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We use the Kovchegov-Levin equation to resum contributions of large invariant mass diffractive
final states to diffractive structure functions in the dipole picture of deep inelastic scattering. For
protons we use a (modified) McLerran-Venugopalan model as the initial condition for the evolution,
with free parameters obtained from fits to the HERA inclusive data. We obtain an adequate
agreement to the HERA diffractive data in the moderately high-mass regimes when the proton
density profile is fitted to the diffractive structure function data in the low-mass region. The HERA
data is found to prefer a proton shape that is steeper than a Gaussian. The initial conditions
are generalized to the nuclear case using the optical Glauber model. Strong nuclear modification
effects are predicted in diffractive scattering off a nuclear target in kinematics accessible at the
future Electron-Ion collider. In particular, the Kovchegov-Levin evolution has a strong effect on the
Q2-dependence of the diffractive cross section.

I. INTRODUCTION

Diffractive processes in deeply inelastic electron-
hadron scattering (DIS) with no net color charge trans-
fer are powerful in probing the high-energy structure of
protons and nuclei. The color singlet exchange requires,
at lowest order in perturbative QCD, two gluons to be
exchanged, rendering diffractive cross sections more sen-
sitive to the gluonic content of the target than inclusive
ones. Consequently, high-energy diffraction can provide
clear indications for gluon saturation effects, which are
expected to occur in the regime of small longitudinal mo-
mentum fraction x due to non-linear QCD dynamics.
The Color Glass Condensate (CGC) effective theory

provides a convenient framework to describe scatter-
ing processes at high energy [1]. Instead of (inclusive
or diffractive) parton distribution functions, the target
structure is described in terms of Wilson lines that de-
scribe an eikonal propagation of projectile partons in the
target color field. In DIS, this CGC approach is fre-
quently complemented with the dipole picture [2–4] in a
frame where the virtual photon mediating the interac-
tion has a large longitudinal momentum, so that its |qq̄⟩
Fock state (and possibly |qq̄g⟩, |qq̄gg⟩ . . . ) has a long life-
time compared to the typical timescale of the interaction.
The dipole model is particularly suitable to the study of
gluon saturation. A particular advantage of this CGC +
dipole picture is that it provides a common theoretical
framework to incorporate the description of both inclu-
sive and diffractive scattering processes in terms of the
same degrees of freedom.

The CGC + dipole formalism has been widely em-
ployed in studying the diffractive dissociation of the pho-
ton off both protons and nuclei [5–22]. One of the main
advantages of this framework is that saturation effects
appear naturally, consistently in both diffractive and in-
clusive cross sections. In practice, starting from the work
in [23, 24], two quantum Fock state components |qq̄⟩ at
leading order and |qq̄g⟩ (part of the next-to-leading or-
der contribution) in approximative kinematics have been

considered in order to compare to the available HERA
diffractive data [5–7] as well as to make some predictions
for future experiments [7–10].

Recently, there has been a rapid progress towards next-
to-leading (NLO) order accuracy. Developments that are
necessary to achieve the NLO level in theoretical calcu-
lations include the tree-level diffractive qq̄g production
in exact kinematics [11] and loop corrections to the vir-
tual photon wave functions describing the γ∗ → qq̄ split-
ting [25, 26]. In another aspect, there have been also at-
tempts to resum soft gluon contributions in the regime of
high-mass diffraction [12–20]. Such improvements in pre-
cision are particularly important for phenomenological
studies related to future DIS facilities such as the future
Electron-Ion Collider (EIC) [27] and the LHeC/FCC-
he [28]. These future facilities are expected to provide
very precise data for diffractive observables over a wide
kinematical domain. In particular the first measurements
for nuclear diffractive structure functions will be per-
formed at the EIC in the 2030s. These measurements
with nuclear targets are especially of interest as they are
highly sensitive to the gluon saturation effects [29, 30],
which are strongly enhanced by either going to smaller x
or heavier nuclei.

In this work we focus on diffractive DIS in the re-
gion where the mass of the diffractively produced sys-
tem is large, which requires the resummation of soft-
gluon contributions by the means of the Kovchegov-Levin
equation [12, 13, 15, 31]. This perturbative evolution
equation requires non-perturbative input sensitive to the
proton structure at moderately small x, which can be
constrained by HERA inclusive structure function data
(see also Ref. [32] for a complementary approach start-
ing from the proton large-x structure). The predic-
tions for high-mass diffraction in electron-proton DIS at
HERA and electron-nucleus DIS at the EIC are genuine
predictions, once the initial condition for the Balitsky-
Kovchegov (BK) evolution [33, 34] of the dipole ampli-
tude has been fit to inclusive cross section data. The only
additional free parameter in the calculation is the spatial
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density profile of the proton, whose functional form is
not probed in inclusive structure function measurements.
Here we constrain this impact parameter profile with the
HERA diffractive structure function data in the low-mass
regime.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section,
we review the dipole picture of (diffractive) deep-inelastic
scattering and the evolution equations in the CGC ap-
proach for both inclusive and diffractive processes. Both
low-mass and high-mass approaches for diffraction are
discussed for a more complete treatment. The applica-
tion of our setup to the HERA diffractive data is then
presented in Section III. In Section IV we make predic-
tions for nuclear diffraction in kinematics accessibe at the
future EIC. We finally draw some concluding remarks
in Section V.

II. DIFFRACTIVE DEEP INELASTIC
SCATTERING IN THE DIPOLE PICTURE

A. Dipole picture and diffractive observables

Within the single-photon approximation, the deep in-
elastic interaction between the electron and a hadron is
mediated by a photon of virtuality Q2. At high center-
of-mass energy W of the photon-hadron sub-process, it
is convenient to go to a reference frame where the pho-
ton has a large longitudinal momentum. In this frame,
its coherence length in the longitudinal direction is larger
than the size of the hadronic target. Hence, if the pho-
ton branches into a quark-antiquark dipole, this quan-
tum fluctuation will occur long before traversing the tar-
get and, to a good approximation, the transverse size
of the resulting dipole will remain unchanged during the
interaction (see Fig. 1). Consequently, the dipole-proton
scattering amplitude becomes a good degree of freedom
to describe (both inclusive and diffractive) scattering pro-
cesses at high energy.

In the diffractive dissociation process of interest, the
diffractively produced system of invariant mass MX in
the final state results from the fragmentation of the
dipole (possibly dressed by other partons from higher-
order quantum fluctuations), while the target hadron re-
mains intact. We only consider coherent diffraction in
this work. An experimental signature of such a diffractive
scattering is a rapidity gap Ygap ≤ Y , with Y being the
total relative rapidity, between the diffractively produced
system and the outgoing hadron, as illustrated in Fig. 1.
In the theoretical point of view, this rapidity gap is due
to the exchange of a color-singlet C-even pomeron in the
t channel. When the momentum transfer is integrated
out, the diffractive scattering process can be completely
characterized by three invariants Q2, W and M2

X . Alter-
natively, one can use instead the variables xIP , β and Q2,
where

β =
Q2

Q2 +M2
X

(1)

and

xIP =
Q2 +M2

X

Q2 +W 2
. (2)

In the pomeron exchange picture, xIP can be interpreted
as the fraction of the target longitudinal momentum car-
ried by the pomeron (in the infinite momentum frame)
and β is the momentum fraction of the pomeron carried
by the struck parton. Note that these are related to the
Bjorken variable as x = xIPβ. By definition, the rapid-
ity variables are linked to these momentum fractions as
Y = ln(1/x) and Ygap = ln(1/xIP ).
Before going to more details of the formulation, let us

define the diffractive observables of interest for the cur-
rent analysis. The experimentally determined diffractive

structure functions F
D(3)
2,L are related to the diffractive

virtual photon-hadron cross sections as

xIPF
D(3)
L =

Q2

4π2αem

dσγ∗h
D (L)

d ln(1/β)
, (3)

and

xIPF
D(3)
2 =

Q2

4π2αem

 dσγ∗h
D (T )

d ln(1/β)
+

dσγ∗h
D (L)

d ln(1/β)

 , (4)

where T and L refer to the polarization state of the vir-
tual photon. The most precise diffractive cross section
measurements from HERA [35] are reported as a reduced
diffractive cross section defined as

σ
D(3)
red = F

D(3)
2 − y2

1 + (1− y)2
F

D(3)
L , (5)

where y = Q2/(xs) is the inelasticity, and
√
s is the

center-of-mass energy of the electron-proton scattering.
The superscript “(3)” in the above formulae indicates
that the relevant observables depend on three invariants,
as mentioned above: in this work we only consider the
case where the cross section is integrated over the squared
momentum transfer t. The diffractive cross section can
also be expressed in terms of the mass of the diffractive
system as

dσγ∗h
D

dMX
=

2MX

Q2 +M2
X

 dσγ∗h
D (T )

d ln(1/β)
+

dσγ∗h
D (L)

d ln(1/β)

 . (6)

The current investigation employs two different ap-
proaches to calculate diffractive cross sections. In the
large β (small M2

X) regime we use explicit results com-
puted considering the qq̄ and qq̄g components of the vir-
tual photon (qq̄g only in the high-Q2 limit), which have
been extensively used in the literature, see e.g. Ref. [7].
We use these results as a baseline to fix the one remain-
ing free parameter related to the proton spatial density
profile as discussed in detail below. Then with no free
parameters we calculate diffractive structure functions at
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FIG. 1. Diffractive dissociation in the dipole picture. The
rapidity gap Ygap in the final state is due to the pomeron
exchange (represented by the double wavy line) taking a mo-
mentum fraction xIP of the hadron. Relevant kinematic vari-
ables described in the text are also shown.

small β (large M2
X) by solving the Kovchegov-Levin evo-

lution equation which resums contributions from dipole
states dressed by soft gluons. These two approaches are
reviewed below.

B. High-energy evolution and inclusive scattering

In the framework of the dipole picture, the strong
interaction dynamics is encoded in the forward dipole-
target elastic scattering amplitude N(r, Y ;b), where r
is the transverse size of the dipole and b is the dipole-
target impact parameter. At a large number of colors
Nc, the energy (or rapidity Y ) dependence of the dipole
amplitude is given by the Balitsky-Kovchegov (BK) equa-
tion [33, 34]

∂YN(r, Y ;b) =

∫
d2r1 K(r, r1, r2) [N(r1, Y ;b1)

+N(r2, Y ;b2)−N(r, Y ;b)−N(r1, Y ;b1)N(r2, Y ;b2)] ,
(7)

where r2 = r− r1, b1 = b− (r2/2) and b2 = b+ (r1/2).
The kernel K(r, r1, r2) is related to the probability ampli-
tude, at large Nc, for emitting a soft gluon at a point in
the transverse plane characterized by two vectors r1 and
r2 satisfying the triangular relation r = r1 + r2 from the
initial dipole. In this work we use the leading order BK
equation (7), but include the running coupling correc-
tions to the evolution by adopting the Balitsky running-

coupling prescription [36], which reads

Krc(r, r1, r2) =
Ncαs(r

2)

2π2

[
r2

r21r
2
2

+
1

r21

(
αs(r

2
1)

αs(r22)
− 1

)
+

1

r22

(
αs(r

2
2)

αs(r21)
− 1

)]
. (8)

The strong coupling constant in coordinate space is taken
as

αs(r
2) =

12π

(33− 2Nf ) ln
4C2

r2Λ2
QCD

. (9)

To avoid the Landau pole, the running coupling is frozen
at the value αfr

s = 0.7 for r2 > r2fr, where r2fr solves
αs(r

2
fr) = αfr

s . The constant C2 in the above formula
accounts for the uncertainty when transforming from mo-
mentum space to coordinate space. From theoretical con-
siderations [36, 37] it should have the value e−2γE . In
practice, however, the running coupling scale in coordi-
nate space is taken as a free parameter that can absorb
some dominant higher order effects that would slow down
the evolution. The non-perturbative initial condition for
the BK equation and the value of C2 are obtained from
a fit to proton inclusive structure function data e.g. in
Refs. [38, 39] (see also recent fits at next-to-leading order
accuracy [40, 41] that however can not be used in the
leading order calculation presented here). In this work
we use the fits reported in Ref. [38], and consequently
adopt the same setup and work with only light quarks
(Nf = 3,mf = 140MeV). The considered fits initial-
ize the BK evolution at rapidity Ymin ≡ ln(1/xinit) with
xinit = 0.01. The initial condition for the BK equation
at this starting point is discussed in more detail in Sec-
tions III and IV for the scattering off protons and nuclei,
respectively.
Given the forward dipole elastic amplitudeN , the total

(inclusive) dipole-target cross section σqq̄h
tot can be com-

puted straightforwardly using the optical theorem. Inte-
grating out the b-dependence one obtains

σqq̄h
tot (r, Y ) =

∫
d2b 2N(r, Y,b). (10)

Convoluting with the photon impact factor, we eventu-
ally obtain the total (inclusive) photon-target cross sec-
tion

σγ∗h
tot (Q2, Y ) =

∑
f

∫
d2r

∫ 1

0

dz
∣∣ψγ∗→ff̄ (r, z,Q2)

∣∣2
T+L

× σqq̄h
tot (r, Y ),

(11)

where the photon wave functions ψγ∗→ff̄
T,L can be com-

puted from QED using light cone perturbation the-
ory [31]. Only light quark flavors are included in this
work.
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C. Diffraction at large and medium β

Now we turn to the calculation of diffractive observ-
ables. For medium to large values of β, it is enough to
consider only the two lowest order (in αs) partonic states
of the virtual photon, |qq̄⟩ and |qq̄g⟩. We quote here the
well-known results for these contributions studied e.g. in
Ref. [7]. The qq̄ contribution dominates at large β ≳ 0.5,
and the diffractive structure functions for transversely
and longitudinally polarized virtual photons read

xIPF
D(3)
qq̄,T =

NcQ
4

16π3β

∑
f

e2f

1/2∫
z0

dz z(1− z)

[
ϵ2
(
z2 + (1− z)2

)
Φ1 +m2

fΦ0

]
, (12)

and

xIPF
D(3)
qq̄,L =

NcQ
6

4π3β

∑
f

e2f

1/2∫
z0

dz z3(1 − z)3Φ0. (13)

Here we have used the following auxiliary function

Φn =

∫
d2b

2 ∞∫
0

dr rKn(ϵr)Jn(κr)N(r, Ygap;b)

2

,

(14)
with ϵ2 = z(1− z)Q2 +m2

f , κ
2 = z(1− z)M2

X −m2
f and

z0 =
(
1−

√
1− 4m2

f/M
2
X

)
/2.

Toward smaller β ≲ 0.5 the contribution from one
gluon emission becomes important. The diffractive qq̄g
production is known in exact kinematics [11], but in
phenomenological applications so far only the so called
Wusthoff result [42] obtained in the large Q2 limit has
been used. In that limit the transverse polarization dom-
inates, by the means of the lnQ2 enhancement compared
to the longitudinal one. Furthermore the qq̄g system can
be treated as an effective gluon dipole. The resulting
contribution to the diffractive structure function reads

xIPF
D(3)
qq̄g,T =

αs(Q
2)β

8π4

∑
f

e2f

∫
d2b

Q2∫
0

dk2
1∫

β

dz


k4 ln

Q2

k2

[(
1− β

z

)2

+

(
β

z

)2
]

×

2 ∞∫
0

dr rK2(
√
zkr)J2(

√
1− zkr)Ñ(r, Ygap;b)

2
 ,

(15)

with Ñ = 2N − N2 representing the dipole-target am-
plitude in the adjoint representation. Here we choose to
evaluate the strong coupling constant αs at the scale Q

2.

Note that in Eqs. (12) to (15) the dipole-target ampli-
tudes are evaluated at the rapidity Ygap, since this low-
mass diffaction can be treated as a quasi-elastic scatter-

ing process with Y ≈ Ygap and F
D(3)
qq̄ ∼ N2 ( or F

D(3)
qq̄g ∼

Ñ2). Recall that since we start the BK evolution at
Ymin ≡ ln(1/xinit), then Ygap ≥ Ymin or xIP ≤ xinit. We
will refer to these low-mass contributions as the GBW
result1 hereafter.

D. Diffraction at small-β and the Kovchegov-Levin
evolution equation

At small β, higher-order gluonic states are essential,
and it is necessary to resum soft gluon emissions to all
orders. At large Nc, this resummation can be done by
using the Kovchegov-Levin (KL) evolution equation. De-
noting the diffractive dipole-target cross section at fixed
impact parameter b and with a minimal rapidity gap Y0
by ND(r, Y, Y0;b), the KL equation reads2 [12, 13, 31]

∂YND(r, Y, Y0;b) =

∫
d2r1 K(r, r1, r2) [ND(r1, Y, Y0;b1)

+ND(r2, Y, Y0;b2)−ND(r, Y, Y0;b)

+ND(r1, Y, Y0;b1)ND(r2, Y, Y0;b2)

+2N(r1, Y ;b1)N(r2, Y ;b2)

−2ND(r1, Y, Y0;b1)N(r2, Y ;b2)

−2N(r1, Y ;b1)ND(r2, Y, Y0;b2)] . (16)

The initial condition for the KL equation is given by

ND(r, Y = Y0, Y0;b) = N2(r, Y0;b). (17)

Here N(r, Y0;b) is obtained as a solution to the BK
equation. The integral kernel in Eq. (16) is the one
used in the BK equation (7) for N(r, Y ;b). The KL
equation (16) for ND(r, Y, Y0;b) can be transformed into
the BK equation (7) for the quantity NI(r, Y, Y0;b) ≡
2N(r, Y ;b) − ND(r, Y, Y0;b), which is the method we
use to solve it numerically together with the BK evolu-
tion for N(r, Y ;b).

The diffractive cross section for the virtual photon-
target scattering can be expressed in terms of the diffrac-
tive dipole-target cross section, similarly as in the inclu-

1 In their pioneering works [23, 24, 42], Golec-Biernat and
Wüsthoff (GBW) used their saturation model for the dipole-
target interaction instead of the BK-evolved dipole amplitudes
used in the current study.

2 The KL equation is known at NLO, see Ref. [15], which has the
same form as the NLO BK equation [43]. Here we restrict our-
selves to only the running-coupling correction consistently with
our leading-log setup.



5

sive case, as

dσγ∗h
D (T,L)

d ln(1/β)
(β, xIP , Q

2) =
∑
f

∫
d2r

1∫
0

dz
∣∣ψγ∗→ff̄

T,L

∣∣2
× dσqq̄h

D

d ln(1/β)
(β, xIP , r). (18)

The diffractive dipole-target cross section with a specific
value of the gap is obtained as a derivative of ND, which
was defined as an integral over rapidity gap sizes greater
than Y0:

dσqq̄h
D

d ln(1/β)
=

∫
d2b

(
−dND(r, Y, Y0;b)

dY0

)∣∣∣∣
Y0=Ygap

.

(19)
The minus sign in the above formula is from the definition
of Y0 as the lower limit of possible gap sizes. Recall that
the size of the rapidity gap at fixed Bjorken-x is related to
the mass of the diffractively produced system, see Fig. 1
and the definitions of the kinematic variables in Eqs. (1)
and (2).

The KL formulation provides an elegant way to anal-
yse diffractive dissociation in the electron-hadron scat-
tering at high-energy in the high-mass regime. We will
hereafter treat the two cases (proton and nucleus) sepa-
rately. We first apply the framework to proton targets.
We then generalize the dipole-proton amplitude to the
dipole-nucleus case, following Ref. [38], in Sec. IV.

III. SCATTERING OFF PROTON:
COMPARISON TO HERA DATA

In deep inelastic scattering off a proton, we assume
that the impact parameter dependence completely fac-
torizes from both N and ND, and only the b-independent
parts are evolved by the BK and KL equations. A
similar factorization is assumed in Refs. [38, 39] where
the initial condition for the BK evolution of the dipole-
proton amplitude is fitted to inclusive structure func-
tion data. Now the dipole amplitude can be written
as N(r, Y ;b) = Tp(b)N (r, Y ), where Tp(b) is a cer-
tain transverse density profile and N (r, Y ) satisfies the
b-independent BK equation. After integrating over all
impact parameters we obtain∫

d2bTp(b) = σ0/2. (20)

Here the effective transverse size of the proton is denoted
by convention as σ0/2 (to compensate the factor 2 origi-
nating from the optical theorem in Eq. (10)), and is con-
strained by the HERA structure function data together
with the initial condition for the BK equation.

Similarly the impact parameter dependence of the
diffractive cross section is assumed to factorize as∫

d2bND(r, Y, Y0;b) = σD
0 ND(r, Y, Y0), (21)

where ND(r, Y, Y0) is independent of the impact param-
eter and obeys the KL equation, and σD

0 is a constant.
The normalization factor σD

0 can be deduced by noticing
that at the initial condition of the KL evolution we have
ND = N2, see Eq. (17). This gives

σD
0 =

∫
d2bT 2

p (b), (22)

and implies that, for a given σ0, σ
D
0 depends strongly on

the shape of Tp(b). Consequently the relative normaliza-
tion of diffractive and inclusive cross sections depends on
the assumed shape of the proton.
The proton density profile can in principle be extracted

from elastic scattering measurements. The spatial distri-
bution of the small-x gluon field is most directly probed
in exclusive vector meson (e.g. J/ψ) production measure-
ments at HERA [44, 45]. This data is compatible with

a Gaussian density profile e−b2/(2B) with B ≈ 4GeV−2,
although a direct comparison is only possible with the
factorized b-profile and becomes more involved if this ap-
proximation is relaxed [46]. However, due to the limited
squared momentum transfer |t| region covered by these
measurements, also other density profiles are possible,
see e.g. Refs. [47–51].
We parametrize the proton density profile using the

regularized incomplete gamma function profile following
Ref. [52], with a the parameter ω controlling the steep-
ness of the proton profile:

Tp(b) =
Γ
(

1
ω ,

b2

R2
pω

)
Γ
(
1
ω

) . (23)

Here πR2
p = σ0/2 and w ≥ 0. At ω → 0, Tp(b)|ω→0 =

Θ(Rp − b) (hard sphere), while at ω = 1 the profile be-
comes Gaussian, Tp(b)|ω=1 = exp

(
−b2/R2

p

)
. The Gaus-

sian form corresponds to the one usually employed in
the literature, e.g. in the popular IPsat parametriza-
tion for the dipole-target scattering [53]. The normaliza-
tion factor for the diffractive cross sections σD

0 defined
in Eq. (22) will vary around the corresponding value ob-
tained in terms of a Gaussian profile, σD

0 (ω = 1) = σ0/4,
depending on how steep the profile is compared to the
Gaussian shape.
As mentioned above, the BK evolution starts with an

initial amplitude at initial evolution rapidity Y = Ymin

corresponding to x = xinit = 0.01, at which we shall
employ the following parametrization [38] based on the
McLerran-Venugopalan (MV) model [54]:

N (r) = 1− exp

[
− (r2Q2

s0)
γ

4
ln

(
e · ec +

1

rΛQCD

)]
.

(24)
Here Q2

s0 controls the initial proton saturation scale, γ
is the initial anomalous dimension, and ec modifies the
behavior at large r. Their values used in this analysis are
taken from the fits to the HERA inclusive structure func-
tion data [55] reported in Ref. [38] (see also the earlier



6

Parametrization Q2
s0(GeV2) γ ec σ0/2 (mb) C2 ωopt

MV 0.104 1 1 18.81 14.5 1.24

MVe 0.060 1 18.9 16.36 7.2 2.32

MVγ 0.159 1.129 1 16.35 7.05 2.31

TABLE I. Parameters for the dipole-proton scattering amplitude (24) at the initial condition for the BK evolution used in the
calculation (from Refs. [38, 39]). The determined optimal values for the parameter ω in Eq. (23) controlling the shape of the
proton density profile are also shown.

10−4 10−3 10−2

xIP

10−2

10−1

100

101

x I
P
σ

D
(3

)
r

Q2 = 2.5 GeV2

(×30)

Q2 = 5.1 GeV2

(×31)

Q2 = 8.8 GeV2

(×32)

Q2 = 15.3 GeV2

(×33)

Q2 = 26.5 GeV2

(×34)

Q2 = 46.0 GeV2

(×35)

Q2 = 80.0 GeV2

(×36)

Q2 = 200.0 GeV2

(×37)
GBW-qq̄-MV, ω = 1.24

GBW-qq̄-MVe, ω = 2.32

GBW-qq̄-MVγ, ω = 2.31
H1+ZEUS data
( β = 0.5620 )

FIG. 2. The reduced diffractive cross sections taking into
account only the qq̄ contribution with the ω dependent nor-
malization factor fitted to the HERA combined data [35] at
β > 0.5 and at differentQ2 bins. Only the results at β = 0.562
are shown in this plot. The optimal values for ω obtained with
different dipole-proton amplitudes are shown in the legend.

similar study in Ref. [39]) and are summarized in Ta-
ble I. In addition, the constant C2 controlling the scale
of the coordinate space running coupling in Eq. (9) and
the effective proton area σ0/2 are also obtained from the
corresponding fits. In this work we use all these three
fits in order to determine the potential sensitivity on the
uncertainties in the dipole-proton scattering amplitude.

For the current analysis, we consider the ZEUS
FPC [56, 57] and the H1 + ZEUS combined datasets [35]
for the diffractive structure functions and reduced cross
sections. The combined data corresponds to coherent
diffraction, as does our calculation. We use it to deter-
mine the optimal value for the proton shape parameter ω
denoted by ωopt. The ZEUS FPC data on the other hand
contains a contribution from events where the proton dis-
sociates to a system with relatively small invariant mass.
When comparing to the ZEUS FPC data we scale the
data down by a factor of 1.88 following a heuristic proce-
dure to be specified later in order to obtain an estimate
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T p
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[T

p]
2
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|t| [GeV2]

FIG. 3. The proton impact parameter profiles given
in Eq. (23) for the determined optimal values of ω and σ0.
Their corresponding squared Fourier transforms (FT) are
plotted in the second row.

for the coherent contribution.
The optimal proton shape parameter ωopt is deter-

mined as follows. We use the GBW result, Eqs. (12)
and (13), to calculate the diffractive cross section at high
β where the considered qq̄ component dominates [7]. The
optimal ωopt is then obtained by minimizing χ2 to the
high-β combined HERA data. We do not include the
qq̄g component here, as it gives a negligible contribution
at high β, and there is also an ambiguity in the scale of
the running coupling. By fitting to the reduced diffrac-
tive cross section data at β > 0.5 (24 data points with
β = 0.562 and β = 0.816, note that we only include the
points with xIP ≤ 0.01), we obtain ωopt ≃ 1.24 (χ2

red ≈
1.87) for the MV, ωopt ≃ 2.32 (χ2

red ≈ 1.08) for the MVe,
and ωopt ≃ 2.31 (χ2

red ≈ 1.09) for the MVγ parametriza-
tions for the dipole-proton amplitude. Here χ2

red is χ2

per degree of freedom. The obtained good agreement
with the β = 0.562 data is shown in Fig. 2. The mod-
ified MV model parametrizations MVe and MVγ result
in almost identical cross sections and values for the pro-
ton shape parameter ω ≈ 2.3 which is much steeper than
the corresponding density profile with ω ≈ 1.2 obtained
using the MV model fit.

The density profiles corresponding to the optimal val-
ues of the ω parameter compared to the Gaussian and
step function profiles are shown in Fig. 3. In coor-
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FIG. 4. Diffractive reduced cross section as a function of Q2 at different values of β and xIP . The HERA combined dataset
is taken from Ref. [35]. The bands represent the results from the KL solutions with the corresponding initial conditions for ω
varying in the region 0.8 ≤ ω < 3. The lines represent the numerical results for the optimal values of ω as explained in the
text.

dinate space the profile obtained with the MV model
parametrization (ω = 1.24) is very close to a Gaussian
one, and with ω = 2.32 corresponding to MVe and MVγ

fits for the dipole amplitude we obtain a density profile
that is much more steeply falling than a Gaussian close
to the center of the proton, but which has a longer large-b
tail. The corresponding two dimensional Fourier trans-
forms are also shown in Fig. 3 as a function of t = −∆⊥

2,
where ∆⊥ is the Fourier conjugate to the impact param-
eter. Note that the exclusive vector meson production
cross section discussed above is approximatively propor-
tional to the squared Fourier transform. In Fourier space
the ω = 1.24 and the Gaussian profiles only deviate sig-
nificantly in the |t| ≳ 0.5GeV2 region where there is only
limited data available, while for ω = 2.32 the |t|-spectrum
is somewhat steeper. We also note that with ω > 1 we do
not obtain any diffractive dips, and recall that no such
minima are visible in the HERA data up to |t| ∼ 1GeV2.

For a detailed discussion about the diffractive minima
and their potential relation to saturation effects, see also
Ref. [58].

Next we use the determined proton density profiles and
compute predictions for the diffractive reduced cross sec-
tion in a wide kinematical domain covered by the com-
bined HERA data [35], now using the result obtained
by solving the Kovchegov-Levin equation as disucssed in
Section IID. The reduced cross section as a function of
Q2 in different bins of xIP and β is shown in Fig. 4. The
KL solutions exhibit a visible rise in Q2, for all values of
β and xIP , up to a large Q2 where y ≳ 0.5 and the sec-
ond term in Eq. (5) becomes dominant. At β > 0.1, the
data however depend weakly on Q2, which agrees with
the known leading-twist behavior of the quark-antiquark
contribution. The KL solutions cannot describe appro-
priately the data in this region. At smaller β, where
the effect of (soft) gluon emissions becomes important,
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FIG. 5. Diffractive reduced cross section as a function of xIP at different values of β and Q2. The HERA combined dataset is
taken from Ref. [35]. The notations are same to Fig. 4.

a better description of the combined HERA data is ob-
tained using the KL perturbative evolution equation, al-
though the cross section especially at higher xIP is typi-
cally slightly overestimated.

The dependence on the proton shape parameter is also
illustrated in Fig. 4 (and the figures following) by varying
the ω parameter around the optimal value. Similarly to
the large-β case, the normalization of the diffractive cross
section is typically well described with ω > 1, and as such
also the small-β data prefers a density profile which is
steeper than Gaussian, corresponding to a smaller overall
normalization for the diffractive cross section.

The reduced diffractive cross section as a function of
xIP is shown in Fig. 5. Again a good agreement with
the data is obtained at (moderately) small β, although
the normalization at high Q2 is typically overestimated
as already seen above in Fig. 4. The maximum in the
reduced cross section observed at small xIP is again due

to the longitudinal cross section F
D(3)
L becoming impor-

tant when y ≳ 0.5. The xIP dependence becomes milder
toward smaller β and smaller Q2. The mild xIP depen-

dence seen especially at small virtualities is compatible
with the predictions from the BK and KL equations.
To directly probe the ln 1/β evolution described by the

KL equation we also calculate the diffractive cross section
as a function of the mass of the diffractively produced sys-
tem MX or β (recall that M2

X/Q
2 ∼ 1/β). The results

as a function of β compared with the combined HERA
data are shown in Fig. 6, and as a function of MX com-
pared with the ZEUS FPC dataset [56, 57] in Fig. 7. As
mentioned before, the ZEUS FPC data includes some
contribution from incoherent events where the proton
dissociates into a low mass state (γ∗ + p → X + N ,
MN < 2.3 GeV). In order to approximatively remove
this dissociative contribution not included in our calcu-
lation we scale down the data by a constant factor of
1.88. This factor is obtained as follows. First, the origi-
nal ZEUS FPC data with β > 0.5 (154 points) are fitted
using the GBW result with only the qq̄ contribution to
obtain the optimal value for ω for each initial condition.
We then compute the ratio between σD

0 at the obtained
ω and the one at ωopt obtained from the fit to the HERA
combined data above. The three different fits for the ini-
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FIG. 6. Diffractive reduced cross section as a function of β at
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is taken from Ref. [35]. The notations are the same as in
Fig. 4.

tial conditions of the BK evolution result in very similar
ratio, and the average value 1.88 is then chosen to be the
scaling factor3

Again we find a good description of the available data,
although the cross section is typically overestimated at
high Q2. More importantly the β and MX dependencies
predicted by the KL equation are compatible with the
HERA data, when we focus on the moderately high-mass
regime (β ≲ 0.1).
The mass spectra at fixed W and Q2 from the numeri-

cal calculation shown in Fig. 7 exhibit a similar trend as
the data, which decreases toward the high-mass (small β)
regime at a fixed Bjorken x. Given the very mild depen-
dence of the diffractive struction function on β as shown

3 We note that a slightly smaller value has been used in previous
analyses e.g. in Ref. [7].
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FIG. 7. Mass spectrum at W = 220GeV and Q2 = 4GeV2

compared to the ZEUS FPC data [56] (scaled down by a factor
of 1.88). The bands are the results from the solutions to the
KL equations with the corresponding initial conditions, and
with the b-profile parameter ω varying in the range 0.5 ≤ ω ≤
2.0. The lines represent the numerical results for the optimal
values of ω as explained in the text.
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FIG. 8. The dependence of the diffractive cross section on Q2

at W = 220GeV and MX = 11GeV compared to the ZEUS
FPC data [56, 57] (scaled down by a factor of 1.88). The
inset shows the diffractive cross section scaled by the photon
virtuality, Q2dσγ∗p/ dMX .

above, this behavior is predominantly due to the MX -
dependent prefactor in Eq. (6). Up to the chosen scaling
factor, the KL evolution describes the mass dependence
well in the high-mass domain. The diffractive cross sec-
tion is underestimated in the low-mass domain, but we
again emphasize that the KL evolution is expected to
be an accurate description of the QCD dynamics only
in the high-MX region. However, a qualitative descrip-
tion of the data is also obtained when the KL results are
extrapolated to the low-MX region.

To complete our comparisons with the available HERA
data, let us finally compare the Q2 and W dependencies
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obtained from the solutions to the KL and BK equations
to the ZEUS FPC data. The virtuality dependence at
relatively high MX is shown in Fig. 8, and the center-of-
mass-energy W dependency is shown in Fig. 9. Similarly
as when comparing to the combined HERA data, the
Q2 and W dependencies in the ZEUS data are described
fairly well especially when Q2 is not very large (i.e., β is
small). While the cross section changes mildly withW in
general, there is a significant decrease with increasing Q2.
Such a decrease together with a modest variation of the

scaled diffractive cross-section, Q2dσγ∗p
D /dMX (shown in

the inset of Fig. 8), for Q2 < M2
X are indications for a

leading twist-like behavior.

Before ending this section, let us compare the KL
calculation to the GBW results including both the qq̄
and qq̄g contributions. We emphasize that these results
are strictly speaking valid in different kinematical limits:
the GBW result including the qq̄g contribution given by
Eq. (15) is valid at high-Q2 and the KL evolution dom-
inates at low-β. The calculations are performed in the
kinematics with

√
s = 1.3 TeV, which could be accessible

in the future experiments such as the LHeC/FCC-eh, in
order to have a wider phase space available. The com-
parison is shown in Fig. 10. The diffractive structure
function scaled by xIP rises toward small xIP , small β
and large Q2 in both approaches. As for the diffractive
reduced cross sections, there is however a peak in the
region with y ≳ 0.5 for the KL solutions, which does
not manifest in the GBW result. This is attributed to
the fact that the longitudinal contribution from gluon-
dressed states is not included in the latter.

The β dependence from the GBW and the KL ap-
proaches is similar in the moderately small β region. The
large-β structure in the GBW results originates from the
different components (qq̄ from longitudinal or transverse
photon, or qq̄g) dominating at different β values [7]. At
very small β ≲ 10−2 the higher Fock states resummed in

the KL evolution become important and result in faster
increase of the cross section with decreasing β compared
to the GBW approach.
The more obvious differences between the two results

can be seen in the xIP and Q2 spectra. To understand
these discrepancies, let us return the formalism of the
two approaches. The KL evolution is basically a BK
evolution with a small delay at Y0. This delay will not
change the dominant shape of the BK front in the dilute
regime, meaning that the solutions to the KL in such
regime scale as ND(r, Y, Y0) ∼

[
r2Q2

s,D(Y, Y0)
]γc

as for
the BK, where γc ≈ 0.85 is the anomalous dimension gen-
erated by the running-coupling BK evolution [59]. Here
Q2

s,D refers to the saturation scale extracted from the
diffractive cross section obtained as a solution to the
KL equation. Note that here the delay does modify the
saturation scale, which turns out to be its main effect,
so that the saturation scale now depends very mildly
on Y0, as shown numerically in Ref. [16]. Convoluting
with the squared photon wave functions (see Ref. [21] for
the detailed treatment of the r-integration) and consid-
ering Q2 > Q2

s,D (which is relevant to our analyses), the
diffractive structure function behaves as

[
F

D(3)
2

]
KL

∼ Q2

(
Q2

s,D

Q2

)γc

, (25)

with the extra Q2 from Eq. (4). In this case, the dom-
inant contribution to the r-integration comes from the
dipole sizes r ∼ 1/Q. Again, Eq. (25) can explain the Q2

behavior of dσγ∗p
D /dMX (without the extra Q2) shown in

Fig. 8.
Now we turn to the GBW result. Taking the qq̄ contri-

bution, the diffractive cross section scales as the dipole-

proton amplitude squared N 2(r, Y ) ∼
[
r2Q2

s(xIP )
]2γc

,
with Qs now being the normal saturation momen-
tum from the BK evolution evaluated at xIP . The r-
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integration leads to

[
F

D(3)
qq̄

]
GBW

∼ Q2

(
Q2

s

Q2

)
= Q2

s. (26)

Meanwhile, the contribution of the qq̄g component is
given by [5, 21]

[
F

D(3)
qq̄g

]
GBW

∼ Q2

(
Q2

s

Q2

)
ln
Q2

Q2
s

= Q2
s ln

Q2

Q2
s

. (27)

Unlike the KL case, the r-integration leading to Eqs. (26)
and (27) is dominated by r ∼ 1/Qs.

Some remarks are in order concerning Eqs. (25) to (27).
First, the diffractive structure function from the KL evo-
lution has a power-law behavior in Q2, which grows faster
than the logarithmic shape of the same observable cal-
culated from the GBW approach. Furthermore, the KL
evolution results in a milder dependence on xIP of the
diffractive structure function compared to the GBW cal-
culation. Such behaviors can be indeed observed in the
numerical comparison shown in Fig. 10. Finally, it is in-
teresting to note that the further additions of gluons to
the dipole wave function make the Q2-dependence be-
come steeper, which manifests itself in the the transition
between the two approaches when varying β.

To conclude this comparison, we note that the resum-
mation of soft gluons included in the KL evolution has
a significant effect on the β dependence of the cross sec-
tion only in the very small β ≲ 10−2 region which is only
accessible in very high-energy nuclear DIS experiments
such as the LHeC/FCC-he. On the other hand, the KL
evolution also has a significant effect on the xIP and Q2

systematics already in the EIC energy range, and as such
the future EIC measurements will be able to (at least in-
directly) probe the KL evolution dynamics.

IV. ELECTRON-NUCLEUS SCATTERING:
PREDICTIONS FOR THE FUTURE EIC

Now let us move from a proton to a nuclear target. Un-
like in the proton case, we do not assume that the impact
parameter dependence factorizes from the dipole-nucleus
scattering amplitude. However, instead of investigating
the fully impact-parameter-dependent BK and KL evolu-
tion equations, we follow Ref. [38] and solve these equa-
tions at each impact parameter b = |b| independently.
This approximation both simplifies the numerical calcu-
lation and also automatically avoids the problem of un-
physical Coulomb tails which need to be regularized if
finite-size effects are included in the evolution [60–62].

The initial condition for the BK evolution of the dipole-
nucleus amplitude at fixed impact parameter is obtained
by generalizing the dipole-proton scattering amplitude
using the optical Glauber model following Ref. [38] to

obtain

NA(r, b) = 1− exp

[
−ATA(b)

σ0
2

(r2Q2
s0)

γ

4

× ln

(
e · ec +

1

rΛQCD

)]
. (28)

Here the subscript “A” is used to distinguish with the
same quantities in the proton case. The nuclear thickness
function TA(b) is obtained from the Wood-Saxon (WS)
distribution

ρA(b, z) =
ρ0

1 + exp
[√

b2+z2−RA

d

] (29)

by integrating over the longitudinal coordinate z.
The nuclear geometry is controlled by the parameters
d = 0.54 fm and RA = (1.12A1/3 − 0.86A−1/3) fm,
and ρ0 is obtained from the normalization condition∫
d2bTA(|b|) = 1. As discussed in Ref. [38], this

approach results in nuclear effects vanishing for small
dipoles at the initial condition of the BK evolution. The
other parameters in Eq. (28) are from the fits to the inclu-
sive HERA data discussed in Section III. We will here-
after denote these by Glauber-MV, Glauber-MVe and
Glauber-MVγ initial conditions originating from the MV,
MVe and MVγ proton fits, respectively.
Following Ref. [38] we note that the nuclear satura-

tion scales fall below the proton saturation scales at
b ≳ 6.45 fm (Glauber-MV) and b ≳ 6.3 fm (Glauber-
MVe and Glauber-MVγ). The BK evolution would result
in a gluon density increasing rapidly in this low density
region, which would lead to unphysically rapid growth
of the nuclear size. Consequently in this dilute regime
(b > bcut) we do not use the solutions to the evolution
equations for the nuclear target, but assume that the nu-
clear scattering is an incoherent sum of the scatterings
off nucleons which is also known as the impulse approxi-
mation (IA). This gives

NA(r, Y ; b > bcut) = ATA(b)
σ0
2
N (r, Y ). (30)

The scaling of the diffractive dipole-nucleus cross section
ND,A (see Eq. (19)) in this regime can be deduced from
the initial condition of the KL equation, Eq. (17), and
reads

ND,A(r, Y, Y0; b > bcut) = A2T 2
A(b)

σ2
0ND(r, Y, Y0)

4
. (31)

The nuclear effects can be quantified by comparing the
nuclear cross sections to the ones obtained in the impulse
approximation. The impulse approximation corresponds
to including the effect of the nuclear geometry (form fac-
tor) that controls the t distribution in diffractive scat-
tering, but no other nuclear effects. Thus any deviation
from the impulse approximation result in our calculation
can, in the dipole picture, be attributed to enhanced sat-
uration effects in nuclei.
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In the impulse approximation the diffractive γA cross
section can be expressed in terms of the diffractive proton

cross section at t = 0 and the nuclear form factor as

σγ∗A
D,IA =

dσγ∗p
D (|t| = 0)

d|t| ΦA. (32)

The nuclear form factor integrated over the squared mo-
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mentum transfer −t = ∆⊥
2 reads

ΦA = A2

∫ ∞

0

d|t|
∣∣∣∣∫ d2b e−ib·∆TA(b)

∣∣∣∣2
= 4πA2

∫
d2bT 2

A(b).

(33)

We note that the impulse approximation in practice cor-
responds to using bcut = 0 in Eq. (31), i.e. always using a
scaled dipole-proton scattering amplitude when calculat-
ing diffractive dipole-nucleus interaction. In terms of the
diffractive dipole-proton scattering amplitude the diffrac-
tive dipole-nucleus cross section in the impulse approxi-
mation reads

σqq̄A
D,IA =

σ2
0ND(r, Y, Y0)

4
A2

∫
d2bT 2

A(b). (34)

This can be used in Eq. (18) to calculate impulse ap-
proximation results for the γ∗A scattering. Note that
the impulse approximation only involves the t-differential
proton cross section. As a consequenceit can be written
in terms of σ0, not involving the proton shape parameter
ω.

The diffractive structure function as a function of β
normalized by the impulse approximation result is shown
in Fig. 11 both at fixed Bjorken-x and at fixed xIP . We
will refer to this ratio as the nuclear suppression factor,
and with the KL evolution we obtain very strong sup-
pression ∼ 0.15 . . . 0.21 in our chosen kinematics which
are accessible at the EIC. The ratios obtained using the
MVe and MVγ parametrizations are in practice identi-
cal, and a slightly larger suppression is predicted using
the MV fit. This can be compared to predictions for the
(much weaker) nuclear suppression in inclusive hadron
production in proton-nucleus collision at the LHC shown
in Ref. [38], where identical suppression factors are ob-
tained with MVe and MVγ fits, with slightly weaker sup-
pression obtained with the MV parametrization.

The suppression obtained for the diffractive structure
functions in the KL approach is much stronger than
what is obtained from the GBW setup, which gives ∼
0.34 . . . 0.48 at the same kinematics as shown in Fig. 12.
This strong suppression in the KL approach can again
be explained by noticing that the KL evolution mod-
ifies the anomalous dimension of the diffractive scat-
tering cross section: the scaling changes as ND,A ∼
[r2Q2

s,A(Y0, b)]
2γc →

[
r2Q2

s,D(A)(Y, Y0, b)
]γc

. Convolut-

ing with the squared photon wave functions (see the pre-
vious section), the nuclear suppression factor at the cross-
section level from the KL approach eventually scales as

(
σγ∗A
D

σγ∗A
IA,D

)
KL

∼

∫
d2b

(
Q2

s,D(A)(b)

Q2

)γc

σ2
0A

4/3

(
Q2

s,D(p)

Q2

)γc
∼ A− 1

3−δ(γc)σγc−2
0 ,

(35)
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FIG. 12. Nuclear modification ratio F
D(3)
2,A /F

D(3)
2,IA as a func-

tion of β using the GBW approach.

where δ(γc) ≈ 0.11 for γc ≈ 0.85, using Q2
s,A ∼

σ0ATA(b). A similar evaluation applied for the qq̄ con-
tribution leads to(

σγ∗A
D

σγ∗A
IA,D

)
GBW−qq̄

∼
∫
d2b

(
Q2

s,A(b)

Q2

)
σ2
0A

4/3
(

Q2
s,p

Q2

) ∼ A− 1
3σ−1

0 . (36)

We can obviously see that the latter is less suppressed
than the former. Furthermore, it is interesting to recall
that, while the large dipoles close to the inverse satura-
tion scales dominate the r-integration in the GBW ap-
proach, the dominant contribution in the KL approach
comes from the smaller dipoles r ∼ 1/Q. Resummation,
which is important at low-β, leads to a stronger nuclear
suppression, while the effect of the non-linear saturation
region is diminished! As a side note: this effect depends
on the fact that we are starting the evolution for both
protons and nuclei at the same rapidity where the nu-
clear saturation scale is larger than the proton one. If
one were to start at the same value of Qs, i.e. at a higher
rapidity for protons than nuclei, the effect would be dif-
ferent.
The suppression factor calculated from the KL ap-

proach is almost independent of β at fixed x, and de-
creases very slowly with decreasing β at fixed xIP . The
weak β-dependence could be understandable by notic-
ing that, in the KL evolution, both Q2

s,D(A) and Q
2
s,D(p)

have the same dependence on Y0 and on Y , and the for-
mer dependence is very mild as mentioned in the previous
section. Hence, the nuclear suppression ratio would be
almost flat in β, see Eq. (35). A weak-β variation, par-
ticularly when xIP is kept fixed, is due to the subleading
behavior when including also other possible factors in ad-
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dition to the leading scaling factor (r2Q2
s,D)γc in the so-

lutions to the KL equation. When keeping xIP (or equiv-
alently Ygap) fixed, a similar weak β-dependence should
be observed for the qq̄ and qq̄g components of the GBW
result (Eqs. (12), (13) and (15)) separately. However,
the sum of the qq̄ and qq̄g contributions has a stronger
β-dependence, since the nuclear modification of these two
components is different, and their relative weight in the
cross section has a significant dependence on β.

The virtuality dependence of the nuclear suppression
factor computed from the KL setup is shown in Fig. 13.
As expected a somewhat stronger suppression is obtained
towards lower Q2, but even in the large Q2 ∼ 103 GeV2

significant suppression factor ∼ 0.25 is obtained. This
rather weak Q2 -dependence of the suppression can again
be understood by considering how the KL evolution
changes the anomalous dimension of the diffractive scat-
tering cross section as discussed above.

The nuclear-to-proton diffractive structure function ra-

tio F
D(3)
2,A /(AF

D(3)
2 ) is shown in Fig. 14. This ratio again

depends weakly on β, similarly as the case where the im-
pulse approximation is used as a reference. Note that
as the (t-integrated) diffractive cross section scales as
∼ A4/3, this ratio is not normalized such that nuclear
effects would vanish in the dilute region. The advantage
of this structure function ratio is that it depends only
on experimentally measurable quantities and there is no
need to model the nuclear form factor. It is also directly
related to the nuclear modification of the diffractive-to-
total cross section ratio, which we will discuss shortly.
The normalization factor A (which differs from the para-
metric A4/3 dependence of the nuclear cross section) al-
lows direct comparisons to earlier works [7, 27, 29]. Un-
like the ratio to the impulse approximation, this ratio
also depends on the shape of the proton as the normal-
ization of the proton cross section depends on ω. This
dependence on the proton shape is illustrated in Fig. 14
by showing the results using both the optimal shapes and

the Gaussian shape with ω = 1. The slow increase of this
ratio towards larger β is qualitatively in agreement with
the prediction using the qq̄g component (with or without
qq̄) presented in Ref. [7] in the region of β ≲ 0.1.
The large β-region of β > 0.1 has more significant dif-

ferences between different approaches. In Ref. [7], the
diffractive structure functions were calculated using the
GBW formalism. The IPsat and bCGC models were
employed for the b-dependent proton scattering cross-
section, and the nuclear cross-section was obtained di-
rectly from the proton case using the Glauber model.
For comparison, the result using the GBW approach,
but with the BK-evolved dipole amplitudes used in this
work, is shown in Fig. 15. One can see that it produces
a rather different prediction from Ref. [7]. In particu-
lar we predict a much larger cross section ratio in the
large-β region, and additionally in this regime the two
calculations have slightly different β dependences. These
differences can be understandable since the two calcula-
tions use different setups for both the scattering off pro-
tons and nuclei. Furthermore, the Gaussian profile was
used in the cited reference for the proton impact param-
eter dependence, while in the current calculation, we use
the significantly steeper shapes as constrained by HERA
data. Note also that our results are closer to prediction
using the bCGC set-up than the IPsat one, as the former
uses a parameterization for the dipole cross-section based
on the solutions to the BK evolution.
With these dipole amplitude-related differences be-

tween results in the GBW formulation in mind, let us
then return to the differences between the KL and GBW
formalisms. Comparing the KL result in Fig. 14 (the top
right panel) to the GBW formalism results in Fig. 15 and
in Ref. [7], there is a clear difference in the β-dependence
in the region of β > 0.1. For the same dipole ampli-
tude (compare the top right panel in Fig. 14 to Fig. 15),
the GBW result predicts a larger nuclear enhancement
than our present KL approach. Independently of the
dipole amplitude, the β-dependence of the nuclear en-
hancement is stronger in the GBW approach than in the
KL result. We emphasize again, however, that the KL
approach is not fully reliable in the β ≳ 0.1 case. In
the large-β regime, the qq̄ component dominates, with

F
D(3)
2 ∼ N2(xIP ), and the GBW result treats the kine-

matics of the small-MX qq̄ state more accurately than
the KL approach.
Finally we study the diffractive-to-total cross section

ratio, as the non-linear nuclear effects are expected to
enhance the diffractive cross section relative to the inclu-
sive one [63]. This ratio as a function of M2

X , and the
double ratio

eA

ep
≡
[

1

σγ∗A
tot

dσγ∗A
D

dM2
X

]/[ 1

σγ∗p
tot

dσγ∗p
D

dM2
X

]
(37)

are shown in Fig. 16. This ratio can also be seen as
the nuclear-to-proton diffractive structure function ratio

F
D(3)
2,A /(AF

D(3)
2 ) divided by the nuclear-to-proton inclu-
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sive structure function ratio. A generic feature of gluon
saturation is that the fraction of diffractive events in the
total cross section should increase when going from pro-
tons to nuclei, i.e. the double ratio should be larger than
unity. This can be contrasted with the prediction of lead-
ing twist shadowing, which would predict a double ratio
significantly below one [30]. Thus, this observable is one
of the clearest experimental signals for saturation at the
EIC.

The result in Fig. 16 confirms that the double ratio is
significantly larger than unity. Again the predictions ob-
tained using the MVe and MVγ fits are practically iden-
tical, and a clear nuclear enhancement of 50% . . . 100% is
predicted depending on the applied fit. This enhance-
ment is stronger than the GBW prediction shown in
Ref. [30], which can be explained by noting that the dou-
ble ratio again depends on the proton shape parameter
ω, and in this analysis, we indeed have a steeper proton
profile rather than the Gaussian shape. The almost-flat
behavior of the mass spectrum of the double ratio again
resembles the β spectrum of the above-mentioned nuclear
modification ratios for the diffractive structure function.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented the first calculation of diffractive
cross sections in the HERA kinematics describing the
mass dependence by solving the perturbative Kovchegov-
Levin (KL) evolution equation4. Predictions for the fu-
ture EIC measurements with nuclear targets are also
presented. The non-perturbative initial condition for
the small-x and high-β evolutions is constrained by the
HERA structure function data, and the only remaining
free parameter describing the shape of the proton (and
controlling the overall normalization) is determined from
the large-β diffractive cross section data.
Given this input, we find a good description of the

precise HERA diffractive structure function and reduced
cross section data. The HERA data is found to pre-
fer proton density profiles that are steeper than the
commonly-used Gaussian profile. Although in the HERA
energy range it is not possible to reach very low β (high
M2

X) kinematics where the KL evolution dynamics dom-
inates, we find that already a small amount of KL evolu-
tion in the HERA kinematics has a significant effect on

4 Note that in Ref. [19], the authors could describe rather well
the HERA combined data using their analytical solution to the
leading-order KL equation in the double-log region.
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the Q2 dependence of the diffractive cross sections. Sim-
ilarly the KL evolution dynamics results in a very large
nuclear suppression for diffractive cross sections in the
EIC kinematics in reference to the impulse approxima-
tion. The predicted suppression is significantly stronger

than what is obtained considering only the fixed photon
Fock states qq̄ and qq̄g, i.e. without resumming multiple
gluon emissions as is done with the KL evolution. This
demonstrates that both the current HERA data and es-
pecially the future EIC measurements with nuclei can be
used to probe KL evolution dynamics.
In the future it would be important to more smoothly

combine the small-β resummation with (LO and NLO)
calculations with more accurate kinematics at high β. It
would also be interesting to simultaneously address the t-
dependence of exclusive vector meson production and the
shape of the proton in inclusive diffraction. This would
pave the way towards a more global analysis of inclusive
and diffractive deep inelastic scattering cross sections in
the dipole picture.
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