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Abstract

W eanalyzetheproton and deuteron structurefunctionsatlargex usingare-

cently introduced scaling variable �x.Thisvariableincludespowercorrections

to x-scaling,and thusallows usto reach the Bjorken lim itatm oderate Q 2.

Usingavailabledataweextracttheratio F n
2
(x)=F

p

2
(x)forx � 0:85.Contrary

to earlier expectations this ratio tends to the value � 2/3 for x ! 1,which

correspondsto the quark m odelprediction forequaldistributionsofvalence

quarks.

According to thequark-parton m odel,thestructurefunctionsofhadronsin theBjorken

lim it (Q 2 = q
2 � �2 ! 1 and x = Q 2=2M �=const) are directly related to the parton

distributionsqi(x).Forinstance

F2(x;Q
2)! F2(x)=

X

i

e
2

ixqi(x); (1)

wherethesum isoverthepartons,whosechargesareei.Intheregionx ! 1,thecontribution

ofsea quarkscan beneglected.Then assum ing thesam edistribution ofthevalencequarks,

oneeasily �ndsfrom Eq.(1)thattheneutron-to-proton ratio F n
2
(x)=F

p

2
(x)approaches2/3

forx ! 1. If,however,the quark distributionsare di�erent,one can establish only upper

and lower lim its for this ratio,1=4 < F n
2
=F

p

2
< 4,which follow from isospin invariance
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[1].Theexisting data show considerable Q 2-dependence ofthestructurefunctionswhich is

attributed m ainly totheQCD logarithm iccorrectionstoBjorken scaling.However,athigh-

x thescalingviolationsaredom inated by powercorrections/ 1=Q 2 (highertwistand target

m asse�ects),which aredi�cultto evaluate.Therefore,in orderto check theparton m odel

predictions,oneneedsto obtain thestructurefunctionsathigh Q 2,wherethesecorrections

are sm all. At present,high Q 2 structure functions (Q 2 ’ 250 (GeV/c)2) extracted from

BCDM S [2]and NM C [3]data are available only for x <
� 0:7. The ratio F n

2
(x)=F

p

2
(x)

obtained from an analysis ofthese data [4,5]shows steady decrease with x. Thus,it is

usually assum ed that this ratio would reach its lower bound,F n
2
=F

p

2
! 1=4,for x ! 1.

This corresponds to d(x)=u(x) ! 0 for x ! 1,where d(x) and u(x) are the distribution

functionsforup and down quarksin the proton.To check thisassum ption one needsdata

forthestructurefunctionsatx >� 0:7.Thelatterarenow availableonly atm oderatevalues

ofm om entum transfer,Q 2 <
� 30 (GeV/c)2 [6{9],and exhibitvery strong Q 2-dependence.

A partofthe Q 2-dependence ofthe structure functions,generated by the targetm ass

corrections,isusually accounted forby using theNachtm ann scaling variable[10,11]

�=
2x

1+
q

1+ 4M 2x2=Q 2

; (2)

instead oftheBjorken variablex.Thequestion iswhetherthetargetm asse�ectisrespon-

sible fora m ajorpartofthe scaling violation athigh x. Ifso,the replacem ent ofx by �

in structure functions would allow us to reach the scaling lim it already at m oderate Q 2.

However,the analysisofrecenthigh x SLAC data [9]in term softhe Nachtm ann variable

stillrevealsstrong Q 2-dependenceofthestructurefunctions.

Besidesthe targetm asse�ects,one can expectim portantnonperturbative e�ectsfrom

the con�ning interaction ofthe partons in the �nalstate. Indeed,the partons are never

free,so thatthe system possesses a discrete spectrum in the �nalstate. Although in the

Bjorken lim it the struck quark can be considered a free particle,the discreteness ofthe

spectrum m anifestsitselfin 1=Q 2 correctionstoasym ptoticstructurefunctions[12,13].One

can expectthatthese correctionsare signi�cantin particularathigh x,where lower-lying
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excitationsshould play an im portantrole.

W e have found [14]that the target m ass and con�ning interaction e�ects in the �nal

state can be e�ectively accounted for by taken the struck quark to be o�-shell,with the

sam evirtualm assbeforeand afterthevirtualphoton absorption.Asa result,theBjorken

scaling variablex isreplaced by a new scaling variable �x � �x(x;Q 2),which isthelight-cone

fraction oftheo�-shellstruck quark.Explicitly,

�x =
x +

q

1+ 4M 2x2=Q 2 �

q

(1� x)2 + 4m 2

sx
2=Q 2

1+
q

1+ 4M 2x2=Q 2

; (3)

where M isthetargetm assand m s istheinvariantm assofspectatorpartons(quarksand

gluons).ForQ 2 ! 1 orforx ! 0 thevariable �x coincideswith theNachtm ann variable�,

Eq.(2).However,at�niteQ 2 thesevariablesarequitedi�erent.

Itfollowsfrom Eq.(3)that �x dependson theinvariantspectatorm ass,m s.The latter

can be considered a function ofthe externalparam eters only [14]. In the lim it x ! 1

(elastic scattering) no gluons are em itted,and thus m s ! m 0,the m ass ofa two-quark

system (diquark).W hen x < 1,thespectatorm assm s increasesdueto gluon em ission.For

x closeto 1,m s can beapproxim ated as

m
2

s ’ m
2

0
+ C(1� x); (4)

where the coe�cient C � (GeV)2. In the following we regard it as a phenom enological

param eter,determ ined from thedata.

Considertheproton and deuteron structurefunctions(pernucleon)F
p;d

2
(x;Q 2)atlarge

x. These are shown in Fig. 1a,b as functions of �x for Q 2=230 (GeV/c)2,which is the

m axim alvalue ofQ 2 in the BCDM S m easurem ents [2]. (Notice thatforsuch high values

ofQ 2 the variable �x isclose to x,Eq. (3)). The data are taken from [2],where the solid

linescorrespond to a 15 param eter�tto BCDM S and NM C data [3].Forsm allervaluesof

Q 2,the violationsofBjorken scaling are very signi�cant,Fig. 1c,d. By assum ing thatthe

m ajorpartofx-scaling violationsathigh x are correctly accounted forby the variable �x,

theQ 2-dependenceofthestructurefunctionsin thisregion isgiven by
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F
p;d

2
(x;Q 2)= F

p;d

2
(�x(x;Q 2)): (5)

Letuscom parethisresultwith twoBCDM S and SLAC databinsforx=0.65,0.75[2,6],Fig.

1c,d,which are the largestvaluesofx available in the BCDM S experim ent. W e �nd that

thesedata areperfectly reproduced (thedashed linesin Fig.1c,d),by taking thespectator

m assm 2

s=0.75 (GeV)
2 forx=0.75 and m 2

s=1.05 (GeV)
2 forx=0.65.Itisquite rem arkable

that the sam e values ofm s are obtained for proton and deuteron targets,although the

corresponding structure functionsare ratherdi�erent. Using Eq. (4)one �ndsthatthese

valuesofm s determ ine theparam etersm 0 and C,nam ely C = 3 (GeV)2 and m 0 = 0.The

latterim pliesthatthespectatorquarksarem asslessand collinear.

Usingthesevaluesofm 0 and C forde�nition ofm s in Eq.(3)wecan study thestructure

functions for x > 0:75. Consider �rst the data for the proton structure function from

the SLAC experim ents [6{9]in the region x > 0:6 for 5 <
� Q 2 <

� 30 (GeV/c)2,plotted

as a function of� and �x respectively,Fig. 2a,b. The data points close to the region of

resonanceswereexcluded by a requirem enton theinvariantm assofthe�nalstate,nam ely

(M + �)2� q
2 > (M + �)2,where�=300 M eV.Thesolid lineand thethreedata pointsin

Fig.2a,b correspond totheasym ptoticstructurefunction atQ 2= 230(GeV/c)2,thesam eas

in Fig.1a.Theanalysisin term softheNachtm ann scaling variable�,Fig.2a,showspoor

scaling. M oreover,the data pointsare faro� the asym ptotic structure function (the solid

line).In contrast,thesam edata plotted asa function of�x,Fig.2b,show excellentscaling.

Also thedata pointscom pletely coincidewith thestructurefunction atQ 2= 230 (GeV/c)2,

available forx < 0:75. This agreem ent provides strong evidence thatthe �x-scaling is not

accidental. W e therefore propose thatthe data pointsin Fig.2b representa m easurem ent

oftheasym ptoticstructurefunction forx > 0:75 aswell.

Next,consider the deuteron structure function from the SLAC data [6{8],Fig. 3a,b.

Asin the previouscase,we exclude the region ofresonancesby taking the invariantm ass

in the �nalstate greaterthen M + �,where �=300 M eV.In addition,in orderto avoid

com plicationsfrom binding and Ferm im otion e�ects,weexcludefrom ouranalysisthedata
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points with x > 0:9. (This restriction is relevant only for the data [8]). Indeed,recent

calculationsofM elnitchouk etal.[15]show thattheratio 2F d
2
=(F

p

2
+ F n

2
)isabout1.13 for

x = 0:9 and Q 2=5 (GeV/c)2,and itrapidly increasesforx > 0:9. However,forx < 0:85,

thisratioiswithin 5% ofunity [16].Fig.3ashowsthedeuteron dataplotted asafunction of

theNachtm ann variable�.Thesolid lineand threedata pointsshow thestructurefunction

atQ 2= 230 (GeV/c)2,the sam e asin Fig. 1b. One �ndsthatthe data display no scaling

and they arefarfrom thesolid line.Thesam edata asa function of�x areshown in Fig.3b.

Asin the proton case the data show very good scaling and do coincide with the structure

function at Q 2= 230 (GeV/c)2. Unfortunately,there are no deuteron data in the high-x

region forlargeQ 2,asforinstance the proton data [9].Asa result,the availabledeuteron

data allow usto determ inetheasym ptoticstructurefunction only up to x = 0:85.

Now with the asym ptotic structure functions F2(�x) = F2(x) � F2(x;Q
2 ! 1 )found

above,wecanobtaintheratioF n
2
(x)=F

p

2
(x).Forthispurposeweparam etrizetheasym ptotic

structurefunctionsasF
p;d

2
(x)= exp(�

P
4

i= 0aix
i)and determ inetheparam etersaifrom the

best�ttothedatain Figs.2b,3b.TheresultingF n
2
=F

p

2
ratioisshown in Fig.4by thesolid

line.Thedotted linesaretheerrorbarson the�t,which com binestatisticaland system atic

uncertainties. The dashed line corresponds to F n
2
=F

p

2
= 2=3. Fora com parison,we show

by the dot-dashed line a polynom ialextrapolation ofthis ratio to large x,obtained from

BCDM S and NM C data by assum ing thatF n
2
=F

p

2
! 1=4 forx ! 1 [4].

Ourresultsshown in Fig.4 dem onstratethatcontrary to earlierexpectations,theratio

F n
2
=F

p

2
does not approach its lower bound,but increases up to approxim ately 2/3. The

latteristhequark m odelprediction,assum ing identicaldistributionsforeach ofthevalence

quarks.Theaccuracyofourresultswillbechecked in futureexperim ents,which willprovide

high Q 2 data forthestructurefunctionsatlargex.

5



I.A C K N O W LED G M EN T S

Iam gratefulto A.Bodek and S.Rock forproviding m e with data �lesforproton and

deuteron structurefunctions.SpecialthankstoB.Svetitsky forreadingthem anuscriptand

m aking valuablecom m entson it.

6



REFERENCES

[1]O.Nachtm ann,Nucl.Phys.B38,397 (1972).

[2]BCDM S Collab.,A.C.Benvenutietal.,Phys.Lett.B223,485(1989);Phys.Lett.B237,

592 (1989).

[3]NM C Collab.,P.Am audruzetal.,Phys.Lett.B295,159 (1992).

[4]BCDM S Collab.,A.C.Benvenutietal.,Phys.Lett.B237,599 (1989).

[5]NM C Collab.,P.Am audruzetal.,Phys.Lett.B371,3 (1992).

[6]L.W .W hitlow,Ph.D.Thesis,Stanford University,1990,SLAC-REPORT-357 (1990).

[7]L.W .W hitlow etal.,Phys.Lett.B282,475 (1992).

[8]S.E.Rock etal.,Phys.Rev.D46,24 (1992).

[9]P.E.Bosted etal.,Phys.Rev.D49,3091 (1994).

[10]O.Nachtm ann,Nucl.Phys.B63,237 (1973);B78,455 (1974).

[11]A.DeRujula,H.Georgi,and H.D.Politzer,Ann.Phys.(N.Y.)109,315 (1977).

[12]O.W .Greenberg,Phys.Rev.D47,331 (1993).

[13]S.A.Gurvitzand A.S.Rinat,Phys.Rev.C47,2901 (1993).

[14]S.A.Gurvitz,Phys.Rev.D,in press.

[15]W .M elnitchouk,A.W .Schreiberand A.W .Thom as,Phys.Lett.B335,11 (1994).

[16]Sim ilarsm allbinding and Ferm im otion e�ectsin thedeuteron structurefunction were

also found in a recentphenom enologicalanalysisofJ.Gom ez etal.,Phys.Rev.D49,

4348 (1994).

7



FIGURES

FIG .1. (a,b)F
p;d

2
(�x)= F

p;d

2
(�x;Q 2) at Q 2= 230 (G eV/c)2. The data are from BCDM S m ea-

surem ents[2]. The solid line isthe 15 param eter�t[3]to BCDM S,NM C and SLAC data. (c,d)

Proton and deuteron structure functions at constant x. The dashed lines show Q 2-dependence

of the structure functions given by Eq. (5). The data are from BCDM S [2]and SLAC [6,7]

experim ents.Theerrorbarsshow com bined statisticaland system atic errors.

FIG .2. (a)SLAC data fortheproton structurefunction for5 <� Q 2 <
� 30 (G eV/c)2,plotted as

a function ofthe Nachtm ann variable �,Eq.(2).The data with largestvalue of� are taken from

recentm easurem ents[9].Threehigh-statisticsdata setsforQ 2= 5.9,7.9,and 9.8 (G eV/c)2,taken

from [8,9],are m arked by \+ ",\x",and \# " respectively. The other data pointsare from [6,7].

Theerrorbarsshow com bined statisticaland system atic uncertainties.Threedata pointsm arked

by \o" and thesolid curvearethesam easin Fig.1a,and show thestructurefunction atQ 2= 230

(G eV/c)2.(b).Thesam edata plotted asa function ofthescaling variable �x.Thedata pointsfor

5 <� Q 2 <
� 30 (G eV/c)2 coincide wellwith thestructurefunction atQ 2= 230 (G eV/c)2.

FIG .3. (a)SLAC data fordeuteron structurefunction for5<� Q 2 <
� 30 (G eV/c)2 plotted asa

function oftheNachtm ann variable �,Eq.(2).Fourhigh-statisticsdata setsforQ 2= 3.9,5.9,7.9,

and 9.8 (G eV/c)2,taken from [8],are m arked by \*",\+ ",\x" and \# " respectively. The other

data pointsarefrom [6,7].Theerrorbarsshow com bined statisticaland system atic uncertainties.

Three data points m arked by \o" and the solid curve are the sam e as in Fig. 1a,and show the

structure function atQ 2= 230 (G eV/c)2. (b). The sam e data plotted asa function ofthe scaling

variable �x.

FIG .4. Neutron-to-proton structure function ratio at large x. The solid line is the result of

ouranalysis. The dotted lines show com bined statisticaland system atic errors. The dashed line

isthequark m odelprediction forx ! 1 forequaldistributionsofvalence quarks.Thedot-dashed

lineshowstheexpected behaviorofthisratio from polynom ialextrapolation ofBCDM S and NM C

data [4].
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