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A bstract

W e com pute nuclear soin dependent structure functions using a dynam icalm odel for
bound nuclkon densities and hence calculate nuckarm odi cations to asym m etries ob—
served In recent doubly polarised desp inelastic scattering experin ents. W e conclude
that whilke the individual densities are changed substantially by nuclar e ects, the
asym m etries them selves are largely insensitive to these changes.

Recently a m odelwas proposed fli] to explain the observed di erences between free nu-
ckon and bound nuckon structure functions in desp inelastic Jpton nuclkon scattering
(D IS). This m odel used a dynam ical approach, nvolving m odifying a firee nuckon input
density distribution at a low input scale, Q2 = 2= 023 Ge&V?, due to nuclear e ects, and
then evolving the resultant m odi ed bound nuclkon densities to the required Q 2 scale of the
experin ent. The m odel gave satisfactory agreem ent w ith available data in a firly broad Q 2
range, from 05{30 Ge&V?2.

&t is interesting to ask how this m odel can be extended to a study of spin dependent
bound-nuclkon densities. The question is not m erely academ ic as, In fact, data on the spin
dependent deuteron and neutron structure finctions have been cbtained B] from deuteron
and °He targets. Nuclear e ects in deuteron are known to be an all (though m easureabl),
since the deuteron is a Joosely bound nucleus. There have been a number of papers [3]
dealing w ith nuckar m odi cations of spin asym m etries and structure fiunctions in the case
ofthe deuteron? . W e therefore con ne our attention to possble nuckare ects on the double
FIn asymm etry m easuram ents m ade w ith heliim nucli. In this case, it was pointed out
by W oloshyn [4] that the protonic controution to the asymm etry is negligbl so that the
’He double spin asymm etry is sensitive to the spin dependent neutron structure finction,
gy ;0 2). However, therem ay be additionalm odi cations due to the presence ofthe nuckar
medim , which we propose to study here. These are epecially of in portance for checking
the validiy of the B prken Sum rul. Our main conclusion is that the individual (soin
Independent aswellas soin dependent) structure functions undergo substantialm odi cations
due to nuckare ects; however, their ratio | the asym m etry | w hich isthem easured quantity,
is largely free from these and so gives hope that the neutron structure function may be
unam biguously determ ined from such a m easurem ent.
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2D epending on the m odel, corrections due to nuckar e ects n deuterium can be as large as 10% .
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T he quantity of interest is the doublk spin asym m etry,
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where g; and F; are the soin dependent and soin independent structure functions corre-
soonding to the nuckus A . W e are therefore interested in studying possibl deviations of
the m easured asymm etry, A}°, from the required neutron asymm etry, A}, due to nuckar
e ects.

A s a starting point we note that the corresponding study of unpolarised bound nuclkon
densities used the GRV [§] density param etrisation as an input. W e shall therefore use the
GRV s [§] soin dependent densities as an input in the corresponding polarised problem . This
is essential if we are to retain the de nition,
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where ¢ and g, are the positive and negative helicity densities of £{ avour quarks (and
sim ilarly for gluons) in either free or bound nuckons.

1 The Spin Independent N uclear D ensities

W enow quickly review them odelbeforewe apply it to the polarised case. This isalso useful
as the polarised case essentially follow s along the lines of the unpolarised problem . T he free
nuclon input densities are m odi ed by both nuclear swelling and binding e ects. Nuckon

swelling causes not only a depletion of allparton densities at large—and am alkx, but also an
enhancem ent at Intermm ediatex [7,]. T he relative increase In the nuckon’s radius is 5 , where
Ry + RA))=R y = 1+ ,,and isgiven by,

A = D— PS(A)]vol+ Ps(A)vo]_:2:

The s=econd temm oorrects for surface e ects n the usualm anner. Here P A ) is the proba—
bility of nding a nuclon on the nuclear surface whilk .1 param etrises the swelling of the
nuclon in the interior of a heavy nuclkus and is the only free param eter in the calculation.
Ttwas xed tobe = 0:5 in the unpolarised calculation [L].

T he distortions of the density distrdoutions due to swelling, being purely geom etrical,
conserve the total parton number and m om entum of each parton species (ie. the st
and second m om ents of the distributions are unchanged) . Furthem ore, the third m om ents
arem odi ed In a welkdeterm Ined way. Speci cally, the st three m om ents of the parton
distrioutions in a free (g ) and bound (g ) nuckon at 2 are related by
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The rsttwo equations in ply number and m om entum oconservation of partons and the last
incorporates the swelling e ect [7].

T hese are then used as constraint equations to detemm ine the bound-nuclkon densities in
temm s of the known freenucleon ones. W e use the G udk, Reya and Vogt (GRV ) param etri-
sation [] of the freenuclkon distrbutions at 02 = 2 = 023GeV’. We nd these most
approprate for our purpose as each of their nput densities is integrable (there are nie
num ber of partons at  ?).

Tt is now possible to determ ine the bound nuckon densities ¢ (for g = valence quarks,
Uy , dv , Sea quarks, S, and glions, g) in tem s of the free densities, ¢y - W e param etrise the
free as well as bound nuclkon distrdbutions in the fom ,

qk)=Nx (1 x) P &); @)

where P (x) is a polynom ial. W e take P, 4 (X) = Py 4 X), for sin plicity. Then the changes
In the three m ain param eters, N, , and , due to swelling, and hence the bound-nuckon
densities, are Inm ediately determm Ined by the constraints n eg (3). This =xes the input
bound-nucleon densitiesat Q2 = 2.

W e now discuss the binding e ect. T he attractive potential describing the nuckar force
arises from the exchange of m esons. Hence the energy required for binding is taken away
solkly from the m esonic com ponent of the nuclkon, and not from its other com ponents. At
the starting scale, Q2 = 2, we identify these m esons to be jist the sea quarks in the bound
nuckon. Hence, the m om entum fraction carried by the sea quarks In a nuckon bound In a
nuckus at Q% = 2 willbe reduced. The extent of reduction is detemm ined by the binding
energy per nuckon [I], which is given by the weltknown W eizacker m ass orm ula.

These nuclar e ects com pktely determ Ine the spin Independent input bound-nuclon
densities. These are then evolved using the usual A lfarelli Parisi evolution equations to
obtain the densities at a required value of Q2.

At the tim e of interaction, there is a further depletion of the sea densities, which occurs
w henever there is nuckon-nucleon interaction, caused by parton{nuclkon overlap. W hen a
parton having a m om entum fraction, x, of the parent nuclkon m om entum , Py , is struck, it
is o —shelland localised to a distance, 7Z 1=2xP y ) (Ih the Breit frame). For su ciently
anallx, Z beocom es lJarge and can exoeed the average 2 {nuclkon ssparation -rfl

The struck parton must retum to the parent nuclkon within the interaction time, as
required by the uncertainty principle. H owever, while i extends outside the parent nuclon,
it can Interact w ith other nuclkons in the nucleus. Such an Interaction between two nuclkons
caused by parton {nuckon overlap results In loss of energy of the parent nuckon, m I icking
exactly the e ect of binding. Hence we call this the second binding e ect and assum e its
strength to be the sam e as that due to the usualbinding. This inm ediately xes the loss
In sea quarks (valence quarks are not depleted due to the requirem ent of quantum number
conservation) due to this e ect to be

s? x;0%) = K °@)Ss &;Q7) ; (5a)

3A Tthough the spatialextent ofa single coloured parton cannot exceed the range ofQ CD con nem ent, the
struck parton can combine with a wee parton and form a colourless scalar w th vacuum quantum num bers
w hich can then escape from the nuclon.




w here the depletion factor is,

K@) = 1; when x > xg;
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where isthe same as n usualbinding, viz.,
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U ( ?) being the binding energy between each pair of nuckons, which is known. The lin —
iting values, xg = 1=@M y dy ) Where dy is the average correlation distance between two
neighbouring nuckons in the lab frame), and x, = 1=@R M y ) Wwhere 2R, ’ 14R, isthe
average thickness of the nucleus), detem ine the starting and saturation values respectively
of this shadow Ing e ect; the latter occurs when the struck quark wave function com pltely
overlaps the nuckus in the z-direction. In general, a parton w ith a m om entum fraction, x,
Xa b4 Xp, can overlap (n 1) other nuckons, wheren = 1=2M y dy X) = Xo=x. Due
to the applicability of the superposition principle to the scalar eld interaction w ith various
nuclkons, the loss ofenergy due to Interaction w ith each ofthe nuckons overw hich the struck
quark wave finction extends, is equal and additive, and thus explains the deplktion factor
In eg (5). Since this e ect acts on the interm ediate state of the probe{target Interaction, i
does not participate in the Q CD evolution of the Initial state.

Nuclearm odi cation due to binding and swelling at the input scaleQ ? = 2, and parton—
nuclkon overlap due to the second binding e ect at the Q ? scale of the scattering together
detem ine the structure function, F{* ;0 %), ofa nuckon bound in a nuckus A . Them odel
gives good agreem ent w ith available data fI,].

W e now proceeed to an analysis of the corresoonding soin dependent densities.

2 The Spin D ependent N uclear D ensities

The sam e nuclkar e ects of binding and swelling a ect the soin dependent densities also.
This is because they In uence the positive and negative helicity densities, out of which the
FoIn independent and spin dependent densities are com posed (seeeq (2)) . T he entire swelling
e ect can now be rephrased as the e ect of swelling on Individual helicity densities, so that
equations analogous to (3) are valid for the spin dependent densities, g(x), aswell. This can
be seen as follow s: Swelling sin ply rearranges the parton distributions in the bound nucleon;
there is no change in the num ber of each parton species. In particular, each helicity type is
also conserved, ie.,
z z z z
G & Hdx= g &; “)dx; G & )dx= g &; “)dx :

Hencoe, their sum and di erence is also conserved. The fom er is contained in the st
equation of the equation set (3); the latter in plies, for the polarised com bination,

g ()i = g (D) - (7a)



Note that hg( ?)i, = hg'" ( ?)i, + hg ( ?)i, Pr every moment, n, ©r both the free and
bound nuclkon, and sin ilarly for the soin dependent density as well. Sim ilarly, since the
m om entum carried by each helicity density is unchanged, m om entum oconservation between
the free and bound nuclkon also holds for the sum and di erence of the helicity densities.
T he corresponding equation for the sum is the second equation in (3); the equation for the
helicity di erence is

b (%) = hfiy (%) : (7o)
The extension of the third of the equations in (3) to the spin dependent case is not as
straightforward. Every helicity density, f &), th = +; ), spreads out over a larger size,
or, equivalently, gets pinched In m om entum space, according to H eisenberg’s uncertainty
relation, p x= 1. Applying this to each helicity type, oreach avour, we have,
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However, for later convenience, we prefer to use analogous expressions for the sum and
di erence, gr and ¢, rather than for the individual helicity densities. H ence, the third ofthe
constraints arising from swelling, ie., the third ofeg (3) and its spin dependent counterpart
read,
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T he error involved between the exact expressions, eq (8), and their approxin ations, eq (7c),
isatem proportionalto 1 1+ » )?) and isoforder , . Thistem m ixes soin dependent
and spin independent m om ents; however, since , is small (@bout 10% ), these errors are
an all, and can be ignored. W e are therefore justi ed in using eq (7c) rather than eq 8) to
constrain the second m om ents of the parton densities. T he three sets of equations, (7a{c),
thus provide the three sets of constraint equations, analogous to the sst (3), with which we
can x the nput bound nuckon spin dependent densities.

Them odi ed input densities are thus detem ned, given a set of valid Input free nuclon
distributions, which we take to be the G luck, Reya, and Vogelsang ’'standard’ sst (GRV s)
[B]. These densities can also be parametrised n a orm sim ilar to eq (4); in fact, every
FoIn dependent density is a factor ofthe form ofthe RHS ofeq (4) tim es the corresponding
unpolarised density. H ence there are agaln three constraint equations which serve to x the
three m ain param eters, , , and N for the corresponding bound nuclon spin dependent
densities.

B Inding causes loss of energy in the sea: this is due to loss of m esons from the nuckon.
Since these m esons are spin-0 bosons, it is clear that no soin is lost from the sea due to
binding (equal num bers of positive and negative helicity partners are lost). Hence we see
that binding changes the sum , but not the di erence of the helicity densities’.

W e thus obtain the nput polarised densities analogous to the unpolarised ones. These
are then evolved to the scale of interest.

‘Tt ispossible that , etc., m esons also participate in this interaction, Jeading to a change in the polarised
sea densities, but this com ponent is am all and we neglect it.



At the tin e of interaction, the seocond binding e ect applies to struck partons w ith m o—
mentum fraction x Xg, as In the unpolarised case. The mechanism for this depltion
is independent of the helicity of the quark, and so this e ect is identical in both the soin
Independent as well as soIn dependent cases. Hence, the soin dependent structure function,
gt ;0 2) can now be com puted by evolving the m odi ed input spin dependent densities to
the required value ofQ 2, and including the second binding e ect.

F inally, we digplay the equivalent neutron bound-nuclkon structure functions at an aroi-
trary scale, Q%2> 2 WithR = =1 = 0) :

h i
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o (x; ?) incorporates the e ect of swelling on every input parton density, q° ; ?), as
well as that of binding for the unpolarised densities, and the corresponding Q *-dependent
quantities that appear here are these Input densities, evolved suitably to the required scale.
K @) incorporates the second binding e ect, at Q 2, as discussed above. T he experin entally
m easured asym m etry, and quantity of interest, are the ratios, at the scale Q 2, for the neutron
bound in the heliim nuclkus and for a free neutron:

n=He
ATeS = glnzHe ; AT = iln ; (10)
Ey Fy

and can thus be computed. W e use the free and bound nucleon unpolrised structure
finctions from @]]) . Note that the nput spin dependent densities Which are taken from
[6]) were actually tted to both the free proton as well as deuteron and *He spin dependent
data; however, we use them here as the free nuclkon param etrisations (which is pem issble
egecially n view of the large error bars on presently available data). Furthemn ore, the
an earing e ect of Fem im otion (at large x) is neglected In this work for sim plicity. Hence
our results are not valid at large x.

In g.1 we give the results of our com putations for the m easured (pound nuclkon)
and required (free nuckon) spin dependent structure function, g for typical values ofQ ?,
Q%= 1;4 GeV?. W e see that the deviations of the bound neutron structure fiinction can be
aslargeas10{15% atam allx and about 6% at ntem ediate x values. T he data pointsplotted
on this graph correspond to the values extracted at 02 = 4 GeV?2 from am easurem ent of the
asymm etry by the E 142 C ollaboration B] wih R = 0) and indicate the size ofthe errorbars
in currently available data. h g.2, we plot the asymmetriess at Q2 = 4 GeV?. The data
points here correspond exactly to the E 142 data and therefore go over a range of Q2 with a
m ean of about 2 G €V ?; however, the asym m etry is not very sensitive to Q% in the x range of
the available data. N otice that in this case, nucleare ects cause not m ore than 5% deviation
In the asymm etry at both am alland intermm ediate values ofx. T he deviation is slightly larger
at larger x, x > 04, but this is due to the fact that the neutron soin dependent structure
function changes sign near this value, and hence this deviation cannot be considered to be
signi cant.

In short, we see that nuclkar e ects, though signi cant, equally a ect both the spin de—
pendent aswell as the soin independent structure functions in such a way that them easured



asymm etries are to a great extent ndependent of them . Since it is the asymm etry rather
than the structure function which ism easured In a polarised experin ent, m uch an aller errors
on data are required before these an all deviations due to nuclkar e ects becom e cbservable
In such experin ents. On the other hand, as already stated, this seem s to m ake possbl
clkan and unam biguous extraction of the relevant free nuckon structure functions from a
m easuram ent of double soIn asymm etries w ith such light nuclkar targets.
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F igure C aptions

Fig. 1 The free and bound nuckon spin dependent structure fiinction HrQ? = 1;4 GeV? as
a function ofx are shown as solid and dashed lines respectively. T he structure function data
are extracted at 02 = 4 GeV? from the asym m etries m easured by the E 142 collaboration.

Fig. 2 The bound and free nuclkon asymm etries or Q2 = 4 G&V? as a fiunction of x are
shown as solid and dashed lines respectively. T he data are from the E 142 collaboration.
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