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We discuss results from our global QCD analyses including nuclear data off deuterium from various
measurements, as well as off 3H and 3He targets from the MARATHON experiment. We simulta-
neously determine the parton distribution functions of the proton, the higher-twist terms, and the
nucleon off-shell correction functions responsible for the modifications of the partonic structure in
bound protons and neutrons. In particular, we study the neutron-proton asymmetry of the off-shell
correction and its interplay with the treatment of the higher-twist terms. We observe that the data
on the 3He/3H cross section ratio are consistent with a single isoscalar off-shell function. We also
provide our predictions on the ratio 𝐹𝑛

2 /𝐹 𝑝
2 and on the 𝑑 and 𝑢 quark distributions in the proton

and in the 3H and 3He nuclei.

I. INTRODUCTION

Using data from deep-inelastic scattering (DIS) off
nuclear targets with different proton-neutron content in
global QCD analyses allows to unravel the physics mecha-
nisms responsible of the modifications of bound nucleons
in the nuclear environment, to accurately constrain PDFs
in the neutron, as well as to test the nucleon charge sym-
metry. We summarize the results of our recent global QCD
analyses [1, 2], in which we simultaneously constrain the
proton PDFs, the higher-twist (HT) terms, and the func-
tions describing the modification of the nucleon structure
functions (SFs) in nuclei.* We use deuterium DIS data
from various experiments, the data on the 3He/3H cross
section ratio from the MARATHON experiment [3], along
with a typical set of the proton DIS and collider data (for
details see Refs. [1, 4]). Nuclear corrections are treated fol-
lowing the microscopic model of Ref. [5], which addresses
a number of effects relevant in different kinematical re-
gions of Bjorken 𝑥. In the large-𝑥 region relevant for the
nuclear DIS data considered, the most important nuclear
corrections originate from the nuclear momentum distri-
bution, the nuclear binding [6, 7] and the off-shell (OS)
corrections to the bound nucleon SFs [5, 8]. The latter are
directly related to the modification of the partonic struc-
ture of bound nucleons, and the validity of such approach
was demonstrated in the analysis of data on the nuclear
EMC effect [5]. The observations of Ref. [5] have been
confirmed in a global QCD analysis including deuterium
DIS data [1, 9].
The data from the MARATHON experiment on DIS

cross sections off 3H and 3He targets allow to constrain
the nucleon isospin dependence of the OS functions [2].
The OS functions, in turn, determine the in-medium mod-
ifications of the partonic structure of bound protons and
neutrons. It should be noted, that most of the fixed-target

* Presented at DIS2023: XXX International Workshop on Deep-
Inelastic Scattering and Related Subjects, Michigan State Uni-
versity, USA, 27-31 March 2023.

nuclear data in the present analysis typically have invari-
ant momentum transfer squared 𝑄2 about a few GeV2

and for this reason the HT terms should be addressed. To
this end, we consider two different models of HT terms
and study the interplay between the underlying HT model
and the resulting predictions on the ratio 𝑑/𝑢 of the quark
distributions, the structure function ratio 𝐹𝑛

2 /𝐹
𝑝
2 , and the

proton-neutron asymmetry in the off-shell correction.

II. THEORY BACKGROUND

The cross sections of the spin-independent charged-
lepton inelastic scattering are fully described in terms
of 𝐹𝑇 = 2𝑥𝐹1 and 𝐹2 SFs. In the DIS region of high
invariant momentum transfer squared 𝑄2, SFs can be ex-
pressed as a power series in 𝑄−2 (twist expansion) within
the operator product expansion (OPE). The leading twist
(LT) SFs are given by a convolution of PDFs with the
functions describing the quark-gluon interaction at the
scale 𝑄, which can be computed perturbatively as a series
in the strong coupling constant (see, e.g., [10]). SFs can
then be writen as

𝐹𝑖 = 𝐹TMC
𝑖 +𝐻𝑖/𝑄

2 + · · · , (1)

where 𝑖 = 𝑇, 2, 𝐹TMC
𝑖 are the corresponding LT SFs in-

cluding the target mass correction (TMC) [11], 𝐻𝑖 de-
scribes the twist-4 contribution. We consider two HT
models commonly used: (i) additive HT model (aHT)
motivated by the OPE, in which 𝐻𝑖 = 𝐻𝑖(𝑥) and (ii)
multiplicative HT model (mHT) [12], in which 𝐻𝑖 is as-
sumed to be proportional to the corresponding LT SF,
𝐻𝑖 = 𝐹LT

𝑖 (𝑥,𝑄2)ℎ𝑖(𝑥).
We address nuclear corrections in the DIS process by

treating it as an incoherent scattering off bound nucleons
in the target rest frame. The deuteron SFs can be calcu-
lated as the sum of bound proton and neutron SFs con-
voluted with the nucleon momentum distribution given
by the deuteron wave function squared, |Ψ𝑑(𝑘)|2:

𝐹 𝑑
𝑖 =

∫︁
d3𝑘𝐾𝑖𝑗 |Ψ𝑑(𝑘)|2

(︀
𝐹 𝑝
𝑗 + 𝐹𝑛

𝑗

)︀
, (2)
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where the integration is performed over the bound nucleon
momentum 𝑘, 𝑖, 𝑗 = 𝑇, 2, we assume a summation over the
repeated index 𝑗, and 𝐾𝑖𝑗 are the kinematic factors [1, 5].
For nuclei with 𝐴 ≥ 3 the convolution by Eq. (2) requires
the integration over the energy spectrum of the residual
nuclear system, along with the nucleon momentum, which
are described by the nuclear spectral functions 𝒫𝑝/𝐴 and
𝒫𝑛/𝐴 [5–8, 13]:

𝐹𝐴
𝑖 =

∫︁
d4𝑘𝐾𝑖𝑗

(︀
𝒫𝑝/𝐴𝐹

𝑝
𝑗 + 𝒫𝑛/𝐴𝐹

𝑛
𝑗

)︀
, (3)

where the integration is performed over the bound nucleon
four-momentum 𝑘. The corresponding nucleon off-shell
SFs in both Eq. (2) and Eq. (3) depend on the scaling
variable 𝑥′ = 𝑄2/2𝑘 ·𝑞, the DIS scale 𝑄2, and the nucleon
invariant mass squared 𝑘2 = 𝑘20 − 𝑘2 ≠ 𝑀2, where 𝑀
is the nucleon mass. This latter dependence originates
from both the power TMC terms of the order 𝑘2/𝑄2 and
the OS dependence of the LT SFs. Following Refs. [5, 8],
we treat the OS correction in the vicinity of the mass
shell 𝑘2 = 𝑀2 by expanding SFs in a power series in
𝑣 = (𝑘2 −𝑀2)/𝑀2. To the leading order in 𝑣 we have

𝐹LT
𝑖 (𝑥,𝑄2, 𝑘2) = 𝐹LT

𝑖 (𝑥,𝑄2,𝑀2) (1 + 𝛿𝑓𝑖 𝑣) , (4)

𝛿𝑓𝑖 = 𝜕 ln𝐹LT
𝑖 (𝑥,𝑄2, 𝑘2)/𝜕 ln 𝑘2, (5)

where the derivative is taken on the mass shell 𝑘2 = 𝑀2.
We assume equal functions 𝛿𝑓𝑇 = 𝛿𝑓2 = 𝛿𝑓 for 𝐹𝑇 and
𝐹2, motivated by the observation that 𝐹𝑇 ≈ 𝐹2 in the
region for which the OS effect is numerically important [1,
5, 9, 13].
We use Eq. (2) and (3) to address the nuclear cor-

rections from the momentum distribution, the nuclear
binding, and the OS effect, which are the main nuclear
corrections at large 𝑥. Other nuclear effects like the meson-
exchange currents and the nuclear shadowing result in
corrections comparable to the experimental uncertain-
ties at large 𝑥 [9] and are therefore neglected in the
present analysis. We use a deuteron wave function based
on the Argonne nucleon-nucleon otential [14, 15] (AV18).
For the 𝐴 = 3 nuclei, the proton (neutron) spectral
function 𝒫𝑝(𝑛)/𝐴(𝜀,𝑘) describes the corresponding energy
(𝜀 = 𝑘0 − 𝑀) and momentum (𝑘) distribution in a nu-
cleus at rest. The nuclear spectral function involves con-
tributions from all possible 𝐴 − 1 intermediate states.
For the proton spectral function of 3He, 𝒫𝑝/3He, the rele-
vant contributions come from two-body 𝑝𝑛 intermediate
states, both the 𝑝𝑛 continuum and the 𝑝𝑛 bound state,
i.e. the deuteron. The neutron spectral function of 3He,
𝒫𝑛/3He, involves only the 𝑝𝑝 continuum states. Similarly,

for the 3H nucleus, the neutron spectral function involves
contributions from the bound 𝑝𝑛 state and from the 𝑝𝑛
continuum states, while the proton spectral function in-
cludes only the 𝑛𝑛 continuum states. We use the 3He
and 3H spectral functions of Ref. [16] computed with the
AV18 nucleon-nucleon force and accounting for the Ur-
bana three-nucleon interaction, as well as the Coulomb
effect in 3He. The details of the corresponding nuclear

convolution equation, Eq. (2) and (3), can be found in
Refs. [1, 2, 5, 13].

III. ANALYSIS FRAMEWORK

We simultaneously constrain the proton PDFs, the HT
corrections, and the proton and the neutron OS func-
tions, 𝛿𝑓𝑝 and 𝛿𝑓𝑛, describing the modifications the pro-
ton and neutron PDFs in the nuclear environment, in a
global QCD analysis. The datasets used are described
in Refs. [1, 9] and include charged-lepton DIS data off
proton, deuterium, 3H, and 3He targets, as well as data
from the 𝑊±/𝑍 boson production at hadron colliders. In
particular, data on the ratio of the DIS cross sections of

the three-body nuclei, 𝜎
3He/𝜎

3H, from the MARATHON
experiment [3] allow to study the neutron-proton asym-
metry 𝛿𝑓𝑎 = 𝛿𝑓𝑛 − 𝛿𝑓𝑝 [2].
We parametrize the proton PDFs following Ref. [9],

while the 𝑄2 dependence of the LT SFs is computed at
the next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) in perturbative
QCD. The functions 𝐻𝑖(𝑥) in the aHT model are treated
independently for 𝑖 = 𝑇, 2 and are parameterized in the
form of spline polynomials. A similar procedure is applied
for the functions ℎ𝑖 in the mHT model. To reduce the
number of parameters we assume 𝐻𝑝

𝑖 = 𝐻𝑛
𝑖 in the aHT

model and also test the assumption ℎ𝑝
𝑖 = ℎ𝑛

𝑖 in the mHT
model. We apply the cuts 𝑄2 > 2.5 and 𝑊 > 1.8 GeV,
where 𝑊 is the invariant mass of the produced hadronic
states. Additional details about the analysis setup, like
the treatment of the uncertainties and the PDFs and HTs
parametrizations, can be found in Refs. [1, 2].

We parametrize the proton function 𝛿𝑓𝑝(𝑥) in terms of
a generic second order polynomial [1, 9]:

𝛿𝑓𝑝(𝑥) = 𝑎+ 𝑏𝑥+ 𝑐𝑥2, (6)

where the parameters 𝑎, 𝑏, and 𝑐 are determined simulta-
neously with those of the proton PDFs and HTs. We also
consider the corresponding neutron-proton asymmetry
𝛿𝑓𝑎 = 𝛿𝑓𝑛 − 𝛿𝑓𝑝, for which we assume a linear function,
𝛿𝑓𝑎(𝑥) = 𝑎1 + 𝑏1𝑥, with 𝑎1 and 𝑏1 free parameters.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In order to study the impact of various effects, we per-
form a number of fits with different settings. In our de-
fault QCD analysis we assume equal off-shell functions
for protons and neutrons, 𝛿𝑓𝑝 = 𝛿𝑓𝑛 = 𝛿𝑓 , and the aHT
model for the HT terms. With such settings we obtain [2]
a good agreement with the MARATHON data on the

ratio 𝜎
3He/𝜎

3H [3] with 𝜒2 per number of data points
(NDP) of 20/22, and 𝜒2/NDP = 4861/4065 considering
all data [1, 2].
The function 𝛿𝑓(𝑥) obtained from the analysis of

Ref. [2] is shown in Fig. 1 (left panel). The results are
in good agreement with the original determination [5]
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FIG. 1. Left: The 1𝜎 uncertainty band on the OS function obtained assuming 𝛿𝑓𝑝 = 𝛿𝑓𝑛 and the aHT model for the HT
terms (shaded area) [2]. Also shown are the results of Refs. [5] (KP) and [1] (AKP21). Right: The 1𝜎 uncertainty band on the
neutron-proton asymmetry 𝛿𝑓𝑛(𝑥)− 𝛿𝑓𝑝(𝑥) for the aHT (shaded area) and mHT (hashed area) models [2].

from the ratios 𝜎𝐴/𝜎𝑑 of the DIS cross sections off nu-
clear targets with a mass number 𝐴 ≥ 4 using the proton
and the neutron SFs of Ref. [17]. The results of Ref. [2]
also agree with those of Ref. [1], which does not include
the MARATHON data from 𝐴 = 3 nuclei. It should be
also noted that the data on the ratio 𝜎

3He/𝜎
3H allows a

reduction of the 𝛿𝑓(𝑥) uncertainty at large 𝑥.

The results shown in Fig. 1 (left panel) are obtained
assuming an isospin-symmetric function 𝛿𝑓𝑝 = 𝛿𝑓𝑛 and
the aHT model for the HT terms. Such an assumption was
verified in the analysis of the EMC effect in Ref. [5] and
was also used in Refs. [1, 9]. The MARATHON data on

the ratio 𝜎
3He/𝜎

3H were used to constrain the asymmetry
𝛿𝑓𝑎 = 𝛿𝑓𝑛 − 𝛿𝑓𝑝 [2]. With the aHT model we obtain a
function 𝛿𝑓𝑝 similar to that of the isospin-symmetric case
shown in Fig. 1 (left panel), as well as an asymmetry 𝛿𝑓𝑎

consistent with zero within uncertainties, as shown in
Fig. 1 (right panel) [2]. However, we obtain substantially
different results on the function 𝛿𝑓𝑎 with the mHT model,
as shown in the right panel of Fig. 1.

The underlying reason for a nonzero asymmetry 𝛿𝑓𝑎 in
the mHT model is the interplay between the HT terms
and the LT ones, as 𝐻𝑖 = 𝐹LT

𝑖 (𝑥,𝑄2)ℎ𝑖(𝑥). On one side,
the factor 𝐹LT

𝑖 results in a 𝑄2 dependence in 𝐻𝑖, as il-
lustrated in Ref. [1]. On another side, the factor 𝐹LT

𝑖

also introduces an explicit isospin dependence in the HT
terms, present even with an isoscalar function ℎ𝑝

𝑖 = ℎ𝑛
𝑖 .

The nonzero asymmetry 𝛿𝑓𝑎 we found in the mHT model
(Fig. 1) may therefore be a bias partially compensating
such an isospin dependence.

The MARATHON data are particularly interesting as
they are sensitive not only to isospin effects, but also to
the HT contributions in the region 𝑥 > 0.6. Figure 2
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FIG. 2. The MARATHON data on 𝐹𝑛
2 /𝐹 𝑝

2 [3] vs. the results
of Ref. [2] (1𝜎 uncertainty band) with the aHT model (shaded
area) and the mHT model (hashed area).

shows a comparison of the MARATHON 𝐹𝑛
2 /𝐹

𝑝
2 mea-

surement with our predictions for both the aHT and the
mHT models. Overall, we obtain an excellent description
of the MARATHON data using our default QCD analysis
with the aHT model, with a 𝜒2/NDP = 20/22. The data
seem to prefer the aHT model over the mHT, as indicated
by the higher value of 𝜒2/NDP = 34/22 with the latter.

We compare the ratio of 𝑑/𝑢 quark distributions ob-
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tained with different HT models for the kinematics of the
MARATHON experiment, together with the one from the
analysis of Ref. [4] (ABMP16), which was performed with
the aHT model but without any nuclear data (see Fig. 3).
In the latter case the ratio 𝑑/𝑢 is mostly constrained by
forward 𝑊 -boson production data from the LHCb [18–
20] and D0 [21] experiments. The ABMP16 result is in
good agreement with the present one obtained with the
aHT model. Instead, the 𝑑/𝑢 ratio in the mHT model
is substantially higher at large 𝑥. Such an enhancement
appears to be correlated with the nonzero values of the
asymmetry 𝛿𝑓𝑎 (cf. Figs. 1 and 3). This observation in-
dicates a tension between the DIS and Drell-Yan data in
the mHT model.
We can use the results of Ref. [2] to calculate the nu-

clear modifications of the quark distributions for different
flavors. In particular, the nuclear PDFs 𝑞𝑖/𝐴 for the par-
ton type 𝑖 = 𝑢, 𝑑, . . . can be obtained from the proton
and neutron PDFs using a convolution equation similar
to Eq. (3) [22, 23]:

𝑥𝑞𝑖/𝐴 =

∫︁
d4𝑘

(︂
1 +

𝑘𝑧
𝑀

)︂(︀
𝒫𝑝/𝐴𝑥

′𝑞𝑖/𝑝 + 𝒫𝑛/𝐴𝑥
′𝑞𝑖/𝑛

)︀
, (7)

where the off-shell nucleon PDFs depend on 𝑥′, 𝑄2, and
𝑘2, and the 𝑧-axis is antiparallel to the momentum trans-
fer 𝑞. The corresponding off-shell corrections are treated
as in Eq. (4) and (5) with an OS function 𝛿𝑓𝑞 which,
in general, depends on the quark flavor. We use the re-
sults we obtained with the aHT default model, suggesting

the same OS function 𝛿𝑓𝑞 = 𝛿𝑓 for both 𝑢 and 𝑑 quark
distributions.

We calculated the ratio 𝑅𝑞 = 𝑞𝑝/𝐴/𝑞𝑝 between the pro-
ton contribution 𝑞𝑝/𝐴 to Eq. (7) and the corresponding

free proton PDF for both 𝑢 and 𝑑 quarks in 3He and 3H
using the proton PDFs and the 𝛿𝑓(𝑥) function of Ref. [2],
shown in Fig. 4. The ratio 𝑅𝑞 describes the modifications
of the parton distributions 𝑞 = 𝑢, 𝑑, . . . in a bound pro-
ton due to the energy-momentum distribution and to the
off-shell effect. Even using an isoscalar OS function 𝛿𝑓 ,
we observe a pronounced flavor dependence of the EMC
effect at 𝑥 > 0.5 as a result of the convolution of PDFs
with different 𝑥 dependence with the nucleon momentum
distribution. The nuclear dependence of 𝑅𝑞 is also notice-
able and is owed to the differences in the proton spectral
functions of 3H and 3He. In order to further clarify the
flavor dependence of nuclear effects, we show the asym-
metry ∆3 = (𝑅𝑞(

3H)−𝑅𝑞(
3He))/(𝑅𝑞(

3H)+𝑅𝑞(
3He)) for

both 𝑞 = 𝑢 and 𝑑 quarks in the right panel of Fig. 4.
The results described above contrast with those of

Ref. [24], claiming a significant isovector nuclear EMC
effect from a global QCD analysis including 𝐴 = 2 and
𝐴 = 3 DIS data (see Fig. 3 in [24]). We comment in this
context that Ref. [24] uses the mHT model of HT terms
in their analysis. As we show above (see Ref. [2]), there
is an interplay of the nucleon isospin dependence of the
OS correction and the 𝑑/𝑢 ratio and the HT terms in the
mHT model. In particular, the isospin effect in the OS
correction tends to compensate the isospin dependence of
the HT terms in the mHT model. Furthermore, the anal-
ysis of Ref. [24] introduces an explicit nuclear dependence
in the OS functions for individual quark flavors, which
may result in additional correlations among parameters
potentially affecting the results.
We note that the HT terms cancel out in the ratio

𝐹𝑛
𝑖 /𝐹

𝑝
𝑖 = 𝐹𝐿𝑇,𝑛

𝑖 /𝐹𝐿𝑇,𝑝
𝑖 in the mHT model with the as-

sumption ℎ𝑝
𝑖 = ℎ𝑛

𝑖 . We therefore expect that analyses of
the MARATHON 3He/3H ratio based on a naive LT ap-
proximation for SFs [25] could be affected by somewhat
similar biases on the resulting isospin dependence of the
OS function 𝛿𝑓 as the ones found in the mHT model.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We obtain a good description of the MARATHON data
within the simple assumption of isoscalar HT contribu-
tions in the aHT model. From our global QCD analysis
we get the same function 𝛿𝑓 for both the protons and the
neutrons, within uncertainties. This result is consistent
with our former observations from the global QCD anal-
yses including deuterium DIS data [1, 9], as well as with
the analysis of the nuclear DIS data with 𝐴 ≥ 3 [5, 13].
The resulting prediction on 𝑑/𝑢 ratio for the proton is
similar to the one obtained in Ref. [4] without the use of
any nuclear data. The presence of nuclear 2H, 3He, and 3H
DIS data in the QCD analysis allows a significant reduc-
tion of the uncertainty on the proton 𝑑/𝑢 ratio at large 𝑥.
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Further improvements are expected from MARATHON

data on the ratios 𝜎
3H/𝜎𝑑 and 𝜎

3He/𝜎𝑑 [26].

We emphasize the importance of taking into account
HT terms in the QCD analysis of DIS data with 𝑄2 ≲ 10
GeV2. Two different HT models are considered: additive
(aHT) and multiplicative (mHT) HT models. While the
aHT model provides a good performance with isoscalar
HT terms and the OS function, in the mHT model the
HT terms are different for protons and neutrons, because
of a correlation with the LT terms. In the mHT model
we also find a nonzero neutron-proton asymmetry in the
OS function. The ratio 𝑑/𝑢 at large 𝑥 is enhanced in
the mHT model as compared to that in the aHT model.
These results are driven by the MARATHON 3He/3H
data and originate from the interplay between the LT
and HT terms in SFs, which is inherent to the mHT
model. We conclude that this feature of the mHT model
can lead to potential biases and inconsistencies, while

the MARATHON 𝜎
3He/𝜎

3H data clearly prefer the aHT
model over the mHT one with 𝜒2/NDP = 20/22 vs 34/22.
Future precision cross-section measurements with 2H,

3H and 3He targets in a wide kinematical region would
allow to address the HT model and to further constrain
the isospin dependence of nuclear effects at the parton
level. More precise measurements of the latter will require
future flavor sensitive data from DIS at the electron-ion
collider [27] and from both neutrino and antineutrino
charged-current interactions off hydrogen and various
isoscalar and non-isoscalar nuclear targets [28–30] at the
long-baseline neutrino facility [31].
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