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We consider the nuclear shadowing in deep-inelastic scattering corresponding to kinematic
regions accessible by future experiments at electron-ion colliders. The gluon distribution at low
x is obtained using an improved dipole model on the impact parameter for nuclei. The nuclear
shadowing at small x is defined within the color dipole formalism with respect to the mass
number A. Its behavior is predicted for light nuclei in a wide range of the impact parameter
b and the transverse dipole size r. The nuclear saturation at large-r is observable. The be-
havior of the nuclear ratio σA

dip/σ0 is similar to the Golec-Biernat-Wüsthoff (GBW) model in
a wide range of r and A at small x. The results are compared with nCETQ15 parametrization group.

I. Introduction

The structure of hadrons in electron-ion interaction
in terms of quarks and gluon distribution functions
(PDFs), in deep inelastic scattering (DIS), are interested
in the future circular collider hadron-electron (FCC-
he) and the large hadron electron collider (LHeC)[1].
Study of nuclear structure and nuclear collisions will
be considered on the electron-Ion collider (EIC) [2,3].
The shadowing effects will be important at small values
of the Bjorken variable x which is a consequence of
multiple scattering at high energies where a hadron
becomes a dense system. Indeed, the QCD dynamics
of the saturation effects will be visible at low x. This
effect is due to the growth of the gluon density with
energy and can be studied in the high-density regime
of QCD. Its further growth is expected to slow down
due to the non-linear QCD effects associated with the
unitarity corrections [4-9]. The saturation scale Q2

s(x) is
characterized on the saturation approach and depends
on energy. This marks the transition between the linear
and saturation regions.
The nuclear photoabsorption cross sections at small x
lie on a single curve when plotted against the variable
Q2/Q2

s,A [10-12], where A is the number of nucleons

in a nuclear target with Q2
s,A∝AjQ2

s where j ≃ 1
3 or

4
9 (for large nuclei the value j corresponds to 1/3) in
Refs.[4-6,11-16] and Q2

s∼x−λ and λ≃0.3. Non-linear
effects in nuclei are expected when αsTA(b)xg(x)∼Q2

because they have more gluons than protons, where
TA(b) is the nuclear thickness and g(x) is the gluon
density1. The nuclear shadowing at the Bjorken variable
x≪xA = 1

mNRA
= 0.15A−1/3 becomes important (where

RA is the radius of the target nucleus and mN is the

∗Electronic address: boroun@razi.ac.ir
†Electronic address: brezaei@razi.ac.ir
1 G(x,Q2) = xg(x,Q2) where G(x,Q2) is the gluon distribution.

nucleon mass [13]).
The behavior of the gluon density at very low-x de-
scribes the exclusive processes in ep and eA collisions
and this in important for connection of the dipole-target
amplitude to the integrated gluon density. The gluon
recombination, in a fast moving frame, is due to the
overlap of the gluon clouds of different nucleons. This
makes gluon density in the nucleus with mass number
A smaller than A times that in a free nucleon. This
behavior is shown in Ref.[17] using the ”brute force”
method in the momentum space.
The saturation effects play an important role in the
processes e + A→e +X in the experiments at EIC with
the variable center-of-mass energy within the range
20 <

√
s < 140 GeV. The kinematic regions in experi-

ments at the proposed EIC at the Brookhaven National
Laboratory are shown in Fig.1 where gives a deeper
knowledge of the hadronic structure at high energies.
This energy is lower than at HERA with

√
s = 318 GeV

but the luminosity is higher by a factor of 1000. The
EIC will combine the experiences of HERA and RHIC,
which will have a strong impact on understanding the
small and large-x regions of nuclear shadowing and the
EMC effect in comparison with fixed-target kinematics
for various nuclei [18-20].
In this paper we consider the nuclear dipole cross sec-

tions in the region of small x (x≤0.01) in the improved
dipole picture with respect to the bSat and bCGC
models at the kinematical range that will be probed
by the EIC and LHeC. The geometrical scaling (GS)
investigate in the nuclear improved saturation model at
a wide kinematic region rQs. The paper is organized
as follows. In the next section, we present a brief
overview of the formalism needed for the description
of the exclusive processes in ep collisions and discuss
the distinct models for the dipole-proton scattering
amplitude employed in our analysis. In section III, we
exhibit the dipole cross section models in eA collisions
with respect to the nuclear gluon density. In Section IV
a comparison of the results of the model with available

http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.07654v3
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FIG. 1: The Q2 and x coverage of EIC with the electron beam
energy Ee = 20 GeV and the ion beam energy per nucleon
EN = 250 GeV [2,3].

data on G/A will be shown and the dipole cross sections
will be discussed. Finally, in the last Section conclusions
will be outlined.

II. The Dipole Cross-Section Model for γ∗-p

The scattering between the virtual photon γ∗ and the
proton is seen as the color dipole. This color dipole pic-
ture is a factorization scheme for DIS in electron-proton
(ep) and lepton-nucleus (lA) scattering. The dipole cross
section is factorized into a light-cone wave function by the
following form

σγ∗p
L,T (x,Q

2) =

∫
dzd2r|ΨL,T (r, z, Q

2)|2σp
dip(x̃f , r). (1)

where the transverse dipole size r and the longitudinal
momentum fraction z with respect to the photon momen-
tum are defined [21-26]. Here ΨL,T are defined by spin
averaged light-cone wave functions2 of the photon, and
σdip(x̃f , r) is the dipole cross-section. It contains all the
information about the target and the strong interaction
physics, and it is related to the imaginary part of (qq)p
forward scattering amplitude. The Bjorken variable x is
modified by taking into account the active quark mass as
it is equivalent to x̃f≡x(1 + 4m2

f/Q
2) where mf is the

mass of the quark of flavor f .
The dipole cross section in the eikonal-like approach was

2 Where the subscript L and T refer to the transverse and longi-
tudinal polarization state of the exchanged photon.

proposed3 [27] by

σp
dip(x̃f , r) = σ0(1 − e−r2Q2

s/4). (2)

The dipole cross section shows the colour transparency
property when r→0, i.e. σdip ∼ r2, which is pQCD
phenomenon and the saturation property at large r, i.e.
σdip ∼ σ0 , which satisfies the unitarity condition. The
dipole cross section improved by Bartels-Golec-Biernat-
Kowalski (BGBK) [24] with adding the collinear effects4.
The dipole cross section with implementation of QCD
evolution on the gluon distribution reads

σp
dip = σ0{1− exp(−π2r2αs(µ

2)xg(x̃f , µ
2)

3σ0
)}, (3)

where the hard scale µ is assumed to have the form

µ2 = C/r2 + µ2
0, (4)

with the parameters C and µ2
0 where they are obtained

from a fit to the DIS data.
By introducing the impact parameter (IP) of the proton,
the dipole cross section reads

σp
dip(x, r) =

∫
d2b

dσp
dip

d2b
(5)

where b is the impact parameter (IP) of the center of the
dipole relative to the center of the proton, and

dσp
dip

d2b
= 2(1− Re S(b)), (6)

where S(b) is the S-matrix element of the elastic scatter-
ing, and it is proportional to the dipole area, the strong
coupling, the number of gluons in the cloud and the shape
function as

dσp
dip

d2b
= 2

[
1− exp

(
− π2r2αs(µ

2)xg(x̃f , µ
2)T (b)

2Nc

)]
. (7)

The function T (b) is determined from a fit to the data
by the exponential form

T (b) =
1

2πBG
exp(−b2/2BG), (8)

3 The GBW model was updated in [15] to improve the large Q2

description of the proton structure function by a modification
of the small r behavior of the dipole cross section to include
evolution of the gluon distribution.

4 Although BGBK model is successful in describing dipole cross
section at large values of r as the two models (GBW and BGBK)
overlap in this region but they differ in the small r region where
the running of the gluon distribution starts to play a significant
role. Indeed the improved model of σdip significantly improves
agreement at large values of Q2 without affecting the physics of
saturation responsible for transition to small Q2.
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where the parameter BG was found to be 4.25 GeV−2

[25].
For multi Pomeron exchange dσdip/d

2b = 2N(x, r, b), the
eikonalised dipole scattering amplitude can be expanded
as

N(x, r, b) =

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n+1

n!

[ π2

2Nc
r2αs(µ

2)xg(x̃f , µ
2)T (b)

]n
,

(9)

where the n-th term in the expansion corresponds to n-
Pomeron exchange [25]. In the Color Glass Condensate
(CGC) effective theory [28-29] the dipole cross section at
small r (i.e., Eq.(8)) reads

dσp
dip

d2b
=

π2r2αs(µ
2)xg(x̃f , µ

2)T (b)

Nc
. (10)

The BGBK and CGC models with impact parameters are
denoted by the IP-Sat and b-CGC models respectively5.
The impact parameter dependence in the b-CGC model
of the saturation scale Qs was introduced [35] by

Qs≡Qs(x, b) = (
x0

x
)λ/2

[
exp(− b2

2BCGC
)
]1/2γs

, (11)

where the parameter BCGC is a free parameter and
is determined by the t distribution of the exclusive
diffractive processes at HERA.

III. The Dipole Cross-Section Model for γ∗-A

The saturation scale in γ∗-A interactions, Q2A
s , is de-

fined [8] from the running of the coupling by the following
form

Q2A
s ln

(
Q2A

s

Λ2
QCD

)
∝
(
TA(b)

TA(0)

)
A1/3Q2

sln

(
Q2

s

Λ2
QCD

)
, (12)

where TA(b) is the nuclear profile function normalized to
unity,

∫
d2b TA(b) = 1. Here b is the impact parameter

(IP) of the center of the dipole relative to the center of
the nucleus. In the limit r→0, Eq.(12) is rewritten by
applying the first scattering approximation in the dipole
cross section in the form Q2A

s = 1
2ATA(b)σ0Q

2
s. In mo-

mentum space, the saturation scale is obtained according

5 The Balitsky-Kovchegov (BK) equation [30-32] for a dipole scat-
tering amplitude was proposed in terms of the hierarchy of equa-
tions for Wilson line operators in the limit of large number of
colors Nc. The geometrical scaling (GS) [33] at the high-energy
limit of perturbative QCD is obtained from the BK equation [30-
32] and the CGC formalism [34]. The BGBK and CGC models
considered only the dipole cross section integrated over the im-
pact parameter b [35].

to the maximum of the unintegrated gluon distribution
by

Q2A
s ≃

[
4ln

(
2ATA(b)σ0

2ATA(b)σ0 − 1

)]−1

Q2
s. (13)

TA(b) is the nuclear thickness function where is defined
in Ref.[36] by

TA(b) =
3RA

2πr30

√
1− b2

R2
A

. (14)

This is obtained from a hard-sphere model for nuclear
distribution in the rest frame

ρA(r) =
3

4πr20
θ(RA − r), (15)

as

Q2A
s ≈Q2

sA
1/3

√
1− b2

R2
A

, (16)

with r0 = 1.12 fm. The nuclear thickness function in the
Woods-Saxon distribution by assuming that the positions
of the nucleons {bi} are distributed reads [7]

TA(b) =

∫
dz

C

1 + exp[(
√
b2 + z2 −RA)/d]

. (17)

The Woods-Saxon distribution is used for A > 20 and
for light nuclei (A < 20) a gaussian profile is used [37] by
the following form

TA(b) =
3

2πR2
A

exp(−3b2/2R2
A), (18)

where the nuclear radius parametrized as RA =
0.82A1/3 + 0.58 fm (except deuteron). Therefore the
dipole-nucleus cross-section into the positions of the nu-
cleons has been written [7] as

dσA
dip

d2b
= 2

∫ A∏

i=1

{d2biTA(bi)}
[
1−

A∏

i=1

Sp(r,b− bi;x)

]

≈2

[
1− (1− TA(b)

2
σp
dip)

A

]

≃2

[
1− exp(−ATA(b)σ

p
dip/2)

]
. (19)

The nuclear γ∗-A interaction is defined as the γ∗-p inter-
action through

σγ∗A =

(
πR2

A

πR2
p

)
σγ∗p, (20)

with

Q2A
s =

(
AπR2

p

πR2
A

)1/δ

Q2
s, (21)
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where for a nuclear target with the mass number A, the
nuclear radius is given by the usual parameterization6

RA = (1.12A1/3 − 0.86A−1/3) fm, and δ = 0.79±0.02
[11]. The area of the proton is determined to be πR2

p =

1.55±0.02 fm2 [11].
The nuclear dipole cross section σA

dip is dependent on the

nuclear gluon distribution gA(x,Q2) which is defined in
Ref.[38] with the replacement Q2

s→Q2A
s , by the following

form7

xgA(x,Q2) = f(A)
3σ0

4π2αs(Q2)

[
−Q2 exp(−Q2/Q2A

s )

+Q2A
s (1 − exp(−Q2/Q2A

s ))

]
, (22)

where the function f(A) is defined to be A2/3 [11] and
Q2A

s is defined to be Q2A
s = A1/3Q2

s [14]8. Therefore, the
ratio of the color dipole cross section in the nuclear im-
proved saturation model, σA

dip/σ0, and at a given impact
parameter b are given by

σA
dip

σ0
= 1− exp(−π2r2αs(µ

2)xgA(x̃f , µ
2)

3σ0
). (23)

and

dσA
dip

d2b
= 2

[
1− exp

(
− π2r2αs(µ

2)xgA(x̃f , µ
2)TA(b)

2Nc

)]
.(24)

IV. Numerical Results

In the leading order running coupling we set ΛQCD =
120 MeV, which for the one-loop coupling gives
αs(M

2
Z) = 0.118 and other parameters are defined by

the following forms according to Ref.[16] as

σ0 = 29.12 mb, λ = 0.277, x0 = 0.41×10−4,

ml = 0.14 GeV, mc = 1.40 GeV. (25)

The results of our numerical studies of the saturation
gluon distribution in eA processes, and comparison
with the nCETQ15 [40] for Au − 197 at Q2 = 16 and
100 GeV2 are shown in Fig.2. In this figure (i.e., Fig.2),
we present results of the nuclear gluon distribution
function divided by A for the heavy nucleus of Au− 197
as a function of the momentum fraction x. The dot
and dashed curves show our results at Q2 = 16 GeV2

6 This parametrization shows that the growth of the nuclear sat-
uration scale is faster than A1/3 for large nuclei.

7 The area of the nuclear target is replace by SA = A2/3S, where
S is the nucleon target.

8 In the improved saturation model, a matching between the dipole
model gluon distribution and the collinear approach is given in
Ref.[39] using a leading order gluon anomalous dimension γgg .
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FIG. 2: Results of the nuclear gluon distribution functions
for the nucleus of Au−197. The gluon G(x,Q2) distributions
per nucleon (dot and dashed lines) are shown as a function of
x for Q2 = 16 GeV2 and Q2 = 100 GeV2, respectively. For
comparison, the solid and dashed-dot curves show the results
of the nCTEQ15 [40] parametrization at the corresponding
values of Q2, respectively.
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FIG. 3: The ratios 1
A

GA(x,Q2)

GN (x,Q2)
of gluon distribution functions

computed for different values of x for a wide range of nuclei
including C-12, Ca-40, Ag-108, Au-197, at Q2 = 16 GeV2.
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FIG. 4: Results of the nuclear gluon distribution functions
for the nucleus of C− 12 and Au− 197. The gluon GA(x, µ2)
distributions per nucleon are shown as a function of the dipole
transverse size, r, for x = 10−2 (solid), x = 10−4 (dashed-dot)
and x = 10−6 (short dashed), respectively.

and Q2 = 100 GeV2, respectively. They are compared
to the nCTEQ15 parametrization at the corresponding
values of Q2 given by the solid and dashed-dot curves,
respectively. This figure indicates that the results
obtained from the present analysis are comparable with
the ones obtained from the nCTEQ15 parametrization.
The results for shadowing effects in the gluon distribu-

tion of nuclei 1
A

GA(x,Q2)
GN (x,Q2)

at Q2 = 16 GeV2 for a wide

range of nuclei including C-12, Ca-40, Ag-108, Au-197
are shown in Fig.3. We observe that, as expected, the
shadowing effects are important for small x < 10−3

and their magnitude decreases with a decrease of x
and with an increase of the atomic number A [41].
These results are comparable with the results of Ref.[42]
of gluon shadowing correction corresponding to the
|qqG > Fock component of the photon containing
one gluon. These behaviors are observable in other
phenomenological parametrizations, such as GBW,KST
[43] ,BGBK and IP-sat models. In Ref.[42], predic-
tions for the gluon shadowing correction from the qqG
fluctuation of the photon are shown by the following

form 1
A

GA(x,Q2)
GN (x,Q2)∼1 − 1

A
∆σtot(qqG)

σγ∗N
tot (x,Q2)

, where ∆σtot(qqG)

is the inelastic correction to the total cross section
σγ∗N
tot (x,Q2).
In the improved saturation model, the connection

between the nuclear dipole cross section, σA
dip, and the

integrated nuclear gluon density is crucial for describe
the exclusive processes in eA collisions [4]. The evolution
of the analytical nuclear gluon distribution divided by A

10-3 10-2 10-1 100
10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

 

 

A
/

0

r [fm]

Curves x=10-3

 GBW
 A=1
 A=12
 A=40
 A=108
 A=197

FIG. 5: The ratio σA
dip/σ0 as a function of r at x = 10−3 for

a wide range of nuclei including C-12 (solid), Ca-40 (dashed-
dot), Ag-108 (dot), Au-197 (short-dash) and the free pro-
ton (short dashed-dot). The ratio for the free proton (short
dashed-dot) is compared with the GBW model (short dot-
thin).

for A=12 and 197 as a function of the dipole transverse
size, r, is shown in Fig.4. In this figure (i.e., Fig.4), we
observe a slow decrease of the nuclear gluon distribution
in the large dipole domain, for x = 10−2 for light and
heavy nuclei. This behavior in the large dipole domain
is strongly decreases as the Bjorken value decrease and
the number of nucleons in a nuclear target increase.
Figure 5 quantifies the size of the dipole cross sections
as a function of the mass number A. It presents the
ratio σA

dip/σ0 as a function of r for a wide range of
nuclei including C-12, Ca-40, Ag-108, Au-197 and
the free proton. The ratio for the free proton (short
dashed-dot) is compared with the GBW model (short
dot-thin, Eq.(2)) in a wide range of r for x = 10−3.
It is clearly seen where saturation is visible for the
free proton at r∼1 fm and this value decrease as A
increases. The improved saturation model in nuclei gives
a similar behavior of the ratio σA

dip/σ0 in comparison
with the GBW saturation model at low x in a wide
range of the dipole transverse size r. Calculations
have been performed at the Bjorken variable x to vary
in the interval x = 10−6...10−2 for Au-197 in Fig.6.
The improved saturation model for nuclei gives a good
description of the ratio σA

dip/σ0 in comparison with the
GBW saturation model at low x in a wide range of the
momentum transfer Q2. In Fig.6 we observe that, in the
interval 2.10−2 fm.r.5.10−1 fm, a depletion occurs for
x < 10−3. This depletion is strongly dependence to the
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FIG. 6: The extracted ratio σA
dip/σ0 as a function of r at

x = 10−6...10−2 (curves from left to right, respectively) for
Au-197.
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FIG. 7: Results of the nonlinear effects due to the mass num-
ber A for the ratio σA

dip/σ0 as a function of r at x = 10−6 for a
wide range of nuclei including C-12, Ag-108, Pb-208 and the
free proton.

mass number A. In Fig.7 this behavior for the light and
heavy nuclei is shown for x = 10−6, which significantly
enhances the importance of the nonlinear corrections for
heavy nuclei compared to the proton case. This effect is
visible in the range 1.75 GeV2 < µ2 < 3.3 GeV2 at very
low x (i.e., x = 10−6) for heavy nuclei. One can see from
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10-2

10-1

100

 

 

2A
/

2 0

r [fm]

Curves x=10-6

 A=1
 A=12
 A=108
 A=208

FIG. 8: Results of the nonlinear effects due to the mass num-
ber A in the the simplest case of the qq system for the ratio
σ2A
dip/σ

2
0 as a function of r at x = 10−6 for a wide range of

nuclei including C-12, Ag-108, Pb-208 and the free proton.

the figure 7 that the nonlinear effects clearly become
more important with increasing A, for small values of x
and Q2. Indeed , the deviation from unity in this ratio is
an indication of color transparency. A depletion in this
ratio is called ”shadowing”, whereas an enhancement is
called ”anti-shadowing”. The anti-shadowing is related
to the coherent multiple scattering where it introduces
the medium size enhanced (in powers of A1/3) nuclear
effects [44-49]. The nuclear shadowing is controlled
by the interplay of photon lifetime and coherent time
fluctuations for transition between no shadowing and
saturated shadowing at very small x [50,51].
In Fig.8, we have plotted the ratio σ2A

dip/σ
2
0 for the

diffractive9 qq production in the color singlet state as
a function of r at x = 10−6 for a wide range of nuclei
including C-12, Ag-108, Pb-208 and the free proton.
The diffractive γ∗A→qqA′ cross section is proportional
to σ2A

dip(x, r), where at small values of the diffractive

mass M2 ∼ Q2 the elastic scattering of the qq pair
dominates. In this figure (i.e., Fig.8), we observe that
the saddle point decrease as the mass number increases.
This behavior of the ratio σ2A

dip/σ
2
0 for heavy nuclei is

9 The cross section for the diffractive qq production reads

dσD
L,T

dt
|t=0 =

∫
dzd2r|ΨL,T (r, z,Q2)|2σ2

dip(x̃f , r),

where t = ∆2, and ∆ is the four-momentum transferred into the
diffractive system from the proton.
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 qbar-q
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FIG. 9: Comparing between the qq and qqg components of
the diffractive system in the ratio σ2A

dip/σ
2
0 as a function of r

at x = 10−6 for Au-197.

deeper than the ratio σA
dip/σ0. In Fig.9, we have added

the qqg contribution (due to gluon production in the
final diffractive state) for the diffractive processes at
larger values of the mass M2≫Q2 by a weight factor
CA/CF = 2N2

C/(N
2
C − 1) with CA = Nc = 3 and

CF =
N2

C−1
NC

= 4
3 where NC is the number of colors

[17,26-27]. This component was computed in the two
gluons exchange approximation with a color octet dipole
88 where the coupling of two t-channel gluons is relative
by the weight factor10. This weight factor increases
the saddle point because this behavior is tamed at low
values of x for heavy nuclei. A comparison between the
qq and qqg components of the diffractive system in the
ratio σ2A

dip/σ
2
0 as a function of r at x = 10−6 for Au-197

is shown in Fig.9. We observe that the saturation point
decreases from r.10−1 to r.10−2 at very low x for
heavy nuclei.
In Figs. 10 and 11, we consider the differential cross

section dσA
dip/d

2b at a given impact parameter b, using
the definition of the total cross section of the qq pair
on the proton σp

qq, by the integrated Woods-Saxon
distribution TA(b) scaled by the number of nucleons,
for x = 10−3 [38,52]. In these figures (i.e., Figs.10 and

10 The color dipole cross section for exchange of a two gluon system
for octet dipole reads

σ
p
dip = σ0{1− exp(−

CA

CF

π2r2αs(µ2)xg(x̃f , µ
2)

3σ0
)}

2
4
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FIG. 10: The nuclear dipole cross section at impact param-
eter b as a function of r and b at x = 10−3 for C-12.
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FIG. 11: The same as Fig.10 for Ca-40.

11), the nuclear dipole scatters at impact parameter
b are calculated for the nuclei C-12 and Ca-40 in a
wide range of the parameters b and r, respectively.
We observe that the saturation is visible at r≃1 fm
for C-12 in a wide range of b, 0≤b≤8 GeV−1, and
increase towards lower r (i.e., r < 1 fm) when the mass
number A increases (see Fig.11 for Ca-40). These 3D
figures have a broken line in the behavior of dσA

dip/d
2b

as it increases from approximately ≃0.1 to 0.5 with an
increase A from 12 to 40, respectively. We see that the



8

two functions for C-12 and Ca-40 differ in the small-r
region where the running of the gluon distribution
starts to play a significant role, with an increase of the
mass number A. Indeed, the behavior of the dσA

dip/d
2b

is directly dependent on the gluon density and the
mass number A. These behaviors clearly indicate that
the IP saturation model can be used to study nuclear
effects in the future experiments at electron-ion colliders.

V. Conclusions

In this paper, we studied the improved saturation
model for nuclei with respect to the gluon density
obtained within the color dipole approach. The nuclear
cross-section is evaluated by implying the impact of the
nuclear gluon density at small x. We presented the study
of the shadowing in deep-inelastic scattering off nuclei in
the kinematic regions accessible by future electron-ion
colliders. The dipole cross sections are considered in the
description of the inclusive and diffractive DIS at small
x in a wide range of the mass number A. The ratio
σA
dip/σ0 due to the nuclear effects is similar with the

GBW saturation model at low x, although the saturation
region decreases with increase of the mass number A.
A saddle-shaped behavior is predicted at very low x for
heavy nuclei in a range 2×10−2. r .2×10−1 fm due to
the nonlinear effects. In the diffractive DIS processes
where the component qqg deviates from the GBW and
CGC models, the behavior at very low x for heavy nuclei
is tamed. This behavior increases the saturation region
with the increase of the mass number of A.
Nuclear corrections to the impact parameter dependent
dipole cross section in a wide range of the impact
parameter b and the dipole size r are considered. The
saturation region in the IP-Sat model increases as r
decreases and the mass number of A increases, in a wide
range of b. Indeed, we have tested the IP-Sat model
with impact parameter dependence with increases of the
mass number of A. While the influence of the impact
parameter structure decreases as the mass number of A
increases and gives a possibility to test various models
for the nuclear dipole cross section at small x at future
colliders such as EIC and the LHeC.
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