark four-momentum for given values of s and «,

k2 (s,z) =z (;_s_—l + M2> . (24)

In order to describe the region of large s > so we in-
troduce the quark-nucleon forward-scattering amplitude

T (k, P) as follows:

1 1

(25)
The quantity relevant for the calculation of the quark
spectral densities (16) is Tr(y,A). In terms of the am-
plitude T this trace can be written as follows:

Tr(vuA(k, P)) = (k* —mg)~?
x [4k,T + (m2 — k*) Tr(v,T)] . (26)

where T = 1Tr[(K + mq)T(k, P)] is the amplitude av-
eraged over the quark spin. When examining the Dirac
structure of T', we find that only a scalar term and a term
proportional to the y matrix contribute to (26). One can
neglect the scalar term because its contribution to the
amplitude T is proportional to the quark mass m,. The
leading contribution to the amplitude 7', the one which
rises with s, comes from the term proportional to v - P.
Based on these arguments we write the amplitude T as

T(k,P) = C(s,u,k?)P, (27)

where C is a Lorentz-invariant function of s, u, and k2,
which is related to the spin-averaged amplitude 7' as fol-
lows:

T(s,u,k?) = —;—(u — 8)C(s,u,k?). (28)

We emphasize here that the amplitude T'(s,u,k?) de-
scribes both the ¢/N- and the g/N-scattering channels. In
the s channel T(s,u,k?) coincides with the antiquark-
nucleon scattering amplitude Tyn (s, k?), while in the
u channel T'(s,u,k?) gives the quark-nucleon amplitude
Tq N (u, k2) .

We are now prepared to calculate the contribution from
mechanism (ii) to the quark spectral densities (16) and to
the quark and antiquark distributions (17). Using Egs.
(26), (27), and (28) we obtain®

! As compared to the spinless case discussed in [16], the spin
1/2 distributions have a generic factor of 2 which reflects the
number of spin degrees of freedom, and the term in brackets
under the integral replaced the factor z.
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Konax(2:2) ) ImTy (s k?) m2 — k?
(u) 2 M2gNi5, % )
(27r)3/ ds/ sl STME_RE)

dk? ImT, N (u, k%) . m? 2 _ k2
(k% — m2)? 'u.—Mz k2]’

() = —— / ~ du / Frus2)
(27")3 80 — 00

where we have introduced an integration over the squared
quark four-momentum k? instead of integration over
transverse momentum k .

In what follows we shall consider the structure function
F, of an isoscalar nucleon, Fj¥ = 2(F} + F3'). Isospin
symmetry implies that F¥ is proportional to the flavor
singlet combination of quark and antiquark distributions,

Fy () = Z (9a(2) + da ()] (30)

(Here we have assumed that the difference between
strange and charmed sea is negligibly small.) In our
model the quark and antiquark distributions are given
by

> [4a(®) + da()]

a

= gD (z) + Ny N, [¢P (@) + 4P (2)], (31)

where ¢ is given by Eq. (23) and represents the sum of
quark distributions of different flavors due to the mecha-
nism (i). The quantities ¢(¥ and g(#) are the quark and
antiquark distributions related to mechanism (ii), aver-
aged over flavor and color. They are given by Egs. (29),
where Tyn and Tyn are quark-nucleon amplitudes aver-
aged over quark spin, flavor, and color. We have Ny = 4
and N, = 3.

The valence quark distribution is measured in neutrino
scattering in terms of the structure function F3(z). In our
model it is given by

Fy' (@) = 49 () + NN [0 () - ¢ (@)] . (32)

This structure function is normalized to the number of
valence quarks in the nucleon.

B. Quark-nucleon amplitude

In order to specify q() and §(®) we note that the am-
plitudes Tyx and Tjn can be connected to observable
proton-proton and antiproton-proton forward-scattering
amplitudes. We recall the well-known phenomenological
fact that total hadronic cross sections at high energies
are proportional to the number of constituent quarks in
hadrons [33]. Hence the forward proton-proton ampli-
tude can be written in terms of the quark-proton ampli-
tude in the laboratory frame as

Tpp(S) Top(yS, k?)
5 =3< zS > (33)

(292)

(29b)

[

Here S is the squared proton-proton center-of-mass en-
ergy, k is the four-momentum of a constituent quark
in the target, and y is the fraction of the target light-
cone momentum carried by the constituent quark. A
similar equation relates the antiquark-proton amplitude
Tgp to the antiproton-proton forward-scattering ampli-

tude Tpp. In the laboratory frame y = (ko + k3)/M,
ko = M — /m% + k2, where mp, is the mass of the spec-

tator system. The averaging in Eq. (33) is performed
over the spectral function of the constituent quarks in
the proton target. In order to estimate typical values
of y and k2 we assume mg ~ 2M. This gives average
values § =~ 0.3 and k2 = (k2 — k?) =~ —0.1 GeV2.

The constituent quark-nucleon scattering amplitudes
in (33) might, in principle, be different from the quark-
nucleon amplitudes entering in Egs. (29). However, at
small values of z, the quark-nucleon center-of-mass en-
ergy s in Eq. (29) will be of the order of s ~ 1 GeV?/z.
As a consequence the typical formation time of a con-
stituent quark will be 7 ~ |ko|/m2 ~ s/2mZM ~ 1/Mz.
This is comparable to the propagation length A ~ 1/ Mz
of the g pair in the photon wave function. We can there-
fore assume that at small z the quark-nucleon amplitudes
which enter in the quark distribution functions can be ap-
proximated by the constituent quark-nucleon amplitudes
determined by hadron-nucleon scattering.

Through Eq. (33) the s dependence of the quark-
nucleon and antiquark-nucleon amplitudes Ty and Ty
is fixed. Above the resonance region the pp and pp ampli-
tudes are well reproduced by Pomeron exchange with an
intercept ap = 1 + ¢, and by exchange of two Regge tra-
jectories corresponding to the w and the f mesons with
intercepts oy, = ay = ag =~ 1/2. The forward-scattering
amplitudes can then be written as [36]

Tpp(S) = RpS*F (2 + tan 7-;5)

Rs + Ra cosmapg

+8%R (iRA - ) , (34a)

sinTag
T,(S)= RpS? (z + tan %)

RA + Ry, cosTag

+8§°r (iR,; - ) ,  (34b)

sinTap
where Rp is the residue of the Pomeron, while Ry and
RA stand for the sum and the difference of residues of
the f and w trajectories. In the following we shall use
the best fit parameters of Ref. [37]:

€ = 0.0808,
ag = 0.5475,

Rp = 21.70mb/GeV?,
Ra = 56.08 mb GeV(1~R)
Ry = 98.39mb GeV(1~ar),
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The amplitudes Tyx and Tn should depend not only
on s, but also on the squared quark four-momentum k2.
We assume that the k? behavior of the Pomeron and
Reggeon parts of the amplitudes is given as

Tyn(s,k*) = gp(k*)Tyn(s,0) + gr(k*)TH (5,0), (35)

with functions gp r(k?) for which we chose the following
ansatz:

gp.r(k*) = (1= k?/A} g) """, (36)

with momentum-space cutoffs Ap, Ar and exponents np
and ng.

C. Nucleon structure functions at large Q3

In this section we determine gp(k?) and ggr(k?) and
other remaining parameters such that we reproduce the
measured structure functions in the scaling region. This
involves the antiquark distributions §(z) [Eq. (29) in our
model] together with the structure functions F' () and
F{(z) [Egs. (30) and (32)].

The valence quark distribution is mainly given in terms
of the momentum distribution ®(k2) in Eq. (22), which
still needs to be specified. We use the ansatz

B(k*) = (0) (1 - k*/A3)™", (37)

with a suitable cutoff parameter Ay and a characteristic
exponent ny. The normalization constant ®(0) is de-
termined through the number of valence quarks in the
target.

From Egs. (17) and (18) it follows that the asymptotic
behavior of the quark spectral functions at k2 — —oco
determines the structure functions at £ — 1. Indeed, our
model gives

¢z —=1) x (1-—2)"1 (38a)

g (z = 1) o (1 — )Pt

(38b)
The quark counting rule [33,38,39] for the valence dis-
tribution requires ¢)(z — 1) o« (1 — z)3, which fixes
ny = 4. Furthermore, the sea quark distribution should
approach zero at z — 1 with a high power in (1 — z).
We find that the Pomeron and Reggeon exponents np =
ng = 4, which correspond to a (1 — z)® behavior at large
z, give a good fit to g(z).

The Regge parameters of the quark-nucleon and
antiquark-nucleon amplitude in Egs. (29) are already
fixed at an averaged squared momentum |k2?| ~ 0.1 GeV?
by employing Eq. (33). Note that the overall magni-
tudes of the type (ii) quark and antiquark distributions
(29) are set by the ¢N and gN cross sections. Using
Eq. (33) we find ogv ~ 0gn & 304, ~ 13mb at high
energy. The remaining scales enter through the cutoffs
in gp p(k?) and ®(k?), together with 5 and so, which
separates high and low energy parts of the quark spec-
tral density (21,22). These parameters are determined
by fits to the nucleon structure functions at large Q2.
In our analysis we use recent NMC data [40] for F3(x)

~
o
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FIG. 4. The nucleon structure functions FY (z), Fi (z),
and the antiquark distribution g(x). Experimental data for

the F¥(z) (circles) are from Ref. [40], for Fy' (z) (squares)
and g(z) (triangles) from Refs. [41,42].

and neutrino data [41,42] for F{¥(z), zF{¥ (z), and §(z)
at average momentum transfer Q2 ~ 5—10GeV2. Our
result shown in Fig. 4 uses

A% =1.2GeV?,
A% =2.5GeV?, (39)
A% = 4.0GeV?,

together with

NMC
8,8 COHSW
@.8 Mattison et al
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FIG. 5. The nucleon structure functions Fi'(z), F§' (z),

and g(z) at large (a) and small (b) values of the Bjorken
variable z.
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80 = 25 = 4GeVZ. (40)

The global view in Fig. 4 is supplemented by more de-
tailed comparisons with data at large z [Fig. 5(a)] and at
small z [Fig. 5(b)]. In particular, Fig. 5(a) demonstrates
that the exponents ny = np = ng = 4 are properly cho-
sen to reproduce tails of the distribution functions, while
Fig. 5(b) focuses on the behavior at z < 0.1 where sea
quarks begin to dominate F¥.

A remark concerning the value of 3 is in order. This
parameter roughly corresponds to the average squared
mass of the residual quark-gluon system, with one quark
removed from the nucleon. The value of § depends on
the scale at which we study the system. For exam-
ple, in the bag model (or in a constituent quark model)
Vi ~ %M , where M is the nucleon mass. This cor-
responds to the quark distributions at a low resolution
scale Q2 < 1GeV?2, which then has to be evolved to the
momentum transfer Q2 at which the experimental data
are taken (e.g., [43]). In terms of the quark spectral den-
sities [(19) and (20)] the Q2-evolution effect modifies the
spectrum of intermediate states by adding radiative cor-
rections which generate gluons and ¢g pairs. This shifts
the quark spectra to larger values of s. In our approach
we fit to the measured structure functions at large Q?
and effectively incorporate the Q2-evolution effect in the
parameter 3, averaged over the Q2 range of the experi-
mental data.

D. Structure function at small Q? and small =

So far, we have only discussed the scaling region, Q% >
5GeV2. New phenomena enter at small Q% and small
z. This is also where shadowing effects show up in the
nuclear structure functions F3', so that special attention
is assigned to this region.

At small Q2 < 1 GeV? the scaling behavior is violated.
Furthermore, conservation of the electromagnetic current
requires that F, must vanish as Q2 goes to zero. We
therefore need a model which provides a smooth tran-
sition from the scaling to nonscaling regions. Here we
discuss a model based on the generalized vector-meson
dominance (GVMD) ideas [11]. In the GVMD approach
the structure function F, at small £ < 0.1 is expressed
in terms of a dimensionless spectral function IT(u2) of
hadronic states which couple to the photon:

Q2 oo ZH 2
e = [ al GGy

Here on(u?,S) is the cross section for scattering of
a hadronic state with mass g from the nucleon, and
S = M2+ Q?(1/z—1) is the total squared center-of-mass

UN(l"zv S) (41)

TABLE 1. Vector-meson masses my [44], coupling con-
stants gv [45], and cross sections ovn [46].

0.6
Fo(x,09) F ) -
o4 ‘ 1
02 | ,
e ]
0 . L A \.\“r-——
07 2 s 100 2 5100 2

Q2 [GeV?]

FIG. 6. The Q? behavior of F} (z,Q?) at small z. The
data points are from Ref. [40] at z = 0.008 (circles) and
z = 0.0175 (squares). The contribution from vector mesons
(43) is shown by the dashed line. The solid curve is the
full result using Eq. (44). The dotted line is the result for
FY(z = 0.01,Q?) using an empirical parametrization of the
NMC data [40].

energy of the virtual photon-nucleon system. The dis-
tribution II represents the spectrum of correlated quark-
antiquark pairs and multimeson states with spin and par-
ity J™ = 1~. It separates into a low-mass part dominated
by the vector mesons and a high-mass continuum part II..:

2y _ m_%, 2 _ 2
not= ¥ (5F) o0 -m
L (1?)8(u? — u3), (42)

where the continuum starts at po 2 1GeV, just above
the ¢-meson mass. For the vector-meson masses my,
their coupling constants gy and cross sections oyn we
use standard values summarized in Table I.

The vector-meson part is then

2 2\ 2 2
1
pyvm _ @ S (—-mv) (———) ovN. (43)
2 T i\ m2, + Q?

It dominates the structure function at small Q% <
1GeV2. On the other hand, at large momentum transfer
Q? > m? the vector-meson contribution (43) vanishes
as ~ m¥ /Q2. In this region large masses u? ~ Q? in the
II. part of the spectral function (42) take over. At large
Q* > u2 this piece leads to a structure function with
proper scaling behavior.

With this consideration in mind, we make the following
ansatz in order to interpolate between the regions of small
and large Q% at z < 0.1:2

2
= B2, Q) + e FY(2). (44)

Py (@9 X+ Q2
0

N,as

For the asymptotic part F, '*°(z) of the structure func-

\Z my (MeV) 9% /4m ovn (mb)
P 768.3 2.38 27
w 782.0 18.4 27
¢ 1019.4 13.8 12

2Equation (44) is similar to a structure function model dis-
cussed in [47].
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tion we use our model as described in the previous sec-
tion. The parameter QF is expected to be of order uZ ~ 1
GeV2. Scaling occurs for Q2 > Q2.

In Fig. 6 we show the characteristic behavior of
F} (z,Q?) at a small value of the Bjorken variable (z =
0.01) as a function of Q2. We find that Q2 = 2 GeV? gives
a good description of the data. One observes that vector
mesons dominate at Q2 < 1GeV?2, whereas the scatter-
ing of uncorrelated ¢g pairs governs F¥ for Q2 > 2 GeV?2.
At Q% = 1GeV?, roughly one third of F’ at z = 0.01
is due to vector mesons; at Q% = 5GeV? they still con-
tribute about 10%. This is in agreement with results
obtained within the framework of the generalized vector-
meson dominance model [11].

IV. NUCLEAR STRUCTURE FUNCTIONS

We now turn to our main theme, namely DIS on nu-
clear targets and the structure function Fj'(z,Q?).

Let us first discuss the region of small z. We have
pointed out that deep-inelastic scattering at small z (as
seen from the target rest frame) proceeds dominantly via
the mechanism (ii), and we now investigate nuclear effects
based on this observation. As we already mentioned, for
z < 0.1 the propagation length A ~ (Mz)~! of ¢q fluc-
tuations in the photon wave function exceeds the aver-
age distance d ~ 1.8fm between bound nucleons in the
nucleus. The propagating ¢§ pair can then interact co-
herently with several nucleons. This multiple scattering
effect becomes significant when A is larger than the quark
mean free path | = (pogn) ™!, where p is the average nu-
clear density. In terms of the x variable the last condition
reads z < pogn /M. The nuclear effects due to multiple
scattering of the qg pair will saturate for ¢ < (M R4)™1,
i.e., when the propagation length X exceeds the nuclear
radius R4. In this case the virtual photon converts into
a ¢g pair already outside the nucleus. This pair inter-
acts with nucleons at the nuclear surface which absorbs
part of the incoming flux and thereby screens the inner
nucleons. This is the shadowing effect which we study in
detail in the next section.

On the other hand, coherent multiple scattering effects
are not important at large £ where A < d and the ¢g
fluctuation has no time to scatter more than once. In
this region the DIS process takes place mainly on a single
nucleon in the nucleus. Effects due to nuclear binding
and Fermi motion are now important. We discuss these
in detail in Sec. IV B.

A. The small & region: Shadowing

As in our previous discussion of the free-nucleon struc-
ture function Fi¥, we use the following ansatz for the
nuclear structure function:

L pe(z), (45)

Fi(z,Q% = F*Y™(z,Q%) + o+ Q2

and discuss the asymptotic (scaling) and vector-meson

contributions to Fj! separately.

Consider first the scaling part F2A #%(z). It is formally
obtained from Fi¥(z) in our model through the replace-
ment of the quark-nucleon and antiquark-nucleon ampli-
tudes Tyn and Tgy in Egs. (29) by corresponding nuclear
amplitudes, Tg4 and Tyz4. For the type (i) distributions
in Eq. (31) we simply use q‘(,;) (z) = Aql(\l,) (z); the validity
of this approximation will be discussed in the next sec-
tion. We use Glauber multiple scattering theory [48] to
express the nuclear amplitudes T4 in terms of the Ty:

TA(S,t)
= _2is/d2b eV (Alexp [ i) x(b—b;) | —1|4).
J

(46)
Here the averaging is performed over the nuclear wave
function and the sum runs over all bound nucleons lo-
cated at positions r; = (b;, z;) in the nuclear c.m. frame;
q’' is the momentum transfer, t = —q'2. The eikonal
phase x(b) is related to the nucleon amplitude T as
follows:

Tn(s,t) = ¢2is/d2b €*4"® fexplix(b)] — 1}.  (47)

The Glauber analysis of high-energy hadron scattering
from nuclei indicates that the result for T4 is not sensi-
tive to NN correlations and other details of the nuclear
wave function [49]. We can therefore evaluate the nuclear
matrix element in Eq. (46) in a simple approximation as-
suming that the squared nuclear wave function is given
by the product of Gaussian one-particle densities:

A
[@a(rs,...,ra)* = [[(xR?) ">/ exp(-r}/R?). (48)

i=1

The parameter R? = 2R? is fixed by the nuclear-root
mean-square radius R4 = 1.12 A'/3 fm as determined by
electron scattering data. Using this wave function one
can easily calculate T4 in terms of Ty, with the result

A 1 7A\ [iTwn(s,k2)]° "

Ta(s k%) = TN(SJCZ)]‘Z1 3 (]) [*Zﬂ_—(st—)] . (49)
The effective number n.g of terms which contribute to
the sum (49) can be estimated as the average number
of rescatterings of a classical particle moving along the
diameter of the nucleus: neg = 2R/, where [ is the quark
mean free path, and | ~ 3 fm for a quark-nucleon cross
section ogny ~ 13 mb. Therefore the triple scattering
term j = 3 practically saturates the multiple scattering
series for nuclei up to A ~ 100. In the actual calculations
we keep four terms in Eq. (49).

The calculated ratios FZA’as(z)/AFZN’aS(z') are shown
as dashed curves in Fig. 7 for several nuclei. Compar-
ing these results with the recent NMC data [2], we find
that roughly only half of the measured shadowing effect
can be explained in this way. In other words, mechanism
(ii) alone, with quark- and antiquark-nucleon interactions
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constrained by high energy pp and pp data, cannot ac-
count for all of the observed nuclear shadowing.

We find this not surprising, for the following reason.
The experimental data at small z are taken at relatively
small values of Q2, while the dashed curve in Fig. 7 corre-
sponds to large Q2 > 5 GeV2. For example, at = =~ 0.01
the average momentum transfer is Q2 ~ 1.6 GeV2. But
at these low Q? it is not justifiable to consider only lead-
ing twist contributions to the structure function. The
multiple scattering of strongly correlated ¢g pairs on
the nuclear target now becomes important. This brings
in the vector-meson contribution FZA’VM to the nuclear
structure function (45). Its form is analogous to that
of FfY "YM for the free nucleon [see Eq. (43)], where now

the vector-meson-nucleon cross sections oyy are replaced

FIG. 7. The shadowing effect calculated for ?C (a),
“°Ca (b), and 32?Xe (c) in comparison with the experi-
mental data [2,3]. The dashed curve corresponds to large
Q® (Q*® > 5GeV?) and represents the scaling part of the
nuclear shadowing. The solid curve is the result of the full
calculation including the vector mesons. For every z bin we
use averaged <Q2> given in [2].

by corresponding nuclear cross sections oya. The latter
is related to the former via the Glauber- Gribov multi-
ple scattering series [50,11]. Together with the scaling
part Ff**(z), which includes the nuclear interaction of
uncorrelated gg pairs, we then calculate the full nuclear
structure function Fj*(z, Q?) according to Eq. (45).

In Fig. 7 we compare our results for R(z,Q?) =
Ff(z,Q%)/[AF} (z,Q?)], including vector mesons, with
the data of the NMC collaboration [2]. For every z bin,
R(z,Q?) is calculated using the corresponding average
<Q2> as given in [2]. The result is shown by the solid line.
We see that if one includes vector mesons the measured
shadowing can be described quite well. As we already
discussed in Eqgs. (44) and (45), the contribution of un-
correlated quark pairs to F¥ and F§ decreases with de-
creasing Q% < Q2% ~ 2 GeV?2. Consequently, their contri-
bution to the measured shadowing effect becomes smaller
with decreasing z(< 0.01) since there the experimental
(Q?) falls off rapidly.

In summary we find that the scaling contribution to
the nucleon structure function alone can account for only
about half of the measured shadowing effect. The other
half results from the interactions of strongly correlated
qq pairs, i.e., vector mesons, with the target. The fact
that the observed shadowing is only weakly Q2 depen-
dent [2] has now a plausible explanation: although the
vector-meson contributions vanish at large Q2 there is
still a sizable shadowing effect due to the interaction of
uncorrelated quarks or antiquarks with the nuclear tar-
get.

B. The large « region: Convolution model

In the region z > 0.2 nuclear structure functions are
commonly described within the impulse approximation
(see Fig. 8) ignoring final-state interaction of the nucleon
debris with the remaining nuclear system.> The Feyn-
man diagram in Fig. 8 is usually written in the form of
a convolution (see, e.g., [32]):

FA(z) = / dy Dyya(y) F (z/y). (50)

Here the structure function F}¥(z) is folded with the
(light-cone) momentum distribution Dy (y) of nucleons
in the nucleus. Starting from the pioneer work [20] Eq.
(50) has frequently been applied in calculations of Fermi
motion and binding corrections [21-29]. The convolution
formalism is also used to evaluate meson cloud effects
[54], exchange currents corrections [25,55], etc. (for a
review see Ref. [8]).

However, as pointed out in a recent analysis [56], a
derivation of the convolution model (50) even within

3An attempt to estimate the influence of final-state interac-
tion on leading twist nuclear structure functions was made in
Refs. [51-53].
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FIG. 8. Impulse approximation for the nuclear Compton
amplitude.

the impulse approximation implies several assumptions
which are generally not justified. In this section we re-
examine the derivation of Eq. (50) on the basis of our
covariant approach developed in Sec. II. It will turn out
that off-shell effects are important, so that the simple
convolution model is generally not a good approximation
for Fit.

We start from Eq. (8) which gives the nuclear light-
cone distribution function f4(z4) in terms of the quark
correlator A 4(k, P4) in the nucleus. Consider now the
diagram Fig. 8. It can be written as a convolution of the
quark correlator A ~(k,p) in the bound nucleon and the
nucleon propagator G(p, P4) in the nucleus:

Atk Pa) = =i [ 2 Toy [Bu (kPG P)] - G

P
@)
Here and in the following the “hat” on AN and other
quantities indicates their matrix structure in nucleon
Dirac space, and the trace Try is taken with respect to
nucleon variables. The four-momenta P4, p, and k re-
fer to the nucleus, the bound nucleon, and the quark in
the nucleon, respectively. The quark propagator in the
on-mass-shell nucleon (5) averaged over nucleon polar-
izations is related to A N as follows:

An(kp) = 3Tow [Buk ) +M0)]. (52)

Substituting Eq. (51) into Eq. (8) we obtain for the
nuclear light-cone distribution
d*p

i TN [, p?) Glp Pa)] - (53)

fa(za) =—i 2n)

with 4 = Q%/2P4-q and

~ . &k Tre|dAnkp)| g
= o R 52).

(54)

Here the trace Trg is taken with respect to quark vari-
ables and =’ = Q%/2p - g is the Bjorken variable of an
off-shell nucleon with four-momentum p.

Let us now examine the Lorentz structure of fN in the
nucleon Dirac space. In general, it can be expanded in
terms of a complete set of 16 Dirac matrices. However
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there are only four independent terms* which can be con-
structed from the momenta p, g and the Dirac matrices:

v =FsT+ flovyu+ £3° 0ap, (55)
with
_fo
fs= oM (56a)
f f2
B “ "
o=+ 3540 (56b)
o f o
7 = Zp_anp 7, (56¢)

where Oapf = %[700'7%] and f; = fi(m’Pz), t=0,1,2,3,
are dimensionless Lorentz-invariant functions. The coef-
ficients in Eq. (56) are chosen in such a way that the
on-mass-shell distribution function averaged over the nu-
cleon spin is given by

lim | S Te((p+ M) (2,02 = fo + i+ fo.

(57)

fn(z) =

P2

We see that the tensor term in (55) does not contribute
to the unpolarized structure functions.

Substituting (55) into (53) one finds an equation which
connects the nuclear light-cone distribution with the
functions f;:

fa(za) = —i/(;iTZ))‘l ZQ’(P»‘I) fi(@',p?). (58)

The functions C;(p, q) are given by traces of the nucleon
propagator G with the different Dirac matrices in Eq.
(55):

Co = 2_1M Tr G(p, Pa), (59a)

€ = 573 TEG(p, Pa)Y) (59b)

C, = ﬁmc(p, Pa)), (59¢)

Cs= 0 T (G(p, Pa)oas). (594)
2p-qM ’ “

We emphasize here that, in general, Eq. (58) does not
reduce to the simple convolution formula (50) with re-
spect to the light-cone momentum. There are two reasons
for this. First, terms with different Lorentz structures in
Eq. (55) are convoluted with correspondingly different
nuclear distribution functions. Secondly, the structure
functions in the off-shell region depend not only on the

*We ignore possible terms proportional to vs and va7vs which
do not contribute to the unpolarized structure functions.
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scaling variable =’ but also on the off-shell mass p? of
the bound nucleon. This will now be examined in more
detail.

In the following we shall consider the nuclear struc-
ture functions as functions of the “nucleon” Bjorken
variable z = Q2/2Mgq, instead of the “nuclear” one,
z4 = Q%/2Maqo. The structure function F.;‘ as a func-
tion z reads

F3'(z) = 2 [Fa(e) — Fa(-2)], (60)
M M
M—AfA (‘A/I—Ax) . (61)

One can easily see that the transformation (61) preserves
the normalization of the nuclear distribution function as
a function of z:

Fa(z) =

Ma/M 1
/ dz Fa(z) = /_ deafal@) =34, (82

—Ma/M

Equation (58) can be simplified if one assumes that the
nucleus is a nonrelativistic system. In this case, as
shown in the Appendix, A3 vanishes up to terms of order
|p|3/M?3 if one uses the nonrelativistic form for the nu-
cleon propagator. Moreover, A3 = 0 for spinless nuclei.
In the same approximation the functions Ay, A;, and A,
are proportional to each other [see Eqs. (A7) in the Ap-
pendix]. This allows us to introduce one unique nucleon
distribution function Dy, 4 which, however, depends also
on p?. Using Egs. (A7) in the Appendix we have,

Falz) = /y>|z| ” /dp Dy/a(y,p*) fn(z/y,p?),

(63)
fn(z,p?) = VP /M2 fo(z,p?)
+(p*/M?) f1(z,p?) + fa(z,p), (64)
4,/ /
DN/A(yypz) = /(‘;7:;4 S(p’) (1 + %)
<8 (v=55) 56 - ). (65)

Equation (64) can be identified with the light-cone dis-
tribution function of the bound nucleon. In Eq. (65) we
have introduced the nuclear spectral function

S() =21 8(po— M —e,) [¥a(p)[*, (66)

where the sum includes all residual nuclear states with
A — 1 nucleons which carry together the momentum —p.
All other quantum numbers are denoted as n. The nu-
cleon separation energy is defined as e, = Eo(4) —
E,(A-1). Furthermore, ¥, (p) = ((A—1),, —p|¥(0)[4),
where ¥(0) is the nonrelativistic nucleon field operator at
r = 0. The spectral function is normalized to the number
of nucleons in the nucleus,

4
[ a5t = (67)

which guarantees the correct normalization of the nu-
cleon distribution function in Eq. (65).

It is convenient to introduce also the distributions of
quarks, g(z,p?), and antiquarks, g(z,p?), in the bound
nucleon. These are expressed through fu(z,p?) by Egs.

(7):
(68a)
(68b)

q(m’pz) = fN(:l:’pz)a
q(z’pz) = —fN(—:E,pz).

In terms of these distributions the structure functions of
the bound nucleon are given by the usual parton-model
formula [see Eq. (6)]. The relation between the nuclear
and the bound-nucleon structure functions then reads:

FA(z) = / dy / dp* Dy (u, 2 FY (2/y;0%).  (69)

Let us examine this equation in more detail. The nucleon
distribution (65) is strongly peaked around p? = M? and
y = 1, with a characteristic width Ay ~ pr/M, where pr
is the nucleon Fermi momentum. Expanding the bound-
nucleon structure function in Eq. (63) in a Taylor se-
ries around these points and integrating term by term,
one then obtains the following expression for the nuclear
structure function per nucleon [57):

Fp@)/A=~FY @)~ Do @)+ B 2p ()

(e) = (T) zanN(fv,Pz)
2 M (P op? )p’:M’ ' (70)

Here F¥'(z) and FN"(z) are derivatives of the structure
function with respect to z, and (¢) and (T') are the mean
separation and kinetic energies of the bound nucleon,

2M’

1 dip
ey=7 /(27()4 S(p)e, (71)
@)= [amisw (72)

Corrections to Eq. (70) are of higher order in (¢) /M and
(T')/M. One should also note that Eq. (70) can safely
be used for 1 —z > pp/M ~ 0.3. In this region the
condition z/y < 1 gives practically no restrictions on the
integration over the nucleon momentum p in Egs. (71)
and (72).

The first three terms in Eq. (70) are identical to the re-
sult of [21,25] in their discussion of the EMC effect, while
the last one reflects the leading contribution from the p?
dependence of the bound-nucleon structure function. Let
us first neglect the latter and discuss effects due to sepa-
ration and kinetic energies. These terms are of opposite
signs and the competition between them results in a be-
havior of the ratio R(z) = F##/AF} at z > 0.3 similar to
that seen in the experiment. As it was first pointed out
in Ref. [21] and discussed by many authors (see, e.g., Ref.
[8] for a review), this may account for the EMC effect at
intermediate and large . An important (and still open)
problem in this respect is a reliable calculation of ()
and (T') [27]. In a simple nuclear shell model the removal
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energy is averaged over all occupied levels. One finds typ-
ical values () =~ —(20-25) MeV and (T') ~ 18-20 MeV.
Correlations between nucleons change the simple mean-
field picture significantly and lead to high momentum
(p > pr) components in the nuclear spectral function
(66). This in turn causes an increase of the average re-
moval energy (¢). In order to demonstrate this let us
consider the Koltun sum rule [58], which is exact if only
two-body forces are present in the nuclear Hamiltonian:

(e) +(T) = 2us. (73)

Here up =~ —8MeV is the nuclear binding energy per
nucleon. In particular, Eq. (73) tells that an increase
of (T') due to high momentum components implies also
an increase of [(¢)|. We refer in this respect to a re-
cent calculation [59] of the spectral function of nuclear
matter based on a variational method. This calcula-
tion shows that there is a significant probability to find
nucleons with high momentum and large separation en-
ergies. Integration of the spectral function of Ref. [59]
gives (T) ~ 38 MeV and (¢) ~® —70 MeV. In order to
estimate these quantities for finite nuclei one usually as-
sumes [28] that the high momentum component of the
nucleon momentum distribution is about the same as in
nuclear matter, which gives (T') ~ 35 MeV for a wide
range of nuclei. The latter quantity together with Eq.
(73) leads to (¢) ~ —50 MeV. It should be noted, how-
ever, that, even though a gualitative understanding of
the EMC effect can be obtained using such values for (¢)
and (T'), a quantitative description is still lacking.

Let us finally discuss nuclear effects due to the off-
mass-shell properties of nucleons bound in nuclei. We
note in this respect that the analysis of Sec. II can be
applied also to Eq. (54), which describes the quark and
the antiquark distributions of the off-shell nucleon. We
parametrize the loop momentum in Eq. (54) in terms
of the Sudakov variables, k = ap + 8¢’ + k1, where p
is the nucleon momentum in Eq. (51) and ¢’ = ¢ +
z'p. Assuming again that the quark correlator Ay is an
analytic function of s = (p — k)2, u = (p + k)%, and k?
we end up with equations similar to Egs. (17) and (18),
where, however, the squared nucleon mass M? is now
replaced by p2. In particular, for the quark distribution
q(z',p?) we have

1
1672

!’

kiax
q(z',p?) = /ds/ dk? pr(s, k%, 2',p?), (74)

where k2, =z’ [s/(z' — 1)+p?] [cf. Eq. (18)] and pr is
the quark spectral density given by an equation similar
to Eq. (16).

We conclude from Eq. (74) that the p? dependence of
the structure functions has two primary sources:

(1) Explicit dependence of the quark correlator Ay in
Eq. (54) on p? (“dynamical” p? dependence). This
leads to a p? dependence of parameters character-
izing the quark spectral density pg.

(2) Dependence of the invariant variables s and u on
p? (“kinematical” p? dependence). This manifests

itself via the p? dependence of k%, in Eq. (74).

max

Taking both into account we obtain from Eq. (74),

9q(z,p?) _ 1 2 2
apr 167 /ds [#a(e: b 2,2)
k2
max dpr(s, k2, z,p%)
2 PR\ P )
" [w % op? - @

The first (positive) term in Eq. (75) arises from the p?
dependence of kZ .. Its contribution to Eq. (70) leads to
an enhancement of the nuclear binding effect. However, if
only this “kinematical” p?> dependence would be present
the number of valence quarks in the nucleon would in-
crease with p?. Therefore, to fix the normalization of the

valence quark distribution,

9

a2 A dx [q(z,p?) — 4(=,p%)] =0, (76)

an explicit p? dependence of the quark spectral density
is necessary. [Of course, cancelation of the “kinematical”
and the “dynamical” p? dependences in the integral (76)
does not imply that 8q/8p* vanishes for a given value of

Let us now evaluate this effect using the model devel-
oped in Sec. III. We consider the region of large = > 0.2
where one can neglect the sea part of the quark distri-
butions. Therefore we keep contributions to the quark
spectral density pg only from mechanism (i) which dom-
inates in the large z region. Recalling Eq. (22) we now
have

pr(s, k%, z,p?) = ®(k%,p?)é(s — 3). (77)

We assume that the k% dependence of the function
®(k2,p?) is the same as for the on-mass-shell nucleon,
Eq. (36), and that the p? dependence comes from the
corresponding dependence of the cutoff parameter Ay,
®(k?,p?) = ®(k?; Ay (p?)). We fix the p? dependence of
Ay in such a way that Eq. (76) is satisfied. Solving this
equation we find 9A% /0p? ~ 0.15 at p?=M?>.

F?
AFY

0.7

0 0.25 05 0.75

FIG. 9. The ratio of the nuclear and nucleon structure
functions calculated using Eq. (70) with (¢) = —50 MeV and
(T) = 20 MeV. The dashed curve is the result without correc-
tions due to the p? dependence of the bound-nucleon structure
function. The solid line is the result of the full calculation.
The experimental data for 1°”Au are taken from [7].
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FIG. 10. Result of the full calculation for *°Ca, including
shadowing, binding, and off-shell effects.

The p? dependence of Ay can be viewed as an effect of
changing the bound nucleon size Ry ~ 1/Ay in nuclei.
In fact, A% /0p? > 0 implies a “swelling” of the nucleon
in the nuclear environment. For the relative change of
the radius of the bound nucleon, we obtain

SRy 16A} _ 0A} M(c-T)
Ry~ 2A% ~  8pr  AZ

(78)

In this way we find a very small (0.8%) increase of the size
of a nucleon bound in the nucleus, indicating a remark-
able stability of the nucleon.® This result is compatible
with recent findings using quite a different approach [53].

In Fig. 9 we show a typical result for R(z) =
Ff(z)/AF} (z) calculated using Eq. (70). The dashed
curve corresponds to the impulse approximation neglect-
ing any p? dependence. The solid curve is the result of
the full calculation including Eq. (75). The “kinemati-
cal” and the “dynamical” p? dependence tend to cancel
each other partly at small z < 0.3. At z ~ 0.5-0.6 the ef-
fect of the p? dependence of the bound-nucleon structure
function is clearly visible and leads to an enhancement
of the nuclear binding effect.

For z > 0.7 one should keep in mind that Eq. (70)
cannot be applied in this region. Instead, one should use
Eq. (69) to which Eq. (70) is an approximation. Also,
the ratio Fif!/AF} becomes sensitive to uncertainties in
the shape and magnitude of the free-nucleon structure
function at large z.

A result (for 4°Ca) of the unified description which
incorporates both the shadowing effect at small z and
the binding, Fermi motion, and off-shell corrections at
large z is shown in Fig. 10. While the overall pattern of
the data is quite well reproduced, we see that once the
off-shell p? dependence of the bound-nucleon structure
function is included, there is some room for a possible

®In Ref. [31] the EMC effect is attributed to a 10% increase of
the nucleon radius in the nucleus. We emphasize here that in
our study of nuclear binding and off-shell effects this increase
of size is reduced by an order of magnitude.

small enhancement of F3' due to nuclear pion cloud ef-
fects [25,55] for 0.2 < = < 0.4, which are omitted in the
present calculations.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a unified description of deep-
inelastic scattering on nuclear targets which covers the
whole region 1073 < = < 1 of the Bjorken variable. Our
starting point is a relativistic, covariant formalism which
makes use of the analytic properties of quark correlators.
In the infinite momentum frame we recover the usual
parton model. In the laboratory system, which is the ap-
propriate frame in which to investigate nuclear structure
functions, this approach naturally incorporates two basic
mechanisms, namely, (i) scattering from quarks and an-
tiquarks in the target and (ii) photon conversion into a
quark-antiquark pair and subsequent interactions of this
pair with target constituents.

For small z, say, below z < 0.1, the second one of
these processes dominates and produces shadowing. At
the momentum transfers, Q2, typical of the current ex-
periments we find that only about half of the observed
shadowing comes from the coherent interaction of un-
correlated g¢ pairs with target nucleons, the mechanism
discussed in Ref. [16]. The other half comes from the co-
herent scattering of strongly correlated pairs, i.e., vector
mesons.

At larger values of the Bjorken variable (z > 0.2), scat-
tering from the quarks of a single bound nucleon domi-
nates. The leading nuclear effects are now binding and
Fermi motion, as pointed out already in previous stud-
ies. However, we find that the naive convolution formal-
ism needs to be generalized to incorporate off-shell effects
characteristic of bound nucleons. These off-shell effects
are by no means small. They reduce F3'(z)/A with re-
spect to the free-nucleon structure function F{¥(z) and
effectively enhance the binding correction.
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APPENDIX: NONRELATIVISTIC REDUCTION
OF MATRIX ELEMENTS

Consider Eq. (58) written for the distribution function
Fa(z). For the following it is convenient to multiply it
by z. We have

4 3
.’L‘fA(fL’) = —i/(;lwz))‘l ZA—ixlfi(xlapz)a

=0

(A1)
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where Ao = I;x} Tr G(p), (A2a)
Ay = M’% Tr[G(p)#], (A2b)
Ay = TI'[G(P)’H]’ (A2c)
P A
.A3 =—-"Tr [G(p)aa,@] . (A2d)

Mg

Equations (A2) are written in the laboratory frame where

= (MA’O)’ q = (QO’OTa_'IqI)v P+ = Ppo + Pp3, and
Y+ = Yo + 3. We have used the fact that z/z' = p, /M.
Also we have introduced G(p) = G(p, P4)/2M 4, where
the factor 2M4 ensures that G is independent of the nor-
malization of the nuclear state.

Consider a nonrelativistic reduction of matrix elements
(A2). We start from the nucleon propagator which can
be written as follows:

G(p) =i [ate™ T NEON @O, (43
where N(p,t) = [ d®r exp(—ip-r) N(r,t) is the nucleon
field operator in a mixed (p,t) representation and the
brackets denote the averaging over the nuclear ground
state, (---) = (4] ---|A)/(A]A) (see also Sec. II).

We apply a 1/c-expansion technique to obtain an ap-
proximate solution of the Dirac equation for the nucleon
field N in the nonrelativistic limit |p|/M — 0. Up to
terms of order 1/c® the nucleon field N can be written
as follows:

¥(p,t)
N ( Y7 ¥e.t) ) (A4)
We have introduced a two-component nonrelativistic nu-
cleon field ¥. The normalization constant C is fixed by

the charge (particle number) conservation condition,

/ d*r NT(r)N(r) = / d*r ¥ (r)¥(r), (A5)
which gives C = 1 — p2/8M?2.

Now we are prepared to calculate traces (A2). We
write the nucleon four-momentum as p = (M + ¢, p).
The squared four-momentum is p? ~ M? + 2M (e — T),
where T = p2/2M is the nonrelativistic kinetic energy.
We also introduce the nonrelativistic nucleon propagator

G(p) = —i / dt e’ (T [¥(p,t) ¥ (p,0)]). (A6)
Using Eqgs. (A4) and (A6) we have

Ao(p) = \/_j;— (1+37) w9, (ATa)

Ay (p) = 15122 (”M) trG(p), (ATb)

Ay(p) = (1 + M) trG(p), (AT7c)

As(p) =i e [0p) (P o), (AT)

where the trace is taken with respect to spin. Corrections
to Egs. (A7) are of order 1/c®. From the last equation we
see that A3 appears only in the order |p|>/M3 and can
therefore be neglected at the present level of accuracy.
Moreover, this term vanishes identically for spinless nu-
clei, where trGo = 0. Substituting Eqgs. (A7) into Eq.
(A1) and closing the integration contour in the upper half
of the complex po plane we arrive at Eq. (63).
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FIG. 1. Two basic mechanisms of deep-inelastic scattering.



FIG. 2. Compton amplitude to the leading order in Q2.



