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A bstract: Nuclkar shadow ing corrections are dom nated by soft Interaction
and grow as function of 1=x m ore slow ly than the single scattering tem , which
has an essential contrbution from hard interaction. Therefore we predict
vanishing nuclear shadow ing at very low x provided that Q2 ishigh and xed.
Atthesametine, atmedium and low Q?, nuclear shadow ing grow s w ith 1=x

as iswell known for soft hadronic interactions.
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E xperim ental observation [I, 4] of nuclkar shadow ing in desp-inelastic scattering at
low x wasprobably the st signalthat this process is substantially contam nated by soft
physics even at high Q2. Since nuclear shadow ing is closely related to di raction [, i is
not surprsing that recent m easuram entsat HERA found di raction to be a large fraction

of the total cross section.

T he structure fiinction F, (x;Q ?) isproportionalto the totalcross section of interaction
of a virtual photon w ith the target. This invites one to consider desp-inelastic Jepton
scattering In the rest fram e of the target, where the virtual photon dem onstrates is
hadronic properties. Nam ely, the hadronic uctuations of the photon interact strongly
w ith the target H]. Such a process looks quite di erent from the partonic interpretation
of desp-inelastic scattering. The cbservables are Lorentz-invariant, but the spacetin e

Interpretation depends on the reference fram e.

T he observed virtual photoabsorption cross section on a nuclkon is an average of total
interaction cross sections [ ofhadronic uctuations weighted by probabilities W ,,
X
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In the case of a nuclkar target the sam e procedure leads to L-S],
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Here T (o) = Rll dz a (;z) is the nuclkar thickness at In pact parameter b and hT i =
1=A) S @bT? () is tsmean value.  (b;z) is the nuclear density dependent on b and
Iongitudinal coordinate z. T he Iongiudinal nuclear form factor
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takes into account the e ects of the nite lifetime t. 1=, (the ocoherence tine) of
hadronic uctuations of the photon, where, g, = @2 + Q?)=2m, is the Jongitudinal
momentum transfer in @ N ! hN . At lhrge g > 1=R,, the nuckar fom factor @)
vanishes and suppresses the shadow ing term  2). This is easily interpreted: for large g
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the uctuation lifetin e and its path in nuckar m edium are shorter, and shadow ing is
reduced. For further estin ations we assum e that the m ean m ass squared of a photon

uctuation is Q ?, leading to g, = 2my x.

Thus, allthe factors in the rst-order shadow ing term @) are known, except h( 2N )24,
First, kt us analyse the Q *behaviour of this factor. It is known that h 21 i / 1=0°?
according to B prken scaling. In QCD this is usually interpreted as a consequence of
color screening: the higher the value of Q ?, the am aller the m ean transverse size squared
h?i  1=0? of is hadronic uctuation. Due to color screening the cross section of
interaction ofsuch a uctuation w ith extemalglionic eldsvanishesas 1=Q 2. However,
the situation ism ore com plicated, as a nite adm xture of soft uctuations having large
size is unavoidabk [6,7],8]. W e classify in a sin pli ed way the hard and soft m echanism s

of desp-inelastic scattering in Table 1.

Tabl 1. Contrbutions of soft and hard uctuations of a virtual photon

to the D IS cross section and to nuclear shadow ing

F luctuation | W, o W, 2w, (87
Hard 1 1=0%| 1=0% | 1=0°
Soft =% 1=?%| 1=0° = %0’

A spreviously stated, them ean uctuation ofa highly virtualphoton is hard and has
a amalltransverse size 1=Q?. This iswhy we assign to it a weight close to 1 and a sn all
1=0 2 cross section in Tabl 1. On the contrary, a soft uctuation having a large size
1= ?,where isa soft param eter of the order of ¢p , is expected to be quite rare in
the photon, suppressed by factor  2=Q?2. % On the other hand, such a soft uctuation

hasa large 1= ? cross section. T herefore, the soft contrbution to h ™ i has the same

1T his is shown to be true Hr a transverse photon by perturbative calculations B], but in a longitudinal
photon soft uctuations have an extra suppression 1=0? E]. T herefore shadow Ing is a higher tw ist

e ect.



leading tw ist behaviour 1=Q? as the hard one. Thus, according to Tabl 1 one cannot
say that B prken scaling resuls only from the an allness of the interaction cross section
of hard photon uctuations, that also arises from the rareness of the soft com ponents of

a virtualphoton.

The last column of Tabk 1 summ arizes the Q 2-dependence of hard and soft contri-
butions to ( N )?i, which sets the size of nuckar shadow ing and di raction e ects. In
this case the hard com ponent tums out to be a higher tw ist e ect, and the lading con-
trdbution com es from soft interaction 2. T his iswhy the applicability of pure perturbative

calculations to nuclear shadow Ing or di raction is questionable.

This conclusion is di erent from the statem ent in paper [10]] that quite a am all trans—
vere size, 02 fm ,istypicalforahadronic uctuation ofa transversely polarized photon
In di ractive dissociation. This value corresponds to a tiny cross section 1 15 mb,
which is In a strong disagreem ent w ith the observed nuclkar shadow ing (I, 2], which

demandsh( 2 )?i=h i  20mb.

Since h 2V )?i is dom inated by soft interactions, we can param eterize it as [,

(h B)%1 N 12009
— = - 4)
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W e are Interested In the behaviour ofthis factor at very low x and assum e for the num er—
atordom inance ofthe soft Pom eron w ith intercept » (0) = 1+ ( 2),where ( 2) 01
isknown from Regge phenom enology of soft hadronic interactions. T his explains particu—
larly why a soft P om eron intercept was ound in di raction athigh Q 2 {[1], while the inter-
cept describing x-dependence of FY (x;0%) athigh Q2 ismuch larger, , Q%) 03 04
.

The proton structure function was xed n [B] by tting availbl data. The only
unknown param eter N is universal or allnuclkiand is xed by the tatN = 3Gev 2

Bl

2Soft interaction also contributes to the higher tw ist tem s [§], which we neglct, provided that Q2 is

su ciently high.



Now we are In a position to predict nuckar shadow ng down to low x. The fact
that2 » (%)< 5 @%?) at high Q2 Jeads to the unusual prediction of vanishing nuclear
shadow ing at very low x. That is, the rst shadow ing correction in () decreases w ith
1=x provided that the nuclar fom factor saturates, FA2 x) ! 1. This is dem onstrated In
Figs.12, where we have plotted ourpredictions for carbon and tin versus x at xed values
ofQ?. Note that omula {2) does not include the am all (@ few percent) e ect of nuckear
antishadow ing. W e have renom alized all curves by factor 1.03 in order to incorporate

thise ect, which we assum e to be A -independent for sim pliciy. N ote that com parison

Q%=20 GeV?

Figure 1: Nom alized matio F2 (x;0%)=F2 x;0%) cakubted for carbon
using @) . The data points are from [].

Figure 2: The sam e as in Fig. 1 but ©or tin. The data points are from {2].

with data [}] in Fig. 1 ism arginal, shce Q ? substantially varies from point to point. To
m ake the com parison with data m ore sensble it was suggested in 5] to plt the data

against a new variable,
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O nem ay expect according to 2) — @) that nuclear shadow ing isA — x—and Q *~independent

at xedn x;Q2%;A).Data from theNM C experin ent plotted againstn (x;Q%;A) n Fig.3
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nicely con m such a scaling. Note that the data points for di erent nuclkeim ay di er

within a few percent due to the antishadow ing e ect, if it is A -dependent.
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Figure 3: Nuckar shadowing versus scaling variabk n&;Q0%A) (see

text) .

are from f12].

The data for Li, C and Ca are from [I, 2], other data points

Figure 4: Logarithm ic Q 2-derivative of the ratio of structure finctions

for tin to carkon. The data are from  [L3].
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results depicted In Figs. 12 dam onstrate a substantial varation of nuclear shadow ing

with Q?, especially at Jow x. Q ?-dependence of shadow ing was cbserved recently by the

NM C experinent [13]. Their data are plotted In Fig. 3 together w ith our predictions,

which reproduce well the order of m agnitude of the e ect. W e cannot clain a precise

description, sihce the data represent the results of averaging over large interval of Q2

down to quite low values, where our approxin ation m ay not work. It is in portant that

allQ *-dependence of shadow ing origiates in Hmula @) only from the proton structure

finction in the denom inator. C onsequently, thise ect in @) hasno relation to shadow ing

of gluons In nucki.

To conclude, we would lke to comm ent on the approxin ations used.

First of all, ;n saying that h 2 i is dom inated by soft interaction we neglcted the



higher tw ist corrections  1=Q ? presented in Tablk 1. T hus, one should be cautious usihg

this approxin ation at Iow Q2.

A though we use a double-leading—log type param eterization orF} (x;0 %), which pro-
vides a vanishing e ective , atx ! 0, it isaln ost a constant in the range of x under

discussion, ie. is com patble w ith the BFK L solution f{14].

Tt is easy to show that the higher-order shadow ing corrections om itted in @) are soft
as well. However, the x-dependence of the n—fold correction is govemed by the power
n (32 » (©2) which m ay be positive orn = 3 or 4 and so on. A question arises,
w hether the grow th ofhigher-order shadow Ing corrections can change our conclusion about
the shadow ing decreasing w ith 1=x. W e think it cannot. Indeed, let us consider an eikonal
shadow ing where the rst temm correspond to the hard Pomeron wih a large » ©Q?2),
but all other tem s correspond to the soft ( 2). E konalization of ormula @) Jeads to

the fi1ll shadow Ing correction, which reads

A . 2 [ [ — Z q
x;Q°) 1 .2 19—
1 N =t (;.QZ) = g N oN )23 N b1 exp 5 B BN 25T (o) ;
tot 14 tot

(6)
where we assume x smalland x F72 = 1. The rst temm in curly brackets is bigger
than the second one and both grow w ith 1=x. For this reason, the right hand side of (_6)
decreases w ith 1=x m ore steeply than (1=x) * () = ©" Thus, addition of higher order

shadow Ing corrections m akes vanishing of the shadow ing for x ! 0 even stronger.

In order to estinate ¢, n @)-B) we assumed Im 21 Q?. Thismay not be a good
approxin ation for so called triplePomeron term in shadow ing, which provides a m ass
distrbution in di ractive dissociation / 1=m 2, not steep enough to neglct the high-m ass
tail. The nuclkar fom factor in G aussian formm , convoluted w ith this m ass distrbution,

results n a m odi ed form factor

Ei( ¢ R:=3) Ei( ¢ ,R:=3)
2:In(qnax=qnin)

P (x) = ; @)

where E 1 is the Integral exponential function, g, i, = my &+ mfﬂjn=2mN ) and G, ax =

2
my X+mp .,

=2my ). The lim i of integration overm, arem , i, and m , o, - In contrast
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to fom factor (3), the m odi ed one (}) grow s logarithm ically w ith 1=x. However, w ith a
reasonable choice of the m ass interval, this grow th does not stop the power decrease ()
of the shadow Ing correction, even if the triple Pom eron contribution (ie. glion fusion)

dom nates nuclkar shadow Ing.

Sum m arising, we predict the unusual phenom enon of vanishing nuclkar shadow Ing for

x ! 0at xed large Q2.

A cknow ledgem ent: W e are grateful to AntE Brull, who provided us w ith the pre-

lim nary results ofthe NM C experin ent for nuclkar shadow ing.

R eferences

L] CERN NMC,P.Amaudruz et al,, Z.Phys.C 51 (1991) 387

R] CERN NMC,M .Ameodo et al,, Nucl. Phys.B 441 (1995)

Bl V N.Grbov, Sov.Phys. JETP 29 (1969) 483

4] T H.Baueretal,, Rev.M od.Phys. 50 (1978) 261

B] B Z.Kopeliovich and B .Povh, Phys. Lett.B 367 (1996) 329
6] JD .B prken and J.K ogut, Phys.Rev.D 8, (1973) 1341

[’/ LL.Frankfurt and M I. Strikm an, Phys. Rept. 160 (1988) 235

B] N N .N kolkev and B G . Zakharov, Z.Phys.C 49 (1991) 607; Phys. Lett.B 260
(1991) 414

O] G .Piller, W .Ratzka and W .W eise, Z.Phys.A 352 (1995) 427

L1]DESY H1,T.Ahmed et al, Phys. Lett.B 348 (1995) 681

[l2] The NM Collaboration, prelin lnary data, A . W itzm ann, tak at the Conf. on
H igh-Energy P hysics, Brussels, 1995

[L3] A .M ucklich, Ph D . thesis, Universitat H eidelberg, 1995; A .M udklich, tak given
at the W orkshop on D esp Inelastic scattering and Q CD , Paris, 1995.

4] L N .Lipatov, Sov.Phys. JETP 63 (1986) 904


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9606280

