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Abstract

We propose to measure the Beam Spin Asymmetry (BSA) in Deeply Virtual
Compton Scattering (DVCS) off 4He. The measurements will use a 6 GeV polar-
ized electron beam, a 4He pressurized gas target, the CLAS and the BoNuS RTPC
detectors. The major goal of this proposal is to perform the first fully quantitative
investigation of the DVCS reaction off a nuclear target in the coherent and incoher-
ent channels. The spin zero of the 4He target allows for a simple parametrization of
its partonic structure characterized at leading twist by one chirally-even Generalized
Parton Distribution HA. This experiment proposes a model-independent extraction
of the real and imaginary parts of the Compton form factor HA(xB , t) from the
BSA measured in the 4He(~e, e′γ 4He) coherent channel. The xB and t evolution of
these quantities will be studied, allowing us to explore the spatial distribution of
the strong interactions between partons in a nucleus. The BSA of the 4He(~e, e′γp)
incoherent channel will be simultaneously measured. The comparison of both mea-
surements with the CLAS free proton data will allow us to address novel nuclear
effects such as the role of the transverse degrees of freedom in the nuclear struc-
ture and to study their contributions to the EMC effect. This proposal requests 45
days of highly polarized electron beam that can run concurrently with the approved
experiment E07-009.
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1 Introduction

The observation by the European Muon Collaboration (EMC) of a deviation of
the deep inelastic structure function of a nucleus from the sum of the structure
functions of the free nucleons, the so-called EMC effect [1], showed that the
nuclear environment has a significant impact on hard hadronic processes [2,3].
Theoretical and experimental efforts throughout the years have led to the
identification of four kinematical regions where different types of deviations
can be observed and different effects might be at play: the shadowing region
(0.1 < xB), the anti-shadowing region (0.1 < xB < 0.2), the ”EMC-effect”
region (0.2 < xB < 0.7) and the xB > 0.7 region where Fermi motion of the
nucleons is expected to play a major role (see Fig. 1). Physical interpretations
in most of the kinematical range remain quite elusive, with the exception
perhaps of the shadowing and very large xB regions where coherent effects
and Fermi motion effects are at play, respectively.
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Fig. 1. Sketch of the EMC effect as seen from the ratio of the nuclear to deuteron
structure functions per nucleon (upper panel); measurements of the EMC effect in
C, Ca, Al and Xe [4] (lower panel).

From various experimental observations in nuclear deep inelastic scattering
(DIS) and related processes, it becomes clear that even in a DIS process char-
acterized by high locality of the probe-target interaction region, a different
picture emerges from the nucleus other than a collection of quasi-free nu-
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cleons. The bound nucleon properties and interactions appear instead to be
modified in different ways ranging from e.g. nuclear dependent changes of the
color string tension, or of the confinement scale in cold nuclear matter, there-
fore bearing important consequences on our understanding of the origin of
hadronic mass. A unifying physical picture is still a matter of intense debate.
Throughout the years theoretical efforts have however reached a higher level
of sophistication including: new applications of effective theories [5–7], the role
of transverse degrees of freedom and partonic reinteractions [8], the role of di-
quarks in the nuclear medium [9] and its connection to color-superconducting
quark matter [10,11], and elaborate studies of the impact of the modifications
of the confinement scale [12] or of the string tension for bound nucleons [13].
Hard exclusive experiments such as Deep Virtual Compton Scattering (DVCS)
and Deep Virtual Meson Production (DVMP) provide an important new probe
that will allow us to discern among different interpretations by introducing a
new framework to describe both the intrinsic motion of partons and their
transverse spatial structure in nuclei [8,14]. Valuable information can be ob-
tained from the measurement of the nuclear Generalized Parton Distributions
(GPDs) representing the soft matrix elements for these processes.

The aim of this proposal is to perform a first, fully quantitative investigation
of DVCS off a nuclear target. DVCS has emerged as a powerful tool to inves-
tigate the quark and gluon structure of hadronic matter [15,16]. Similarly to
the elastic scattering of light by a crystal, the scattering of energetic photons
off the nucleus in the Bjorken regime tells us about the momentum and posi-
tion distributions of the quarks and the gluons. These features are described
within the recent GPDs formalism [17] which provides a comprehensive pic-
ture of the structure of hadrons. GPDs correspond to the coherence between
quantum states of different (or same) helicity, longitudinal momentum, and
transverse position. In an impact parameter space they can be interpreted as a
distribution in the transverse plane of partons carrying a certain longitudinal
momentum [18–20]. A crucial feature of GPDs is the access to the transverse
position of partons which, combined with their longitudinal momentum, leads
to the total angular momentum of partons [21]. This information is inacces-
sible to inclusive deep inelastic scattering (DIS) which measures probability
amplitudes in the longitudinal plane.

Recent experiments at the Jefferson Laboratory (JLab) [22,23] are consistent
with the dominance of the handbag diagram in the description of the DVCS
process on the nucleon. It is the goal of this proposal to employ the DVCS
reaction in the coherent and incoherent channels for the investigation of the
internal structure of the 4He nucleus. These measurements will provide new
insight on the partonic structure of the nucleus and will allow us to address
novel nuclear effects such as the role of transverse degrees of freedom or the
spatial distribution of the strong interactions among partons in nuclei. The
comparison between the coherent and the incoherent channels will allow us to
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access different information on the parton distributions in transverse space:
coherent scattering will provide a measurement of the impact parameter de-
pendent parton distributions inside the nucleus, while incoherent scattering
will isolate specifically partonic configurations of the bound nucleons.

2 Physics Motivations

The formulation of hard exclusive processes in terms of GPDs [17,24,25] has
transformed both the experimental and theoretical approaches for probing
deep inelastic hadronic structure. GPDs provide a framework to describe in
a partonic language the orbital angular momentum carried by the nucleon’s
constituents [24]. In addition, they give the unprecedented possibility to access
the spatial distributions of quarks and gluons. As shown in Refs. [18,19,26],
the perpendicular component of the momentum transfer t entering the GPDs
is the Fourier conjugate of the transverse distance of the partons in the infinite
momentum frame.

The exciting possibility of mapping out the transverse spatial structure of
hadrons stimulated a series of DVCS experiments [22,23,27–33]. Measurements
at Jefferson Lab have been particularly successful in showing the scaling be-
havior of the cross section [22,23]; they have lead the way of the extraction
of unpolarized GPDs for both the proton [22] and neutron [33] in a given
kinematical range of t. In addition, the accuracy reached in recent DVCS ex-
periments at Jefferson Lab concretely opens the new prospect of exploring
partonic spatial distributions also in nuclei. This is definitely a most desirable
perspective. In fact, from the inception of the EMC effect it becomes clear
that spatial components such as confinement sizes, as well as overlap and de-
confinement probabilities, play a most important role in nuclei. Configuration
size modifications have been advocated as responsible for the behavior of the
EMC ratio in the intermediate xB region. The generalized EMC effect i.e.
the modification of the nuclear GPDs with respect to the free nucleon ones,
normalized to their respective form factors was studied in Refs. [8,34–36].

Due to its spin-0 and high density, the 4He nucleus constitutes an ideal tar-
get for disentangling those nuclear effects that can be related to the forward
unpolarized EMC effect [1]. Studies of nuclei with different spin, such as the
deuteron, involve completely new functions with respect to the forward case
therefore making these investigations more difficult. Measurements in the
range 0.1 . xB . 0.6, and for an appropriate t-range are crucial for both
establishing the role of partonic configurations sizes in nuclei, and for discern-
ing among the several competing explanations of the EMC effect. As shown in
Ref. [8], the role of partonic transverse degrees of freedom, both in momentum
and coordinate space, is enhanced in the generalized EMC effect, thus predict-
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ing an enhancement of signals of nuclear effects with respect to the forward
case (Fig. 2).
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Fig. 2. Off-forward EMC effect in 4He. Theoretical predictions at t = 0.1 GeV2

from both “conventional” binding models and within a diquark picture for nuclear
modifications are shown. For comparison we show the effect at t = 0 along with the
experimental data [37] (adapted from Ref. [38]).

In addition, a number of interesting relationships were found by studying
Mellin moments in nuclei: the A-dependence for the D-term of GPDs was
estimated within microscopic approaches [8,35], and compared with the cal-
culation of Ref. [39] using a liquid drop model; a connection was made in
Ref. [8] with the widely used approaches that relate the modifications of “par-
tonic” parameters such as the string tension, or the confinement radius, to
density dependent effects in the nuclear medium (see Ref. [13] and references
therein).

All of the above theoretical ideas and experimental results designate nuclear
GPDs as a potentially important new tool to investigate in-medium modifi-
cation effects and related phenomena, which are vital for interpreting both
current and future data on hard processes in nuclei.

For a nuclear target there exist two distinct processes:

(1) the scattering proceeds coherently, i.e. the target nucleus recoils as a
whole while emitting a photon with momentum q′ (Fig. 3a);

(2) the scattering proceeds incoherently, i.e. the nucleus undergoes a breakup
and the final photon is emitted from a quasi-elastically scattered nucleon
(Fig. 3b).
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Fig. 3. DVCS processes from a nuclear target at leading order in Q: (a) coherent
process; (b) incoherent process.

The relative contributions of these two processes in 4He were calculated by
Liuti and Taneja [8] and by Guzey and Strikman [34]. Guzey and Strikman
consider that the nucleus to proton beam spin asymmetries ratio A

4He
LU /Ap

LU

for the coherent process is enhanced with respect to the proton case due to the
presence of an A-dependent combinatorial factor counting the number of ways
the final photon can be emitted by different nucleons. On the contrary, the
same ratio in the incoherent case is estimated to be equal to one, disregarding
nuclear binding effects. Therefore, when the coherent and incoherent processes
are not separated a steep t-dependence for small t (t < 0.06 GeV2 in Ne
and Kr) arises followed by a flat behavior as the asymmetry ratio becomes
dominated by incoherent scattering and it approaches unity [34]. Liuti and
Taneja [8] propose instead a dynamical mechanism. A-dependent effects are
predicted to appear for both the coherent and incoherent cases because of
the presence of a generalized EMC effect i.e. a modification of the nuclear
GPDs with respect to the free nucleon ones. Most importantly, the presence
of partonic transverse degrees of freedom, which are accounted for in a quark-
diquark model for bound hadronic configurations in the nucleus, appears to
produce an enhanced generalized EMC effect, with respect to the DIS case
(t = 0 GeV2). In this model both coherent and incoherent contributions are
predicted to have similar magnitudes. The difference between the coherent
and incoherent processes is given by the fact that in coherent scattering both
the GPDs of the bound “package” (nucleon, three quark bag, ∆, etc..) and the
light cone distribution of nucleons inside the nucleus are off-forward quantities
i.e. t-dependent observables (Fig. 3a). In incoherent scattering one has instead
that: i) a bound nucleon is clearly distinguished from other possible nuclear
constituents/packages containing the active quark; ii) the process involves the
GPDs of the bound nucleon, similarly to the coherent case, but the light cone
distribution for the nucleons is forward, i.e. evaluated at t = 0 GeV2.

It is interesting to notice that by Fourier transforming the nuclear GPD HA

extracted from the experiment in a model independent way, one can eventu-
ally access the impact parameter b dependent parton distributions, qA(xB, b)
[40,41] in a nuclear environment. In a nucleus, three types of transverse coor-
dinates can in fact be defined: the transverse separation between quarks in a
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Fig. 4. Spatial coordinates of the quarks in a nucleus.

bound nucleon/nuclear constituent b, the transverse separation between nucle-
ons r, and the transverse separation between quarks in the nucleus β (Fig. 4).
This attractive possibility pointed out in Ref. [42], would enable to obtain
quantitative information on e.g. the confinement size of bound nucleons, as
well as on the transverse overlap areas of hadronic configurations inside the
nucleus.

The proposed experiment offers to measure coherent DVCS Beam Spin Asym-
metries (BSA) in order to extract for the first time and in a model independent
way both the real and imaginary part of the 4He nuclear Compton form-
factors HA(xB, t). Although this extraction covers a limited kinematical range
(0.1 < xB < 0.35 and 0.1 GeV2 < t < 0.22 GeV2), it will lead the way toward
the determination of the nucleus 3D picture in terms of its fundamental de-
grees of freedom. The comparison between the coherent BSA and the Hall B
measurements on the proton will allow us to study the anti-shadowing region
where the convolution model [8] predicts a 10 % enhancement compared to
the nuclear inclusive DIS measurements. The same model predicts both a shift
of the EMC effect dip from xB = 0.6 to xB = 0.4 and a 20 % enhancement
of the signal. Complementary to the coherent measurements, the incoherent
ones will allow to reach higher t values up to 0.35 and higher xB regime up to
0.45 with good statistics where the same model predicts ∼30 % effect for the
asymmetry ratio in the EMC region and ∼15 % in the anti-shadowing regime.

In summary, the proposed measurements will explore both the anti-shadowing
and EMC regimes which are ideal for testing the differences among theoretical
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models. The extraction of both the coherent and incoherent channels provides
important new information that will help unravel the origin of the forward
EMC effect. In the case of incoherent scattering the package is clearly identified
with a nucleon, and no information on its transverse position can be obtained,
at variance with the coherent case. Nevertheless, even in this case important
information on bound nucleons deformations can be obtained. In coherent
scattering other configurations are in principle allowed to contribute, and their
position will be displaced from the center of the nucleus. It will be therefore
of great physical significance to be able to compare results from both coherent
and incoherent scattering.

3 Experimental Observables

3.1 Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering

x+ξ

p p'=p+∆

x-ξ

γ*(q) γ(q')

GPD

Fig. 5. Lowest order (QCD) amplitude for the virtual Compton process, the so-called
handbag diagram. q, q′ represent the the four-momentum of the virtual and real
photons, and p, p′ are the initial and final four-momentum of the target nucleus.

GPDs are universal non-perturbative objects, entering the description of hard
exclusive electroproduction processes. They are defined for each quark flavor
f and gluon as matrix elements of lightcone operators [16] describing the
transition between the initial and final states of a hadron. The GPDs depend
on two longitudinal momentum fraction variables (x, ξ) and on the momentum
transfer t to the target. x is the average longitudinal momentum fraction of
the parton involved in the process and ξ is the longitudinal fraction of the
momentum transfer ∆, with ∆2 = t = (p − p′)2 (Fig. 5). Particularly, its
perpendicular component ∆⊥ is Fourier conjugate to the transverse position
of the parton in the impact parameter space. The spin zero of the 4He target
allows for a simple parametrization of its partonic structure characterized at
leading twist by one chirally-even GPD HA. In the forward limit (t → 0),
this GPD reduces to the usual parton densities of 4He measured in DIS. The
polynomiality property of GPDs leads to interesting consequences: the first
Mellin moment provides an explicit link with the electromagnetic form factor
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FA of the nucleus
∑

f

ef

∫ 1

−1
dxHf

A(x, ξ, t) = FA(t) , (1)

and the second moment yields the relationship

∫ 1

−1
dx xHf

A(x, ξ, t) = M
f/A
2 (t) +

4

5
ξ2df

A(t) (2)

which constrains the ξ-dependence of the GPDs. At t → 0, the first term of
the right-hand side of Eq. (2) is the momentum fraction of the target carried
by a given quark. The second term of Eq. (2) is the so-called D-term which
was shown to encode information about the spatial distribution of forces ex-
perienced by quarks and gluons inside hadrons [39].

DVCS is the simplest process to access GPDs. At leading order (Fig. 5), this
mechanism corresponds to the absorption of a virtual photon by a quark car-
rying the longitudinal momentum fraction x+ξ. The struck quark emits quasi-
instantaneously a real photon and goes back into the nuclear system with the
longitudinal momentum fraction x − ξ. The important feature of this rep-
resentation is the factorization [43,44] of the reaction amplitude in a known
hard part corresponding to the photon-quark interaction and an unknown
soft part related to GPDs. The amplitude for this process involves an integral
over the intermediate quark momentum fraction x (also called Compton form
factor) [15]

TDV CS ∝
∑

f

e2
fP

∫ +1

−1
dx

(
1

x − ξ
± 1

x + ξ

)
GPDf(x, ξ, t)

− iπ
∑

f

e2
f

[
GPDf(ξ, ξ, t)± GPDf(−ξ, ξ, t)

]
(3)

where ef is the quark charge in unit of the elementary charge. The imaginary
part of the DVCS amplitude appears then related to the value of the GPDs
at x = ±ξ while the real part accesses the integral of GPDs weighted by the
quark propagators.

3.2 Beam Spin Asymmetry

The DVCS amplitude interferes with the Bethe-Heitler (BH) amplitude where
the real photon is emitted either by the incoming or the scattered electron
(Fig. 6). Though these processes are indistinguishable, the BH process is
known and exactly calculable from the electromagnetic form factors. Further-
more, their different sensitivity to the polarization of the beam or the target
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Fig. 6. The different amplitudes for electroproduction of photons.

can also be advantageously exploited. For instance, the differential cross sec-
tion for a longitudinally polarized beam (λ) and an unpolarized target can be
expressed as [14]:

d5σλ

dxAdQ2dtdφedφ
=

α3

16π2

xAy2

Q4
√

1 + ǫ2

T 2
BH + |T λ

DV CS|
2
+ Iλ

e6
, (4)

where Iλ represents the BH·DVCS interference amplitude, with y = p · q/p · k
and ǫ = 2xAMA/Q, k being the incident electron 4-momentum. The different
amplitudes can be written as:

T 2
BH =

e6(1 + ǫ2)−2

x2
Ay2tP1(φ)P2(φ)

n=2∑

n=0

cBH
n cos (nφ), (5)

|T λ
DV CS|2 =

e6

y2Q2

n=2∑

n=0

{
cDV CS
n cos (nφ) + λsDV CS

n sin (nφ)
}

, (6)

Iλ =
e6

xAy3tP1(φ)P2(φ)

n=3∑

n=0

{
cIn cos (nφ) + λsIn sin(nφ)

}
, (7)

where the BH and interference amplitudes contains an additional φ-dependence
arising from the BH propagators, as opposed to the squared DVCS amplitude.
At leading order of the coupling constant and twist-2 dominance, the coeffi-
cients cDV CS

0 , cI0 , cI1 , and sI1 are the only remaining ones in Eq. (6) and Eq. (7).
The full expression of the different Fourier coefficients is given in Appendix A.
In the case of a scalar target, the twist-2 coefficients are proportional to the
real and imaginary part of the Compton form factor HA involving the chirally-
even twist-2 GPD HA [14,45].

The BSA for two opposite helicities of a longitudinally polarized electron beam
can be written at the leading twist:

ALU =
xA(1 + ǫ2)2

y
sI1 sin(φ)

/[
n=2∑

n=0

cBH
n cos (nφ) + (8)

x2
At(1 + ǫ2)

2

Q2
P1(φ)P2(φ) cDV CS

0 +
xA(1 + ǫ2)2

y

[
cI0 + cI1 cos(φ)

] ]
.
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For a spin zero target, this expression can be rearranged according to:

ALU =
α0(φ)ℑA

α1(φ) + α2(φ)ℜA + α3(φ)(ℜ2
A + ℑ2

A)
, (9)

where ℑA = ℑm{HA}, ℜA = ℜe{HA} are the unknown imaginary and real
parts of the Compton form factor and the αi(φ)’s are φ-dependent kinematical
factors (Appendix A). Therefore, for a given experimental bin in (Q2, xB, t), a
two parameter-fit of the φ-dependence of the BSA yields a model-independent
measurement of the real and imaginary parts of the Compton form factor.

4 Experimental Overview

The study of nuclear DVCS is only just beginning. The deuterium was inves-
tigated at HERMES [32] and JLab Hall A [33], and the HERMES experiment
was the only one to study heavier nuclei (4He, N, Ne, Kr, and Xe) [32]. In the
latter, the DVCS process was measured by identifying the scattered lepton
and the real photon in the forward spectrometer. Sizable asymmetries (Fig. 7)
have been reported in the missing mass region -1.5< MX < 1.7 GeV mass,
while they generally vanish at higher masses [32].
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Fig. 7. The t-dependence of the BSA on 1H, 2H, 4He, and 14N expressed in terms

of the coefficient A
sin(φ)
LU of the sin(φ) contribution to ALU [32]; we note that in the

context of the HERMES fitting procedure A
sin(φ)
LU ≡ ALU i.e. the denominator of

Eq. (8) was neglected.

These asymmetries are further separated into coherent and incoherent asym-
metries taking advantage of the different t-dependence of the electromagnetic
form factors: in the 4He case, for example, the coherent channel was found
to dominate below -t = 0.05 GeV2. The selection of the different regions in
t (below and above) is then used to define coherent enriched and incoherent
enriched data samples. The A-dependence of the ratio of the nuclear BSA to
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proton for the coherent enriched (upper panel) and incoherent enriched (lower panel)
data samples [32].

the proton BSA is shown on Fig. 8. Within the precision of the measurements,
no obvious A-dependence of the BSA is observed: the coherent enriched ratio
exhibits ∼ 2σ deviations from unity, consistent with the predictions of differ-
ent models [8,34,45]; the incoherent enriched ratio is compatible with unity as
one would expect from an impulse approximation approach [34].

These data clearly suffer from a lack of statistics and resolution which are
mandatory for a comprehensive investigation of their physics content. Never-
theless, they clearly indicate a positive existence of a strong nuclear DVCS
signal, especially in the region of interest to this proposal. In our experiment,
the exclusivity of the coherent and incoherent DVCS channels will be ensured
by the detection of the recoil 4He or nucleon in coincidence with the scattered
electron and the produced real photon. Together with higher statistics (∼ 150
times the highest HERMES integrated luminosity for nuclear DVCS) and sim-
pler nature of 4He, these measurements will allow quantitative investigation
of nuclear DVCS.

5 Experimental Setup

We are proposing to measure DVCS beam spin asymmetries on 4He using the
6 GeV highly polarized electron beam of CEBAF. The experiment will bene-
fit from the unique opportunity offered by the combination of the CLAS, the
radial time projection chamber (RTPC), and the inner calorimeter (IC) detec-
tors. This association allows for the cleanest identification of coherent DVCS
on 4He by detecting all the reaction products of the process e 4He→ eγ 4He:
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Fig. 9. Proposed configuration for the CLAS detector similar to the CLAS approved
experiment E07-009 [46].

namely the scattered electron (CLAS), the produced real photon (IC+CLAS),
and the recoil nucleus (RTPC). Incoherent DVCS will also be studied via
semi-exclusive reaction e 4He → eγpX, where instead of 4He a proton will be
detected in CLAS detector.

5.1 CLAS Setup

The essential requirements for the proposed experiment are:

• the detection of electrons at relatively high Q2 > 1 GeV2 and W > 2 GeV;
• the detection of real photons at small angles with respect to the virtual

photon momentum ~q;
• the detection of the low momentum recoiling α particles at |~p′| > 0.27 GeV

for the coherent channel;
• the detection of the struck proton in the incoherent DVCS.

These objectives will be achieved by configuring the CLAS detector in an
arrangement similar to the recently completed E01-113 (e1-DVCS) experi-
ment [47], and identical to the arrangement (Fig. 9) of the CLAS approved
experiment E07-009 [46]. This setup includes the standard detector packages
of the six CLAS sectors: drift chambers, time-of-flight scintillators, C̆erenkov
detectors, and electromagnetic calorimeters. A radial time projection cham-
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Fig. 10. Average energy loss rate dE/dx in the sensitive volume of BoNuS RTPC
versus momentum for various nuclei from a GEANT4-based detector simulation
program (adapted from Ref. [46]).

ber for recoil particles detection and the inner calorimeter for real photons
detection will complement the configuration. Similarly to e1-DVCS [47] and
BoNuS [48], the use of a solenoid magnet instead of the CLAS mini-torus
shields IC and the Region I of the CLAS drift chambers from the Möller elec-
tron background. In order to reduce the ionization losses of the recoiling α,
and consequently lower the t detection threshold, a thin gaseous target similar
to the one used in the BoNuS experiment is foreseen.

5.2 BoNuS RTPC

The low momentum α-particles will be detected with the already existing
RTPC which was originally designed for the BoNuS experiment [48]. It is a
20 cm long barrel with a 3 cm and 6 cm inner and outer radii, respectively.
This detector allows for determination of the trajectory of the low momentum
particles and the measurement of their energy loss rate while crossing through
the sensitive volume filled with gas. The energy loss rate is the key-quantity
for the identification of the particles nature: a good separation of deuteron,
triton, 3He and 4He is expected in the momentum range of interest for this
experiment (Fig. 10).

This radial time projection chamber performed successfully during the BoNuS
experiment, whose data analysis is currently in an advanced stage. For exam-
ple, Fig. 11 (left) shows the correlation between the z-vertex positions as
determined from CLAS and the time projection chamber. The momentum of
the spectator proton determined from the RTPC was used to correct for the
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Fig. 11. Difference between the z-vertex positions determined by CLAS and BoNuS
tracking for electron and proton, respectively [46] (left); distribution of the neutron
mass before (black line) and after proton momentum from RTPC is taken into
account (in red).

Fermi motion leading to a remarkable improvement of the neutron peak in
the d(e, e′p)n reaction, as illustrated in Fig. 11 (right). The black histogram
shows the missing mass distribution calculated assuming a neutron target for
events where electron and the proton are detected, but without using the pro-
ton momentum from RTPC. The red filled histogram shows the neutron mass
distribution as the missing mass in the d(e, e′p)n reaction using RTPC infor-
mation. The position of the peak is closer to the correct neutron mass value,
and the width of the peak significantly decreases once the spectator proton is
tagged and its momentum is taken into account.

In the context of this proposal, the main issue of the BoNuS run was the lim-
ited event rate of ∼ 500 Hz from the RTPC, setting the limit for the whole
data acquisition system. This limitation originates from the current readout
controller of the RTPC, which does not support the eight buffer pipeline mode.
This controller is not the standard for the front end cards which were pur-
chased from CERN. We plan to remove this limitation by using the standard
readout controller of ALICE TPC front end cards, which would increase the
readout rate above 2 kHz. The details of the proposed modifications are dis-
cussed in Appendix B.

5.3 Internal Calorimeter

The forward calorimeter of CLAS allows for photon detection down to angles
of 15◦, which is not low enough if one wants to access small −t range. CLAS
detector can be augmented with an electromagnetic calorimeter able to detect
photons down to polar angles of 4◦. Such a calorimeter has been constructed
and was used during E01-113 experiment [47]. This detector consists of 424
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invariant mass distribution of two photons detected in IC (right).

PbWO4 crystals arranged in a projective geometry. During e1-DVCS experiment
three final state particles were detected: the electron and the proton in CLAS,
and the photon in the forward calorimeter or Inner Calorimeter. The calorime-
ter performed very well without showing signs of significant radiation damage
during 35 days of running at the achieved luminosity of ∼ 2 × 1034

cm
−2
s
−1.

The energy calibrations of the calorimeter were performed using two-cluster
events from π0 decays [49]. Figure 12 (left) shows the two clusters in the IC
from a neutral pion decay. The mass resolution for two photon events can be
seen in Fig. 12 (right). After combining the results of the calibrations from
pion decays [49] with the information from the GEANT-based simulation [50]
a parametrization of the energy resolution was achieved:

σE

E
∼ 1.9

E
⊕ 3.3√

E
⊕ 2.4 . (10)

The position resolution of IC estimated from simulation [50] was consistent
with the data, and can be parametrized as:

σx = σy =
1.8√
E

, (11)

where energy is measured in units of GeV and the position is in mm. This
translates into ∼ 0.7 mrad for our experimental setup.

The time resolution of the IC was determined by comparing the vertex times
of the scattered electron and the photon [51]. The obtained resolution of 0.7 ns
is enough to reject the accidental coincidences between CLAS and IC.
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Fig. 13. Distribution of events versus z-coordinate of the tracks: electrons detected
and reconstructed in CLAS are on the left panel; charged particles in RTPC are on
the right panel.

5.4 Beamline

The proposed experiment requires highly polarized electron beam incident
on a 4He target. The amount of target material on the path of the recoil
helium nucleus should be small to allow for its detection. To accomplish this
we will use a ∼ 20 cm long thin gaseous target at 7 atm pressure, similar
in design to the one used in BoNuS experiment. The distributions of the
vertex z-coordinate from CLAS and RTPC from BoNuS data are shown in
Fig. 13. The left panel is for electrons detected and reconstructed in CLAS,
the right panel is for tracks in RTPC. The peaks in the left panel of Fig. 13
are from the upstream and downstream target windows. We estimate that
∼15 % of the triggers will originate in the target inlet and exit windows, while
the contributions from these windows in the RTPC will be negligible (Fig. 13
right). With such a target we can achieve a luminosity of L ≈ 1.2×1034

cm
−2
s
−1

for nucleons with IB ≈ 130 nA electron beam current. Further increase of the
beam intensity may result in higher levels of accidental background in CLAS
and RTPC, which can be detrimental for the data analysis of non-exclusive
reactions.

In order to prevent the Hall-B Faraday Cup from damage we will shield it with
the beam blocker used during BoNuS experiment. The beam intensity will be
measured using the Hall-B beam position monitors (BPM) and synchrotron
light monitor (SLM). The SLM will also be used for the online monitoring
of the beam charge asymmetry. We will use the standard Hall B Möller po-
larimeter to measure the electron beam polarization approximately once per
week, or whenever the beam conditions change.
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5.5 Trigger

The trigger configuration for the proposed experiment will be a regular CLAS
trigger routinely used for electron runs. This trigger will require a coinci-
dence between CLAS electromagnetic calorimeter and the C̆erenkov Counter
within a sector, which will initiate the read-out of all CLAS components,
IC, and RTPC. Scaling the e1-DVCS trigger rate at luminosity L = 1.5 ×
1034

cm
−2
s
−1 we estimate that the trigger rates at the nucleon luminosity

L = 1.2 × 1034
cm

−2
s
−1, corresponding to 130 nA beam current, would be

1.7 kHz with the discriminator threshold settings used in e1-DVCS. Studies
during CLAS e6a running period showed that by raising the thresholds for the
C̆erenkov Counters from 20 mV to 100 mV, which corresponds to an increase of
the detection threshold from 0.2 photoelectrons to 1 photoelectron, one can
reduce the CLAS trigger rate by ∼30 %. The typical electron identification
cuts in the CLAS data analyses are larger than two photoelectrons (for exam-
ple see Ref. [52]). Therefore, a single photoelectron trigger threshold for the
C̆erenkov Counters will not have a significant impact on the final results, es-
pecially for the measurements of asymmetries, where the detector efficiencies
cancel to the first order. The expected rate with the proposed trigger at the
beam current of 130 nA is ∼ 1.1 kHz.

The CLAS data acquisition system allows for up to eight trigger bits to be
included in the trigger. Because we propose to run this experiment in parallel
with E07-009, the two experiments can use separate independent trigger bits.
The trigger rate for E07-009 setup at 130 nA beam current was estimated to
be ∼ 1 kHz [46]. In the case when the two triggers are mutually exclusive,
the total trigger rate will be equal to the sum of the rates of the trigger bits.
Therefore, the combined trigger rate for this experiment and for E07-009 will
approximately be 2 kHz.

6 Measurements

The analysis procedures to measure the beam spin asymmetries for coherent
and incoherent DVCS on 4He is described in this section. For all events the
scattered electron and the real photon will be detected. For the coherent pro-
duction, we require in addition the detection of the recoiling 4He nucleus while
for the incoherent case the detection of a proton is necessary.
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6.1 Kinematic Coverage

DCVS is the hard exclusive production of a real photon in lepton scattering,

e(k) + P (p) → e(k′) + P (p′) + γ(q′), (12)

where k(k′) is the four-momentum of the incoming (outgoing) electron. p(p′) is
the four-momentum of the initial (final) hadron. In our case the initial hadron
is 4He nucleus. The final hadron is 4He for coherent reaction and it is a proton
for the incoherent one. The exchanged virtual photon is described by the four-
momentum q = k − k′. The photon virtuality is Q2 = 4EE ′ sin2(θ/2), where
E and E ′ are the energy of the incoming and outgoing electron respectively.
The invariant mass of the system of the virtual photon and proton is:

W 2 = (q + p)2 = M2
p + 2Mpν − Q2, (13)

where ν is the energy of the virtual photon. The four-momentum transfer to
the nucleon or nucleus is:

t = (p − p′)2 = (q − q′)2. (14)

Other variables of interest are xB = Q2

2Mpν
, φ the angle between the lepton

scattering angle and photon production plane, and θγ⋆γ the angle between
virtual and real photon. The kinematical cuts on the detected lepton are:

• In order to be in the hard scattering regime, we require that Q2 > 1 GeV
2.
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• The invariant mass of the virtual photon-proton system is required to be
larger than 2 GeV.

All three main components required for this experiment - CLAS, IC and
RTPC, have been implemented into a GEANT-based detector simulation code
GSIM. Although it successfully describes the main properties of these detec-
tors, it takes more than one second to simulate a single CLAS event, which
sometimes makes the usage of this program impractical. Using the experimen-
tal data and the simulated data from GSIM a simplified code, FastMC, has
been developed for a quicker way of determining the detector response for
particular reactions. This code incorporates the geometrical acceptance of the
detectors as well as a parametrization of the resolutions of each component.
We used this program to determine the detector response for the proposed
measurements.

Figure 14 shows the correlation between xB and Q2 variables which are deter-
mined by the acceptance of CLAS for electrons. Figure 15 shows the correla-
tion between the azimuthal angle ϕ and the polar angle θ in the laboratory
frame for all detected particles in the coherent DVCS off 4He. The electron
is detected in CLAS. Its ϕ and θ distributions show the six CLAS sectors.
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Fig. 16. The correlation between the momentum and the scattering angle in the
laboratory frame for all detected particles in coherent DVCS off 4He. From left to
right: electron, 4He and the real photon.
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The recoil 4He is detected in the time projection chambers. Its ϕ and θ distri-
butions show the two half-cylinders of the RTPC. Photons emitted at angles
below 15◦ are detected with IC, while those which are emitted at larger angles
are detected in CLAS electromagnetic calorimeter. The CLAS coverage for
coherent DVCS process on 4He in terms of momentum of the detected parti-
cles and their azimuthal angle θ in the laboratory frame is shown in Fig. 16.
The horizontal gap in the right panel of Fig. 16 corresponds to the gap in the
angular coverage of the CLAS forward calorimeter and IC.

The correlation between the transfer momentum t, the azimuthal angle φ and
xB is shown in Fig. 17. The minimum value of −t ∼ 0.07 GeV

2 in Fig. 17
is determined by the minimum momentum of detection pmin = 0.27 GeV for
the recoil 4He. The two enhancements in the φ angle on the right panel of
Fig. 17 are due to two half-cylinders of the BoNuS RTPC separated by a
small azimuthal gap.

Since we are detecting all produced particles, we can assume that the missing
mass squared M2

x = (q + p − q′)2 is equal to the mass of 4He. Therefore, it is
possible to calculate the four-momentum transfer t without the knowledge of
the photon energy Eγ. The result is called constrained momentum transfer tc
which can be written as:

tc =
−Q2 − 2ν(ν −

√
ν2 + Q2 cos θγ⋆γ)

1 + 1
Mp

(ν −
√

ν2 + Q2 cos θγ⋆γ)
(15)

The difference between the generated momentum transfer t and the recon-
structed tc is of the order of 5% as shown in Fig. 18 along with the resolutions
for Q2, xB and φ.
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Fig. 18. CLAS resolution for kinematic quantities Q2, xB , t and φ.

6.2 Exclusivity

In order to access the beam spin asymmetry, one need to identify exclusive
DVCS-BH events. To ensure exclusivity, only events with a good electron, one
real photon and a recoiling 4He are selected as coherent events. Those with
a good electron, one real photon and one proton are selected as incoherent
events. To reduce even more the contribution of non-exclusive events, the
following kinematical cuts have to be applied:

• Considering the “particle” X in the processes e 4He → e′ 4He γX and
e 4He → e′pγX its transverse missing momentum (∆Px, ∆Py) is calculated

and required to be small, e.g.
√

∆P 2
x + ∆P 2

y < 0.1 GeV for coherent DVCS.

• The angle between the direction of the detected photon and the expected
one θγX for exclusive event is also required to be small, e.g θγX < 1.75◦ for
coherent DVCS.

• For the exclusive reaction of interest, the three produced particles have to
be coplanar. For the coherent reaction, the coplanarity angle is defined as
the angle between the (γ⋆, 4He) and (γ, 4He). For the incoherent case the
4He is replaced by the proton.

• A cut on the missing energy ∆E < 0.3 GeV is also applied.
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Figure 19 illustrates the contributions of non-exclusive events (π0 events) to
the coherent DVCS data sample. The number of simulated π0 events is five
times the number of the simulated single photon production events. The de-
pendencies of the contamination from π0 versus the missing transverse mo-
mentum ∆Px and ∆Py, the angle θγX and the coplanarity angle (θγγ⋆p) are
shown in different panels of Fig. 19. The black histograms are the total number
of events, while the red histogram is for the events which satisfied the exclu-
sivity conditions except for the cuts on the variable being displayed. The red
vertical lines show the values of the cuts for that variable. Figure 20 illustrates
the effectiveness of the exclusivity cuts on reducing substantially the contam-
ination of the π0 background. The dashed curve in the missing energy plot
represents the remaining π0 contribution after applying all the cuts discussed
above.
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Fig. 19. Contribution of non-exclusive events (π0) to coherent DVCS. The red curve
represents the exclusive events. The black curve is the sum of the contributions
from exclusive and non-exclusive events. The red vertical lines show the values of
the exclusivity cuts.
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π0 contamination. Right figure is a plot of the missing energy ∆E. The black curve
is the contribution from exclusive and non-exclusive events, respectively. The red
curve results from the cuts on ∆Px, ∆Py, the coplanarity angle (θγγ⋆p) and θγX

angle. The dashed curve is the remaining π0 contamination.

6.3 Background Subtraction

One of the issues encountered during previous DVCS experiments was the
contamination from events containing a π0 which decayed into two photons.
In such cases one of the photons can be detected, while the other one may
be outside of the detector acceptance, thus mimicking a good DVCS event.
The missing mass for such events will be equal to zero, the photon mass,
while the cuts on the cone angle and the missing energy described in Sec. 6.1
and Sec. 6.2 will still be efficient tools to reduce the contamination from pion
events. The effect of such contamination on the measured asymmetry depends
on the difference between the asymmetries of the true DVCS events and π0

events with single detected photon. The pion contamination level in each bin
needs to be identified, and the corresponding contribution into the measured
asymmetry needs to be subtracted.

The analysis of e1-DVCS data to extract the beam spin asymmetries is nearly
complete, and a similar pion background procedure has been used. The open
trigger of CLAS allows for simultaneous detection of ep → e′pγ and ep → e′pπ0

events, which enables us to estimate the asymmetry from π0 events and the
contamination of the event sample. Independent data analysis conducted to
estimate the asymmetry and the yields for the ep → e′pπ0 process greatly
facilitated the background subtraction effort. The acceptances A1γ

π0 and A2γ0

π

for single π0 production events is estimated for both cases where only one pho-
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Fig. 21. Contamination factor f from π0 events versus four-momentum transfer
|t| integrated over the photon angle φ (left), and versus φ (right) in the t-bin
0.4 GeV

2 < |t| < 0.6 GeV
2 as determined by e1-DVCS analysis. Both plots are

for the (Q2, xB) bin at 1.0 GeV
2 < Q2 < 1.40 GeV

2 and 0.15 < x < 0.15 .

ton and when two photons were detected using a detector simulation program.
The cuts for determination of A1γ

π0 were the same as in the DVCS analysis. The
cuts for estimating A2γ

π0 were taken from the analysis procedure of ep → e′pπ0.
The typical value for the ratio of the two acceptances determined with this

method is ρ =
A

1γ

π0

A
2γ

π0

∼ 10 − 20%. The number of single pion production events

in the DVCS data sample approximately is:

N1γ
π0 =

A1γ
π0

A2γ
π0

× N2γ
π0 , (16)

where N2γ
π0 is the number of events in the CLAS in the exactly the same data

files used for the DVCS analysis.

The described procedure showed that the exclusivity cuts on the cone angle,
missing mass and missing energy reduce the contamination from pion events
to f =

N
π0

Ntot
∼ 5 − 10% in the kinematic range covered by the e1-DVCS ex-

periment. The dependence of the ratio f on the four-momentum transfer |t|
and photon angle φ is shown in Fig. 21 in a fixed bin in Q2 and xB . Subtract-
ing the asymmetry for π0 events from the measured asymmetry weighted by
appropriate factors yields the true asymmetry for DVCS/BH process:

ADV CS
LU =

1

1 − f

(
Aexp

LU − fÃπ0

LU

)
, (17)

where Aexp
LU is the raw asymmetry for ep → epγX, and Ãπ0

LU is the asymmetry
measured for π0 events.

Although our proposed experiment is on the nuclear target, the background
subtraction procedure will be similar to the one developed by e1-DVCS. For
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the incoherent DVCS process on the proton the relative amount of the single
pion production contamination will be approximately the same as in e1-DVCS.
Estimates of the contamination from π0 production to the coherent DVCS
can be made based on a Regge model [53,54]. Taking into account the allowed
quantum numbers and chirality of the t-channel exchanges in π0 production
from both 4He, and from the proton, one sees that the latter is expected to
be dominated by ω and ρ exchanges, while only ω exchanges can contribute
in the case of 4He. Therefore, for a constant final state invariant mass, based
on the model of [54], one expects π0 contamination to be reduced in 4He by
approximately a factor of two. This reduction is even larger as the final state
invariant mass increases.

6.4 Extraction of Asymmetries

The polarized beam of CEBAF and the large acceptance of CLAS will allow
us to extract the beam spin asymmetry ALU for various bins in xB, t, φ for
both coherent and incoherent DVCS processes. The beam spin asymmetry in
each bin is defined as:

ALU =
1

PB

N+ − N−

N+ + N−
, (18)

where PB is the beam polarization, and N+ and N− are the number of events
detected with positive and negative helicity of electrons, respectively. The
statistical uncertainty of ALU is:

σALU
=

1

PB

√
1 − (PBALU)2

N
, (19)

where N = N+ + N− is the total number of measured events. Therefore, it is
absolutely crucial for this measurements to have a highly polarized electron
beam in order to keep the statistical uncertainty low.

7 Beam Time Request

7.1 Projections

In order to estimate the CLAS acceptance and the event yields we simulated
events using the Bethe-Heitler cross sections for single photon radiation pro-
cess. This obviously assumes that the cross sections are dominated by the
radiative emissions of photons by incoming or outgoing electron. We used the
FastMC program to determine the acceptance of the detector and to project
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Fig. 22. Beam spin asymmetry for coherent DVCS versus φ for two different bins
of xB and t. The solid curves are fits to the simulated data, the dashed curves are
from the model by Strikman and Guzey [34].

the statistical uncertainties. The kinematic coverage in Q2, xb, t and φ for
the coherent production is shown in Figs. 14 and 17. Our ability to access
the low values of momentum transfer −t will allow us to probe the DVCS
kinematics where the factorization is expected to be valid and to minimize
the cross section reduction due to the fast-falling electromagnetic form-factor
of the 4He nucleus. Nearly full coverage in the φ angle enables us to extract
the Compton form-factors HA(xB, t) by fitting the azimuthal dependence of
the asymmetry.

The projected asymmetry versus φ and the corresponding uncertainty for
DVCS on 4He are shown in Fig. 22. The statistical error bars are calculated
for 45 days at a nucleus luminosity of L = 3 × 1033

cm
−2
s
−1. The assumed

beam polarization is 85%, which is a typical value for the recent Hall-B Möller
measurements. We used the ratio of the asymmetries between the nuclear and
proton target from the model by Guzey and Strikman [34] multiplied by the
preliminary parametrization for proton asymmetries from CLAS [23] when es-
timating the projected uncertainties. The two panels show two different bins
of xB and t. The red dashed curves in Fig. 22 are from the model by Guzey
and Strikman [34] scaled by the proton asymmetries from Ref. [23]. The blue
solid curves represent a fit to a function of the form:

ALU =
α sin φ

1 + β cos φ
. (20)

The left and right panels in Fig. 23 show the expected precision for the asym-
metry at φ = 90◦ for coherent DVCS on 4He versus t and xB , respectively.
Only the first and last bins in xB are shown in Fig. 23 (left), representing the
best and the worst statistical precision. The corresponding average Q2 values
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are 1.2 GeV
2 and 2.1 GeV

2 (see Fig. 14). Similarly, the first and last bins in
t are shown in Fig. 23 (right). The solid curve is from the model by Guzey
and Strikman [34], and the dashed curves are from the model by Liuti and
Taneja [8]. Both model predictions were obtained by normalizing the ratio for
asymmetries for helium to proton to the preliminary data on the proton from
CLAS[23]. Note that when showing the asymmetry versus one variable we do
not integrate over the other one. The green points on the bottom of Fig. 23
(left) show the results from HERMES [32] on the helium target. There is an
order of magnitude improvement in the precision of these data with respect
to HERMES results [32]. We would like to point out that HERMES exper-
iment could not reliably separate the coherent and incoherent contribution,
and their results are completely dominated by the incoherent DVCS above
−t > 0.1 GeV

2. In contrast to the HERMES measurements, we can separate
the two processes, and we will still have enough statistics to have multiple
bins in xB and t even for the coherent DVCS on 4He. The experimental un-
certainties in Fig. 23 are smaller than the variance between the calculations
which will allow us to discriminate between the two models.

We also estimated the statistical uncertainties for the ratio
AHe

LU

Ap
LU

for coherent

DVCS on 4He, shown in Fig. 24. The predictions for the t-dependence of
the models by Guzey and Strikman[34] (solid black curve) and by Liuti and
Taneja [8] (dashed color curves) are shown on the left panel of Fig. 24. The
difference between the two models are due to the nuclear binding effects, most
importantly due to the presence of partonic transverse degrees of freedom,
present in the latter calculation. The error bars will allow us to distinguish
between the models even in the highest four-momentum transfer bin. The xB

dependence of the asymmetry ratio is shown on the right panel of Fig. 24,
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Fig. 23. Projected precision for the ALU (90◦) for coherent DVCS on 4He versus t
(left) and xB (right). The black solid curve is from the model by Guzey and Strikman
[34], the dashed curves are from Liuti and Taneja [8]. The HERMES results (green)
are shown for comparison of the error bars.
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Fig. 24. Projected precision for the ratio
AHe

LU

Ap
LU

for coherent DVCS on 4He versus

t (left) and xB (right). The thick solid curve on the left panel is from the model
by Guzey and Strikman [34], while on the right panel the thin solid curve is the
calculation from Liuti and Taneja [8]. The dashed curves on both panels are from
Liuti and Taneja [8].
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Fig. 25. Projected precision for the ALU (90◦) for incoherent DVCS on proton versus
t (left) and xB (right). The dashed curves are from the model by Liuti [8].

where the solid black curve is the calculation by Liuti and Taneja [8] at t = 0.
With increasing −t the deviations of the asymmetry ratio from 1 increases,
according to the model by Liuti and Taneja [8], giving us better sensitivity to
the off-shell effects. The projected error bars will allow us to see this increase
in the deviations from unity both in the anti-shadowing and EMC regions.

The projected statistical precision for asymmetry for incoherent DVCS on
bound proton is much higher, as can be seen in Fig. 25. The dashed curves
are from the model by Liuti [8], which takes into account modifications of the
hadron properties in the nuclei. The experimental uncertainties will clearly
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Fig. 26. Projected uncertainties for the ratio
Ainc

LU

Ap
LU

for incoherent DVCS on 4He versus

t (left) and xB (right). The dashed curves are from Liuti and Taneja [8]. The black
solid curve is calculation at t = 0.

allow us to see the impact of the nuclear medium on this observable. Figure 26

shows the expected uncertainties for the ratio
Ainc

LU

Ap
LU

for the incoherent DVCS.

The black solid line is the calculation by Liuti [8] at t = 0. The model by
Guzey and Strikman[34] predicts this ratio to be equal to 1. As one can see
from Fig. 26 the xB range for the incoherent DVCS is larger than for coherent
channel, extending our coverage deeper into the EMC region. Note that this
is the first time that the ratios of asymmetries shown in Fig. 24 and Fig. 26
will be measured with such high precision.

7.2 Extraction of HA Compton form factor

The beam spin asymmetry will be extracted for various bins in xB, t and φ.
In the twist-two approximation this quantity is only sensitive to a single GPD
HA(x, ξ, t), and one of the main goals of this experiment is to extract the
corresponding Compton form factor. By fitting the angular dependence of the
measured asymmetry for coherent DVCS on 4He to the form given in Eq. (9)
we will extract the real and imaginary parts of the Compton form-factor HA.
Note that this will be the first time that both the real and imaginary parts of
a nuclear Compton form-factor are extracted in a model independent way.

We conducted an exercise using the simulated pseudodata to determine the
sensitivity of the proposed measurements to the real and imaginary part of
the helium Compton form factor. The projected statistical uncertainties for
the HA are shown in Fig. 27. The left panel shows the t-dependence and the
right panel shows the xB dependence of the Compton form factor. The dashed
and solid curves are the real and imaginary parts from the model by Guzey
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Fig. 27. Projected uncertainties for the HA. The curves are from the model by Guzey
and Strikman [34]. Blue, red and green on the left panel correspond to xB values
of 0.13, 0.19, 0.28, respectively. Blue, red and green on the right panel correspond
to −t values of 0.09 GeV

2, 0.12 GeV
2, 0.2 GeV

2, respectively.

and Strikman [34]. The squares and circles with the error bars represent the
projected statistical uncertainties for the real and imaginary parts, respec-
tively. Blue, red and green colors on the left panel correspond to xB values
of 0.13, 0.19, 0.28, respectively. the corresponding average values for the Q2

are 1.16 GeV
2, 1.15 GeV

2, 2.1 GeV
2, respectively (see Fig. 14). Blue, red and

green colors on the right panel correspond to −t values of 0.09 GeV
2, 0.12 GeV

2,
0.2 GeV

2, respectively. Although the asymmetry measurement provides a bet-
ter sensitivity for imaginary part, clearly, the real part of the Compton form
factor can be readily extracted from the proposed measurement as well.

7.3 Systematic uncertainties

The main advantage of measuring beam spin asymmetries is that most of the
experimental systematic uncertainties, such as acceptance, efficiencies, dead
time, cancel in the ratio to the first order. Nevertheless, the uncertainties
for certain quantities, such as background, beam polarization, beam charge
asymmetry, still need to be accounted for.

The main source of the background for DVCS/BH events is expected to be
the single π0 electroproduction. The kinematic cuts described in Sec. 6 will
reduce the background level, and the subtraction procedure will account for the
contribution from the pion events into the measured asymmetry. The e1-DVCS
analysis [52] concluded that a conservative estimate for the uncertainty for
pion event fraction ∆f

f
∼ 30% leads to typical relative asymmetry uncertainty

of ∆ADV CS

ADV CS
∼ 5%.
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Source Systematic Uncertainty

π0 contamination 5%

Beam polarization 3%

Acceptance 3%

Radiative corrections 1%

Beam charge asymmetry 0.3%

Total 6.6%

Table 1
Expected relative systematic uncertainties for beam spin asymmetries.

The beam polarization will be measured using the Hall-B Möller polarimeter
with a precision of ∆P

P
∼ 2.5%. The expected beam polarization P = 85% will

yield relative uncertainty for the asymmetry of ∆ALU

ALU
∼ 3%.

Table 1 summarizes the expected relative uncertainties for the beam spin
asymmetries. The statistical error will dominate in the bins at large −t and
large xB , while at low −t and low xB the systemtics will be the dominant
contribution to the total uncertainties.

These experimental errors for the asymmetry will propagate into the extracted
Compton form factor HA(xB, t). Also the assumption of twist-2 dominance in
the fitting procedure in Sec. 7.2 will introduce additional uncertainties (known
as model-dependent uncertainties). The twist-2 dominance hypothesis can be
tested and the model dependence can be estimated using the same data by
examining the Q2 dependence of the beam spin asymmetry and the result for
the Compton form factor HA.

7.4 Beam Time Request

Achieving the scientific goals presented in this proposal does not require any
additional beam time in Hall-B. There is already a CLAS experiment E07-009
[46] approved to run for 45 days with 6 GeV electron beam on 4He target.
That experiment will requires 130 nA electron beam incident on a 20 cm he-
lium target, which corresponds to ∼ 3 × 1033

cm
−2
s
−1 luminosity for nucleus.

The proposed upgrade of the RTPC, which will improve the RTPC readout
rate to 2 kHz, will allow the CLAS data acquisition system to handle the ad-
ditional trigger rate from our experiment. Considering that the beam, target,
magnet and detector configurations of E07-09 are compatible with the needs
of the proposed experiment, we request to share the 6 GeV electron beamtime
of 45 days with E07-009. We also request that the electron beam be

longitudinally polarized with P ∼ 85% to allow us to measure the
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beam-spin asymmetry for coherent and incoherent DVCS processes.

8 Relation to Other Experiments

This proposal is a part of the on-going experimental efforts at Jefferson Lab
towards the understanding of the partonic structure of hadrons and how it
is modified in the nuclear medium. It involves experimental techniques and
analysis methods that were successfully applied in the previous DVCS exper-
iments in Hall B (E01-113 [47]) and Hall A (E00-110 [55], E03-106 [56]). The
proposed experiment will apply these methods to explore the totally new field
of nuclear GPDs in the simplest case of the 4He nucleus. This is a fully original
proposal, with no relation to any approved experiment at Jefferson Lab. The
results of these measurements will set the basis for a thorough and ambitious
program about nuclear GPDs at Jefferson Lab at 12 GeV.

9 Summary

In summary, we propose to perform an experiment in Hall B to measure the
single beam spin asymmetry on a 4He target using 6 GeV polarized electron
beam. Both coherent and incoherent processes will be investigated by detect-
ing the scattered electron, photon, and either the 4He or the struck nucleon.
The main objectives of these experiments are to obtain the Compton form
factor HA(xB, t) for coherent DVCS on 4He, and to measure the beam spin
asymmetry ALU for incoherent DVCS. These measurements, combined with
the data from the DVCS on the free proton, will allow us to construct the ratios

of the asymmetries for the bound and unbound protons RA(xB, t) =
AHe

LU
(xB ,t)

AN
LU

(xB ,t)
.

We would like to point out that this will be the first time that xB-dependence
of ratio RA, which is the generalization of the EMC effect at non-zero momen-
tum transfer t, will be measured. The measured beam spin asymmetries and
the Compton form factor HA(xB, t) extracted in a model-independent manner
will constrain the theoretical models for the nuclear GPDs, they will provide
a better insight into how the nuclear forces are distributed inside the nucleus,
and how these forces deform and modify the properties of the bound nucle-
ons, and eventually, combined with future measurements in a wider kinematic
range and other observables, will lead to a three dimensional picture of the
nucleus.
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10 Appendix A

10.1 Bethe-Heitler propagators

The Bethe-Heitler propagators in eq. 5 and eq.7 write

P1(φ)=
(k − q′)2

Q2
= − 1

y(1 + ǫ2)

(
J + 2K cos (φ)

)
, (21)

P2(φ)=
(k − ∆)2

Q2
= 1 +

t

Q2
+

1

y(1 + ǫ2)

(
J + 2K cos (φ)

)
, (22)

with the definitions

J =

(
1 − y − yǫ2

2

)(
1 +

t

Q2

)
− (1 − xA)(2 − y)

t

Q2
, (23)

K2 = −δt(1−xA)

(
1 − y − y2ǫ2

4

){√
1 + ǫ2 +

4xA(1 − xA) + ǫ2

4(1 − xA)
δt

}
,(24)

δt =
t − tmin

Q2
=

t

Q2
+

2(1 − xA)(1 −
√

1 + ǫ2) + ǫ2

4xA(1 − xA) + ǫ2
, (25)

where tmin represents the kinematical boundary of the process.

10.2 Fourier coefficients of a spin-0 target

The Fourier coefficients of the BH amplitude for a spin-0 target can be ex-
pressed as

cBH
0 =

[ {
(2 − y)2 + y2(1 + ǫ2)

2
}{ǫ2Q2

t
+ 4(1 − xA) + (4xA + ǫ2)

t

Q2

}

+2ǫ2
{
4(1 − y)(3 + 2ǫ2) + y2(2 − ǫ4)

}
− 4x2

A(2 − y)2(2 + ǫ2)
t

Q2

+8K2 ǫ2Q2

t

]
F 2

A, (26)

cBH
1 = −8(2 − y)K

{
2xA + ǫ2 − ǫ2Q2

t

}
F 2

A, (27)

cBH
2 = 8K2 ǫ2Q2

t
F 2

A, (28)
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whre FA is the electromagnetic form factor of the nuclear target. The twist-2
coefficients of the squared DVCS amplitude writes as a function of the only
one Compton form factor HA according to

cDV CS
0 = 2(2 − 2y + y2)HAH⋆

A, (29)

and the interference amplitude coefficients are

cI0 =−8(2 − y)
t

Q2
FA ℜe{HA} (30)

×
{

(2 − xA)(1 − y) − (1 − xA)(2 − y)2
(

1 − tmin

Q2

)}
,

cI1 = 8K(2y − y2 − 2)FA ℜe{HA}, (31)

sI1 = 8Ky(2 − y)FA ℑm{HA}. (32)

The αi(φ) coefficients appearing in the expression of the beam spin asymmetry
(eq. 8) write

α0(φ) = 8 KxA(1 + ǫ2)
2
(2 − y)FA sin(φ), (33)

α1(φ) = cBH
0 + cBH

1 cos(φ) + cBH
2 cos(2φ), (34)

α2(φ) = 8
xA

y
(1 + ǫ2)

2
FA

[
K(2y − y2 − 2) cos(φ) (35)

− (2 − y)
t

Q2

{
(2 − xA)(1 − y) − (1 − xA)(2 − y)2

(
1 − tmin

Q2

)}]
,

α3(φ) = 2
x2

At

Q2
(2 − 2y + y2) (1 + ǫ2)

2 P1(φ)P2(φ). (36)

10.3 Fourier coefficients of spin-1/2 target

The Fourier coefficients † of the BH amplitude are

† In the nucleon case, xA reduces to the usual Bjorken variable xB , and MA to
the nucleon mass MN ; they should be replaced accordingly in eq. 4, and eq. 23 to
eq. 25.
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cBH
0 = 8K2

{
Q2

t
(2 + 3ǫ2)

(
F 2

1 − τF 2
2

)
+ 2x2

B(F1 + F2)
2

}
(37)

+ (2 − y)2



(2 + ǫ2)


ǫ2Q2

t

(
1 +

t

Q2

)2

+ 4(1 − xB)

(
1 + xB

t

Q2

)


×
(
F 2

1 − τF 2
2

)
+ 4x2

B


xB +

(
1 − xB +

ǫ2

2

)(
1 − t

Q2

)2

− xB(1 − 2xB)
t2

Q4

]
(F1 + F2)

2

}
+ 8(1 + ǫ2)

(
1 − y − ǫ2y2

4

)

×


2ǫ2 (1 − τ)

(
F 2

1 − τF 2
2

)
− x2

B

(
1 +

t

Q2

)2

(F1 + F2)
2



 ,

cBH
1 = 8K(2 − y)

{(
ǫ2Q2

t
− 2xB − ǫ2

)(
F 2

1 − τF 2
2

)
(38)

+ 2x2
B

(
1 − (1 − 2xB)

t

Q2

)
(F1 + F2)

2

}
,

cBH
2 = 8 K2

{
ǫ2Q2

t

(
F 2

1 − τF 2
2

)
+ 2x2

B(F1 + F2)
2

}
, (39)

with τ = t/4M2
N ; F1, F2 are the Dirac and Pauli electromagnetic form factors

of the nucleon. In the case of a nucleon target, there are four Compton form
factors at leading twist [57]: H, H̃, E , and Ẽ . The twist-2 coefficient of the
squared DVCS amplitude is

cDV CS
0 = 2(2 − 2y + y2) CDV CS (F ,F⋆) , (40)

and the interference amplitude ones write

cI0 =−8 (2 − y) (41)

×ℜe

{
(2 − y)2

1 − y
K2CI(F) +

t

Q2
(1 − y)(2 − xB)

(
CI + ∆CI

)
(F)

}
,

cI1 = 8 K(2y − y2 − 2)ℜe
{
CI(F)

}
(42)

sI1 = 8 Ky(2 − y)ℑm
{
CI(F)

}
. (43)

The C’s coefficients are the combinations of the nucleon Compton form factors
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CDV CS (F ,F⋆) =
1

(2 − xB)2

{
4(1 − xB)

(
HH⋆ + H̃H̃⋆

)
− x2

Bτ Ẽ Ẽ⋆ (44)

−
(
x2

B + (2 − xB)2τ
)
EE⋆ − x2

B

(
HE⋆ + EH⋆ + H̃Ẽ⋆ + ẼH̃⋆

)}
,

CI(F) = F1H +
xB

2 − xB
H̃ − τF2E , (45)

∆CI(F) = − xB

2 − xB
(F1 + F2)

{
xB

2 − xB
(H + E) + H̃

}
. (46)
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11 Appendix B

11.1 Upgrade of the RTPC readout hardware

The Radial Time Projection Chamber built for the BoNuS experiment consists
of two half-cylinder TPCs, each featuring 1, 600 readout pads on the outer-
most shell (readout plane), for a total of 3, 200 pads. Groups of 16 pads are
traced to a common connector on the readout plane, which supports a circuit
board with 16 individual pre-amplifier channels with gain of about −1. The
amplified signals are sent over a five meter long flatband cable to 128- chan-
nel receiver cards in a pseudo-VME format. The receiver cards feature 8× 16
channels of impedance-matched receiver channels, which feed the signals into
the piggyback mounted Front End Cards (FECs). These readout cards are the
standard readout for the ALICE TPC and were bought from CERN. The fea-
ture 8×16 channels of pre-amplification and shaping (PASA) and eight custom
ALTRO chips, providing each 16 channels of pedestal sub- traction, baseline
corrections, 10-bit digitization, and up to eight buffers organized in a ring
structure. The receiver cards also supply the power to the amplifier/inverter
cards and to the FEC. A group of 13 FEC/receiver cards is needed to read
out one half-cylinder of the RTPC. The 13 cards are controlled via a data bus
and a control bus by a readout controller, U2F. The U2F transmits the data
via USB2.0 to a PC or VME crate controller and also provides the software
download and features user-programmable output ports, like a busy feedback.
At the present time, the firmware of the U2F controller does not support the
eight buffer pipeline and, hence, can only be used in an event-by-event readout
scheme (ROC-lock mode) when used in conjunction with the CLAS detector.
This limits the DAQ rate to presently about 500 Hz. The present hardware

Fig. 28. Current readout hardware for RTPC.
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Fig. 29. The proposed readout hardware for RTPC.

detector readout is shown in Fig. 28.

We proposed to change the readout controller hardware to the standard RCU.
This hardware consists of the main controller board (RCU), connected via the
same buses to the FECs, RCU daughter card for the optical transmission of
the data up to 200 MB/s (SIU), RCU daughter card with receiver of optically
supplied trigger, RCU daughter card for the slow controls system, and a Read-
out Receiver Card (RORC) in PCI format with a Destination Interface Unit
(DIU). The RORC can be plugged into any PC. This solution would require
to purchase at least three RCU cards (two for the two half-cylinders and at
least one spare), three SIU daughter cards, three DIU daughter cards, and
three RORC PCI cards. The software for the Detector Data Link (DDL) will
be provided by the ALICE DAQ group and limited support supplied. Changes
to the code have to be done by the user or negotiated with the ALICE DAQ
group. The price for the hardware breaks into two components. The ALICE
TPC group supplies the RCUs for about 1, 000 CHF per link and the ALICE
DAQ group supplies the rest for around 1, 000 to 2, 000 CHF per link (we
would need at least three, see above). Depending on the availability of compo-
nents, ALICE may not be able to supply the hardware, but can help obtaining
the boards from the vendors. Group buys with other interested groups are an
option. The total price for the hardware will not exceed $10, 000. The optional
hardware setup is shown in Fig. 29. This option needs to be integrated into
the CLAS DAQ. A new ROC would need to be set up, probably a PC box
with two PCI slots running the Linux operating system. This would also re-
quire software development to integrate the ALICE DDL software and also
to write new code for the ROC. We strongly believe that implementing these
modifications will allow us to reach trigger rates 2 kHz .
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