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Figure 23: Inclusive (left) and charm (right) FL structure function, plotted as a function of Q2 and x. The
uncertainties represent statistical and systematics added in quadrature. The gray-shaded bands depict the un-
certainties in our current knowledge of FL derived from the EPPS16 nuclear PDF [57, 61]. See text for further
details.

3.5 Nuclear Modifications of Parton Distribution Functions

The simulations discussed in the previous sec-
tion suggest that an EIC will have an enormous
impact on the global extractions of nuclear PDFs,
particularly for the gluons. While the LHC data
have achieved a substantial broadening of cover-
age in the kinematical space, the newly explored
regions scan a Q2 range where the DGLAP RGE
significantly wash away the nuclear effects, leaving
the low x gluon nearly unconstrained.

The modification introduced by the nuclear en-
vironment can be quantified in terms of the ratio
between the nucleus A and the free proton PDF
(RAf , f = q, g) for quarks and gluons, with devi-
ations from unity being manifestations of nuclear
effects. A depletion of this ratio relative to unity
is often called shadowing. The impact study of
EIC simulated data shown in Fig. 21 was done by
incorporating these data into the EPPS16 fit [57].
However, as the parameterization is too stiff in the
as yet unexplored low x region, additional free pa-
rameters for the gluons have been added to the

functional form (EPPS16* [61, 63]). The corre-
sponding RPb

g from EPPS16* is shown in Fig. 24.
The grey band represents the EPPS16* theo-

retical uncertainty. The orange band is the result
of including the EIC simulated inclusive reduced
cross-section data in the fit. The lower panel of
each plot shows the reduction factor in the uncer-
tainty (orange curve) with respect to the baseline
fit (gray band). It is clear that the higher center-
of-mass energy has a significantly larger impact in
the whole kinematical range with the relative un-
certainty roughly a factor of 2 smaller than for the
lower center-of-mass energy.

We also examined the simulated charm quark
reduced cross-section (blue hatched band), for
which no data currently exist. The impact of
its measurement for nuclear gluon distributions is
shown in Fig. 24. While it brings no additional
constraint on the low -x region, its impact at high-
x is remarkable providing up to a factor 8 reduc-
tion in uncertainty (blue curve).
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