H12% ol SREWELSEYE Vol. 12, No. 6

1988 4 11 B HIGH ENERGY PHYSICS AND NUCLEAR PHYSICS Nov., 1988

BYRYFZARIERHA P RES
BRI E L2 EE B

I a7 B » #
(EREBRDER)
i E

AXRAEZRAZ ARG ETEL A R ENET TEFEEE, &
BHETEEA RN ARTETHABER RS T HIN, FHIAEREX
REZHAZVTEREARNNER R TR, ZAFRRERRA EAH T W
G EY F{(x) k Callan-Gross th& R, = arfor HRTRAWERAF E.
ExRWadh ik ERAERNERNERBEELNERAL, THELR
WALV ER &, '

- 3 =

ENLERFSEFRNEREREHTRERY, BF RS NTHER TR
ABESRFRFEHESEEZLE RRRMEUNTEY RB5S . XHOTRIE
S5EBHERENTRIAKRIY EMC 35, TEIIREREYERA T WERY
P, EEANASER D, SHERET AR FEAHERBBEXREASY, &
3 St B — R AR G A 3K BB R EMC SR RIRURE S, S AR 72 Bk oft {0l oty
#£F, BB/AENET RE"SER IS EREARMINEN, RDERET
EMC 3R RORBUS(E. {22, BIIRAEN SLAC $iEFl EMC B4R 7 » 8/ ME R B2 5
AR A SO — R SR E T AT EMC R, R BESR R 3T B ek B <FiE
FAEXT AT I T BRI SHEE, LT ERE AR NEW. RITELSER, HEER
BERERE EMC RN U RBUSESN, BAERT SLAC FUEMMA T RES EMC IR « /b
SEIEHAHBR. HEABRTRTEEBIFREN TN 0* (BTFHHREBN
SEFVR & (BF AGEREAEABITRIENTE. PRSI ETESLE
SaEAEHHERE TR Callan-Gross th¥ R, = or/or, RIFFERA HARBH
=, STRONEER: Ian— BB ESeEESTH K,

=, BREMRAXT®]

A EAEHEUB FURS T AN EEERRET R, RIME, ka2 A

A 1987 ££8 A 11 BIE].




%65 LERE: BTRTEREBERBENPEESXMNAALBE 2L 787

—

IILEERERTESETRETREDERES T ERANER . REXHESR,
BFSENRDEREN TERRE T SHARBNENENERNE T 2 W8N WIEET
B, ERTESENERBERESA P, BARTUEFEAERNRE T, BT BT A6
BRETHREERB(GeV BR)TEXTEABRTHE MWL+ MeV), AITdEiA
A, BB WL AT LA e, BT L, AT MR B B T T R R B B E A T B & 1,1
HRTESEETZHEETE., XL X IIBORE, BN e TEEERN
HENRNIENEEETE. CEI7IDE B0 E RH . BNE SR T ER
FRFBEEDIERBH T ERROBME. IR RAEUOEAEREE TRE. R
HIEHRIER: MEG ARSI REEREARNRE W, »

FEETAER, I 618 LB E TRIERAE At W B, BEBR FRERE
BERBHLTRENENET. ATHRIEEMRNIENSERTEFGUREEEXK
RE LR, I BER T RATERDNZE. RS TRA-NBIIERET
FE M =M —e HEFRERTHORETEEXN

Q7
x _E—I\Z’E, (1)

AR THIEREN F{ REFREY ,
F{(x) = FY(z"). ()
ER[6 1R, XL RUMRE EMC 0 FJRBURFAE.
MABEFRLEREALCERESBNNEL ST EBENELEXE, FImEFRT
BRI B A ER RN X AR EER, B, Bt —F R, A EZE—T
WS PR AR R BRSBTS BN ERT RE A EiEAR.
ATRGE ERBSIERR T EZANEN BT EREBHERS, E8ETP, 1R
BTHREERER v URFIRER ¢ BATHEANE T, WEETLLUFGE ¢

R -251%4 R, MAERIESTE v = 5%42_ . AT, ERARH, RERTHERIELT

y = 211\2 + g, (3)
Hrh e Z@ERIEENT B B TR ENAS, X 42256 WEL% 40 MeV?,  A{1H
&, IMHSENBIHREBEANE T HOEESRNSIEN. —RARMS EEIXMr
B, H—-REHMMETREED » THE—LOEERE &, HEREXMEERTR
REERTSHABRZHANERE., XRREEBABREETHRERNY v =r—&, F

RN AT v—8 = 2—;’;— . Be=-e, MERESG)HER, HBLGETUE

PRI R, BEFHER AR/ ERETRE M ~0.7M RE BB EET SR

\ @ 1K, (<L — L \z
FRBRLER. d,RHdueT » = T4, Ezﬁﬁgﬂz,(zw m)éﬁ

LA MeV, XIHABBRESN MR EBAERERAE.
FHLE.BXRLCELRRARBTRE MY — M — ¢ RLEBERE SN, XUE
SENARENHAFEEN M —RBER/N. B M*TIAR M B £0is



788 o E Y B 5 B9 B B 12 %

FEAEH/NAT, X 4 =56 B(UBRLADY 4AMeV, XUHARFLERNREENRFENIE. B
BL,RATATLUAA B R A B ARG BB S & B NFITE.

=, ERBERENRY

THRARRNTETEEES RN, AXBANEEY AEREERTETFRE

WA, BB AR THREER

¥ =9—¢ 1)
MAZ ». IMBEFLINARZHEFRETHERERTARERHNERMERN.
BUTHONTERERAAH: BEFERPENHARTREERBSBA THERTFXIMRE
E, BENBEETFRAER IEHHAERTFTEREITERERTHRENER. &
I, AT DA B A m A TRUREE D

vV =v—¢, (4)
Hif e B—MEABERIE RN, 4~56 UBRHEHFPHELN 40 MeV, EERHHNE,
EXMEZLEBPRE TERARTHNERD %, EXHABRAINIBEAETEE
HH. T E, de Forest BT H" , AL BELE A RN RERANEEEN. £
FAEL RN ERE TR TR MBS AN—fI5E, XX Elle, 111ERW
. BREDSESLEBEAEANAILESZE SN, XHLEZ/DAIDIENRERE
. TEHERE, S8 FRFEETIERES, ERL0BNENEREREFLE
WRAER, M HE BRI EE EMC 5.

O, A 5ERER ALK

HE b L,(ORE e SREATBTRERS », BRISERN, B2¥REAN
WL EREBYE SRS T TR 6 0 BB LSRR R R ¢ = -

%3 )
x" = 0 ,
2 My’
Hip 0" =¢q — ", B, KRB THEREY Ff FTUEFRERN
Fi4(x) = F(«"), (6)

(5)

WAR BRI, #7, BT — — 1+ U 7 — 1 o BN BB

TR« EE Ehh 2 B AR RNER. X8, ERAESERLEE « B/

LRLAHARERNER.
85 Callan-Gross XA
' FY(x) =2 2F} (%) (7)

NEHBEFRERIIN.HU TRRERREEETHEREAEK
FN¥(x) = x2(1 — x)* + 0.15(1 — x)*. (8)




% 6 3 LpR%E: BETRTFBETFERRATBEESBNNARRLE 2 i 789

EEFRLERP, RABTHERERE F{ "IUEBHERTY

Fi(x) = FY(2"); (9 ,
i’ﬂ'E%ﬂ:E,E}%ﬁ 1.2+ | (a)1.2 (b)
Fit() = FY(). SO |
FIF%AR(), RATALEE , M E k= ORTG 2
FY(x) 0.9F AN |
ro= F{(x)/F¥(x) = YE D) 0.8l \\\ 0.8 //;;‘\\ ;
0.7~ \ND.7 ,’l \ ,
= —% 23 (1) T os 08 02040508
x xX
HEFAL ,
r o Fii(x) __x Bl B A B Ak
T N 772 (12) A N N
F{¥(x) x FA(x)[F¥(x) R Fi(x)/FI(=)pyit
_ , Wik
ﬁ\:qjﬁfz = Ff,(&)a 7‘; = ‘F_Z:,'gx—). (a) E%&tﬂ—[tﬁg Fiy T2
Fi () Fi'(x) (b) ERRTTRY 1, ri.

B1ERT rnsn R oris v Bx BARTH., “LIEH, BRERE « 8N4
HARMER, EERLER, r. n REHEANTY; MEELETH . n 15
AARENTA. BTHRABRTHEAMSBE S5 HaZ TR M8 E 2 TRRY

<1 Mzxy\ Fi(x) + Y’ Fi(x)
, = TV T e ) FYx) " 2 Filw) (13)
(1—y——M”y)+12
2e 2

Hrh e H ARBFIORER, y=§= Q: . B, My~ 0R, T AF TfNEg sk

EsMy— 1, r BE ;Eg HIHE. 7 5 7, UMLK R, BS540 B PG B EMC

BB REIFAE. 10 ri 0 2 AR A RREL R 7 19 Qz FERMERT & MRRHE, IXRHA,
EFRGEBRARHEBRE EMC 3R R RBURHESD & FTRER SLAC BB AT HTHR,
Xt EMC #iE5 SLAC ¥IRTE » BUMERER 4 H i,

i, ERERESRBNLE

FEL b, SLAC MERABHMOBE 2. HT EMC #fF4“"5 BCDMS &
TEAUIZE I B MR FY B FfRHT R =22 = 0 0EE, Fibl, A BIRBRIAYR

gr
BRMABE L. Hit,MiZHFtER r, AR r.= Ff{/F}, %5 SLAC }iE
R 0 BEESATHR. B2 AW TAMEEFTER  E(HETHEFE T RABHRER)
SRRBGEMLE. WE 2 FILIEH, R OUER AL EHHIRNIR S ARSIE:
(1) ALUBREE SLAC BIEUYE 07 ~ 1 GeV? 1320, WA 2(2)FTR: Lok
T 2= 01 RRENE,BE » = 0.05 NG EIT .



790 B Y E 5 BB =B o B 125

FEgaloN.

o —
Nel (=)
=TT

e

o

o

Y (o)

(a)
0.7 0.4 0.6 038 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 0.2 04 0.6 0.8
X X . N

1.2
= - oue " te -
KR! "8, e t
R i
1o / DN V4

0.9 1./ ' *

T e (€)

0.2 0.4 06 03 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
X X

M2 HEASREATEREEN - E(EEREEDORR) SEREN L, M
SYRIRRAE Bodekt), Burastl | Dukets) BAFAEBBT F(s> 00 HAAR TR,

(a) ¢,SLAC 4 =Cu ¥iE: 6 =20 GeV, 0.9<0?°<1.6 GeV?; sH Bodek’s fits 2%
WA FY i EHBAIEER: 6 =20 Gev, 07 =1.0 GeV?; ... > i Bodek’s fits; 6= 20 GeV,
0*=1.6 Gev:, (b) ¢, SLAC 4 =Fe Hif: 0% = 2GeV?, 8<e<24.5 GeV; ——,
Buras’s fits BB 455 6 = 25 GeV, 0* = 2 GeV?;---, fJ Bodek’s fits: & = 25GevV, 0 =2
GeV?y v sF§ Bodek’s fits; & = 10GeV, Q% = 2GeV?, (c) ¢, SLAC 4 = Fe HHE 0t =5
GeV?, 8<e<24.5 GeV;——,F Duke’s fits BrIBZER. ¢ =25 Gev, 0= 5Gev?; -—, H
Duke’s fits: &€ = 10GeV, Q% = 5GeV?; «eeoee > F§ Bodek’s fits; & = 25GeV, Q? =5 Gevz, (d)
¢, SLAC 4 = Fe ¥IE;: 0° = 10GeV?, 8<6<24, 5GeV; > F Duke’s fits F{BLkER.
& =25GeV, Q' = 10GeV?;---,F] Duke’s fits; & = 10GeV, 0? = [0 GeV?; -euuu. 5F Bodek’s
fits; £ =25GeV, 0* =10GeV:, (c) > |HHY EMC BiE: 9<0'<170Gev; —, i
Duke’s fits FriB45R: & = 280 GeV, 0 =10 GeV?; ———, F] Bodek’s fits; & = 280 Gev,

0 = 10GeV?,

(2) BRWZE SLAC $IE“"h 0 483tk B 2(a)—~() ATUBE , ok r 758
/e BB QP UL FTTF M. R AMSE S A R—B0h0, BRI SHIE “Shadowing”
B TBIEAATIE. 12 Shadowing XCBI,Hh r BIRIBA% 07 HUNATIRIK.

(3) AIERBRITA A BRI 2202 LU, 108 2()FFR.

(4) 75 0 BeKM, « BN SLAC MIBER ML » RIEEE—1, X5 SLAC
B S B BRI BITTLLE & ARXMRER, KRERY SLAC ZRFAEN e (8—24.5
GeV) Emim/MTF # SRAFFT ¢ (120—280 GeV), A BRIy e HEM 5

SRHCEEBS L.

Ay FRAATY R="t

T

7 O — co UM FRT , IR T K Callan-Gross LS F DIR A




%6 LIRS BTRTHE AR IEREN P BRE S BN AL 2 791

g ==

Filo) e

2 xF{’(r) |
9 = al L piz) . == M__—- == .i’ [— = _i. ’
NESAE, LSS R, 22FN ) 1 - 1 i (15)
7o AE. R,= P2 e
Xt ERALE, 5/ R TG 1 " 1 e (16

HE3FLUEN, RRAER Y R, =L AL RENHS.

Gr

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

B3 PIFEET Callan-Gross thd Ry = —T B4 BERLEXRT Ra= —"Eﬁﬁ?ﬂii% RS

L& BEELEAEMBE R MEFRLE %%&EE’JE&“& ¢ ,EMC p-Fe Himbre; 4,
X% CDHSW v-Fe BL¥E.  EMC p-p 3HEO 4,
HAHUE T
B 4 AR AXIEEX Re. WEHAEEEREESTRIMEAOLE. WUER, AL
EXEANMEEERATESEEE L ARBYEFN, MEAEREZEEERBIELR
BETR R,

LR EER

BABEEL, A XA T RASHHIER. HXNECHEILRAZEE, AR
IIBTREERIR « B/NX I, B Bodek F Ritchie FITIERILIBAL, I BAEFHR
MEB/N. B, HE 2 A RTUBEL AXEEFTEN » MRANBE&ETE
HWRBERA RER. XRRBAMAERE 2 PEAEIIB3—I5 TP E BB T S50 ER
HARAMARERAR(S), XBLEPARMNTULBLENEHETEWEEFAL
AR ERER SR A ZENER. B=,ME 2(c)—(e) AILUFLAXER
£ x BROEBRTHRE, XEERHBKRBIWAMMERY, MSAREHET
K. EEFLER,FABHORERE « BRLHEI KA. iﬁ%ﬂﬂéﬁ%%éﬁﬁﬁ
FOVH BRI 86 R B0, BT SRR TR B AR B AL R/ N R 2 B, |



792 E e E 5 B B B 124

ULE,BRATRMfERE EMC R 0BT T X, RAEMNRERRPAXMT R
HEEARMEW, ENAHEERANSRNTS. EXRBRERE EMC M5
BARBHE, TESTRETURRRESNIRAT ., B2, BRI E—FEE
EARIHERT EMC 57,

g F X ™

{11 EMC, J. J. Aubert et al, Phys. Less, 123B(1983), 275.

{2] A. Bodek et al., Phys. Rev. Les., 50(1983), 1431; 51(1983), 534.

{3] A. Bodek and J. L. Ritchie, Phys. Rev., D23(1981), 1070; D24(1981), 1400.

{41 See, e g, R. L. Jaffe, Phys. Rev. Less., 50(1983), 228; for a review, see, e. g., A. Krzywicki, Nucl. Phys.,

A446(1985), 135¢c.
{51 C. A. Garcia Canal et al., Phys. Rev. Lesz, 53(1984), 1430; M. Staszel et al., Phys. Res., D29(1984), 2638.

6] S. V. Akulinichev et al., Phys. Rev. Lens., 55(1985), 2239 and J. Phys., G11(1985), L245; see also, e. g.,
B. L. Birbrair et al, Phys. Less. 166B(1986), 119.

[7] G{a8E.IME, S92 55, 11(1987),430,
{ 8] E. J. Moniz, Phys. Rev., 184(1969), 1154; see also, e. g, T. W. Donnelly and J. D. Walecka, Ann. Reo.

Nucl. Sci., 25(1975), 329.
{91 E. J. Moniz et al,, Phys. Rev. Len., 26(1971), 445; R. R. Whitney et al.,, Phys. Rev, C9(1974), 2230.
{10] T. de Forest, Jr., Nucl. Phys., A392(1983), 232; A. E. L. Dieperink et al., Phys. Less., 63B(1976), 261,

{11] M. B. Johnson and J. Speth, Nucl. Phys., A470(1987), 488.

{12] 'BCDMS, A. C. Benvenuti et al, Phys. Less., 189B(1987), 483; G. Bari et al., i4id., 163B(1985), 282; EMC,
P. R. Norton, Proc. Int. Conf. High Energy Phys., Berkley, 1986.

{13] A. Bodek et al., Phys. Rev., 1D20(1979), 1471.

{14] A. J. Buras and K. J. F. Gaemers, Nucl. Phys., B132(1978), 249.

{15] D. W. Duke and J. F. Owens, Phys. Rev., D30(1984), 49.

[16] S. Stein et al., Phys. Rew., D12(1975), 1884.

{17] R. G. Arnold et al., Phys. Rey. Less., 52(1984), 727.

{18] EMC, J. J. Aubert et al, Nucl. Phys., B272(1986), 158.

{19] P. Buchholz, Proc EPS Conf. High Energy Phys, Bari, 1985.

120] EMC, J. J. Aubert et al., Nucl. Phys., B259(1985), 189.

{211 R. D. Smith, Phys. Lers., 182B(1986), 283.

DIFFERENT TREATMENTS OF NUCLEAR BINDING EFFECT
IN DEEP INELASTIC LEPTON NUCLEUS SCATTERING

Ma Boorane  SunN Jr

(Peking University, Beijing)

ABSTRACT

We show that two models in explaining the EMC effect give different results and pre-
dictions, though both of them are using certain ways to take into account the binding effect.
The first can explain the bulk of the EMC effect only, whereas the second can explain, besides
the bulk of the EMC effect, the detailed features of the SLAC data and the discrepancies be-
tween the EMC data and the SLAC data. The two models also give different predictions of
the ratio R=01/0r in deep inelastic lepton. nucleus scattering. It seems that the available data

favour the second model.
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