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Abstract

W e propose an interpretation ofthe �-scaling behaviorofnuclearstructure

functionsobserved atBjorken x > 1 and Q 2 <
� 4(G eV=c)2.W e show thatat

� >� 1,�-scaling m ightarise accidentally because ofthe approxim ate cancel-

lation oftwo di�erentQ 2-dependente�ects,nam ely FinalState Interactions

and the e�ectsim plicitin the choice ofthe scaling variable �. W e provide a

new convolution form ula forthe nuclearstructurefunction in term sof� and

m ake predictions for the kinem aticalregions where FinalState Interactions

are expected to be sm alland the suggested balancing ofscaling violationsis

expected to break down.O uranalysisisaim ed atthe �nalgoalofclarifying

therange ofapplicability oflocalduality ideasin nuclei.
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For m any years inclusive scattering ofhigh energy leptons from nucleihas been pro-

viding a continuous 
ow ofinform ation both on nuclear dynam ics at short distances and

on theinternalstructure ofthenucleon.W ith theexperim entaldiscovery oftheEuropean

M uon Collaboration (EM C)e�ect ithasbecom e clearthata betterunderstanding ofthe

m echanism sthatm odify quarksand gluonsdistributionsinside nucleiwould help unravel-

ing unknown aspectsofthe dynam icsofstrong interactions. In nucleione can explore the

kinem aticalregim e beyond Bjorken x = 1 (x = Q 2=2M N �,Q
2 being the four-m om entum

transfersquared and � theenergy transfer)wherepartonscarry ahigherm om entum than in

asinglenucleon.In dynam icalm odelsoneexpectsdeep inelasticnuclearstructurefunctions

atx >� 1 notto vanish because ofthe existence ofunusualcon�gurationsofthe nucleusin

which spectatorparticlesaredirectly involved in thescattering process.A quite successful

e�ective description ofsuch con�gurations is given for exam ple by nucleon-nucleon (NN)

correlations viewed as two close nucleons strongly recoiling against each other. Unfortu-

nately thecrosssectionsin thiskinem aticaldom ain fallvery steeply,m aking theextraction

ofnuclear structure functions very challenging (published data atQ 2 > 50 (GeV=c)2 and

x > 1:15 [1,2]only represent upper lim its for the nuclear structure functions). Recently

[3,4],itwassuggested thatan indirectexperim entalaccessto the deep inelastic structure

functionscould beobtained by exploitingtheconnection between thelow Q 2 regim eand the

asym ptoticlim it,known asBloom and Gilm an duality [5].Asa m atteroffact,thenuclear

structure function pernucleon,�W A
2
=A,extracted from the nucleardata on 4H e,12C and

56Fe in the region 1 � Q 2 � 4 (GeV=c)2,wasfound to scale in Nachtm ann’svariable� for

� < 1,with som erelatively sm allscalingviolationsatlarger�.Theresulting �-scalingcurve

wassuggested tobeconsistentwith thehigh Q 2 structurefunction,thereforesupportingthe

applicability ofduality ideasto nuclei[3].

In thispaperwe propose an explanation forthe �-scaling behaviorofnuclearstructure

functions at low Q 2 and high Bjorken x by m aking a connection with scaling in W est’s

variable y [6]. Ourm ain aim isto try to clarify a possible accidentalnature ofthe scaling

in �. The rem ovalofthisam biguity seem sratherurgentto usin view ofthe forthcom ing
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experim entsattheContinuousElectron Beam AcceleratorFacility (CEBAF)[4].

W eshow thatathigh x (�>� 1),wherescattering occursprevalently in theQuasiElastic

(QE) channel,�-scaling is approached from below as a result ofthe com pensation oftwo

opposite e�ects. In fact it is a wellknown prediction ofcalculations based on Im pulse

Approxim ation (IA),thatQE data should exhibity-scaling athigh Q 2 (fora recentreview

on y-scalingseee.g.[7]).AttheQ 2 valuesofthepresentdatay-scalingisindeed observed in

proxim ityoftheQE peak(y � 0,x � 1)and scalingviolationsduetoFinalStateInteraction

(FSI)e�ectssetin astheenergy transfergetscloserto itsthreshold,corresponding to large

negative y and x > 1. These scaling violations produce an overallenhancem ent ofthe

cross section at negative y with respect to the IA one (i.e. y-scaling is approached from

above).By studying thenuclearstructurefunctionsin term softhevariable�,oneshatters

thepattern ofy-scaling violationsbecausetherelationship between thevariablesy and � is

Q 2 dependent. ThisQ 2 dependence m ightconspire,aswe shallsee,to counterbalance FSI

e�ectsgiving riseto a betterscaling behaviour.

Atlowervaluesofx,corresponding to � < 0:6,thecrosssection receivesa largercontri-

bution from the inelastic channelsand scaling in � followsfrom the scaling ofthe nucleon

structurefunction,assum ing thatthebound-nucleon structurefunction’sQ 2-dependenceis

notsensibly m odi�ed inside the nuclearm edium . At0:6 � � � 0:8� 0:9,we expectboth

inelastic and quasielastic channelsto contribute to the structure functions. Theirsepara-

tion isobviously m odeldependent. However,according to ourcalculation,ate.g. � � 0:8

inelasticchannelsstartto givea signi�cantcontribution only atthehighestvaluesofQ 2 of

presentdata (Q 2 � 3(Gev=c)2)and onecan isolatea kinem aticalregion dom inated by the

quasi-elastic peak. In the lastpartofthispaperwe willtry to clarify the question ofwhy

should the nuclearstructure functionsin thisregion fallalong a scaling-lim itcurve asthe

availabledata seem to show.

W e begin by de�ning the the nuclear structure function,F A
2 (�;Q

2) = �W A
2 (�;Q

2),in

IA asa convolution ofthestructure function forthebound nucleon, eF N
2
,with thespectral

function,P N (jk j;E ),N = p;n (seealso Ref.[8]):
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F
A
2
(�;Q2)=

Z

dk

Z

dE Z P
p(jk j;E )

� eF
p

2((kq);Q
2
;k

2)F +

(sim ilarterm sforneutrons); (1)

whereZ isthenum berofprotons;k� � (ko = M A � (M
�
A �1 + k

2)1=2;k = �P A �1 )isthebound

nucleon four-m om entum ,P A �1 isthem om entum oftheA � 1 nucleusand M A ;(A �1) arethe

nuclearm asses,M �
A �1 = M A �1 + E �,E � being theexcitation energy oftheA � 1 nucleus;E

isthenucleon rem ovalenergy,de�ned asE = E m in + E �,with E m in � M A �1 + M N � M A.

F isa kinem aticalfactordeterm ined by the choice ofthe o�-shellness extrapolation from

thefreenucleon structurefunctions(seee.g.[8,9]).F approachesunity atlargeQ 2.

W e now m ake the following change ofvariables: d3kdko � dkkdE d�0JA� , with �0 �

2x0=(1+
q

1+ 4k2x0=Q 2),and x0 = Q 2=2(kq). �0 and x0 play the role ofNachtm ann � =

2x=(1+
q

1+ 4M 2
N x=Q

2),and Bjorken x foran o�-shellnucleon.JA
� isthejacobian ofthe

transform ation,whose form we willspecify below. W e considerforillustration the case of

in�niteNuclearM atter(NM )wherekinem aticsissim plerbecauseonedoesnotaccountfor

therecoilkineticenergy oftheA � 1 system and calculationsofrealisticspectralfunctions

and FSIe�ectsareavailable[10].F N M
2

(�;Q2)reads:

F
N M
2

(�;Q2)= 2�Z

Z
1

0

d�
0
F
p

2(�
0
;Q

2)

Z 1

E m in

dE

�

Z km ax(Q
2;�;�0;E )

km in (Q
2;�;�0;E )

d jk jjk jP p(jk j;E )

�F J
N M
� (Q 2

;�
0
;jk j;E ) (2)

+(sim ilarterm sforneutrons):

with JN M
� = 1=(2q)(k2 + Q 2�0). In practicalcalculations we identify the o�-shellnucleon

structure function, eF N
2 ((kq);Q

2;k2),in Eq.(1)with the on-shellone,F N
2 (�;Q

2),calculated

at � = �0. This correspond to disregarding the dependency upon the invariant k2 which

would im ply strong nuclear m edium m odi�cations ofthe bound nucleon. The integration

lim itson jk jare:
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km in =

�
�
�
�
�
M N

 

1�
�

�0

!

� E

�
�
�
�
�

(3a)

km ax = M N

 

1+ Q
2
�

�0

!

� E � 1 : (3b)

Eqs.(2)and (3)describeboth QE and inelasticscattering,depending on theform ofF N
2 .In

particular,forQE scattering F N
2
isa linearcom bination ofthenucleon elasticform factors

tim esthedelta function:�(� � �p),with �p � 2=(1+
q

1+ 4M 2
N =Q

2).

Nuclear structure functions extend into the x > 1 region according to the am ount of

high m om entum and energy com ponentsin P N (k;E ).A quantitative determ ination ofthe

relative contributionsofQE and inelastic channelsatx > 1 isobviously m odeldependent

(see e.g.[8,10]). However,presently available calculations [8,10,12]indicate thatatQ 2 �

4(GeV=c)2,i.e.in therangeofcurrentdata,QE scattering overridescom pleteley inelastic

scattering;asQ 2 increases,QE scatteringdieso�alongwith thenucleon form factorsand the

relative im portance ofinelastic channelsincreasesuntilone reachesa region where neither

process is clearly dom inating;in the very high Q 2 lim it (Q 2 >
� 20(GeV=c)2 for x � 1:5),

deep inelasticscattering �nally dom inatesthecrosssection.

In Figure 1 we show asan exam ple ourresultsat�xed � and in the Q2 range covered

by thedata of[3].Figures(1a-1c)correspond to threedi�erentkinem aticalregions:(a)the

region whereinelasticchannelsarealm ostcom pleteley suppressed and IA breaksdown;(b)

an interm ediateregion whereinelasticchannelsstartto contributesigni�cantly only atthe

highestQ 2 values;(c)theregion beyond theQE peak whereinelasticchannelsareexpected

to give the m ajor contribution to the cross section. In what follows we willdem onstrate

that�-scaling can occuraccidentally in regions(a)and (b).

W eexpectdatatoexhibitatransition from y-scalingto�-scaling,proceedingfrom region

(a)to(c).y-scalingfortheQE reduced crosssections(i.e.thenuclearcrosssectionsdivided

by the single nucleon cross sections, d2�A =d
2�N � F(y;Q 2)) was predicted in the high

Q 2 lim itunderthehypothesesthatonly nucleon degreesoffreedom areparticipating in the

scatteringprocessand thatIA isvalid [6].yisthem inim um longitudinalm om entum carried

by the struck nucleon assum ing thatthe spectatorA � 1 system recoilswith no excitation
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energy [7].Thede�nition ofy dependson both thetargetand therecoiling system m asses

and atagiven kinem aticsitsvaluechangesdependingon thenucleus[11].In nuclearm atter

y isde�ned as:

yN M = �q+
q

(� � Em in)
2 + 2M N (� � Em in): (4)

y-scaling wasobserved in experim entsalong with scaling violationsatlow Q 2,interpreted

asan e�ectofFSI[7].y isrelated to � through:

y = y0(�)�
M 2

N

2q
+ O (1=q2)

� y0(�)�
M 3

N �

Q 2
+ O (1=Q 4); (5)

with y0(�)� M N (1� �)� Em in.

By calculating thestructurefunctionsata �xed �,oneintroducesa spuriousQ2 depen-

dence com ing from therelationship between y and �.W enow considerthepossibility that

theQ 2 dependenceofFSIe�ectscan counterbalanceit.W e�rstwritean expression forthe

reduced crosssection which includesthee�ectofFSI,FF SI(y;Q
2),in term softhey-scaling

quantity,FIA(y):
1

FF SI(y;Q
2)= FIA(y+ bF SI(y;Q

2)): (6)

Herewede�nea shiftin thevariabley,bF SI(y;Q
2),which istheprojection onto they axis

ofthe variation in the crosssection due to FSI,�(y;Q 2)= FF SI(y;Q
2)� FIA(y). W e can

de�ne such a shiftbecause the following propertiesarevalid atx > 1:i)both FF SI(y;Q
2)

and FIA(y)arem onotonously increasing functionsofy,and,ii)FF SI(y;Q
2)> FIA(y).W e

1For consistency with previuos literature [7]we consider here reduced cross sections instead of

nuclear structure functions. The IA calculation for F N M
2 scales in y relatively to the calculation

includingFSI,even ifF N M
2 obviously doesnotscaleperse,orwhen com pared to thereduced cross

section.
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obtained bF SI(y;Q
2) num erically by calculating FF SI using the approach ofRef.[10](see

also [13]).

W enow replacey on therighthand sideofEq.(6)with theexpression in Eq.(5):

FF SI(y;Q
2)= FIA(y0(�)+ a�(Q

2)+ bF SI(y;Q
2)); (7)

One can clearly see that FF SI(y;Q
2) becom es a function ofy0(�) only and therefore it

exhibits�-scaling,to theextentto which a� and bF SI com pensateforeach other.

In Figure 2 we show the quantitiesa� and bF SI,atthe �xed value ofy = �0:4 GeV/c

(corresponding to � >� 0:9). The dashed line correspondsto IA.a� and bF SI have opposite

sign and thereforethey generate\scalingviolations"thattend tocom pensateforeach other.

M oreover,ja� j> bF SI particularly atlow Q 2 and thisisprecisely why in theavailabledata,

scaling seem sto be approached from below. Forcom parison in Figure 2 we also show the

quantity ax,de�ned as:

y = M N (1� x)� E m in � ax(Q
2); (8)

ax(Q
2)=

M 3
N x(1� x2)

Q 2
+ O (1=Q 4): (9)

Atx > 1,ax being ofthe sam e sign ofbF SI,contributesto enhance the scaling violations

due to FSIand this is at the origin ofthe large x-scaling violations reported in [3]. W e

would alsoliketopointoutthat,asalsoshown in Figure2,whileFSIisexpected tobecom e

negligibleatQ 2 � 6(GeV=c)2,thedi�erencebetween y and � persistsup tom uch higherQ2

values.Asa furtherproofofthevalidity ofourargum entwepredict�-scaling violationsto

persisteven atvery high Q 2 (in Figure2weshow valuesofQ 2 aslargeas10(GeV=c)2,in the

range ofCEBAF experim ents[4]).Asshown in Figure 2 such violationswillapproach the

scaling behaviorfrom below and they willbeofthesam em agnitudeastheonesobserved at

lowerQ 2.Itisinteresting to add thata sim ilare�ectto theonethatwejustdicsussed was

referred to in [14]asa possible explanation forthe !0 scaling observed in the earlierdata

on nucleon structurefunctions(Ref.[5]and referencestherein).Theauthorsof[14]indeed

suggested thatlogarithm iccorrectionswerecom pensatingfortheQ 2 dependentrelationship

between ! = 1=x and !0= ! + M 2
N =Q

2.
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W enow turn to the� � 0:8� 0:9 region (Figure(1b)).Oneisstudying herethenuclear

structure functionsin proxim ity ofthe QE peak;FSIe�ectsare sm alland the m echanism

proposed to explain �-scaling in region (a)cannotbe applied. The QE peak ispositioned

at:�peak � �p(1� hE i=M N ),corresponding to km in = 0 in Eq.(3a)(hE iistheaveragevalue

ofthe rem ovalenergy and we disregard a sm allQ 2-dependentcorrection due to FSI).W e

notice thatdue to the Q 2 dependence of�p,�peak increaseswith increasing Q
2.The height

ofthepeak can bereadily obtained from Eq.(2):

H peak � F
N M
2

(�peak)/ �2(Q
2); (10)

with

�2(Q
2)�

Z

A

2M N
�

1+
Q 2

4M 2

N

�

 
h

G
p

E (Q
2)
i2
+

Q 2

4M 2
N

h

G
p

M (Q
2)
i2
!

+

(sim ilarterm sforneutrons); (11)

and G N
E and G N

M being the usualnucleon electric and m agnetic form factors. Eq.(10)isa

consequenceofthefactthatoneisintegratingoverthewholerangeofm om entum and energy

in Eq.(2)and the nucleon spectralfunction isnorm alized to one:
R
dE

R
dkk2P(k;E )= 1.

H peak decreaseswith � � �peak according to:

�2 � �2

0

B
@ Q

2 �
4M 2

N
h
2

�

�

1�
hE i

M N

�

� 1
i2
� 1

1

C
A (12)

In Figure3weshow forillustration ourIA calculation oftheQE peaksin 56Feand deuteron

at di�erent values ofQ 2 (1(GeV=c)2 < Q 2 < 10(GeV=c)2) versus �. W e also show for

com parison thecurve forH peak,corresponding to Eq.(12).H peak fallsshortwith respectto

the data athigh Q 2 where in factinelastic channelsstartto setin. However�-scaling was

observed in a very sm allrange ofQ 2 (corresponding to the QE peaks farthestto the left

in Figure3)whereitseem sto bem ainly a consequence oftheratherlargesm earing atthe

top ofthe peaksforFe. In otherwords,from Figure 3 itisevidentthatthe occurence or

notof�-scaling dependson theway thepeak issm eared:onem ightexpecta scaling e�ect
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in a com plex nucleus such as iron,and not in deuteron for instance,where the sm earing

issm aller. The sm earing in turn re
ectswellknown featuresofnucleardynam icsi.e. the

shapeofthenucleon m om entum distribution atlow m om entum (k � 300M eV).W ecannot

envisageanyfundam entalreason behind thisscalingbehavior.Ourobservationcan betested

by perform ing a sim ilar analysis as the one presented in [3]using the data on deuteron

[15]and 3H e [16]. W e would like to notice, however, a m ore intriguing feature in this

kinem aticalregion,nam ely the fallo� ofQE peaks at di�erent Q 2 s relative to the Deep

InelasticScattering (DIS)lim iting curve (thedotsin Figure3).

The fallo� oftheQE peak along the\theoretical" DIS curve suggestsan interpretation

analogoustoBloom and Gilm an’sduality [3].However,webelievethatduality ideasshould

bephrased in a di�erentway in a nucleus.

W e would like to state clearly that here one is observing the interplay between two

di�erent\resonance to background" relationships,nam ely the usualparton-hadron duality

[5,14]forthebound nucleon structurefunction and theoccurenceofscatteringintochannels

in which the �nalA � 1 system either recoils coherently or it undergoes breakup. These

breakup channelsare identi�ed with the nuclearbackground;coherentrecoilgeneratesthe

low m om entum and energy peakscorresponding to theground statefortheA � 1 nucleus,

followed by itsshellm odelexcitations.

Now, nuclear dynam ics contributes to �peak and H peak,Eq.(10),through the average

value ofthe rem ovalenergy,hE i and the norm alization ofthe nucleon spectralfunction,

respectively. These quantities in turn depend m ostly on the low energy and m om entum

com ponents ofP(k;E ). Therefore,ifone were to extract the DIS contribution from the

elastic cross section,according to the duality prescription [5,14],one would not get any

inform ation on theshortdistancenucleardynam icswhich isexpected tostrongly contribute

in thisregion.Asa m atteroffact,from Eqs.(2)and (3)onecan seethat� lim itsthephase

space allotted for the contribution ofthe nucleon spectralfunction to the DIS structure

function.Asaresult,athigh enough � (�>� 0:8)thecontinuousbackground ofF N
2
isfolded

with the high k partofthe nucleon spectralfunction,thatiswith the nuclear background
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obtained when breakup con�gurationsforthe A � 1 system are included. As� increases,

only the highest k com ponents contribute,which occurwith a decreasing probability and

thisiswhatdeterm inesthestructurefunction’sfallo�.

To sum m arize,the behaviorofthe low Q 2 structure function at� � 0:8 isdeterm ined

by the elastic nucleon crosssection and by the low m om entum com ponentsofthe nuclear

spectralfunction.Thehigh Q 2 structurefunction isdeterm ined bytheDISnucleon structure

function folded with thehigh m om entum com ponentsofthespectralfunction.Becausewe

are dealing with di�erentpartsofthe nucleon spectralfunction these to quantitiescannot

be related in a straightforward way using the usualduality ideas. Our point ofview is

illustrated also in Figure 3 where we com pare the QE peak fallo� (dashed line) with the

deep inelasticlim itcurve(dotted line).

Finally we would like to com m ent brie
y on the region oflow � (� < 0:6). Here the

scaling in � should re
ect the scaling in the nucleon structure function,m odulo nuclear

e�ectsthatweexpectto beofthesam esizeoftheEM C-e�ect.

Ourconclusionsarethatthe�-scalingfound in thehigh x dataseem stobem ostlikely an

accident.W hen thedata areplotted vs.� thepresenceofFSIe�ectsin nucleiishidden by

theQ 2-dependentrelationship between Nachtm ann’s� and W est’sy.In theparticularregion

ofQ 2 explored sofar,thepattern of�-scalingand �-scalingviolationsdoesnotseem toallow

any space forany furthertheoreticalspeculation. Ourinterpretation can be tested readily

with theforthcom ing experim entsatCEBAF thatwillextend m easurem entsto higherQ 2.

Herewepredictthatifthem echanism thatwesuggestiscorrect,�-scalingviolationsshould

persistwith a com parablem agnitudeastheoneseen atlowerQ 2.Atx � 1 a new aspectof

duality ideasisenvisaged. W e em phasize thatduality ideasin nucleishould be considered

within am oregeneralfram ework which includestogetherwith theresonancetobackground

behaviorim plicitin nucleon structure,theresonance and background behaviorofnucleons

in nuclei,generated by the presence ofshortdistance NN con�gurations. A m ore accurate

discerning ofthe underlying dynam icsofhadronic con�gurationsparticipating in electron-

nucleusscattering processesin them ulti-GeV region and atx > 1 isa prerequisitein order
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to exploreconsistently theexciting new aspectsofQCD in thisregion.

W ethank DonalDay forusefuldiscussionson thedata and theInstituteofNuclearand

Particle Physicsatthe University ofVirginia forhospitality during the com pletion ofthis

paper.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Com parison ofthe theoreticalstructure function pernucleon for Fe with the experi-

m entaldata of[3]plotted vs. Q 2 at di�erent values of�. Solid lines: fullcalculation,including

both the quasielastic and the inelastic channelsand the e�ectofFSI;dashes:contribution ofthe

inelastic channels.

FIG .2. Shiftin y,a� (short-dashed line) and bF SI (fullline) contributing to Eq.(7),plotted

vs.Q 2 at�xed yN M = � 0:4=;G eV=c.Forcom parison,the term ax,Eq.(8),isalso shown (dots).

FIG .3. Di�erentcontributionsto thenuclearstructurefunction in deuteron (a),and 56F e,(b),

vs.�.The short-dashed curvesin (a)and (b)representthe Q E peakscalculated in IA forvalues

ofQ 2 in the range 1(G eV=c)2 < Q 2 < 8(G eV=c)2,are shown ). The fulllinesin (a)and (b)are

the deep inelastic lim itofEq.(2).The dashed line in (b)representsH peak (Eq.(10)). The data in

(b)correspond to oneofthe kinem aticsof[3]wherescaling atlow � wasreported.

13


