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Abstract

W e propose an interpretation of the -scaling behavior of nuckar structure
functions ocbserved at B prken x > 1 and Q 2< 4 G eV=c)2 . W e show that at
> 1, -scaling m ight arise accidentally because of the approxin ate cancel-
lation of two di erent Q >-dependent e ects, nam ely F inal State Interactions
and the e ects In plicit In the choice of the scaling variable . W e provide a
new convolution form ula for the nuclear structure function In term s of and
m ake predictions for the kinem atical regions where F inal State Interactions
are expected to be an all and the suggested balancing of scaling violations is
expected to break down. O ur analysis is ain ed at the nalgoal of clarifying

the range of applicability of local duality ideas in nuclki.
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For m any years Inclisive scattering of high energy k¥ptons from nuclei has been pro—
viding a conthhuous ow of nform ation both on nuclear dynam ics at short distances and
on the intemal structure of the nuckon. W ith the experin ental discovery of the European
M uon Collaboration EM C) e ect it has beocom e clear that a better understanding of the
m echanisn s that m odify quarks and gluons distributions inside nuclei would help unravel-
Ing unknown agpects of the dynam ics of strong interactions. In nuclei one can explore the
kinem atical regin e beyond Bprken x = 1 (x = Q?=2My , Q? being the Hurm om entum
transfer squared and the energy transfer) w here partons carry a higherm om entum than In
a single nuclkon. In dynam icalm odels one expects desp inelastic nuclkar structure functions
at x 7 1 not to vanish because of the existence of unusual con gurations of the nuckus in
which spectator particles are directly nvolved In the scattering process. A quite successfil
e ective description of such con gurations is given for exam ple by nuckon-nuclkon NN)
correlations viewed as two close nuckons strongly recoiling against each other. Unfortu—
nately the cross sections in this kinem atical dom ain all very steeply, m aking the extraction
of nuclear structure fiinctions very challenging (oublished data at Q2 > 50 G eV=c)? and
x > 115 [I,4] only represent upper lin its for the nuclear structure finctions). Recently
BA), i was suggested that an indirect experin ental access to the deep helastic structure
fiinctions could be obtained by exploiting the connection between the low Q ? regin e and the
asym ptotic lim it, known as B loom and G ilm an duality []. A s a m atter of fact, the nuclear
structure function per nuckon, W }=A, extracted from the nuckar data on “H e, **C and
Fenhtheregionl Q2 4 (GeV=c)?, was Pund to scale in Nachtm ann’s variable fHr

< 1,wih som e relatively sm all scaling violations at Jarger . The resulting -scaling curve
was suggested to be consistent w ith the high Q 2 structure fiinction, therefore supporting the
applicability of duality ideas to nucki 31.

In this paper we propose an explanation for the -scaling behavior of nuclear structure
fiinctions at low Q2 and high B prken x by making a connection wih scaling in W est’s
variable y [§]. Ourmain ain is to try to clarify a possble accidental nature of the scaling

In . The ram oval of this am biguiy seem s rather urgent to us In view of the forthcom Ing



experin ents at the Continuous E lectron Beam A ccelerator Facility (CEBAF) E!].

W e show that athigh x ( ~ 1), where scattering occurs prevalently in the Q uasik Jastic
QE) channel, -scaling is approached from below as a result of the com pensation of two
opposite e ects. In fact i is a well known prediction of caloulations based on Impulse
Approxin ation (A ), that QE data should exhibit y-scaling at high Q2 (for a recent review
on y-scaling see eg. [1]) . At the Q 2 values of the present data y-scaling is indeed observed in
proxin ity oftheQE peak (y 0,x 1) and scaling violationsdue to F lnalState Interaction
(FSI) e ects set In as the energy transfer gets closer to its threshold, corresoonding to large
negative y and x > 1. These scaling violations produce an overall enhancem ent of the
cross section at negative y w ith respect to the IA one (ie. y-scaling is approached from
above) . By studying the nuclear structure functions in tem s of the variable , one shatters
the pattem of y-scaling violations because the relationship between the variablesy and is
Q2 dependent. This Q? dependence m ight conspire, as we shall see, to counterbalance FSI
e ects giving rise to a better scaling behaviour.

At Jower values of x, corresponding to < 036, the cross section receives a larger contri-
bution from the nelastic channels and scaling In = ©llow s from the scaling of the nuclkon
structure fiinction, assum ing that the bound-nuclkon structure filnction’s Q 2-dependence is
not sensbly m odi ed Inside the nuclkarmedium . At 0:6 08 0:9, we expect both
Inelastic and quasi elastic channels to contribute to the structure functions. Their sspara—
tion is obviously m odel dependent. H owever, according to our calculation, at eg. 08
inelastic channels start to give a signi cant contrdbution only at the highest values ofQ ? of
present data Q2 3 (Gev=c)?) and one can isolate a kinam atical region dom inated by the
quastelastic peak. In the last part of this paper we w ill try to clarify the question of why
should the nuclkar structure functions In this region fall along a scaling-lim it curve as the
available data seem to show .

W e begih by de ning the the nuclkar structure function, F2 ( ;0%) = W2 ( ;0%), i
TA asa convolution of the structure finction for the bound nuclkon, EEZN , wih the spectral

finction, PN (k FE),N = p;n (see also Ref. B)):



Z 7
F2(;0°)= dk dE ZPP(Ek FE)

PP (kq);Q%;k*)F +

(sin ilartermm sforneutrons); @)

where 7 isthe num ber ofprotons; k ko=Mn ™, +k*)'?;k= P, ;) isthebound
nuckon ourmomentum , P, ; isthemomentum oftheA 1nuckusandM p,m 1) arethe
nuckarmasses,M , ; = M, ; + E ,E Dbeihg the excitation energy ofthe A 1 nuckus; E
is the nuclkeon removalenergy,de nedaskE = E n + E ,withE,yn Ma 1 +My Ma.
F is a kinem atical factor detem ined by the choice of the o —shellness extrapolation from
the free nuckon structure finctions (see eg. B9]). F approaches unity at large Q2.
W e now make the Hllowing change of variables: d*kdk, dkkdEd °J%, wih °

2x=(1 + B 1+ 4k?x%Q2), and x°= Q?=2(q). °and x’play the ok of Nachtmann =

q
2x=(1+ 1+ 4M Fx=0?), and B prken x ran o —shellnuckon. J* is the jacobian of the

transform ation, whose form we w ill specify below . W e consider for illustration the case of
In nite NuclarM atter NM ) where kinem atics is sin pler because one does not acocount for
the recoil kinetic energy ofthe A 1 system and calculations of realistic spectral functions
and FSIe ects are avaibblk [10]1. F)'" ( ;0?) reads:
Z Z
FyM (0% =22 OdOFZP(O;Q% dE
Enm in
2 Knax @27 ; %F)
d ik 3ik 3PP (k FE)
kn in @25 ; %)

FJ"™ Q% %3k 3E) @)

+ (sin ilartem sforneutrons):

wih J"™ = 1=Q2q) k*+ Q2 9. I practical calculations we identify the o -chell nucleon
structure function, BY ((kq);Q%;k?), in Eq.(l) with the on-shellone, F) ( ;Q0?%), calculated
at = 9 This correspond to disregarding the dependency upon the invariant k? which
would in ply strong nuclkar m edium m odi cations of the bound nuclkon. The integration

lin itson jk jare:



Knin= My 1 — E (3a)

Knax =My 1+Q°— E 1: (3b)

Egs.@) and (3) descrlbbe both QE and inelastic scattering, depending on the fom ofFéq . In
particular, Hr QE scattering F)' is a linear com bination of the nucleon elastic form factors
tin es the delta fiinction: ( o)y wWih | 2=(l+q1+ M 2=072).

N uclear structure functions extend Into the x > 1 region according to the am ount of
high m om entum and energy com ponents in P" (k;E ). A quantitative determ ination of the
relative contrbutions of QE and nelastic channels at x > 1 is obviously m odel dependent
(e eg. B/A0) . However, presently available calculations [B;10/12] ndicate that at Q2
4 GeV=c)?, ie. in the range of current data, QE scattering overrides com plkteley inelastic
scattering; asQ ? increases, Q E scattering dieso alongw ith the nucleon form factorsand the
relative In portance of inelastic channels ncreases until one reaches a region where neither
process is clearly dom ating; i the very high Q2 limit Q? > 20GeV=c)? orx 135),
desp Inelastic scattering nally dom inates the cross section.

In Figure 1 we show as an exam pk our results at xed and i the Q? range covered
by the data of _B]. Figures (la-1c) correspond to three di erent kinem atical regions: (@) the
region where inelastic channels are aln ost com pltekey suppressed and IA breaks down; (©)
an Intem ediate region where inelastic channels start to contribute signi cantly only at the
highest 0 2 values; (c) the region beyond the QE peak where inelastic channels are expected
to give the m a pr contrdbution to the cross section. In what follow s we w ill dem onstrate
that -scaling can occur accidentally In regions @) and ().

W e expect data to exhbit a transition from y-scalingto -scaling, proceeding from region
@) to (© . yscaling forthe Q E reduced cross sections (ie. the nuckar cross sections divided
by the sihgle nuclkon cross sections, d? =&’ y F (y;0?)) was predicted in the high
Q2 Iim it under the hypotheses that only nucleon degrees of freedom are participating in the
scattering process and that 1A isvalid g]. y isthem lninum longiudinalm om entum carried

by the struck nuclkon assum ing that the spectator A 1 systam recoils w ith no excitation



energy {4]. The de nition of y depends on both the target and the recoiling system m asses
and at a given kinem atics its value changes depending on the nuckus [[1]. In nuckarm atter

y isde ned as:

q
YwM = g+ ( Emin)2+2MN( Enin): )

y-scaling was observed in experim ents along w ith scaling violations at low Q?, interpreted

asan e ect of FSI [}]. y isrelated to  through:

M2
v=vo() L+ 0 (I=¢)
2q
M3
vo () S +0 1=0%); 5)

2

withyo () My (@ ) Enim-

By calulating the structure finctionsat a xed , one introduces a spurious Q? depen—
dence com Ing from the relationship between y and . W e now consider the possibility that
the Q 2 dependence of FSIe ects can counterbalance it. W e  rst w rite an expression forthe

reduced cross section which includes the e ect of FSI, Frs1 (v;Q2), In tem s of the y-scaling

quantity, Fa (y): 5
Frs:(;Q7%) = Fra v+ brs1 ¢;0°)): 6)

Here we de ne a shift in the variable y, brs1 (v;Q2), which is the profction onto the y axis
of the variation in the cross section due to FSI, (7;Q %) = Frs1 v;Q%) Fra (y). Wecan
de ne such a shift because the Hllow ing properties are valid at x > 1: i) both Frg1 (v;Q?)
and F1a (y) are m onotonously increasing finctions of y, and, i) Frst (7;Q%) > Fra ). W e

ror consistency w ith previuos literature f_?.] we consider here reduced cross sections instead of
nuckar structure finctions. The 1A calculation rF) M scales in y rhtively to the caloulation
including FST, even ifF )M obviously doesnot scale per se, or when com pared to the reduced cross

section.



obtained by s (v;Q?) num erically by caloulating Frg; using the approach of Ref. [l] (see
also f13]).

W e now replacey on the right hand side of Eq.{d) w ith the expression in Eq.(5):
Frsr(iQ%) = Fra (o ( )+ @ Q%)+ brs: ¢7Q%)); (7)

One can clearly see that Frgr (y;Q2) becomes a function of yo ( ) only and therefre it
exhlbis -scaling, to the extent to which a and Iy g1 com pensate for each other.

In Figure 2 we show the quantitiesa and Iy 51, at the xed valueofy= 04 GeV/c
(corresponding to ~ 0:9). The dashed line corresponds to 1A .a and b 51 have opposite
sign and therefore they generate \scaling violations" that tend to com pensate foreach other.
M oreover, ja P brgr particularly at Jow Q2 and this is precisely why in the available data,
scaling seam s to be approached from below . For com parison In Figure 2 we also show the
quantity a,, de ned as:

y=My @ %) Epm aQ%; ®)
Q 2
Atx > 1, ay, being of the sam e sign of k- 51, contrlbutes to enhance the scaling violations

a, Q%) = +0 (1=0%: )

due to FSI and this is at the origih of the large x-scaling violations reported In 3]. W e
would also Iike to point out that, asalso shown in Figure 2, whilk F ST is expected to becom e
negligblkatQ? 6 (Ge&V=c)?,thedi erencebetween y and persists up tomuch higher 92
values. A s a further proof of the validity of our argum ent we predict -scaling violations to
persist even at very high Q2 (in Figure 2 we show valuesofQ ? as large as 10 (G eV =c)?, in the
range of CEBAF experin ents []). A s shown In Figure 2 such violtions w ill approach the
scaling behavior from below and they w illbe of the sam e m agnitude as the ones observed at
ower Q2. It is interesting to add that a sin ilar e ect to the one that we jist dicsussed was
referred to in {14] as a possblk explanation for the ! ° scaling cbserved in the earlier data
on nuckon structure fnctions Ref. HB] and references therein) . T he authors of [14] indeed
suggested that logarithm ic corrections were com pensating for the Q 2 dependent relationship

between ! = 1=x and !°= ! + M 2=07?.



W e now tum to the 08 09 region Figure (1b)). One is studying here the nuclkar
structure functions in proxim ity ofthe QE peak; FSI e ects are an all and the m echanian
proposed to explain  -scaling in region (@) cannot be applied. The QE peak is positioned
at: peax p (@ HEiM y ), corresponding to ky in = 0 n Eg.(3a) (E i is the average value
of the rem oval energy and we disregard a sm all Q 2-dependent correction due to FSI).W e
notice that due to the Q? dependence of ,, peax IcCreases w ith increasing Q2. The height

of the peak can be readily obtained from Eq.(2):

Hpeask  Fo' (peax) / 2Q%); (10)
w ith
|
Zz oM h i, @2 h i
207 T———— GLeH + 5 ey ehH 4
1+ 25
4MN
(sin ilartemm sforneutrons); 11)

and GY and GY being the usual nuckon electric and m agnetic form factors. Eq.{0) is a
consequence ofthe fact that one is integrating over the w hole range ofm om entum and energy

R R
in Eq.(2) and the nuckon spectral fiinction is nom alized to one: dE dkk?P k;E) = 1.

H peax decreases w ith peak @ccording to:
0 1
aM 2
, 2807 v K 12)

27 Eio47

N

=

In Figure 3 we show for illustration our IA calculation ofthe QE peaks in °°F e and deuteron
at di erent values of 02 (1 GeVv=c)? < Q2 < 10 GeV=c)?) versus . W e aloo show for
com parison the curve ©r H ek, corresponding to EQ.@2) . H pear flls short w ith respect to
the data at high Q2 where in fact inelastic channels start to set in. However -scaling was
cbserved in a very amall range of Q2 (corresponding to the QE peaks farthest to the left
In Figure 3) where it seam s to bem ainly a consequence of the rather lJarge sn earing at the
top of the peaks for Fe. In other words, from Figure 3 it is evident that the occurence or

not of -scaling depends on the way the peak is am eared: one m ight expect a scaling e ect



In a com plex nuckus such as iron, and not in deuteron for instance, where the an earing
is an aller. The an earing In tum re ects well known features of nuckar dynam ics ie. the
shape of the nuclon m om entum distribbution at Iow momentum (  300M €V ). W e cannot
envisage any fiindam ental reason behind this scaling behavior. O ur observation can be tested
by perform ing a sin ilar analysis as the one presented in 3] using the data on deuteron
5] and *H e {l4]. W e would like to notice, however, a m ore intriguing fature in this
kinem atical region, nam ely the allo of QE peaks at di erent Q ? s relative to the D eep
Inelastic Scattering (O IS) lm itihg curve (the dots in F igure 3).

The fallo ofthe QE peak along the \theoretical" D IS curve suggests an interpretation
analogousto B loom and G ilm an’s duality 1. H owever, we believe that duality ideas should
be phrased in a di erent way in a nuclkus.

W e would lke to state clkarly that here one is dbserving the interplay between two
di erent\resonance to background" relationships, nam ely the usual parton-hadron duality
B/14] for the bound nuclkon structure finction and the occurence of scattering into channels
In which the nalA 1 systam either recoils coherently or it undergoes breakup. These
breakup channels are identi ed w ith the nuclkar background; coherent recoil generates the
low m om entum and energy peaks corresponding to the ground state orthe A 1 nuckus,
followed by is shell m odel excitations.

Now, nuckar dynam ics contrbutes to  peax and H peax, Eq.@0), through the average
value of the ram oval energy, HE i and the nom alization of the nuckon spectral function,
respectively. These quantities in tum depend m ostly on the low energy and m om entum
com ponents of P k;E ). Therefore, if one were to extract the D IS contrdbution from the
elastic cross section, according to the duality prescription Hj14], one would not get any
Inform ation on the short distance nuclkar dynam ics which is expected to strongly contrbute
In this region. A sam atter of fact, from Egs.) and (3) one can see that 1 its the phase
soace allotted for the contribution of the nuclkon spoectral function to the D IS structure
finction. A sa resul, at high enough  ( ~ 0:8) the continuous background ofF ) isfolded

w ith the high k part of the nuclon spectral function, that is w th the nuckar kackground



obtained when breakup con gurations for the A 1 system are included. As increases,
only the highest k com ponents contribute, which occur w ith a decreasing probability and
this is what detemm Ines the structure function’s 2llo .

To summ arize, the behavior of the Iow Q? structure finction at 0:8 is determm ined
by the elastic nuclkon cross section and by the low m om entum ocom ponents of the nuckar
spectral fiinction. Thehigh Q ? structure fiinction isdeterm ined by the D IS nucleon structure
function folded w ith the high m om entum com ponents of the spectral function. Becauss we
are dealing w ith di erent parts of the nuckon spectral function these to quantities cannot
be rlated In a strmightforward way using the usual duality ideas. Our ponnt of view is
Mustrated also In Figure 3 where we com pare the QE peak 2llo (dashed line) with the
desp inelastic Iim it curve (dotted lne).

Finally we would lke to comm ent brie y on the region of low ( < 0:6). Here the
scaling in should re ect the scaling in the nuckon structure function, m odulo nuckar
e ects that we expect to be of the sam e size of the EM C-e ect.

O uroonclusions are that the -scaling found in the high x data seem sto bem ost lkely an
accident. W hen the data are plotted vs. the presence of FSIe ects in nuclki is hidden by
the Q ?~dependent relationship between Nachtm ann’s and W est’sy. In the particular region
0ofQ ? explored so far, the pattem of -scalingand -scaling violationsdoesnot seem to allow
any space for any further theoretical speculation. O ur Interpretation can be tested readily
w ith the forthcom ing experin ents at CEBAF that w ill extend m easurem ents to higher Q 2.
Here we predict that ifthe m echanian that we suggest is correct, -scaling violations should
persist w ith a com parable m agnitude as the one seen at owerQ?. Atx 1 a new aspect of
duality ideas is envisaged. W e em phasize that duality ideas In nuclki should be considered
w ithin a m ore general fram ew ork which Includes together w ith the resonance to background
behavior m plicit .n nuckon structure, the resonance and background behavior of nuckons
in nuclei, generated by the presence of short distance NN con gurations. A m ore accurate
disceming of the underlying dynam ics of hadronic con gurations participating in electron-—

nucleus scattering processes in the m ultiG €V region and at x > 1 is a prerequisite in order

10



to explore consistently the exciting new aspects ofQCD in this region.
W e thank D onalD ay forusefiil discussions on the data and the Institute of N uclear and
Particle Physics at the University of V irginia for hogoitality during the com pletion of this

paper.
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. Comparison of the theoretical structure function per nuckon for Fe w ith the experi-
m ental data of -B] plotted vs. Q 2 at di erent values of . Solid lines: full calculation, incliding
both the quasielastic and the inelastic channels and the e ect of FSI; dashes: contribution of the

inelastic channels.

FIG.2. Shift n y, a (shortdashed line) and brg1 (full lne) contrbuting to Eq.{j), plotted

vs. Q2% at xed ywm = 0#4=;Ge&V=c. For com parison, the tem ay, Eq.@8), is also shown (dots).

FIG .3. D i erent contrbutions to the nuclar structure fiinction in deuteron (@), and Sép e, ),
vs. . The short-dashed curves In (@) and () represent the QE peaks calculated in 1A for values
of 0% ;n therange 1 GeV=c)? < Q% < 8 GeV=c)?, are shown ). The fulllnes ;n (@) and () are
the deep nelastic lin it ofEq.(2). The dashed line .n () represents H peax Eq.{L0)). The data in

(o) correspond to one of the kinem atics of [_3] where scaling at Iow  was reported.
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