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A bstract: Nuclearshadowing correctionsare dom inated by softinteraction

and grow asfunction of1=x m oreslowly than thesinglescatteringterm ,which

has an essentialcontribution from hard interaction. Therefore we predict

vanishing nuclearshadowing atvery low x provided thatQ 2 ishigh and �xed.

Atthesam etim e,atm edium and low Q 2,nuclearshadowing growswith 1=x

asiswellknown forsofthadronicinteractions.
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Experim entalobservation [1,2]ofnuclear shadowing in deep-inelastic scattering at

low x wasprobably the�rstsignalthatthisprocessissubstantially contam inated by soft

physicseven athigh Q 2.Sincenuclearshadowing isclosely related to di�raction [3],itis

notsurprising thatrecentm easurem entsatHERA found di�raction tobealargefraction

ofthetotalcrosssection.

Thestructurefunction F2(x;Q
2)isproportionaltothetotalcrosssection ofinteraction

ofa virtualphoton with the target. This invites one to consider deep-inelastic lepton

scattering in the rest fram e ofthe target, where the virtualphoton dem onstrates its

hadronic properties. Nam ely,the hadronic 
uctuations ofthe photon interact strongly

with thetarget[4].Such a processlooksquite di�erentfrom thepartonicinterpretation

ofdeep-inelastic scattering. The observables are Lorentz-invariant,but the space-tim e

interpretation dependson thereferencefram e.

Theobserved virtualphotoabsorption crosssection on anucleon isan averageoftotal

interaction crosssections�hNtot ofhadronic
uctuationsweighted by probabilitiesW

�

h ,

�

�N

tot (x;Q 2)=
X

h

W

�

h (x;Q 2)�hNtot � h�
hN
toti: (1)

In thecaseofa nucleartargetthesam eprocedureleadsto [5],

�

�A

tot (x;Q
2)

�

�N

tot (x;Q 2)
= 1�

1

4

h(�hNtot)
2i

h�hNtoti
hTiF

2

A(qL)+ ::: (2)

Here T(b)=
R
1

�1
dz �A(b;z) is the nuclear thickness atim pact param eterb and hTi=

(1=A)
R
d2b T2(b)isitsm ean value. �A(b;z)isthe nucleardensity dependenton b and

longitudinalcoordinatez.Thelongitudinalnuclearform factor

F
2

A(qL)=
1

AhTi

Z

d
2
b

�
�
�
�
�
�

1Z

�1

dz �A (b;z) exp(iqLz)

�
�
�
�
�
�
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(3)

takes into account the e�ects ofthe �nite lifetim e tc � 1=qL (the coherence tim e) of

hadronic 
uctuations ofthe photon,where,qL = (m 2
h + Q 2)=2m N � is the longitudinal

m om entum transfer in 
�N ! hN . At large qL > 1=R A,the nuclear form factor (3)

vanishesand suppressesthe shadowing term (2). Thisiseasily interpreted: forlarge qL
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the 
uctuation lifetim e and its path in nuclear m edium are shorter,and shadowing is

reduced. For further estim ations we assum e that the m ean m ass squared ofa photon


uctuation isQ 2,leading to qL = 2m N x.

Thus,allthefactorsin the�rst-ordershadowing term (2)areknown,excepth(�hNtot)
2i.

First,let us analyse the Q 2-behaviour ofthis factor. It is known that h�hNtoti / 1=Q 2

according to Bjorken scaling. In QCD this is usually interpreted as a consequence of

colorscreening:thehigherthevalueofQ 2,thesm allerthem ean transverse sizesquared

h�2i � 1=Q 2 ofits hadronic 
uctuation. Due to color screening the cross section of

interaction ofsuch a
uctuation with externalgluonic�eldsvanishesas� 1=Q 2.However,

thesituation ism ore com plicated,asa �nite adm ixture ofsoft
uctuationshaving large

sizeisunavoidable[6,7,8].W eclassify in a sim pli�ed way thehard and softm echanism s

ofdeep-inelasticscattering in Table1.

Table1.Contributionsofsoftand hard 
uctuationsofa virtualphoton

to theDIS crosssection and to nuclearshadowing

Fluctuation W

�

h �hNtot W

�

h �hNtot W

�

h (�hNtot)
2

Hard � 1 � 1=Q 2 � 1=Q 2 � 1=Q 4

Soft � �2=Q 2 � 1=�2 � 1=Q 2 � 1=�2Q 2

Aspreviously stated,them ean 
uctuation ofa highly virtualphoton ishard and has

asm alltransversesize� 1=Q 2.Thisiswhy weassign toitaweightcloseto1and asm all

� 1=Q 2 crosssection in Table 1. On the contrary,a soft
uctuation having a large size

� 1=�2,where� isa softparam eteroftheorderof� Q C D ,isexpected to bequiterarein

thephoton,suppressed by factor� �2=Q 2. 1 On theotherhand,such a soft
uctuation

hasa large� 1=�2 crosssection.Therefore,the softcontribution to h�hNtotihasthesam e

1Thisisshown tobetrueforatransversephoton by perturbativecalculations[8],butin alongitudinal

photon soft 
 uctuations have an extra suppression � 1=Q4 [8]. Therefore shadowing is a higher twist

e� ect.
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leading twistbehaviour� 1=Q 2 asthehard one.Thus,according to Table1 onecannot

say thatBjorken scaling resultsonly from the sm allnessofthe interaction crosssection

ofhard photon 
uctuations,thatalso arisesfrom the rarenessofthe softcom ponentsof

a virtualphoton.

The lastcolum n ofTable 1 sum m arizes the Q 2-dependence ofhard and softcontri-

butionsto (h�hNtot)
2i,which setsthe size ofnuclearshadowing and di�raction e�ects. In

thiscase the hard com ponentturnsoutto be a highertwiste�ect,and theleading con-

tribution com esfrom softinteraction 2.Thisiswhy theapplicability ofpureperturbative

calculationsto nuclearshadowing ordi�raction isquestionable.

Thisconclusion isdi�erentfrom thestatem entin paper[10]thatquitea sm alltrans-

versesize,� 0:2fm ,istypicalforahadronic
uctuationofatransverselypolarizedphoton

in di�ractive dissociation. Thisvalue correspondsto a tiny crosssection � 1� 1:5 m b,

which is in a strong disagreem ent with the observed nuclear shadowing [1,2], which

dem andsh(�hNtot)
2i=h�hNtoti� 20 m b.

Since(h�hNtot)
2iisdom inated by softinteractions,wecan param eterizeitas[5],

(h�hNtot)
2i

h�hNtoti
=

N

F
p

2(x;Q
2)

�
1

x

�2� P (�
2)

(4)

W eareinterested in thebehaviourofthisfactoratvery low x and assum eforthenum er-

atordom inanceofthesoftPom eron with intercept�P (0)= 1+ �(� 2),where�(� 2)� 0:1

isknown from Reggephenom enology ofsofthadronicinteractions.Thisexplainsparticu-

larlywhyasoftPom eron interceptwasfound in di�raction athigh Q 2 [11],whiletheinter-

ceptdescribing x-dependenceofF
p

2(x;Q
2)athigh Q 2 ism uch larger,� P (Q

2)� 0:3� 0:4

[5].

The proton structure function was �xed in [5]by �tting available data. The only

unknown param eterN isuniversalforallnucleiand is�xed by the �tatN = 3 GeV �2

[5].

2Softinteraction also contributesto the highertwistterm s[9],which weneglect,provided thatQ 2 is

su� ciently high.
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Now we are in a position to predict nuclear shadowing down to low x. The fact

that2� P (�
2)< � P (Q

2)athigh Q 2 leadsto theunusualprediction ofvanishing nuclear

shadowing at very low x. That is,the �rst shadowing correction in (2)decreases with

1=x provided thatthenuclearform factorsaturates,F 2
A(x)! 1.Thisisdem onstrated in

Figs.1-2,wherewehaveplotted ourpredictionsforcarbon and tin versusx at�xed values

ofQ 2.Notethatform ula (2)doesnotincludethesm all(a few percent)e�ectofnuclear

antishadowing. W e have renorm alized allcurves by factor1.03 in order to incorporate

thise�ect,which weassum etobeA-independentforsim plicity. Notethatcom parison

Figure 1: Norm alized ratio F A
2 (x;Q

2)=F D
2 (x;Q

2) calculated for carbon

using (2).The data pointsare from [1].

Figure2:The sam e asin Fig.1 butfortin.The data pointsare from [12].

with data [1]in Fig.1 ism arginal,since Q 2 substantially variesfrom pointto point.To

m ake the com parison with data m ore sensible it was suggested in [5]to plot the data

againsta new variable,

n(x;Q 2
;A)=

1

4

N

F
p

2(x;Q
2)
hT(b)iF 2

A(qL)

�
1

x

� 2� P (�
2)

: (5)

Onem ayexpectaccordingto(2)-(4)thatnuclearshadowingisA-,x-andQ 2-independent

at�xed n(x;Q 2;A).Datafrom theNM C experim entplotted againstn(x;Q 2;A)in Fig.3
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nicely con�rm such a scaling. Note that the data points fordi�erent nucleim ay di�er

within a few percent due to the antishadowing e�ect,ifit is A-dependent. The
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Figure 3: Nuclear shadowing versus scaling variable n(x;Q 2;A) (see

text). The data for Li, C and Ca are from [1, 2], other data points

are from [12].

Figure 4: Logarithm ic Q 2-derivative ofthe ratio ofstructure functions

fortin to carbon.The data are from [13].

results depicted in Figs.1-2 dem onstrate a substantialvariation ofnuclear shadowing

with Q 2,especially atlow x.Q 2-dependence ofshadowing wasobserved recently by the

NM C experim ent [13]. Their data are plotted in Fig.3 together with our predictions,

which reproduce wellthe order ofm agnitude ofthe e�ect. W e cannot claim a precise

description,since the data represent the results ofaveraging over large intervalofQ 2

down to quite low values,where ourapproxim ation m ay notwork. Itisim portantthat

allQ 2-dependenceofshadowing originatesin form ula (2)only from theproton structure

function in thedenom inator.Consequently,thise�ectin (2)hasnorelation toshadowing

ofgluonsin nuclei.

To conclude,wewould liketo com m enton theapproxim ationsused.

First ofall,in saying that h�hNtoti is dom inated by soft interaction we neglected the
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highertwistcorrections� 1=Q 2 presented in Table1.Thus,oneshould becautioususing

thisapproxim ation atlow Q 2.

Although weusea double-leading-logtypeparam eterization forF
p

2(x;Q
2),which pro-

videsa vanishing e�ective � P atx ! 0,itisalm osta constantin the range ofx under

discussion,i.e.iscom patiblewith theBFKL solution [14].

Itiseasy to show thatthehigher-ordershadowing correctionsom itted in (2)aresoft

as well. However,the x-dependence ofthe n-fold correction is governed by the power

n� P (�
2)� � P (Q

2)which m ay be positive forn = 3 or4 and so on. A question arises,

whetherthegrowthofhigher-ordershadowingcorrectionscanchangeourconclusionabout

theshadowingdecreasingwith 1=x.W ethink itcannot.Indeed,letusconsideran eikonal

shadowing where the �rst term correspond to the hard Pom eron with a large � P (Q
2),

butallotherterm scorrespond to thesoft� P (�
2).Eikonalization ofform ula (2)leadsto

thefullshadowing correction,which reads

1�
�

�A

tot (x;Q
2)

A �

�N

tot (x;Q 2)
=

1

h�hNtoti

�q

h(�hNtot)
2i�

2

A

Z

d
2
b

�

1� exp

�

�
1

2

q

h(�hNtot)
2iT(b)

���

;

(6)

where we assum e x sm alland �x F 2
A = 1. The �rst term in curly brackets is bigger

than thesecond oneand both grow with 1=x.Forthisreason,therighthand side of(6)

decreaseswith 1=x m oresteeply than (1=x)� P (�
2)�� P (Q

2).Thus,addition ofhigherorder

shadowing correctionsm akesvanishing oftheshadowing forx ! 0 even stronger.

In orderto estim ate qL in (2)-(3)we assum ed hm 2
hi� Q 2. Thism ay notbe a good

approxim ation for so called triple-Pom eron term in shadowing,which provides a m ass

distribution in di�ractivedissociation / 1=m 2
h,notsteep enough toneglectthehigh-m ass

tail. The nuclear form factorin Gaussian form ,convoluted with this m ass distribution,

resultsin a m odi�ed form factor

eF
2

A(x)=
E i(�q2m axR

2
A=3)� E i(�q2m inR

2
A=3)

2ln(qm ax=qm in)
; (7)

where E iisthe integralexponentialfunction,qm in = m N (x + m 2
m in=2m N �)and qm ax =

m N (x+ m 2
m ax=2m N �).Thelim itofintegration overm h arem m in and m m ax.In contrast
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to form factor(3),the m odi�ed one(7)growslogarithm ically with 1=x.However,with a

reasonable choice ofthe m assinterval,thisgrowth doesnotstop the powerdecrease (4)

ofthe shadowing correction,even ifthe triple Pom eron contribution (i.e. gluon fusion)

dom inatesnuclearshadowing.

Sum m arising,wepredicttheunusualphenom enon ofvanishing nuclearshadowing for

x ! 0 at�xed largeQ 2.
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