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1. Non-Nucleonic Components in Nuclei

2. Super-Fast Quarks in Nuclei

3. Three Nucleon Short Range Correlations

4. Multi-Parameter EMC effects

5. Color Transparency Phenomenon

Nuclear Forces at Extreme Dynamics:
(dynamics of Cold Dense Nuclear Matter)



One of the outstanding issues of strong interaction physics is the  
understanding of the dynamics of transition between  
hadronic to quark-gluon phases of matter.

- Such transitions at high temperature is relevant to the evolution of the universe
after the big bang and can be studied experimentally in heavy ion collisions. 

- Transitions at low (near zero) temperatures and high densities
(``cold-dense" transitions) are relevant for superdense nuclear matter that can
exists at the cores of neutron stars and can set up the limits of matter density
before it collapses to the black hole. 

However, the direct exploration of ``cold-dense" transitions is severely restricted.

1. Non-Nucleonic Components in the Nuclei



Currently the accepted ways of investigating such transitions are; 

(1) Studying nuclear medium modification of quark-gluon structure of bound 
nucleons: EMC effect.

Few progresses were made in understanding of this phenomena for
past 40 years

-observation of the dependence of the effect on local nuclear density 
-importance of Short-Range Nucleonic Correlations

In all these cases the role of the hadronic to quark-gluon transition is not clearly 
understood.

(2) Studying the implications of the transition of baryonic matter to the quark
matter in the cores of neutron stars.  Situation is even more unclear. 

With the observation of unexpectedly large neutron star masses (              )
it was expected that if such stars would have radii, R< 10km it will be indicative of 
large quark matter component in their cores.



ty

8.0 9.0 10.0 11.0 12.0 13.0
radius [km]

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0

2.2

2.4
M

/M
so

la
r

A18+UIX

A18+bv+UIX*

FPSA18+bv

A18 typical neutron star
<2010

>2013

2018/2019

“Unreasonable”  Persistence of Nucleons 

H. Heiselberg,
V.Pandharipande
ARNPS 2000

Neutron star masses
>2 solar masses
>2010

Typical neutron star
1.4 Solar mass

rNN ⇠ 0.6� 0.8fm
<latexit sha1_base64="NF+FayR20mLKoFPmcn8K2J/IG4c=">AAACAHicdZDLSsNAFIYnXmu9VV24cDPYCm4MSVrauiu4cVUq2Au0IUymk3boTBJmJkIJ3fgqblwo4tbHcOfbOGkrqOgPAz/fOYcz5/djRqWyrA9jZXVtfWMzt5Xf3tnd2y8cHHZklAhM2jhikej5SBJGQ9JWVDHSiwVB3Gek60+usnr3jghJo/BWTWPicjQKaUAxUhp5heOS8NJmczaQlEPLrF5YZh0GvOQVipZ5Wa86larGllWzHTszTq1SrkBbk0xFsFTLK7wPhhFOOAkVZkjKvm3Fyk2RUBQzMssPEklihCdoRPrahogT6abzA2bwTJMhDCKhX6jgnH6fSBGXcsp93cmRGsvftQz+VesnKqi7KQ3jRJEQLxYFCYMqglkacEgFwYpNtUFYUP1XiMdIIKx0Znkdwtel8H/TcUy7bDo3TrFRWcaRAyfgFJwDG9RAA1yDFmgDDGbgATyBZ+PeeDRejNdF64qxnDkCP2S8fQK6lZSD</latexit>

rNN ⇠ 0.7� 1.0fm
<latexit sha1_base64="DEg1ePgpv+woeFA5jutus6r7gJI=">AAACAHicdVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdeHCzWAruDEkaWnrruDGValgH9CGMJlO2qEzSZiZCCV046+4caGIWz/DnX/j9CGo6IGBwznncueeIGFUKtv+MFZW19Y3NnNb+e2d3b198+CwLeNUYNLCMYtFN0CSMBqRlqKKkW4iCOIBI51gfDXzO3dESBpHt2qSEI+jYURDipHSkm8eF4WfNRrTvqQc2lb1wrFsGPKibxZs67JWccsVLdt21XGdGXGr5VIZ6tAcBbBE0zff+4MYp5xECjMkZc+xE+VlSCiKGZnm+6kkCcJjNCQ9TSPEifSy+QFTeKaVAQxjoV+k4Fz9PpEhLuWEBzrJkRrJ395M/MvrpSqseRmNklSRCC8WhSmDKoazNuCACoIVm2iCsKD6rxCPkEBY6c7yuoSvS+H/pO1aTslyb9xCvbysIwdOwCk4Bw6ogjq4Bk3QAhhMwQN4As/GvfFovBivi+iKsZw5Aj9gvH0CsWuUfQ==</latexit>

rc ⇠ 0.3fm
<latexit sha1_base64="Gr349uHe3uSIewtonzdnffmm29Y=">AAAB+nicdZDNSsNAFIUn9a/Wv1SXbgZbwVVJ0tDWXcGNywq2FtoQJtNJO3QmCTMTpcQ+ihsXirj1Sdz5Nk7aCip6YODw3Xu5d06QMCqVZX0YhbX1jc2t4nZpZ3dv/8AsH/ZknApMujhmsegHSBJGI9JVVDHSTwRBPGDkJphe5PWbWyIkjaNrNUuIx9E4oiHFSGnkm+Wq8DM8H0rKoVWrh7zqmxWrdt5qOG5DE8tq2o6dG6fp1l1oa5KrAlbq+Ob7cBTjlJNIYYakHNhWorwMCUUxI/PSMJUkQXiKxmSgbYQ4kV62OH0OTzUZwTAW+kUKLuj3iQxxKWc80J0cqYn8XcvhX7VBqsKWl9EoSRWJ8HJRmDKoYpjnAEdUEKzYTBuEBdW3QjxBAmGl0yrpEL5+Cv83Padm12vOlVNpu6s4iuAYnIAzYIMmaINL0AFdgMEdeABP4Nm4Nx6NF+N12VowVjNH4IeMt08HLZMo</latexit>

color singlet core
<latexit sha1_base64="NPRgtRyECgZEtO32Sd2+NI/eNpk=">AAAB+3icdVDLTgIxFO3gC/GFuHTTSExcTWYGArgjceMSE3kkMCGdcgcaOp1J2zESwq+4caExbv0Rd/6NHcBEjZ7VyTn39p6eIOFMacf5sHIbm1vbO/ndwt7+weFR8bjUUXEqKbRpzGPZC4gCzgS0NdMceokEEgUcusH0KvO7dyAVi8WtniXgR2QsWMgo0UYaFkvLJ7BiYsxBYxpLGBbLjn3ZqHnVGnZsx6m7npsRr16tVLFrlAxltEZrWHwfjGKaRiA05USpvusk2p8TqRnlsCgMUgUJoVMyhr6hgkSg/Pny8AKfG2WEQ5MhjEUWwKjfN+YkUmoWBWYyInqifnuZ+JfXT3XY8OdMJKkGQVeHwpRjHeOsCDxiEqjmM0MIlcxkxXRCJKHa1FUwJXz9FP9POp7tVmzvxis3q+s68ugUnaEL5KI6aqJr1EJtRNE9ekBP6NlaWI/Wi/W6Gs1Z650T9APW2ydO05ST</latexit>

two color singlet
”nucleons”

<latexit sha1_base64="eeMSL8oxEG9TKCospba1jR2Z3d0="></latexit>
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strangeness

<latexit sha1_base64="uPVjKHhHlcrLExMPBbpqSlFs9x4=">AAAB8nicdVBNS0JBFJ1nX2ZfVss2QxK0kjciqTuhTUuD/AAVmTdedXDevMfMfYGIP6NNiyLa9mva9W+apwYVdeDC4Zx7ufeeIFbSou9/eJmNza3tnexubm//4PAof3zSslFiBDRFpCLTCbgFJTU0UaKCTmyAh4GCdjC9Tv32PRgrI32Hsxj6IR9rOZKCo5O6Fg3XY9Bg7SBf8Iu+7zPGaEpY5cp3pFarlliVstRyKJA1GoP8e28YiSQEjUJxa7vMj7E/5walULDI9RILMRdTPoauo5qHYPvz5ckLeuGUIR1FxpVGulS/T8x5aO0sDFxnyHFif3up+JfXTXBU7c+ljhMELVaLRomiGNH0fzqUBgSqmSNcGOlupWLCDRfoUsq5EL4+pf+TVqnIysXabblQL6/jyJIzck4uCSMVUic3pEGaRJCIPJAn8uyh9+i9eK+r1oy3njklP+C9fQIccZHJ</latexit>

quarks

<latexit sha1_base64="HWeW3lLzZcoOaLYBGD7fq+fMpp4=">AAAB7XicdVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wSK4Kkkptt0V3LisYB/QDiWTZtrYTDImGaEM/Qc3LhRx6/+482/MtBVU9MCFwzn3cu89QSy4sQh9eLm19Y3Nrfx2YWd3b/+geHjUMSrRlLWpEkr3AmKY4JK1LbeC9WLNSBQI1g2ml5nfvWfacCVv7CxmfkTGkoecEuukzl1C9NQMiyVURghhjGFGcO0COdJo1Cu4DnFmOZTACq1h8X0wUjSJmLRUEGP6GMXWT4m2nAo2LwwSw2JCp2TM+o5KEjHjp4tr5/DMKSMYKu1KWrhQv0+kJDJmFgWuMyJ2Yn57mfiX109sWPdTLuPEMkmXi8JEQKtg9joccc2oFTNHCNXc3QrphGhCrQuo4EL4+hT+TzqVMq6WG9fVUrO6iiMPTsApOAcY1EATXIEWaAMKbsEDeALPnvIevRfvddma81Yzx+AHvLdPKSOPgQ==</latexit>

�s, N⇤s

<latexit sha1_base64="uogT7at/r9ywl5najZzsD55YLfU=">AAAB+nicdVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqS7dBDuCiJRJEdvuirpwJRXsA9qxZNJMG5p5kGSUMvZT3LhQxK1f4s6/MdNWUNEDFw7n3Mu997gRZ1LZ9oeRWVhcWl7JrubW1jc2t8z8dlOGsSC0QUIeiraLJeUsoA3FFKftSFDsu5y23NFZ6rduqZAsDK7VOKKOjwcB8xjBSks9M291zylX2JJH0Lq8ObRkzyzYRdu2EUIwJah8YmtSrVZKqAJRamkUwBz1nvne7Yck9mmgCMdSdpAdKSfBQjHC6STXjSWNMBnhAe1oGmCfSieZnj6B+1rpQy8UugIFp+r3iQT7Uo59V3f6WA3lby8V//I6sfIqTsKCKFY0ILNFXsyhCmGaA+wzQYniY00wEUzfCskQC0yUTiunQ/j6FP5PmqUiOi5Wr0qF2uk8jizYBXvgACBQBjVwAeqgAQi4Aw/gCTwb98aj8WK8zlozxnxmB/yA8fYJ0WGScw==</latexit>

hidden colors

<latexit sha1_base64="9IrNPu9dDFaBd6Sj1FSlQq0k7v4=">AAAB9HicdVDLSgMxFL3js9ZX1aWbYBFclUkR2+4KblxWsA9oh5LJZNrQTGZMMoUy9DvcuFDErR/jzr8x01ZQ0QOBwzn3leMngmvjuh/O2vrG5tZ2Yae4u7d/cFg6Ou7oOFWUtWksYtXziWaCS9Y23AjWSxQjkS9Y159c5353ypTmsbwzs4R5ERlJHnJKjJW8MQ8CJtFijh6Wym7FdV2MMcoJrl25ljQa9SquI5xbFmVYoTUsvQ+CmKYRk4YKonUfu4nxMqIMp4LNi4NUs4TQCRmxvqWSREx72WLZHJ1bJUBhrOyTZnnC946MRFrPIt9WRsSM9W8vF//y+qkJ617GZZIaJulyUZgKZGKUJ4ACrhg1YmYJoYrbWxEdE0WosTkVbQhfP0X/k061gi8rjdtquVldxVGAUziDC8BQgybcQAvaQOEeHuAJnp2p8+i8OK/L0jVn1XMCP+C8fQIW+ZJK</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="3yEWYv/GVUI6JS24cj9k+ys/sFc=">AAAB7HicdVBNSwMxEM36WetX1aOXYBE8SElKse2tKIjHCm5baJeSTdM2NMkuSVYoS3+DFw+KePUHefPfmG0rqOiDgcd7M8zMC2PBjUXow1tZXVvf2Mxt5bd3dvf2CweHLRMlmjKfRiLSnZAYJrhivuVWsE6sGZGhYO1wcpX57XumDY/UnZ3GLJBkpPiQU2Kd5OtzeC37hSIqIYQwxjAjuHqBHKnXa2VcgzizHIpgiWa/8N4bRDSRTFkqiDFdjGIbpERbTgWb5XuJYTGhEzJiXUcVkcwE6fzYGTx1ygAOI+1KWThXv0+kRBozlaHrlMSOzW8vE//yuokd1oKUqzixTNHFomEioI1g9jkccM2oFVNHCNXc3QrpmGhCrcsn70L4+hT+T1rlEq6U6reVYuNyGUcOHIMTcAYwqIIGuAFN4AMKOHgAT+DZU96j9+K9LlpXvOXMEfgB7+0TRw6OXw==</latexit>

VC(MeV )

<latexit sha1_base64="RWDK6luF5BStmr4XdnVPZaIWrpc=">AAAB8HicdVBNS0JBFJ1nX2ZfVss2QxLYRmZEUneSmzaBQT4Nfci8cZ4Ozrz3mJkXiPgr2rQoom0/p13/pnlqUFEHLhzOuZd77/FjwbVB6MPJrK1vbG5lt3M7u3v7B/nDI1dHiaKsTSMRqa5PNBM8ZG3DjWDdWDEifcE6/qSZ+p17pjSPwlszjZknySjkAafEWOnOHTRh8Zq554N8AZUQQhhjmBJcvUCW1Ou1Mq5BnFoWBbBCa5B/7w8jmkgWGiqI1j2MYuPNiDKcCjbP9RPNYkInZMR6loZEMu3NFgfP4ZlVhjCIlK3QwIX6fWJGpNZT6dtOScxY//ZS8S+vl5ig5s14GCeGhXS5KEgENBFMv4dDrhg1YmoJoYrbWyEdE0WosRnlbAhfn8L/iVsu4UqpflMpNC5XcWTBCTgFRYBBFTTAFWiBNqBAggfwBJ4d5Tw6L87rsjXjrGaOwQ84b59mOI+H</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="8p5UlD0TrfMqz9LNrmP0K2tturk=">AAAB9XicdVDLTgIxFO3gC/GFunTTCCauSEuMwI6oC5eYiJDASDqlAw2dR9o7GkL4DzcuNMat/+LOv7EDmKjRk9ybk3PuTW+PFytpgJAPJ7O0vLK6ll3PbWxube/kd/duTJRoLpo8UpFue8wIJUPRBAlKtGMtWOAp0fJG56nfuhPayCi8hnEs3IANQulLzsBKt8XuhVDA5r3YyxdIiRBCKcUpoZVTYkmtVi3TKqapZVFACzR6+fduP+JJIELgihnToSQGd8I0SK7ENNdNjIgZH7GB6FgaskAYdzK7eoqPrNLHfqRthYBn6veNCQuMGQeenQwYDM1vLxX/8joJ+FV3IsM4ARHy+UN+ojBEOI0A96UWHNTYEsa1tLdiPmSacbBB5WwIXz/F/5ObcomelGpX5UL9bBFHFh2gQ3SMKKqgOrpEDdREHGn0gJ7Qs3PvPDovzut8NOMsdvbRDzhvn9FIkho=</latexit>

NN⇤

<latexit sha1_base64="7XB4PnNKFjGESmzraf7NbGewV3I=">AAAB7XicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekm2ArioiRFbLsrunFVKtgHtGPJpJk2NjMZkoxQhv6DGxeKuPV/3Pk3ZtoKKnrgwuGce7n3Hi8SXBuEPpyl5ZXVtfXMRnZza3tnN7e339IyVpQ1qRRSdTyimeAhaxpuBOtEipHAE6ztjS9Tv33PlOYyvDGTiLkBGYbc55QYK7UK9frtaaGfy6MiQghjDFOCy+fIkmq1UsIViFPLIg8WaPRz772BpHHAQkMF0bqLUWTchCjDqWDTbC/WLCJ0TIasa2lIAqbdZHbtFB5bZQB9qWyFBs7U7xMJCbSeBJ7tDIgZ6d9eKv7ldWPjV9yEh1FsWEjni/xYQCNh+joccMWoERNLCFXc3grpiChCjQ0oa0P4+hT+T1qlIj4rVq9L+drFIo4MOARH4ARgUAY1cAUaoAkouAMP4Ak8O9J5dF6c13nrkrOYOQA/4Lx9AmSwjmI=</latexit>

How to find the presence of  
non-nucleonic components 

How to study the dynamics 
of NN interaction at these

distances 



For the Deuteron it means, at Short Distances

 d =  pn + �� + NN⇤ + hc · · ·

 hc =  Nc,Nc

The NN repulsive core can be due to the orthogonality of 

+ p⇤0K0 · · ·

<latexit sha1_base64="TNcT5ih3yZRDG1ARrEaBg/Z9d9k="></latexit>

h NonNucleonic |  NN i = 0

<latexit sha1_base64="YvsRY4qS7PvUnGfXfH4EauepLH4="></latexit>



Probing NN interaction at short distances 

d
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Considering reaction: e+ d ! e0 + pf + n

|pi| = |pf � q|  550 MeV/C

<latexit sha1_base64="uXJXgrU+n/9UeGGL3am26au+Ofk="></latexit>

|pi| = |pf � q| > 550 MeV/C

<latexit sha1_base64="X/RYtE80P2xURQWERjJWHQ7H/0w="></latexit>



Some Paradigm Shift
Our current mindset about deuteron is fully non-relativistic, the observation that it has
total spin, J=1 and parity, P=+, together with the relation that
for non-relativistic wave function, P= (-1)l, one concludes that the deuteron consists of 
S- and D- partial waves for proton-neutron system.

Paradigm Shift: The above reaction at high Q2, measures the probability of 
observing proton and neutron in the deuteron at very large relative momenta. 
In such a formulation the deuteron is not a composite system consisting of proton and 
neutron but it is a composite pseudo - vector (J=1, P=+) ``particle" from which one 
extracts proton and neutron.

How such a proton and neutron produced at such extremal conditions is related
to the dynamical structure of Light-Front deuteron wave function, which may include 
internal elastic                  as well as inelastic                  ,                     or 
transitions. 

pn ! pn

<latexit sha1_base64="PPqvjLAytp2ejQg6YTfN92uUtMk=">AAAB8XicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekm2AquSlKKbXcFNy4r2Ae2Q8mkmTY0kwlJRihD/8KNC0Xc+jfu/BszbQUVPRA4nHMvuecESnBjEfrw1tY3Nre2czv53b39g8PC0XHHxImmrE1jEeteQAwTXLK25VawntKMRIFg3WB6lfnde6YNj+WtnSnmR2QsecgpsU66Kyk5sDFUsjQsFFEZIYQxhhnBtUvkSKNRr+A6xJnlUAQrtIaF98EopknEpKWCGNPHSFk/JdpyKtg8P0gMU4ROyZj1HZUkYsZPFxfP4blTRjCMtXvSwoX6fSMlkTGzKHCTEbET89vLxL+8fmLDup9yqRLLJF1+FCYCupBZfDjimlErZo4Qqrm7FdIJ0YRaV1LelfCVFP5POpUyrpYbN5Vis7qqIwdOwRm4ABjUQBNcgxZoAwokeABP4Nkz3qP34r0uR9e81c4J+AHv7RP6p5Bz</latexit>

�� ! pn

<latexit sha1_base64="3hBbAZd16kdLTRcErb5bKsC1u+4=">AAAB/nicdVDLSgMxFM34rPU1Kq7cBFvBVUlKse2uoAuXFewDOkPJpGkbmskMSUYoQ8FfceNCEbd+hzv/xkxbQUUPJBzOuZd77wliwbVB6MNZWV1b39jMbeW3d3b39t2Dw7aOEkVZi0YiUt2AaCa4ZC3DjWDdWDESBoJ1gsll5nfumNI8krdmGjM/JCPJh5wSY6W+e1z0rpgwZPFDz0QwlsW+W0AlhBDGGGYEVy+QJfV6rYxrEGeWRQEs0ey7794goknIpKGCaN3DKDZ+SpThVLBZ3ks0iwmdkBHrWSpJyLSfztefwTOrDOAwUvZJA+fq946UhFpPw8BWhsSM9W8vE//yeokZ1vyUyzgxTNLFoGEioD0yywIOuGLUiKklhCpud4V0TBShxiaWtyF8XQr/J+1yCVdK9ZtyoVFZxpEDJ+AUnAMMqqABrkETtAAFKXgAT+DZuXcenRfndVG64ix7jsAPOG+fB3GU4A==</latexit>

N⇤N ! pn

<latexit sha1_base64="OMp0MzClhe+Bt4edodOFyK7cWdQ=">AAAB9HicdVBNS0JBFJ1nX2ZfVss2QxpEC5kRSd0JbVqJQX6AvmTeOOrgvHmvmXmCPPwdbVoU0bYf065/0zw1qKgDFw7n3Mu993ih4Nog9OGk1tY3NrfS25md3b39g+zhUUsHkaKsSQMRqI5HNBNcsqbhRrBOqBjxPcHa3uQq8dtTpjQP5K2Zhcz1yUjyIafEWMnN1+8u6rBnAhjKfD+bQwWEEMYYJgSXL5El1WqliCsQJ5ZFDqzQ6Gffe4OARj6ThgqidRej0LgxUYZTweaZXqRZSOiEjFjXUkl8pt14cfQcnlllAIeBsiUNXKjfJ2Liaz3zPdvpEzPWv71E/MvrRmZYcWMuw8gwSZeLhpGA9skkATjgilEjZpYQqri9FdIxUYQam1PGhvD1KfyftIoFXCpUb4q5WmkVRxqcgFNwDjAogxq4Bg3QBBTcgwfwBJ6dqfPovDivy9aUs5o5Bj/gvH0CCf+Q9w==</latexit>

NCNC ! pn

<latexit sha1_base64="RrGWwKHQOeSsFBqSFuRrGaXCrk8=">AAAB+HicdVDLSgMxFM3UV62Pjrp0E2wFV2VSim13hW5cSQX7gHYYMmmmDc1khiQj1KFf4saFIm79FHf+jZm2gooeEjiccy/33uPHnCntOB9WbmNza3snv1vY2z84LNpHxz0VJZLQLol4JAc+VpQzQbuaaU4HsaQ49Dnt+7N25vfvqFQsErd6HlM3xBPBAkawNpJnF8vXXts8ONIRjEXZs0tOxXEchBDMCKpfOoY0m40qakCUWQYlsEbHs99H44gkIRWacKzUEDmxdlMsNSOcLgqjRNEYkxme0KGhAodUuely8QU8N8oYBpE0X2i4VL93pDhUah76pjLEeqp+e5n4lzdMdNBwUybiRFNBVoOChENzZJYCHDNJieZzQzCRzOwKyRRLTLTJqmBC+LoU/k961QqqVZo31VKrto4jD07BGbgACNRBC1yBDugCAhLwAJ7As3VvPVov1uuqNGete07AD1hvn/HLkfg=</latexit>
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Considering reaction: e+ d ! e0 + pf + n
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At Large Q2 > 1-2 GeV2 Eikonal Regime is Established)
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Probing  Deuteron at Small Distances at large Q2

JLab, Q2 = 3.5 GeV2   
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New Structure in the Deuteron and possible non-nucleonic components

M.S & Frank Vera ArXiV 2022

Paradigm shift: 
- consider a deuteron not a nucleus that consist of proton and neutron
- but pseudovector composite particle from which we extract proton and neutron  

- Light-Front Deuteron wave function

 �d
d (↵i, p?,�1�2) = � ū(p2,�2)ū(p1,�1)�d��d
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- Absorbing the energy denominator into the vertex function and using crossing symmetry
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µ
d (k)

(i�2�0)p
2
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- - is a four-vector, which can be constructed in a most general form satisfying  
time reversal, parity and charge conjugate symmetries

- Because the deuteron is a bound system, in addition to on-shell p1 and p2 four momenta
one introduces

�µ ⌘ pµ1 + pµ2 � pµd ⌘ (��,�+,�?) = (��, 0, 0)
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- Constructed vertex:

�µ
d = �1�

µ + �2
(p1 � p2)µ

2mN
+ �3

�µ

2mN
+ �4

(p1 � p2)µ�/

4m2
N

+i�5
1

4m3
N

�5✏
µ⌫⇢�(pd)⌫(p1 � p2)⇢(�)� + �6

�µ�/

4m2
N

<latexit sha1_base64="cpb91GKOSUzEkU++xh2QOVTzoiE="></latexit>



High Momentum Transfer Kinematics

For large Q2 limit, Light-Front momenta for the reaction are chosen as follows:
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where s = (q+pd)2, ⌧ = Q2

M2
d
and x = Q2

Mdq0
, with q0 being virtual photon energy

in the deuteron rest frame.
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- One observes that for fixed x, p+d ⇠
p
Q2 � mN
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In high Q2 limit
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Consider:
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Leading Oder!
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where k̃µ = (0, kz, k?)
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fully relativistic: in addition to kl=1

mN

<latexit sha1_base64="Zg/BQFUMhfOsgLeB/gW6VNgZw3k=">AAAB/XicdVDLSgMxFM3UV62v8bFzE2wFV2VSim0XQsGNK6lgH9COQybNtKGZB0lGqMPgr7hxoYhb/8Odf2OmraCiBwKHc87l3hw34kwqy/owckvLK6tr+fXCxubW9o65u9eRYSwIbZOQh6LnYkk5C2hbMcVpLxIU+y6nXXdynvndWyokC4NrNY2o7eNRwDxGsNKSYx6UkslNws9QOgh1DvrOZVpyzKJVtiwLIQQzgmqnliaNRr2C6hBllkYRLNByzPfBMCSxTwNFOJayj6xI2QkWihFO08IgljTCZIJHtK9pgH0q7WR2fQqPtTKEXij0CxScqd8nEuxLOfVdnfSxGsvfXib+5fVj5dXthAVRrGhA5ou8mEMVwqwKOGSCEsWnmmAimL4VkjEWmChdWEGX8PVT+D/pVMqoWm5cVYrN6qKOPDgER+AEIFADTXABWqANCLgDD+AJPBv3xqPxYrzOozljMbMPfsB4+wTZR5TS</latexit>

term

has additional k2

m2
N

<latexit sha1_base64="20DmZbd4s22O/qNUyRaxH/uv2G0=">AAAB+3icdVDLSgMxFM3UV62vsS7dBFvBVZkMxba7ghtXUsHWQjsdMmmmDc08SDJiGeZX3LhQxK0/4s6/MdNWUNEDgcM553JvjhdzJpVlfRiFtfWNza3idmlnd2//wDws92SUCEK7JOKR6HtYUs5C2lVMcdqPBcWBx+mtN7vI/ds7KiSLwhs1j6kT4EnIfEaw0pJrlqvpbGQPI52Bwch2r7Kqa1asmmVZCCGYE9Q4tzRptZo2akKUWxoVsELHNd+H44gkAQ0V4VjKAbJi5aRYKEY4zUrDRNIYkxme0IGmIQ6odNLF7Rk81coY+pHQL1RwoX6fSHEg5TzwdDLAaip/e7n4lzdIlN90UhbGiaIhWS7yEw5VBPMi4JgJShSfa4KJYPpWSKZYYKJ0XSVdwtdP4f+kZ9dQvda6tivt+qqOIjgGJ+AMINAAbXAJOqALCLgHD+AJPBuZ8Wi8GK/LaMFYzRyBHzDePgHiXpOu</latexit>

term



 �d
d (↵1, kt,�1,�2) =

X

�0
1

�†�2

p
Ek


U(k)p
4⇡

�s�d
d � W (k)p

4⇡
p
2

✓
3(�k)(ks�d)

k2
� �s�d

◆
+

(�1)
1+�d

2 P (k)Y �d
1 (✓,�)�1,|�d|

i ✏�1,�0
1p

2
��0

1

<latexit sha1_base64="dWteH4f5rz2/AJLY5aUS8dGjeVY="></latexit>

Light Front Density Matrix and Momentum Distribution

⇢d(↵, k?) =
nd(k,k?)

2�↵

<latexit sha1_base64="/4Qro6iOzhuMRqCJmkrtxrKcMpA="></latexit>

nd(k, k?) =
1
3

1P
�d=�1

|  �d
d (↵, k?) |2= 1

4⇡

⇣
U(k)2 +W (k)2 + k2

?
k2 P 2(k)

⌘

<latexit sha1_base64="ar7D87YDMLp6IAQT5rvkFF37J2E="></latexit>
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Non-Nucleonic Components and the New Structure
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- This is impossible for non-relativistic quantum mechanics of the deuteron since 
in this case the potential of the interaction is real  (no inelasticities) and the solution 
of Lippmann-Schwinger  (or Schroedinger) equation for partial S- and D-waves 
satisfies ``angular condition", according to  which the momentum distribution 
in unpolarized deuteron depends on the magnitude of relative momentum only.

- On the other hand, in the relativistic domain the definition of the interaction potential  is     
not straightforward to allow to use quantum-mechanical arguments in claiming that 
momentum distribution should satisfy the angular condition (i.e. depends on magnitude of 
k only).

- Momentum distribution depends on     k?
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separately



- However, for the Light-Front, there is a remarkable theorem (Frankfurt and Strikman, 1990) 
which states that if one considers only pn component in the deuteron, then for most 

acceptable forms of NN potential – constructed from elastic pn pn scattering, the angular
condition should be satisfied also for LF momentum distribution.

TNN (↵i, ki?,↵f , kf,?) ⌘ TNN (ki,z, ki?, kf,z, kf,?) = V (ki,z, ki?, kf,z, kf,?) +Z
V (ki,z, ki?, km,z, km,?)⇥

d3km

(2⇡)3
p
m2 + k2m

TNN (km,z, km?, kf,z, kf,?)

4(k2m � k2f )
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- Lorentz invariance for on-shell NN amplitude requires

-The realization of the angular condition for relativistic case will require that light-front 
potential to satisfy a condition

V (ki,z, ki?, km,z, km,?) = V (~k2i , (~km � ~ki)2)

<latexit sha1_base64="cHL+i4M9HSj/55qI91fEMNeFR80="></latexit>

T on shell
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NN (~k2i , (~km � ~ki)2)
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- Existence of the Born term indicates that 

T on shell
NN (~k2i , (~km � ~ki)

2) = V on shell
NN (~k2i , (~km � ~ki)

2) +

Z
VNN (ki,z, ki?, km,z, km,?)⇥

d3km

(2⇡)3
p

m2 + k2m

TNN (km,z, km?, kf,z, kf,?)

4(k2m � k2f )
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VNN (ki,z, ki?, km,z, km,?) = VNN (~k2i , (~km � ~ki)2)
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- VNN – analytic function of angular momentum and it does not diverge exponentially in the 
complex-angular momentum space it was shown that also for the off-shell case

- will result in:
TNN (ki,z, ki?, km,z, km,?) = TNN (~k2i , (~km � ~ki)2)
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for the general case

TNN (↵i, ki?,↵f , kf,?) ⌘ TNN (ki,z, ki?, kf,z, kf,?) = V (ki,z, ki?, kf,z, kf,?) +Z
V (ki,z, ki?, km,z, km,?)⇥

d3km

(2⇡)3
p
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- Iterating the equation before around the on-shell kinematics point.



- For Non-nucleonic components no such iteration can be done

TNN (ki,z, ki?, kf,z, kf,?) =

Z
VNN⇤(ki,z, ki?, km,z, km,?)

d3km

(2⇡)3
p

m2
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- transition amplitudes such is T��!NN , TN⇤,N!NN or TNc,Nc!NN where
N cN c represents a hidden color component in the deuteron could not be de-
scribed with any combination of interaction potentials that satisfies angular
condition

<latexit sha1_base64="Xdz7Sd5G8VWd/OBS4ifrgW5XHvw="></latexit>

- if �5 term is not zero then it should originate from non-nucleonic component
in the deuteron.

<latexit sha1_base64="8FmFMg5yoJmEf7T/8E+svHDp2GQ="></latexit>

- Our prediction is that the observation of LF momentum distribution depending

on the center of mass k and k? separately will indicate the presence of non-

nucleonic component in the deuteron
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Estimate of the effect nd(k, k?) =
1
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1P
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�5(k) =
A

(1+ k2
0.71 )

2
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A is estimated by assuming 1% contribution to the total normalization.
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Estimate of the effect

cos ✓ = (↵�1)Ek

k
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Possibility of Experimental Verification Considering reaction: e+ d ! e0 + pf + n

|pi| = |pf � q| & 800MeV/c
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Possibility of Experimental Verification Considering reaction: e+ d ! e0 + pf + n

|pi| = |pf � q| & 800MeV/c
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Possibility of Experimental Verification Considering reaction: e+ d ! e0 + pf + n

|pi| = |pf � q| & 800MeV/c
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Outlook on Experimental Verification of the Effect

- analysis of the experiment will require careful account for competing nuclear effects 
most importantly final state interactions

- If angular dependence is found it will motivate new area of research 
a: modeling non-nucleonic components in the deuteron, 
b: understanding their origin and nature 
c: evaluating parameters that can be used for Equation of State of high density 

Nuclear Matter 

- If no angular dependence is found, 
a: nucleonic degrees persist at very high density fluctuations
b: non-nucleonic components conspire to preserve angular condition
c: theory was wrong



Studies of nuclear partonic distributions at x>1    

Bjorken

- x > 1 requires a momentum transfer from the nearby 
nucleon or the quark from the nearby nucleon. 

- x>1   “super-fast quarks”

x = Q2

2mN⌫

2. Probing SuperFast Quarks in Nuclei 



2. SuperFast quarks – short distance probes in nuclei

Two factors driving nucleons close togetherx = Q2

2mNq0
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Existing Experiments:

1. BCDMS Collaboration 1994 (CERN): 52  Q2  200 GeV2

2. CCFR Collaboration  2000 (FermiLab): Q2 = 120 GeV2

3. E02-019 Experiment  2010 (JLab) Q2
AV = 7.4 GeV2

4. New Approved Experiments at JLab12:

5. Alternative Studies at LHC:          p+A -> 2 jets + X

6. Electron Ion Collider:   

e+A ! e0 +X, Q2 � 10 GeV2

e+A ! e0 + jet/N/h+X,

� +A ! e0 +X,

xBj > 1, Q2 � 20 GeV2

xh > 1� +A ! jetf/hf + jetb/hb +X



Z.Phys C63 1994

Structure function of Carbon in deep-inelastic 
scattering of 200GeV muons

Q2 = 61, 85 and 150 GeV2

x = 0.85, 0.95, 1.05, 1.15 and 1.3

F2A(x,Q2) = F2A(x0 = 0.75, Q2)e�s(x�0.75)

s = 16.5± 0.6

More than Fermi Gas  but very  marginal high 
momentum component

1. BCDMS Collaboration 1994 (CERN): 



2. CCFR Collaboration  2000 (FermiLab):  
Phys.  Rev. D61 2000

Using the neutrino and antineutrino beams in
which structure function of Iron was measured 
in the  charged current sector for average 

Q2 = 120 GeV2 and 0.6  x  1.2.

F2A ⇠ e�s(x�x0)

s = 8.3± 0.7(stat)± 0.7(syst)



3. E02-019 Experiment 2010 (JLab)  
Fomin, Arrington, Phys.Rev.Lett 204 2010

(ee’) scattering of  
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Neglecting GA(x,Q2)
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and calculate the evolution to Q2 region of CCFR and BCDMS
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- Dynamics of generation of superfast quarks in nuclei

1. Convolution Model 2. Six-Quark Model
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Conclusions and Outlook

- Anisotropic Momentum Distribution will Indicate
the onset of Non-Nucleonic Component in the 
NN - system  

- Dedicated studies of deuteron will allow for the 
first time to probe the NN core

- DIS structure function of superfast quarks will
allow to identify the mechanism of NN-
interaction at very short short 
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Egiyan, et al PRL 2006

(3)  Probing Three Nucleon Short Range Correlations 
Looking for the Plateau in Inclusive Cross Section Ratios x>2
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Proper Variables of 3N SRC are 
- the Light Front Momentum Fraction:
- transverse  momentum:  p?

3N SRCs: 
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3N SRCs in Inclusive A(e,e’)X Reactions 
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3N SRC model �eA =
P
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3N SRC model �eA =
P

�eN · ⇢A(↵) where ⇢A(↵) =
R
⇢A(↵, p?)d2p?
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3N SRCs �eA =
P

�eN · ⇢A(↵) where ⇢A(↵) =
R
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3N SRC scaling �eA =
P

�eN · ⇢A(↵) where ⇢A(↵) =
R
⇢A(↵, p?)d2p?
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Light-Cone Momentum Fraction Distribution 
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3N SRC model 
1.6  ↵3N < 3
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3N SRC model: Prediction 
1.6  ↵3N < 3
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One of the goals: Extrapolating to infinite nuclear matter
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3N SRC Summary & Outlook 

- Proper variable for studies of 2N and 3N SRS are 
Light-Cone momentum fractions:  ↵2N , ↵3N

- It seems we observed first signatures of 3N SRCs in the form of the “scaling” 

- Existing data in agreement with the prediction of: R3(A,Z) ⇡ R2(A,Z)2

- Unambiguous verification will require larger Q2 data to cover larger  ↵3N
region

- Reaching Q2 > 5 GeV2 will allow to reach:  ↵3N > 2



3N SRC Outlook 
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Probing 3N SRCs in Inclusive Scattering:



Probing  Deuteron at Core Distances at large Q2

 d =  pn + �� + NN⇤ + hc · · ·
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