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A bstract

Ireview hard photon initiated processes on nucki. T he space-tin e developm ent ofthe D IS reaction
asviewed In the target rest fram e qualitatively describes the nuclear shadow ing of quark and glion
distribbutions, although it m ay be di cult to understand the very weak Q ? dependence of the Iow

x data. The current gt hadron energy distribution at large is accurately independent of the
target size even at very sm all energy fractions z / 0:05. Color transparency is veri ed for vector
meson (J= ; ) production, but rem ains enigm atic n quasiexclisive proton knockout processes.
I em phasize the In portance of understanding short-range correlations in nucli, as m anifested by
subthreshold production and cum ulative x > 1 D IS processes.

R esum e

1. Introduction

The nuckus is a weakly bound (non-relativistic) state

C_ of protons and neutrons. Ikt would therefore appear

2>

X

that a hard scattering process such as deep inelastic
Jepton scattering @ IS), w ith a coherence length 1=0Q

1 fm , should give equivalent resuls for nuclkar and free
nuclon targets. Thisview isfalse, as rst dem onstrated
by the EM C ocollaboration [}:] in 1982. Their data
showed that the structure function of an iron nuclus
is not sin ply related to that of deuterium .

TheEM C result led to a urry ofexperim entaland
theoretical activity, as docum ented in the com prehen—
sive review of nuclear e ects In structure functions by
A meodo E_Z]. Today we know that the nuclar struc—
ture function is not proportional to the nuclkon one,
F2 &) 6 AF) (x), Hrmost values of the B jprken scal-
ing variable x = Q%=2my , where Q? is the nvariant
mom entum transfer squared and  is the energy of the
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photon in the target rest fram e. A com pilation ofnew Iy
reanalysed data fron SLAC [3]and NM C {] is shown
n gure -';', and a conventionalnom enclature for the ob—
served nuclkar e ects isgiven In table 1.

FR=AF) X range Nuclear e ect
<1 x  0:05 Shadow ing
> 1 1 x 2 A ntishadow ing
<1 3 x 8 EMC e ect
> 1 8 x 1 Fermm im otion
1 1<x A Cum ulative e ect

Table 1. Nom enclature of nuclear e ects.

T he underlying reason for the interesting properties
of nuclel as measured in DIS is that their nuclkon
constituents are relativistic bound states with a rich
Intemal structure of their own, which is resolved by the
high Q2 photons. The data inplies that this nucleon
structure is m odi ed by the nuclkar environm ent. It
should be stressed that the deviation of the ratio
F2=AF) from uniy is typically less than 20...30%
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Figure 1. Com pilation IF_]] of data on the ratio of nuclear to
deuterium structure functions for H e; C and C a targets.

even for large A -LZ]. T he gross features of the nuclear
parton distrbutionsare thus sin ilarto the nuclon ones,
as expected.

Hence the quark distrbutions measured by D IS
support the standard know ledge that a nuclkus m ay,
to a 1rst approxin ation, be viewed as a collection of
weakly bound nuclons.

G eneralargum ents exist for the origin ofthe nuclear
e ects seen at an allx (shadow Ing, see below ), and it is
also clear that there will be in portant e ects at large
values of x (Fermm im otion, cum ulative e ects). There
is still no consensus about the correct explanation of
the EM C e ect proper, nam ely the suppression of the
nuclear structure function for 3 b4 8. M odels
have been proposed [_2] both from a hadronic (pions,
nuclar binding) and a partonic (con nem ent radius,
quark clusters) point of view . These two approaches
are In principle com plem entary, but in practice their
relation to each other is unclar. Since the DIS
m easurem ent is highly inclusive (all partons except the
observed quark are averaged over) the data does not

readily discrin inate between the various proposals. A
deeperunderstanding requires com parisonsofthem odel
predictions also w ith less inclusive m easurem ents of the
nuclkar wave function.

Tt should be kept in m ind that the nuclear e ects
observed In D IS are for average’ nuclkar con gurations,
which dom nate in the structure fiinction. It is possble
that the nuclar e ects are much larmger if rare Fock
states of the constituent nuclkons are selected. For
exam ple, the tum ulative’ x > 1 region is kinem atically
accessible only In the case of nuclear targets.

In this review I discuss som e recent topics nvolving
hard lepton scattering on nuclkar targets, from the point
ofview ofa particle physicist. I shallargue the case that
such reactions can provide new insight on findam ental
processes from tw o principalpoints ofview , as discussed
In section 2. In secljon:j I review the spacetime
picture ofD IS in the target rest fram e, and discuss som e
developm ents since the review ij]. Nuclear e ects on
quark gt hadronization are covered in section :id, and
In section :5 I discuss color transparency. Section :_é is
devoted to rare, high density uctuations in nuclei.

A quantitative treatm ent ofnuclare ects generally
requiresdetailed nuckarm odelling, the validity ofwhich
isdi cult for a particle physicist to assess. Here I shall
m ainly em phasize general, m odelindependent trends,
and refer to the original papers for the m otivations of
speci ¢ assum ptions.

2. The two uses of nuclear targets

Tt is helpfil to note that hard interactions in nuclki
can be used In two com plem entary ways, etther to give
Inform ation about the tim e evolution of the produced
states, or to investigate the properties of the nuclus
Itself.

2.1. The nuckus as a fem tovertex detector

The nuclkus may (deally) serve as the gamallest
conceivable vertex detector. Follow ing (or preceding)
a hard collision on a quark or gluon in the nuclus,
the rest of the nucleus serves as a mediim for
detecting secondary interactions of the produced
partons. Exam ples are the hadronization of the recoil
quark In D IS (section :ff), and the propagation of the qg
State in €A ! e A (section,5.}). The usefiilness of the
fem todetector depends on how well it can be calbrated,
ie., on our understanding of the secondary interactions.
I shall discuss below som e general features —m ore w ill
be lreamt in fiture experim entaland theoretical studies.



2.2. Study of rare nuckar con gurations

Hard interactions on nucleim ay be used to study short
range correlations in the nuclear wave function. In this
case the nuclkus is the ob gct of study rather than the
detector. For structuresmuch an allerthan 1 fm we are
in the dom ain ofperturbative Q CD and should be able
to calculate the probability of rare, shortlived nuclear
con gurations starting from the longlived ones. An
exam ple is provided by the tumulative’ (x > 1) region
ofD IS, where several nuclkons deliver their m om entum

to a single quark or other com pact partonic subsystem

(section i0) .

2.3. Combinations of the albove two uses of the
nuclkus

Sometines we wish to make a combined use of
the nuclkus, selkcting a rare short—range nuclar
con guration and then using the rest of the nuclkus as
a detector (@analogously to what was done In bubble
chambers). An exampl of this is quasiklastic ep
scattering in a nuclkus, cbserved through the nuclkon
knock-out reaction eA ! ep@ 1). This process is
of considerable interest for studying color transparency
(section :_5_.-4) . The struck constituent proton is selected
to be In a rare, compact con guration, whereas
the rem ainder of the nuclkus serves to measure the
rescattering cross section of this Y all proton’. An
essential assum ption needed for a color transparency
Interpretation is that the probability to nd the an all-
sized proton is independent of the nuclear size A .

3. The space-timn e picture of high energy
scattering

T he general features of the tim e developm ent of high
energy eA scattering can be established using only
Lorentz Invariance and the uncertainty principle. For
understanding the goeci cally nuclear e ects it is best
to view the scattering in the target rest fram e, wherewe
have an ntuiive understanding of nuclear structure.
T he incom ing physical electron state (see gure :g)

can, at a given instant oftim e, be expanded In tem s of
its (bare) Fock states

jej-phys: e®it o B it eququi+ H 1)

The am plitudes ; depend on the kinem atic variables
describing the states i, ang h%ve a tin e dependence
exp( iF;t), where E; = ; mZ+pl is the fiee
(kinetic) energy of the partons. Note that since the
Fock expansion is at a xed tine t, energy is not
conserved and E; diers from E., the energy of the
physicalelectron.) The lifetime’ ;’ 1=E; E) ofa
Fock state jii isgiven by the tim e intervalafterw hich the
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Figure 2. Space-tim e picture of eA scattering. T hree Fock
states, £1; B 1and kgal are shown to scatter elastically at high
energy.

relative phase exp[ iE; E¢)]lissigni cantly di erent
from unity. T here is a continuousm ixing ofFock states,
w ith state Jim ixing at a rate 1= ;.

At high electron energies E. the lifttines ; / Ee
are dilated by the Lorenz factor. If jii contains partons
ofm assm 4, energy fraction x4 and transversem om enta
P2 5 we have explicitly
0 1
@X m§+p%j m2A 2)
2Ee 3 X4 ©

In typical soft collisions the Fock states In Eqg. {1:)
form long before the elctron arrives at the nuclkus,
and they live long after their passage. There isno tin e
w ithin the nucleus to form a new Fock state (4., by
radiating a gluon), unless its lifetin e is of the order
of the nuclkar radius, < R . Hence the scattering
inside the nucleus typically isdiagonalin the Fock basis:
#iP $i, £ iP ¥ i,and soon,asindicated n gured.

The transverse velocities v 4 P: 5=XjE. are
typically small at large E.. Hence the imnpact
param eters (transverse coordinates) of all partons are
preserved.

The only e ect of the nucleus on the Fock states
is then to inpart transverse momenta wvia elastic
scattering. T his is enough to upset the delicate balance
in the electron Fodk statem ixing so that the asym ptotic
state which em erges (long after nuclear traversal) can
contain a shower of photons and hadrons.

3.1. DIS as seen in the target rest fram e

In hard collisions such as deep inelastic scattering,
where the m om entum transfer is com m ensurate w ith
the Incom Ing energy, the reaction tim es are short and
the above picture needs to be re ned. The usual
Interpretation of D IS as a m easurem ent of the target



structure functions is sim ple In the fram e w here also the
target hashigh m om entum (or, equivalently, in temm s of
light cone coordinates). The nuclear target e ects, on
the other hand, are easier to discuss in the nuclear rest
fram e b, i, 11, 1.

D eep Inelastic scatteringeA ! et X ischaracterized
by a large electron energy loss (in the target rest
fram ) and an ivariant m om entum transfer f =  Q?
between the incom ing and outgoing electron such that
x = Q°=2my is xed. In tem s of Fock states, the
elctron rstemisaphoton (i! # i) withE =
andp? =07 =F.). The energy di erence

2
Ee Ee = Q— =my X 3)
2
is xed in the B prken lim i, Im plying that the £ istate
typically travels a distance
1 1fm forx= 2

2T mux 200f ®rx= 001 O

| N
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de ned astwo To e lengths' [E:] L:. The factor two is
conventional, and m otivated by the fact that the photon
still splits into a ggpairbefore nteracting in the nucleus:
£ 1! ggl. If the antiquark g carries a fraction
of the photon energy, this transition involres another
energy di erence
m?2+ p?

E  Eg= Zijlip‘%m@%z ) 5)
which should be asbig as the previous one, Eq. {_3'), to
have tin e to happen during the lifetin e ofthee state.
T here are two principalways in which the large energy
di erence indicated n Eq. (b) can arise.

31.1. Parton modelregime

=0(@=0%); Prq=0(qcon) ©)

The energy of the g is nie in the target rest
fram &y: = 0 (I=x). Its transverse velocity » (@) =
P2 q= = O (x), hence during the lifetin e of the g

state it expands a transverse distance
r (@ = v, Lr=0 (1 ) (7)

providedm g < gcp -

D epending on the value ofx, the asym m etric gq pair
is created either (@) in thenucleus (x ~ 0:d; Lt < 1 fn)
or (b) wellbefore the nuckus & < 0:01; Ly > 10 fm).
T he antiquark interacts in the nucleusw ith a Jarge cross—
section, as dictated by is large transverse spread in
Eqg. @). Incase @) pr1s @)/ A while in case b)

y Equivalently, we m ay have 1 = 0 (1=0?) and a nite quark

energy.

the g scatters on the nuclar surface and p g €A) /
A%, In either case the fast bare quark begis to
radiate soft gluons and hadronize only well after the
nuckus. In higher orders of ¢ (Q?) the quark may
radiate hard gluonsbefore or inside the nucleus, but this
radiation is independent of the nucleus and hence does
not change the A -dependence of p 15 €A ). To kading
order in 1=Q ? the fast quark only experiences soft elastic
scattering in the nuclkus (cf. gure :_2) .

3.12. Gluon scattering regime T he other possbility
of achieving a large energy di erence In Eq. (5) is

=0 (@1=2); pP:q=00Q) ®)

Now the quark and antiquark share the photon energy
roughly equally. The transverse velocity is v, =
O Q=)= 0 &=2Q), mplying a anall transverse size
of the pair, r; (@ = O (1=Q). The quark pair has a
an all interaction cross section in the nucleus, but m ay
(W ithin the lifetin e of the pair, and at the price of a
coupling constant ¢ Q ?)) interact by em itting a gluon
of energy fraction O (1=Q?). At smnall x, the gluon is
created before arrival at the nuclkus and scatterso the
nuclear surface, which again results in shadow ing. Ifone
assum es that the scattering cross section for a gluon on
the nuclus is larger than that of an (anti)quark, this
would I ply that the shadow Ing e ect is larger In this
regin e than in the parton m odel case (:§) . So far there
is little direct experin ental inform ation available on the
shadow Ing of the gluon structure function.

It is in portant to notice that the wee (anti)quark
in case @) and the wee gluon In case {g) have nite
m om enta ofO (1=x) in the target rest fram e. Thism akes
it possble that they are interpreted as belonging to
the target wave function in the more fam iliar fram e
where the target has large mom entum . The parton
subprocesses corresponding to cases ('-_d) and @) are then

g! gand g! qgg, respectively.

32. Shadowing and =t

A wellknow n prediction ofthe parton m odelisthatD IS
is dom Inated by the scattering of transverse photons,
ie, R = =1 = 0 (the Callan-G ross relation). In
the target rest fram e picture (:_6') this is a consequence
of the fact that only transverse photons readily split
asymm etrically into gg pairs where one of the quarks
carries wee m om entum (see section 5;]-1') . For the glion
scattering case @) there is no sin ilar restriction, hence
R = O ( g). For scattering on nuclki, it is possble
that shadowing a ects 1 dierently from 1 (4. if
the gluon structure function ism ore shadowed than the
quark one fj, :§’] or due to higher tw ist e ects induced
by Fem i m otion EJI]). The (scant) available data on
the nuclar dependence of R in the shadow ing region
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Figure 3. E665 [l3] and NM C [2] data on shadowing in the
structure function at low x.

suggestsat most a analle ect. An earlier NM C result

R€2 R® = 0:027 0026 02020 (Br:007< x< 2)was
consistent w ith no e ect. P relin nary data presented

by the NM C at thism eeting [_1-1:] show s a an all positive

resul, R5* R® = 0:031 0017, consistent wih a
larger shadow Ing for gluons.

3.3. Q2 Dependence of Shadow ing

In recent years, extensive data on nuclear structure
functions in the shadow ing region hasbeen cbtained in
particular by the NMC H, i3, 3] and E665 {14, 5]
collaborations. T he distributions extend to very low x
as seen in gure:_ﬁ from Ref. ﬁ_l-§']

W hen the nuclearD IS cross section isparam eterized
as ( A)=A ® ( N), E665 nds {I5] that the
exponent (x) decreases wih x from (005) 7 0 to

(0:002) = 0:906 0:006 and rem ains consistent w ith
the latter value for 0:0003 x 0:002.

T he kinem atics ofthe xed target data is such that
Q7 decreasesw th x,with D ?i< 05GeV? orx  0:002
in E665. Hence the data should pin an oothly w ith the
real photoproduction Q2 = 0) data brx ! 0, asisin
fact observed In  gure :_'q’

Due to the low valies of Q2 one m ight expect the
shadow Ing e ect to show som e residualQ ? dependence.
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Figure 4. T he dependence of F =F ) on logQ? asm easured by
NMC E%]

The published NMC [14, 413] and E665 [I5] data
nevertheless show s that the shadow ing isat m ost weakly
dependent on Q2 at xed x, see gure .

34. Theoreticalm odels of shadow ing in D IS

Q uantitative m odels for describing the shadow ing e ect,
based on the target rest fram e view outlined in section
3.],, have been constructed by several authors té,d :16

1:) 1d,119]. I order to properly describe also the very
amallx, low Q2 data the contrioution of vector m eson
production hasbeen taken into account. W ith plausble
param etrizations of the gg cross section on nucli the
shadow Ing e ect can be adequately described. The
m odels [_l-g, :_l-C:i'] give a som ew hat Jarger Q ? dependence
for the shadow ing e ect than is observed in the present
data. A prediction for the Q? dependence of the
FS"=F; rmato from Ref. h8] is shown in gure 5'

The m odel of Ref. ELQ ] gives a very sin ilar prediction.
P relin inary NM C data reported at this meeting {11
does indicate a positive Q ? dependence for this ratio.

At very low values of x the parton densities of
heavy nuclki can become large enough for parton
recom bination to occur in the Q2 evolution R0]. This
gives rise to another type of shadow Ing e ect which is
not, how ever, expected to be relevant in the x and Q 2
range of the present data.

An explanation of the ’‘antishadow ing’ nuclar
enhancem ent e ect observed or 0 < x < 02 hasbeen
o ered by Brodsky and Lu E_L-G_'-], who use a Reggem odel
for gA scattering (recall that the g mom entum is of
O (I1=x) and hence large at low x). They nd Wih
a suittable choice of the Regge param eters) that the
enhancem ent can be understood as due to Interference
between the leading (Pom eron) and secondary (m eson)
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R egge exchanges.

It was recently proposed {_2-1:] that the shadow ing
e ect should scalk as a function ofthe num ber ofghions
n ;Q?;A) which interactw ith theqg uctuation durhg
its lifetim e. This num ber was estin ated as

ni02m) - L
4 4 )

T DED @x eH (9
Here is the transverse size of the gqgq pair, ( ;x) =

()x *©7 is the interaction cross section of the
quark pair wih a nucleon, T (o) is the nuclear density
pro ke in inpact param eter space and Fa (@) is the
nuclkar longitudinal form factor. A ssum ing speci c,
physically m otivated fom s for the quantities appearing
in Eq. {9), the scaling prediction seem s to be in good
agream ent w ith the available data, as shown In gure :§ .

3.5. Structure functions in con guration space

Due to the highly inclusive nature of DIS, the
measuram ents provide only lim ited possbilities of
testing detailed m odel assum ptions. In view of this
it is interesting to note that the structure functions
can, In a m odel independent way, be studied also in
coordinate space ﬂ_Z-Zj] T he coordinate and m om entum
soace descriptions of the structure functions contain
equivalent nform ation and are rehted by a Fourder
transform . For exam ple, for the valence quark structure
function the relation is
23

dx cos(xz)Ga1 (2;0°) 10)
0

Qa1 (2;Q7%) =

where x is the standard B prken energy fraction and
z=myL: L = Io e length, see Eq. (2_1:)) m easures
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Figuxe,6. A scaling prediction of shadowing com pared with
data 1. The scaling variabk n (x;Q%;A) is de ned by Eq. d‘j) .

the longiudinal light cone size ofthe quark distrdbution.
The Q? evolution ofg,,1 (;Q ?) isgiven in plicitly by Eq.
{10) in term s of that for g,4; (x;Q2). The 02 evolution
equation can also be writen directly In coordinate
space.

Ttm ay be worthw hike to study the nuckare ectson
the structure functions also in coordinate space. This
w ill give a m odel iIndependent characterization of how
the spatialdistribution ofquarks in nuclkons ism odi ed
in the nuclear environm ent.

4. H adronization of the quark t

In our discussion of the spacetime picture of D IS,
we noted that the photon splits asymm etrically into
a gq pair, such that one of the quarks takes aln ost
all the photon mom entum . This quark Which is the

nalstate struck quark in the In nitem om entum fram e
picture) form s the turrent £t’ of hadrons. For nuclar
targets, the fast quark must rst penetrate the nuclus.
At su cintly high hadron energy E , > O Ralp? i),
w here Ipj i is a hadronization energy scale ofO ( 5¢p ),
the hadronization will (due to time dilation) start
only affer the quark has penetrated the nuclkus. The
hadronization should then be independent of the target
size A .

N ote that there can be hard gluon em ission at a
short tin e scale inside the nuclkus, when the quark is
produced at high virtuality. Such em ission is associated
wih the hard vertex and independent of the the
nuclear size. Furthem ore, the quark is intially bare’
(unaccom panied by soft glion radiation) and at large
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Figure 7. Hadron distributions in A scattering @ég] as a
function of the hadron fractional laboratory energy z= Ey= ,
forA = D, (circles) and A = X e (triangls). T he events satisfy
the constraints x < 0:005 and Q2 < 1 GeVZ, a kinem atic region
where a strong shadow ing e ect is observed in the D IS cross
section .

hasno tin e to form a soft glion cloud while Inside the
nucleus. Hence there isno A -dependent energy ]oss f23
only elastic quark scattering as shown in gure Q.

The data agrees well w ith this sin ple picture. As
an exam ple, I show In gure'?'the 490 GeV A data of
E 665 I24 ] on the inclisive hadron m om entum spectrum
in the current £t. T he hadron distribution is plotted as
a function of the fractional energy z that the hadron
carries of the virtual photon energy There is no
observable di erence betw een the distrbution m easured
for a heavy target X e) com pared to that for a light

target O ;), In the wholem easured range 05 z 95.

If the fast quark su ered energy loss In the nucleus one
would, on the contrary, expect that the z-distrbution
for X e would be steeper than that forD,. The data
was Interpreted 4] as an upper lin it of 1.7 mb (90 %
c.l) for the e ective nuclear rescattering cross section
of the fast quark.

Thedata in qure:z:jsselected for Jeptons scattered
with x < 0:005 and Q2 < 1 GeV?, ie., in the region
where strong shadow Ing is observed in the D IS cross
section. Very sim ilar results were cbtained P41 in the
non—shadowing region x > 003 and Q2 > 2 Gev?
Apparently, the shadowing Wwhich naively m ight be
Interpreted as a hadronlike behavior of the virtual
photon) does not In uence in any way the (absence of)
energy lossofthe fast quark in thenucleus. Thisiswhat
we should expect from the general space-tim e picture of
D IS { whether the fast quark is produced in front of or
inside the nucleus it has no tine to form a soft gluon
cloud before passing the nuclus.

T he trivial A -dependence of the hadron distribbution
in DIS at high is In portant in that it establishes a

region where the nuclkus behaves In a sin plk and well
understood way. It shows that even colored particles
can penetrate nuckarm atterw ithout energy loss, under
proper conditions. O nce this isestablished, one can tum
to study the deviations which appear at ow . The
data P5,126] show s that the production ofhadrons w ith
z 02 isabout 10% lower on heavy nuclki, com pared
to light targets, for 20 < < 80 GeV. The data at
still ower values of is lim ited to a data point from an
early experinent at SLAC R1lwith ’ 10GeV,which
indicates a m uch stronger nuclkar suppression than the
higher data. M oredata in the < 30 GeV region is
needed to map out the e ects of hadronization inside
the nuclkus.

O ur theoretical understanding of energy loss and
hadronization e ects n a nuclkar m edium is still quite
lim ited. The argum ent used above for a nie energy
JIoss (hence vanishing fractional energy loss at high )
is a direct consequence of the uncertainty principle t_2§‘

D etailed studies of the energy ]oss in hot QCD m atter
have been made in P8, 29, 30]. T Ref. R9] it is
concluded that the the energy loss per unit distance (in
an in niely long medium ) is actually proportional to
the square root of the energy of the radiating quark or
gluon.

Fis to the observed A -dependence of the hadron
distribbution IZS 26 -27] have been made in a string—
inspired m odel B]: :33 It was conclided that a good

t required two tine scales In the model. At the
tonstituent tim e’ the st constituent of the hadron
show s up, and at the Yo-yo tim e’ this constituent nds
a partner and form s a color sihglt hadron. In 625] it
is pointed out that hadrons wih a large fraction of
the quark energy, z ! 1, are ormed early but in a
am all con guration. In this regin e the e ects of color
transparency thus becom e in portant.

5. Color Transparency in D IS

Nucll are expected to be transparent to fast color
singlet system that have a sm all transverse size t_B-Z_l']
T his phenom enon of cobr transparency (CT) has been
the subfct of intense experim ental and theoretical
interest (seeRef. 1;3-5] fora recent com prehensive review ).
If the transverse size of the (typically gq or ggq) system

is b, only glion interactions w ith transverse m om enta
0f0 (1=b) can resolve its color charges, and the nuclear
interaction cross section is expected to be of O #). A

necessary condition for observing CT is that the energy
E ofthe com pact ob gct is large enough in the nuclear
rest fram e, so that its an all size b rem ains frozen during
nuclear traversal. The growth of the transverse size is
lin ited by the transverse velocity v, = p; =E ' 1=E .



5.1. Compact ggpairs in the photon

DIS provides Important tests of CT because the
preparation ofa transversally com pact gg ob fct ofhigh
energy is particularly sin ple using photons. T he square
ofthewave function ofa gq uctuation in a transversally
polarized photon of virtuality Q% is fi]

6em

oy )FK 1 ( bf

W (;b)=

€ 0oL 2
+mZKo(Bf (1)

where isthem om entum fraction ofthe quark ofcharge
eegand massmg, em = e’=4 and Db is the transverse
size of the pair. K ¢;; are Bessel finctions and

2_

S R (o (12)
Foramnallz, K g (z) log (z) and K (z) 1=z, whilke
for large z the Bessel functions are exponentially sn all
Thus it can be sen from Eq. d}l:) that the gq pair
has transverse size b < 1= . Formom entum fractions
of O (1=2) this in plies, according to the de nition (14),
that b is of O (I=m 4) or O (I1=Q ), whichever is sm aller.
T his is the Yluon scattering regin e’ ofEq. @) thatwe
deduced above (in thecasem 4 = 0) from theuncertainty
principle.

In the Yarton m odel regin €’ ocfEq. (:_d) we see that

, and hence also 1=b, does not grow with 0. From
Eq. C_l-ll) and the behavior of the K ; Bessel finction we
cbserve that W / 1=F or amall The scattering
crosssection r of the virtual transverse photon is
obtained by multiplying W wih the gg interaction
probability (),
1= d &b W (;b: (13)
0

Wih () / ¥ we nd (brmy = 0) that the parton
modeldomain ( < 0 1=02%) orl < 0 (1=0%)) gives
a scaling contrbution ¢ / 1=02 [i, d]. Allqg sizesb
contrbute in thisdom ain. T here isno contribution from
longitudinal photons, w hose squared w ave function tj]

6 em 2,2 2
o )2eq4Q (U8

Wi (b)= FRo(BF  (14)
vanishes for ! 0; 1.

The glion scattering regine (L )> 0 (1=02))
gives scaling contrbutions 1 / sQ2)=Q02 for
both transverse and longitudinal photons. The 1=0Q 2
suppression in this case is due to the restriction b <
O (1=Q0), whik the factor Q?) results from the
hardness of the gluon Interaction i?’,],

52. A -dependence of vector m eson production

From Egs. {_I]_:,:_l-l_l) we see that the transverse size of a
heavy quark pairisb= 0 (I1=m ) at ow Q%. Early tests

of CT were thus provided by the m easurem ents gé, :_3-]‘,
138] of J= photoproduction on nucki, A ! J= + X .
P aram etrizing the nuclear target dependence as /

A ,E691 B8 ound = 094 002 002 in the
incoherent region orp? > 0:15GeV’. M ore recently,
the NM C collaboration B4]measured = 0:90 0:03

for the inooherent elastic process A ! J= A. These
exponents are signi cantly larger than the r2=3
expected and observed E_4-(_i] iIn the photoproduction of
light vectorm esons such as the

In the region of the coherent p; peak of J=
production, E691 [3§] cbtained = 1:40 006 0:04,
whileNM C [_3-9] found = 119 0:02.Fulltransparency
would nply oon Bip>) / A?exp( A*7p?) (cbeing
a constant), resulting in = 4=3 for the p; -Integrated
cross—section. T here is thus rather convincing evidence
that the com pact photoproduced cc pairs have a an all
nuclear reinteraction cross section, as predicted by CT .

Further evidence for CT has recently com e from the
m easurem ent by E 665 E-lQ‘] of A ! A asa function
ofthe virtuality Q ? ofthe photon, as shown in  gure 3_3:
The A-dependence of the icoherent process (35 >
0: G ev?) is seen to be a function ofQ 2. For nearly real
photons, Q2= 0212GeV?)= 0:640 0:030, close to
2/3 as expected for a surface dom nated soft process.
At the highest measured average virtuality, Q2 =
524Gev?) = 0893 0:092,which is consistent w ith the
value m easured orelastic J= production @é,?g‘i] The
average value of the photon energy in this data is about
120 GeV . The nuclar dependence of m uoproduction
has also been m easured by the NM C C ollaboration {_AI]_}]
In a sample of events which inclided both ooherent
and Incoherent scattering they observed an e ective
power = 1:035 0032, with no signi cant di erence
between an average Q2 of 3.9 GeV? and 9.6 GeV?. Tt
should be noted that x / 0:05 fr the high Q2 NMC
data, corresponding to a Io e length (see Eqg. ('(_1:))
L: = 1=2myx '’ 2 fm. Hence a signi cant fraction
ofthe gg pairs are orm ed inside the target nuclus, and
this fraction is Jarger for heavier targets. T he m easured
A dependencem ay thusonly partly re ecttheCT e ect.
T his caveat is som ew hat less serious for the E 665 data,
forwhich x < 0:03.

53. Comparison with m odels for vector m eson
production

E lastic Jeptoproduction of vector m esons has been de—
scribed using an e ective P om eron exchange m odel I'f_l-2_:],
In tem s of a constituent quark picture [_5:_%] and us-
Ing a perturbative tw o gluon exchange diagram [_44, :fl-ﬁ]
T hese approaches have m any sin ilarities, In particular
they predict (or large Q?) the dom inance of longitudi-
nally polarized vector m esons and a 1=Q ® dependence
on the virtuality of the photon.
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Figure 8. The e ective exponent of the nuclkar target
dependence in incoherent exclusive m uoproduction at 470
GeVv [EIQ], (A ! A)/ A ,as a function of the virtuality
Q2 of the photon.

The data is consistent w ith som e Increase w ith Q ?
of the longiudinal to transverse  production ratio,
R = 1;=r1. The NMC Collaboration obtained [_41:]
R = 20 03 atm?i= 6Gev?, up rom R =

038 04339 atQ? = 2 Gev? [46]. Tn the HERA
energy range, the ZEU S C ollaboration [_5]'] m easured
R=152% atmp?i= 11Gev?’.

If the Q2 dependence of the  production cross
section is param etrized as 1=Q , the NM C Collabora—
tion 1] obtains = 4:04 0:14, with no signi cant
di erence between their deuterium , carbon and calcium
targets. The ZEUS {7 data give = 42 08 ;4.
T he data suggests that there are In portant corrections
to the asym ptotic 1=Q ® behavior expected in the m odel
calculations, even in the HERA energy range.

T henuclkartarget A -dependence in the P om eron ex—
changem odelw ould, under them ost sin ple assum ption
ofa factorizable P om eron, be Independent ofQ 2 and of
the quark m ass, since these a ect only the virtual pho—
ton vertex. A s we have noted above, this is not consis—
tent w ith the data horwith CT).Hence, In a Pom eron
exchange picture one is forced to distinguish between
the Y“oft’ Pom eron, fam iliar from total cross sections
and soft hadronic scattering, and a hard’ Pom eron in—
volved in short distance processes. T he hard’ P om eron
could in fact be nothing but tw o gluon exchange [_414, :fl-@'],
which hasCT built into it and so is consistent w ith the
A dependence ofthe data, at least at a qualitative level.

The observed dependence of the vector m eson
cross section on the photon energy " s=2m, also
dem onstrates an in portant di erence betw een hard and
soft processes. The ZEUS data for production from
realphotons [_5@‘] show s that the cross section increases
only m oderately w ith s, sin ilarly to soft elastic hadron
scattering and consistent w ith a soft’ P om eron intercept

p ©0) ' 1:08. The large Q2 production cross
section [_5:}] aswellasthe J= crosssection t_éfg'] increases

much faster wih s. In the gluon exchange m odel a
fast increase is in fact expected. The cross section
is (to leading order in log(1=x)) predicted {4, 45] to
be proportional to the square of the gluon structure
finction, / kG &)F, which fcreases rapidly at low
x ' Q?%=s. The predicted s-dependence appears in fact
to be som ewhat too stesp, but is consistent w ith the
data given the considerable theoreticaluncertainties {_ZI]',
:_4?]. Combined wih the observed discrepancy in the
Q ?-dependence, this m ay indicate that only one glion
is e ectively hard in the present kinem atic range t_i-(j]

Tt has been suggested [_4’._1‘] that studies ocf CT for
the radial excitations of vector mesons ( % % could
reveal Interesting behavior, incliding an enhancem ent
of the nuclear production cross section, as com pared
to that on free nuclkons. The production am plitude
is proportional to the overlap of the gg wave function
in the virtual photon, cf. Egs. {I1), {14), and that of
the vector meson. The wave function of the radially
excited states has a node, resulting in a cancellation in
the overlap integral. T he im portance ofthe cancellation
depends on Q?, which requlates the size of the qg pair
in the photon. It is thus conceivabl that for a suiable
valie of Q2 the cancellation is alm ost com plkte or °
production on free nuckons. Nuclear targets m odify
the mniial gqg distrbbution by Itering out large pairs
due to rescattering in the nuclus. This could upset
the cancellation and result in a larger cross section.

M ore generally, the data on inclisive hadroproduc—
tion of J= and ° illustrates the in portance of study-
ing the radially excited states. T here are very consid-
erable discrepancies [51] (up to a factor of 50) between
the m easured cham onium cross sections and the Q CD
calculations. N evertheless, the ratio of the ©to J=
cross sections is consistent w ith being universal [5@‘] for
allbeam s, targets and reaction kinem atics W ith the ex—
ception [_5-;;’] ofnucleusnucleus collsions). Them easured
crosssection ratio is ( 9= 4 (J= )’ 24 0N5fHr N
and pN oollisions, and appears to be independent ofthe
target size A:ir. This value is consistent w ith expecta—
tions based on the J= and ° wave finctions at the
origin. This suggests that the size of the produced cc
pair is an all com pared to the J= and ° wave fiilnc—
tions, and that there is little rescattering of the fully
form ed charm oniim m esons.

The 0 to J= iclisive cross section ratio has
also been m easured in m uoproduction o the (concrete)
absorber in the NM C experin ent E;g] The resulk,

(9= @=) = 020 0:05 0:07 can be directly
compared wih the ratio quoted above, since the
production of . states from photons should be

y Forproduction on heavy nucleithe fraction ofdirectly produced
J= 's (ie., those not originating from . decays) has not been
m easured, and is assum ed to be the sam e as that m easured on
nucleon targets.



suppressed. The fact that the ratios are consistent
indicates that the A -dependence ofthe ©° is sim ilar to
that of the J= also in photon induced processes, ie.,
the enhancem ent scenario [_51_%] apparently doesnot apply
for the cham onium states.

54. Compact ggg con gurations in the nuckus

A oom plem entary way of Investigating CT e ects is to
select com pact ob fcts In the nuclkus iself, typically
through hard exclisive scattering Eé] For exam ple,
In elastic ep ! ep scattering at large m om entum
transfer Q2 it is expected [54] that the only Fock
com ponents of the target proton which contribute are
those whose transverse size is 0of O (1=Q ). This ollow s
from generalargum ents { the exchanged photon should
scatter coherently over the whole target to avoild a
breakup. By perfom ing the reaction inside a nucleus
one hopes to use the nucleus as a detector to directly
m easure the size of the scatterer as it recoils through
the nuclkus.

Tt should be noted that at nie energies the
contrbuting Fock states are not necessarily com pact.
There is a ocompeting mechanisn, the Feynman’
process Q_SQ‘], w here the initialFock state has one quark
carrying a large m omentum fraction x 1 1=C.
The electron scatters on this quark only, whilke the
rem aining soft quarks reassociate them selves w ith the
fast one after the hard scattering so as to om an
Intact proton m oving in the new direction. Such Fock
states can have a large transverse size 0ofO (1 fm ), which
would upset the CT argum ent. T he im portance of this
mechanism at nite Q? depends on the proton wave
function. It is, however, believed to be sublading at
asym ptotic energies due to the Sudakov form factor
of the fast quark E_S-Q'] The form factor expresses the
an all probability that a colored ob &ct, when given a
big m om entum transfer, will em it no glion radiation,
which would In ply a breakup of the proton.

An early indication for a CT e ect in large Q2
quasielastic pp scattering was obtained from a study of
the processpA ! pp@® 1) at BNL :_[5_‘.7] P rotons of
momenta 6, 10 and 12 GeV /c scattered at EF = 90
from H; Li; C; Al; Ca and Pb, wih the kinem atics
constrained to correspond to elastic pp scattering
and wih no extra particke produced. The nuclear
transparency, de ned as

(@ =dt) (p elastic in nucleus)

T = — 15)
(d =dt) fp elastic in hydrogen)

was found to increase w ith beam m om entum untilabout
10 GeV /¢, but then fll abruptly. In com parison, no
energy dependence is expected from a standard G lauber
m odel calculation, where the struck proton reinteracts
with the usual pN cross section. W hile the rise of
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T at lower m om enta thus could be a sign of CT, the
Interpretation of its decrease above 10 GeV /c is still
under debate. Brodsky and de Teram ond E_S-Q'] have
linked this behavior to the rapid energy dependence
seen In the polarization param eter Ay y of pp elastic
scattering. T hey suggest that both phenom ena are due
to the cc threshold, which can have a sizable in uence
on the small 90 cross section. Close to threshold the
cham quarks have low momenta and hence a large
transverse size. Ralston and P ire t_i-g'] observe from the
m easured energy dependence of large angle pp elastic
scattering that the protonsm ay at the relevant energies
still have a large transverse size com ponent due to the
Landsho m echanisn f_6-C_):] of three independent quark—
quark scatterings. For scattering in the nucleusthe large
proton com ponents would be lftered away, and thus
they argue that the behavior of T is due to the behavior
of the denom inator rather than of the num erator ofEq.
i19).

A Dbetter understanding of the puzzling energy
dependence of the transparency T in pp scattering
apparently requires data at higher energies. If
the decrease In T is due to cham threshold, the
transparency should be rapidly restored as the energy
is increased, and rem ain large until the Ib threshold is
reached. TheRalston and P irem echanisn , on the other
hand, predicts that the transparency has an oscillating
behaviorw ith energy.

M ore recently, the NE18 experim ent {_6-]_;] studied
CT eects in the eA ! ep@ 1) process. The
energy of the beam electron was 2:::5 Ge&v, Q2
ranged from 1 to 6.8 GeV? and the targets used were
°H; C; Feand Au. The nhvariant m om entum transfer
and the recoil proton energy were thus sim ilar to
(although slightly lowerthan) In the pp experin ent I_S-j]
NE18 de ned the transparency as the ratio of the
m easured cross section wih that estin ated using a
Plane W ave Impulse Approxination PW IA), which
neglects any nalstate interactions ofthe struck proton
iIn the nuckus. E ects of the o —shellness and Fem i
mom entum of the struck nuclkon were included in the
PW IA calculation. The measured transparency was
consistent w ith belng independent of Q2 r all targets
(see qure g for A = C). The A-dependence of
the transparency was consistent w ith a G lauber m odel
calculation. T he data thus gave no positive evidence for
aCT e ect.

Early theoretical estim ates ﬁ_6-§'] suggested the
possbility of seeing a modest CT e ect. The result
of several calculations is com pared ﬁ_3-§;] wih the NE18
data in gureg. A sm ay be seen, the di erence betw een
calculationswhich lncludeaCT e ect CSE,GJIM ) and
those without £ OW IA) ism arginal. G Iven the m odel
dependence of the calculations, no m conclusions can
be drawn. In particular, the sasme CT models can t
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Figure 9. Nuclkar transparency as m easured by NE 18 [lél:] in
quasielastic electron scattering on nucki, eA ! ep@ 1). The
data (error bars) is com pared @5:] w ith calculations including
the e ects of color transparency (CSE, GJM ) and with a

G lJauber calculation DW IA). N ote the suppressed origin on the
vertical axis.

both the BNL [57]and NE18 [61] data.

5.5. Comparison of the two types of CT test

Although the values of Q2 were sinilar, there are
In portant di erences between the two types ofCT test
discussed above in sectjons:_g_.-% and "_,5-_21'.

K inem atics. The vector mesons (J= ; ) were
produced w ith energies of0O (100 G&V) :_[i_é,:_i?,:_zlﬁ)]
and therefore had little tine to expand before
leaving the nuclkus. By contrast, the recoil protons
in the BNL [57] and NE18 [61] experin ents had
energiesofO (5 G eV) or lss. Hence, their transverse
expansion w thin the nuclkeusm ust bem odelled, and
any CT e ects are dim inished.

Selction of com pact system s. In the case of vector
m eson production, the creation ofa com pact gg pair
from the virtualphoton is rather well understood {
it is govermed by the photon wave fiinction of Egs.
{11), {14). On the other hand, as brie y discussed
above, In large angl elastic scattering on nuclki
the size distribution of the contributing proton Fock
states or a given Q ? is uncertain.

A dependence of Fock state probabilities. The
probability distrdbution of com pact gq pairs in the
photon is, as noted above, govermed by the photon
wave function and thus independent of the target

—
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size A. However, it is not as obvious that the
probabilty of nding compact gog states in the
nuclkus is Independent of the nuclear size. In the
CT analysis imustbe assum ed that thisprobability
is the sam e as that for free nuckons. O ne nuclkon
shrinks to a small size without the rest of the
nuclkons noticing. N evertheless, properties like the
shell structure of the nucleusm ust be quite di erent
for the shortlived uctuations. It is In princpl
Inpossble to detem Ine to which nuclear energy
shell the struck system belonged { its lifetime 1=Q
is so short that the uncertainty in is energy far
exceeds the energy spread of the shell structure
(see, however, Ref. {_6-,3:]) . The contributions from
nuclkons on all shells should be added ocoherently.
M oreover, i is not even necessary that the gogg
system origihates from a single nuclon { com pact
states m ight be form ed through the overlap of two
orm ore nom al sized nuclkons.

6. High m om entum densities in nuclei

T he study of hard exclusive scattering In nuclei is part
of an extensive but still poorly understood area of
short distance correlations In nuclki. At some (low)
level of probability, nucleihave dense Fock com ponents,
In which some or all of the quarks and glions are
packed into a am allvolum e. Such nuclarcon gurations
m ay have lost m uch of their nuclkon substructure, ie.,
they do not consist of A color neutral qgg subsystem s,
but can display nom ally hidden oolor degrees of
freedom . The dense subsystem s give rise to e ects
which are kinem atically forbidden for scattering on
single nuclons.

6.1. Subthreshold production

T he cross section near threshold for particle production
on nuclki gives an indication of the e ective m ass and
mom entum of the subsystem in the target on which
the progctile scatters. Thus, whik the threshold for
antiproton production on free nuckons at rest, p+ p !
p+ X ,8Ep05’ 66 GeV, the sam e reaction has been
m easured on a copper target, p+ Cu ! p+ X down
to Epro; < 30 GeV [64]. If the scattering occured
on sihgl nuclkons in the copper nuckus, this would
Im ply Ferm im om enta ofm ore than 750 M €V . H ow ever,
such a description tums out not to be selfconsistent.
M odelling the nuclkon m otion by a su ciently broad
Fem idistrbution, such that the p+ Cu data could be
tted, resulted |:§-ﬁ:] In an underestin ate by a factor of
1000 for the nucleusnucleus process Si+ Si! p+ X
at Epros=A 7 21 GeV . Subthreshold production thus
appears to involve scattering on dense subsystem s of
nucleons or partons, rather than on nom alnuclkons.



6.2. Cumultive production

Tt has long been known [_ég‘u] that in the scattering of
various pro gctiles on nuclki, hadrons are produced in
the backward direction with m om enta that far exceed
the kinem atic lm it for scattering on single nuclkons
at rest. The measured values of the lightcone energy
fraction in the target rest fram e ©or hadrons produced
near 180 , x = & R )=ma, reach up to values of
x ' 4 for protons In pA collisions {_6-§], suggesting that
at least our nuckons in the nucleus have been nvolved
in the scattering. T hese cum ulative phenom ena are only
weakly dependent on the profgctike type and energy,
having been observed for hadron, photon, neutrino and
nuclear profgctiles of momenta from 1 to 400 GevV.
T his strongly suggests that the cum ulative phenom ena
are related to the nuclear target wave function. In
A A nuclusnuclkus collisions the dependence of the
cum ulative cross section on the atom ic number of the
progctile A, and target A hasbeen found f_é]'] to scale
lkeAZ A", consistent w ith a soft: (surface dom inated)
projctile scattering but a faster than volum e Increase
with the target size. There is evidence [56] that
the backward produced hadrons have large transverse
m om enta, suggesting that they origihate from a target
subsystem of sn all transverse size.

63. DISatx” 1

. A direct way of observing phenom ena that only can
occur in nucki is DIS at x > 1. Present data [_é@‘]
at the largest x / 2 is lim ited to low values of the
photon energy = 0O (300:::500 M &V), and is thus
not really in the Yeep inelastic’ region. N evertheless,
various scaling phenom ena have been studied {_55_5] For
x’ 1and Q2 < 3 GeV? the reaction is quasielastic,
and scaling is observed in a variable y related to the
Fem i motion of the struck nuckon. The y-scaling
is ound [70] to break down at higher values of 02,
w here the scattering becom es Inelastic and presum ably
occurs o0 quarks rather than nuclkons. As shown n
gure :_l(_i a rough scaling i the whol Q2 range is,
however, cbserved In tem s of the Nachtm ann scaling
varigble = 2x=[+ (1+ 4m’x*’=0?)'"?] @hich takes
Into acocount target m ass e ects), suggesting a duality
between the quasielastic and inelastic processes.

The behavior of hard QCD processes at large
values of x, where higher tw ist processes dom inate and
several partons scatter coherently, have been studied
qualitatively in Ref. [_7]_:] The general features agree
w ith what is observed, eg., In the cum ulative process
of backward hadron production. In particular, the
scattering of the profctile becom es softer, sihce it
occurs o the soft stopped partons that contributed
theirm om enta to the large x subsystem .
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7. Summ ary

This presentation has perforce covered only a m inor
part of the rich phenom ena that occur in scattering on
nuclei, and the selection hasbeen heavily in uenced by
my own lim ited know ledge of the eld. Nevertheless,
I am convinced that light can be thrown on many
findam ental questions through D IS on nuclki. Here
D IS’ is taken to mean not only the fully inclisive
process eA ! eX , but m ore generally hard scattering
on nuclkiinitiated by realorvirtualphotons. T he topics
can be roughly divided Into two classes.

Spacetin e developm ent of hard scattering. Sec—
ondary (soft) scattering In the extended nuclkus
gives Inform ation about the developm ent of the par-
tonic subsystem s before and after the hard scatter—
Ing. The nuckus acts as a ‘fem tovertex’ detector.
T he shadow ing ofD IS at am allx indicates the trans—
verse size of the system form ed by the virtual pho—
ton. The (@bsence of) energy loss of the fast quark
produced by the virtual photon show s the slow de—
velopm ent of hadronization. T he color transparency
observed In the production ofJ= and mesons n-
dicatesthat the quark pairs created by highly virtual
photons have a an all size com pared to the con ne-
ment scale.

Shortrange correlations in nuclki. Perturbative
QCD should correctly describbe phenom ena taking
place over distances 1 fn . Nucki provide an
extensive testing ground for the theory, and can give
us valuable insights into the applicability ofQCD .
T he experim ental signals of subthreshod production,
cum ulative processes and DIS at x > 1 are still
poorly understood theoretically. High sensitivity



experim ents are needed to properly study the rare
Fock states of nuclei.

Realand virtual photons are the m ost precise tools
we have for exploring the ne structure of m atter.
Tt is very inportant that they can be brought to
bear also on nuclar targets. W ih facilities such as
CEBAF,HERMES and ELFE the future prospects look
prom ising.
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