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Nuclear transparencies with a two-step process of the A(e, e′π+) reaction
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Nuclear transparency in pion-induced nuclear reactions has been investigated based on Glauber
multiple scattering theory considering a two-step process within the framework of vector meson
dominance (VMD). In the present context, the application of the quantum diffusion model (QDM)
to the Glauber theory plays a role in explaining the dependence of the transparency on the four-
momentum transfer squared Q2. The short-range correlation (SRC) considered further gives the
contribution to the magnitude of the transparency by a constant amount independent of the Q2

variation, and the results from the QDM and SRC overestimate the experimental data. The inclusion
of the two-step process with the ρN scattering cross section, σρN = 3 mb has the effect of reducing
the transparency and thus leads to a good agreement with the experimental data on the reaction
A(e, e′π+) for 12C, 27Al, 63Cu and 197Au nuclei.

PACS numbers: 11.80.La, 24.85.+p, 25.30.Rw, 13.60.Le

I. INTRODUCTION

Nuclear transparency refers to the phenomenon in
which hadrons, such as mesons and baryons, produced
before and after a reaction, escape without interacting
with the nucleus. It is similar to how light passes through
glass. This is likely due to the fact that the hadrons pro-
duced in the nucleus are initially so small that they have
little interaction with the nucleons in the nucleus and
thus escape from the nucleus.
On the other hand, according to quantum chromody-

namics (QCD), which takes into account the degrees of
freedom of quarks and gluons, the size of the hadron pro-
duced in nuclei decreases inversely with Q in the trans-
verse direction, b⊥ ≈ 1/Q, while it undergoes a rela-
tivistic Lorentz contraction in the longitudinal direction.
At very high momentum transitions, Q2 ≫ 1 GeV2, the
quark structure of the produced hadron exhibits a point-
like configuration (PLC) [1]. This PLC can expand to
the size of a typical hadron, and the distance it trav-
els is called the hadron formation or coherence length.
During this distance, the interaction of the color-neutral
PLC with the nucleons in the target nucleus is sup-
pressed, which is known as the color transparency (CT)
phenomenon. It is natural that the presence of CT will
eventually manifest itself as nuclear transparency [2].
The nuclear transparency is simply defined as

TA =
σA

AσN
, (1)

where A is the mass number of the nucleus A, σA is the
total cross section of the reaction for the target nucleus
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A and σN is the total cross section of the reaction for a
nucleon in free space.

If the nucleon were completely transparent, i.e. there
were no interactions between hadrons and nucleons, the
value of TA would be close to 1. However, various studies
have shown that it is significantly different from 1, and
this study focuses on understanding why. The calculation
of nuclear transparency gives different results when clas-
sical hadron models are used and when quantum chro-
modynamics (QCD) models are used. Thus, the study
of nuclear transparency can provide insight into our un-
derstanding of the behavior of the produced hadrons in
nuclear matter.

Moreover, Blattel et al. [3] argued that the nuclear
transparency effect in mesons occurs in a relatively low
energy region compared to baryons, because the quark
and antiquark pairs form more easily than three quark
pairs. Recent experimental data show that in the case
of pions, the nuclear transparency effect occurs at the
invariant energy W ≈ 2.2 GeV [4, 5], which is near the
hadron-quark transition region. In this sense, the nu-
clear transparency of pions is important for studying the
nature of the transition region.

We focus on electroproduction of charged pions, where
coherent production is forbidden and only incoherent
production is possible. Incoherent reactions occur when
the state of the nucleus changes due to exciting, split-
ting, or other means, while coherent reactions maintain
the same state of the nucleus before and after the re-
action. Thus, charged pion electroproduction results in
an incoherent reaction causing the nuclei to transform
into different nuclides. Furthermore, it is worth noting
that according to Glauber Theory (GT) [6], the trans-
parency for incoherent reactions is determined solely by
the nuclear density and the scattering cross sections of
hadrons and nucleons. Since these are well known from
experiments, it would be interesting to study how well
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FIG. 1. Diagrams for one-step and two-step processes in the
incoherent π+ electroproduction. The symbol ⊗ represents
the interaction of γ∗ with πN and the symbol × the γ∗-ρ0

conjunction. (a) one-step π+ production. (b) two-step π+

production intermediated by ρ0 meson.

the theoretical nuclear transparency can explain the ex-
perimental values.

The nuclear transparency of the π+ meson in the
A(e, e′π+) reaction has been measured at JLab as a
function of Q2 and the atomic mass number A, which
shows an increasing trend in the range Q2 = 1.1 − 4.7
GeV2[4, 5].

Larson et al. [7] used a semiclassical formula for the
final state interaction, while Cosyn et al. [8] presented
a relativistic version of the Glauber model. Both studies
utilized the empirical values σπN (pπ) from the parame-
terization of the Particle Data Group (PDG) and incor-
porate the CT using the QDM [9]. Kaskulov et al. [10]
employed the string-breaking model to initially create
hadrons, and the quantum-kinetic Giesen-Boltzmann-
Ulling-Uhlenbeck (GiBUU) transport model to explain
the final-state interactions of the produced hadrons. By
separating the longitudinal and transverse cross sections
on the nucleon when calculating the elementary pion
production cross section, the CT incorporates only the
transverse contribution. Larionov et al. [11] estimated
the πCT in the πp → ℓ+ℓ−n and γ∗p → π+n reac-
tions. Das [12] has incorporated the CT of produced
pions and the SRC of nucleons in the nucleus into the
relativistic Glauber theory. The comparisons between
with and without the SRC has given for each TA(π

+) of
Refs. [8, 10] in the range of Q2 = 1.1 − 9.5 GeV2.

II. FORMALISM

The Glauber theory predicts various cross sections for
the interaction of high energy particles with nuclei in
terms of the more fundamental interactions between the
constituent particles. With the VMD, the amplitude for
the incoherent π+ electroproduction consists of the one-
step and two-step processes, as shown in Fig. 1.

The nuclear transparency in Eq. (1) can be written as
[11, 13] (see Ref. [14] for a pedagogical deduction)

TA =
1

A

∞
∫

0

d2b

∞
∫

−∞

dz ̺(bbb, z) exp
(

−σπN

∞
∫

z

dz′ ̺(bbb, z′)
)

×
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1−
∫ z

−∞
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σρN

2
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× exp
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−σρN

2
(1 − iαρN )

∫ z

z′′

dz′′′̺(bbb, z′′′)
]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (2)

where an integration is performed over the impact pa-
rameter bbb and z coordinate along the direction of the
incident photon. The nuclear density function is denoted
by ̺(bbb, z), normalized to the total number of nucleons A.
σπN(ρN) is the total π+N(ρ0N) cross section and αρ0N

is the ratio of the real to the imaginary part of the ρ0N
forward scattering amplitude and ∆l the longitudinal mo-
mentum transfer for a virtual photon, respectively.
The damping factor in the first exponential term in

Eq. (2) describes the absorption of the pion on its way
out of the nucleus. Those terms in the square of the
absolute value are interpreted as the presence of two in-
terfering waves with 1 representing the photon and the
integral term the ρ0-meson wave incident on the nucleon
at the position (bbb, z). The contribution of ρ0N term is
non-negligible with the strong interaction strength of the
ρ0 → ππ decay. In this paper, we consider the two-step
process to improve the insufficiency of the original version
of the Glauber theory for the experiment as discussed in
Ref. [5].
Thus, taking the high energy limit, the phase factor

ei∆l(z
′′−z) ≈ 1 [13] in Eq. (2) the second term in the

square of the absolute value is further simplified as

1− exp
[

−1

2
σρN (1− iαρN )

z
∫

−∞

̺(b, y) dy
]

, (3)

and the full expression for TA is reduced to

TA =
1

A

∞
∫

0

d2b

∞
∫

−∞

dz ̺(b, z)

× exp
[

−σπN

∞
∫

z

̺(b, y) dy − σρN

z
∫

−∞

̺(b, y) dy
]

.

(4)

For simplicity of the model construction, the contribu-
tions from ω and φ vector mesons via the VMD are omit-
ted, the cross section σρN is taken as a free parameter,
and the ratio αρN is set to zero. Recall that the original
version of the Glauber theory is the case of σρN = 0.
As we can see from Eq. (4), TA depends only on the

density function ̺(r) and total cross section σπN . Since
they are well established experimentally, the behavior
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FIG. 2. Total cross section (upper) and elastic cross section
(lower curve) for the π+p scattering as a function of the pion
momentum |~pπ| in the laboratory system. Data are taken
from Ref. [15]. The solid line is the result from the χ2 fit to
the total cross section data in the kinematic region of Refs.
[4, 5], which is shown as the shaded area.

of nuclear transparency which depends only on them
seemed to have a clear theoretical basis. The determi-
nation of σπN in Eq. (4) is crucial for the present study.
Conventionally, it is obtained from the scattering ampli-
tude in the forward direction via the optical theorem [13],
i.e.,

σπN =
4π

qπ
Im [T (πN)] , (5)

where T (πN) is normalized transition amplitude. For
practical purposes, however, we use here a fit of the σπN

to the PDG database [15] in which case it appears as
the upper cross section in Fig. 2. The (red) curve as
indicated in the box in Fig. 2 is applied to the current
calculation in the pion momentum range considered.
As for the nuclei density ̺(r), the following two types

are considered [16]. For nuclei with A > 16, the Wood-
Saxon density function is employed,

̺(r) =
̺0

1 + exp [ (r −R)/d ]
, (6)

with the nuclear radius being parameterized as R =
1.28A1/3−0.76+0.8A−1/3 fm, and the diffusion parame-
ter given by d=

√
3/π fm. On the other hand, the density

function of the Gaussian type is used for light nuclei with
A ≤ 16

̺(r) =
1

(R
√
π)3

[

4 +
2(A− 4)r2

3R2

]

exp

[

− r2

R2

]

, (7)

where R=
√
2.5 fm.

The dependence of TA upon Q2 reveals an interest-
ing aspect about the nuclear transparency. Experimen-
tal results show that TA increases with increasing Q2,

indicating higher transparency. However, in the original
Glauber theory the TA calculated using the experimen-
tal value for σπN as aforementioned in Fig. 2 and the
density functions in Eqs. (6) and (7) for ̺(r), remains
nearly constant but reaches below the data, despite the
change in Q2. In order to compensate for the discrep-
ancy, we first implement the colour transparency effect
in the Glauber theory using the QDM of Refs. [7, 9, 17]
and the SRC [18] in the standard way.
The QDM is expected to play a role to enhance the TA

depending on the Q2. This is done by replacing the σπN

in free space with the effective cross section σeff , which is
now a function of the path length z′ = z− y which is the
distance the hadron travels after its production and the
size of the three-momentum of the produced pion |~pπ|.
Following Farrar et. al. [9],

σeff(z
′, |~pπ|) = σπN (|~pπ|)

[(

n2〈k2t 〉
Q2

(

1− z′

lh

)

+
z′

lh

)

θ(lh − z′) + θ(z′ − lh)

]

, (8)

where n is the number of valence quarks/antiquarks
(n = 2 for the pion). kt is the transverse momentum of
the quark/antiquark with the root- mean-squared value
in the nucleus (〈k2t 〉1/2 ≃ 0.35 GeV). The quantity lh
is the formation length at which an expanding hadron
reaches its normal hadronic size: 2ph/∆M2, where ph is
the momentum of the proton and ∆M2 = 0.7 GeV2.
The SRC can be taken into account by approximating

the nuclear density distribution ̺ in Eq. (4) by

̺(bbb, y) → ̺(bbb, y)C(|z − y|), (9)

where C(u) indicates the correlation function [18]. With
the nuclear matter estimate, it can be written as

C(u) =

[

1− h(u)2

4

]1/2

[1 + f(u)], (10)

where h(u) = 3 j1(kFu)
kFu and f(u) = −e−αu2

(1 − βu2).
The parameters used to reproduce the nuclear matter
correlation function are α = 1.1 fm−2 and β = 0.68 fm−2.
The Fermi momentum kF is chosen to be 1.36 fm−1.
Following Ref. [18] the value of z in the argument of

the correlation function of Eq. (9) refers to either the
lower (for πN) or upper (for ρ0N) limit of integration in
Eq. (4).

III. DATA ANALYSIS

All calculations are conducted within a laboratory sys-
tem wherein the nuclear target is assumed to be station-
ary, and it is similarly assumed that the nucleons within
the stationary nucleus are also stationary. In reality, the
nucleons will be in Fermi motion inside the nucleus, but
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TABLE I. The central kinematics of the pion transparency
experiment [4, 5]. Here tmin denotes the four momentum
transfer to the target for the parallel kinematics ~q ‖ ~pπ or
θπ = 0 where θπ is the angle between three momentum of the
virtual photon and the emitted pion with three momentum
~pπ in the laboratory system.

Q2 [GeV2] W [GeV] −tmin [GeV2] |~pπ| [GeV] σπN [mb]
1.10 2.26 0.050 2.793 29.81
2.15 2.21 0.158 3.187 28.99
3.00 2.14 0.289 3.418 28.58
3.91 2.26 0.413 4.077 27.45
4.69 2.25 0.527 4.412 27.04
2.16 2.21 0.164 3.187 28.98
4.01 2.14 0.441 3.857 27.83

their energy will be negligible compared to that of the
nucleus, and thus we neglect their effect. This is equiv-
alent to the application of the ”proton-on-shell model”
in the quasifree approximation of the struck proton, as
described in Refs. [4, 5]. Given that the energy of the
virtual photons is outside the resonance region and the
scattering cross sections for protons and neutrons are al-
most identical, it is also assumed that all targets within
the nucleus are protons, with the distinction between pro-
tons and neutrons being ignored.
In our Glauber theory, given the experimental kine-

matics of p(γ∗, π+)n in Refs. [4, 5] which we demon-
strate in Table I, the transparency TA is calculated from
Eq. (4) with the effect of the SRC and QDM included as
discussed above for the target nuclei 12C, 64Al, 64Cu and
197Au in A(e, e′π+) reaction.
The underlying reaction is

γ∗(q) +N(p) → π+(pπ) +N ′(p′). (11)

Pion electroproduction off a nucleon [19] is usually de-
scribed by three Lorentz invariants, Q2, W , and t where
q2 = −Q2, W =

√

Mp + 2Mpν −Q2, and Mp is the
proton mass and ν the energy of the virtual photon.
t = (pπ − q)2 is the four-momentum square of the mo-
mentum transferred to the nucleons. For each of |~pπ|, the
values of the fitted total cross section σπN are listed in
Table I.

Q2- and A-dependence of TA

We first analyze the results considering only the one-
step process, as the original Glauber theory is shown in
Fig. 1 (a) with its consequence in the dotted line in Fig.
3. We then investigate the effect of a two-step process
as illustrated in Fig. 1 (b) with the results in the solid
line in Fig. 3. The Q2 dependence of TA is considered to
be a crucial indicator of the nuclear transparency effect.
Those findings in experiments [4, 5] show that TA has an
upward trend with increasing Q2, indicating an increase
in transparency.
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FIG. 3. Nuclear transparency TA versus Q2 for four nu-
clei. The dotted line is from the original Glauber theory
(GT), the dash-dotted from GT+SRC, and the dashed from
GT+SRC+QDM. The contribution of the two-step process is
calculated using Eq. (4) with σρN = 3 mb chosen. The solid
line describes our final result from the effect of the two-step
process in addition to the GT+SRC+QDM. Data are taken
from Refs. [4, 5].

In Fig. 3 we present the results with a two-step process
calculated using Eq. (4). The calculations are done for
σρN = 3 mb as a free parameter. This is a reasonable
value needed to reproduce the TA data for four nuclei,
although σρN = 25 mb is known to be the experimental
value in free space. In other words, Fig. 3 shows that
σρN obtained in free space can no longer explain the ex-
perimental data, it must change inside the nucleus. It has
long been argued that the masses and widths of hadrons
measured in free space should undergo a modification in
nuclear matter. In QCD sum rules, vector meson masses
have been shown to decrease to about 10−20% in nuclear
matter [20], and Friman, for example, observed a 9 MeV
increase in the width Γ of the omega meson in nuclear
matter [21].
The dotted line results from the Glauber theory with

the σπN fitted to the experimental data reported in the
PDG. It is far below the experimental value for the 12C
nucleus and has a poor slope for all nuclei. These allow
us to modify either the nuclear density ̺(r) or the cross
section value σπN . The former has been partially im-
proved by taking into account the SRC effect [12], while
the latter has been enhanced through the QDM by taking
into account the hadron generation time and the reaction
length [9]. The dot-dashed line results from Glauber the-
ory with the SRC taken into account. The dashed line is
from Glauber theory with the QDM and SRC. The SRC
effect increases TA by a constant amount for Q2, while
the QDM effect alters the slope but overestimates the
experimental data for four nuclei. The solid line which
describes the effect of a two-step process on the basis of
the SRC+QDM is in good agreement with the experi-
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FIG. 4. Nuclear transparency TA versus mass number A. In each panel the fixed value of Q2 is given. It is observed that the
transparency decreases, as the mass number of nuclei increases, leading to an increase in opacity. The dotted and solid lines
are the same as in Fig. 3, while the dashed line shows the additional two-step contribution to the GT. Data are taken from
Refs. [4, 5].

mental data for four nuclei. As the atomic number A
increases from 12C to 197Au, the effect of the two-step
process becomes more pronounced, while the impact of
the SRC and QDM diminishes.
Finally, the dependence of transparency TA upon the

mass number A is worth remarking. Figure 4 presents the
dependence of the TA upon the mass number A in sev-
eral nuclei. It is natural that the transparency falls off
as the mass number of the nucleus increases, since the
population of nucleons in nuclei increases. This trend
is well-illustrated in Fig. 4 for the transparency of nu-
clei. Fitting the transparency as TA = A−α gives the
scattering cross section of the nucleus, as σA = A1−ασN .
According to Carrol [22], it has a value of A0.76, a little
more than A2/3, which roughly means that σA increases
in proportion to the area of the nucleus. However, the Q2

dependence is neglected in their fit, although the value of
α changes slightly with increasing values of Q2, as can be
seen in Fig. 4. We expect that more experimental results
in the future will give us a hint to understand how the
area of the nucleus depends on Q2.

IV. CONCLUSION

The aim of this study is to elucidate the Q2 de-
pendence of the nuclear transparency of pions in the

electroproduction process using the Glauber theory.
However, the original version of this theory has been
shown to be insufficient to explain the observed phe-
nomenon of nuclei becoming more transparent with
increasing Q2. To address this challenge, we consider
the SRC and QDM in the standard way. The QDM
modifies the slope of the transparency as Q2 increases,
while the SRC makes it increase by a constant amount.
This results in an overestimation of the experimental
data. Finally, we investigate the two-step process of
the Glauber theory using σρN = 3 mb and achieve a
fair agreement of the Q2 and A dependences with the
experiments.
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