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QCD at Extreme Parton 
Densities - Saturation

Parton Distributions 
in Nuclei 

Spin and Flavor Structure of 
the Nucleon and Nuclei

Tomography (p/A) 
Transverse Momentum 
Distribution and Spatial 

Imaging

EIC: Study 

structure and 

dynamics of matter 

at high luminosity, 

high energy with 

polarized beams and 

wide range of nuclei 

Whitepaper:  

Spinning Glue: QCD and Spin
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Understanding 
the glue that 
binds as all!

arXiv:1212.1701

40 80 120
(GeV)s

https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.1701
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Requirements 
Machine: 

High luminosity: 1033cm-2s-1 - 1034cm-2s-1  

Flexible center-of-mass energy                              : Wide kinematic range 

Highly polarized electron (0.8) and proton / light ion (0.7) beams: Spin structure studies 

Wide range of nuclear beams (d to Pb/U): High gluon density 

Detector: 
Wide acceptance detector system including particle ID (e/h separation & π, K, p ID - flavor tagging)   

Instrumentation for tagging of protons from elastic reactions and neutrons from nuclear breakup: Target / nuclear 
fragments in addition to low Q2 tagger / polarimetry and luminosity (abs. and rel.) measurement

Spinning Glue: QCD and Spin
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HERMES, COMPASS, JLab6, JLAB12

EIC

perturbative
non-perturbative

HERA

10-1

Q2(GeV2)

1 10 102 103 104 105

s = 4 Ee Ep Q2 = s x y
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Luminosity /       / Kinematic coverage 

Spinning Glue: QCD and Spin
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EIC Project Development
Critical steps over the last couple of years  

INT Workshop series / Documentation of Physics Case - 
Whitepaper: “Understanding the glue that binds us all!” 

INT Workshop: 2010 

WP: 2012, updated in 2014 for LRP 

2015 Long-range plan (LRP): 

Request to review EIC Science Case by National Academy 
of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine (NAS)
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Understanding 
the glue that 
binds as all!

arXiv:1212.1701

NSAC  Meeting June 2, 2017

Recommendations:
1. Capitalize on investments made to 

maintain U.S. leadership in nuclear 
science.

2. Develop and deploy a U.S.-led ton-scale 
neutrino-less double beta decay 
experiment.

3. Construct a high-energy high-
luminosity polarized electron-ion 
collider (EIC) as the highest priority for 
new construction following the 
completion of FRIB.

4. Increase investment in small-scale and 
mid-scale projects and initiatives that 
enable forefront research at 
universities and laboratories.

The 2015 Long Range Plan for Nuclear Science

16

The FY 2018 Request supports progress in important aspects of the 2015 LRP Vision 

T. Hallman

NSAC  Meeting June 2, 2017

Next Formal Step on the EIC Science Case is Continuing

THE NATIONAL ACADEMIES OF SCIENCES, ENGINEERING, AND MEDICINE 
Division on Engineering and Physical Science
Board on Physics and Astronomy
U.S.-Based Electron Ion Collider Science Assessment

Summary
The National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine (“National Academies”) 
will form a committee to carry out a thorough, independent assessment of the scientific 
justification for a U.S. domestic electron ion collider facility.  In preparing its report, the 
committee will address the role that such a facility would play in the future of nuclear 
science, considering the field broadly, but placing emphasis on its potential scientific 
impact on quantum chromodynamics.  The need for such an accelerator will be addressed 
in the context of international efforts in this area.  Support for the 18-month project in the 
amount of $540,000 is requested from the Department of Energy.

19

“U.S.-Based Electron Ion Collider Science Assessment” is now getting underway. The Chair 
will be Gordon Baym. The rest of the committee, including a co-chair, will be appointed in 
the next couple of weeks. The first meeting is being planned for January, 2017

T. Hallman

https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.1701
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NAS Webinar and NAS report release: 07/24/2018

Spinning Glue: QCD and Spin
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Webinar on Tuesday, July 24, 2018 - Public 

presentation and report release 

Gordon Baym (Co-chair): Webinar presentation 

Slides from Webinar: https://www.nap.edu/

resource/25171/eic-public-briefing-slides.pdf 

Glowing” report on a US-based EIC facility!

“The committee finds 
that the science that can 
be addressed by an EIC 

is compelling, 
fundamental and 

timely.” 

https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-
electron-ion-collider-science Download pdf-file of 

final report!

https://www.nap.edu/resource/25171/eic-public-briefing-slides.pdf
https://www.nap.edu/resource/25171/eic-public-briefing-slides.pdf
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science
https://www.nap.edu/catalog/25171/an-assessment-of-us-based-electron-ion-collider-science


Bernd Surrow

EIC Project Development
Site Selection and award of DOE Critical Decisions 0 (CD-0) and 1 (CD-1)
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WASHINGTON, D.C. – Today, the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) announced the selection of Brookhaven National Laboratory in Upton, 
NY, as the site for a planned major new nuclear physics research facility. The Electron Ion Collider (EIC), to be designed and constructed 
over ten years at an estimated cost between $1.6 and $2.6 billion, will smash electrons into protons and heavier atomic nuclei in an effort to 
penetrate the mysteries of the “strong force” that binds the atomic nucleus together.

https://www.energy.gov/articles/
us-department-energy-selects-
brookhaven-national-laboratory-
host-major-new-nuclear-physics

Critical
Decisions

          DefinitionInitiation Execution            Closeout

Operating* 
Funds

Operating 
Funds

Project Engineering and 
Design (PED) Funds

Construction & 
PED

Funds

Conceptual 
Design

Preliminary 
Design

Final 
Design

Construction

CD-1
Approve 

Alternative 
Selection
and Cost 
Range

CD-4
Approve

Start of Operations 
or Project 

Completion

CD-3
Approve 
Start of 

Construction 
or Execution

CD-2
Approve 

Performance 
Baseline (PB)

CD-0
Approve 
Mission 
Need

EIC
Critical Decision-0 (CD-0), 
“Approve Mission Need”, 
approved for the EIC on 
December 19, 2019.

Critical Decision-1 (CD-1), 
“Approve Alternative Selection 
and Cost Range”, was awarded 
for the EIC on June 29, 2021.

https://www.energy.gov/articles/us-department-energy-selects-brookhaven-national-laboratory-host-major-new-nuclear-physics
https://www.energy.gov/articles/us-department-energy-selects-brookhaven-national-laboratory-host-major-new-nuclear-physics
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 EIC accelerator design
Center of Mass Energies: 20GeV - 140GeV

Luminosity: 1033 - 1034 cm-2s-1 / 10-100fb-1 / year

Highly Polarized Beams: 70%

Large Ion Species Range: p to U

Number of Interaction Regions: Up to 2!

2nd 
detector

https://www.eiccenter.org/physicists
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EIC Project Development
Yellow Report Activity - Critical EIC Community activity for CD-1 
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Yellow Report Status

Rolf Ent & Thomas Ullrich
EIC User Group Remote Meeting, February 4, 2021

~400 authors / ~150 institutions / ~900 pages with strong international contributions! 

Review: Community review within EICUG and external readers (~30) worldwide covering physics and detector expert fields! 

Available on archive: Nucl. Phys. A 1026 (2022) 122447 / https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.05419

R.~Khalek et al. [EIC Users Group],  
BNL-220990-2021-FORE, arXiv e-Print: 
2103.05419, Accepted for publication in  
Nuclear Physics A

https://www.energy.gov/articles/us-department-energy-selects-brookhaven-national-laboratory-host-major-new-nuclear-physics
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0375947422000677?via=ihub
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.05419
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1851258
https://inspirehep.net/literature/1851258
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EIC Project Development
Schedule: EIC Project Detector at IP 6 / ePIC 
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EIC Project Development
Reference Schedule for 2nd IR and Detector 
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EIC Physics Pillars 

Global properties: Spin
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Spin and Flavor Structure of the Nucleon

Spinning Glue: QCD and Spin
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g1 stat. uncertainty projections for 10fb-1 for range of CME 

in comparison to DSSV14 predictions incl. uncertainties 

EIC impact on the knowledge of the integral of the quark + 

gluon spin contribution vs. orbital angular momentum 

shows how the angular momenta contribution is
totally unconstrained at moderate to low x. A
key observable in disentangling the various parton
contributions to the proton spin is the polarized
structure function g1(x,Q2). It is proportional to
the di↵erence of the neutral current cross-sections
of DIS events, with the beams polarized parallel
and anti-parallel in the longitudinal direction,

1

2
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dxdQ2

�
' 4⇡↵2

Q4
y(2� y)g1(x,Q
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Present
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√s = 63.2 GeV
√s = 141.4 GeV
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Q
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Figure 11: Projections for the structure function g1 at
di↵erent

p
s, compared with a model extrapolation and

its uncertainties [18]. The curves correspond to di↵er-
ent values of x that are specified next to each curve.
For clarity, constants are added to g1 to separate dif-
ferent x bins; moreover, multiple data points in the
same x-Q2 bin are displaced horizontally. The gray
area marks the phase space currently covered by fixed
target experiments. See text for details.

The integral of the structure function over x
is sensitive to the contribution from the quarks
and the derivative versus Q2 is sensitive to the

gluon distribution. Therefore �g(x,Q2) can be
accessed in DIS data via scaling violation fits
⇠ dg1

�
x,Q2

�
/dlnQ2. However, a precise scaling

violation fit requires, depending on the respective
uncertainties, a su�ciently large lever arm in Q2

at any given value of x. Figure 10 shows how
the present knowledge of the structure function
g1 rapidly deteriorates and uncertainties explode
at low x. The EIC pseudo-data are depicted by
the red data points. The uncertainties are smaller
than the symbols illustrating the enormous con-
straining power an EIC will have on g1.

Figure 12: The EIC’s impact on the knowledge of the
integral of the quark and gluon spin contribution in the
range 10�6 < x < 10�3 (y-axis) versus the contribu-
tion from the orbital angular momentum in the range
10�3 < x < 1 (x-axis).

Figure 11 shows the structure func-
tion g1(x,Q2) in e+p collisions at

p
s =

44.7, 63.4, 141.4 GeV from EIC pseudo-data, com-
pared with the phase space currently reached by
fixed target experiments. The error bars indicate
only the statistical precision and correspond to a
sampled luminosity of 10 fb�1. The uncertain-
ties of the DSSV14 theoretical prediction [18] are
shown by the blue bands. It is clear that the
assumed sampled luminosity is already enough
to get really precise measurements, whereas the
larger

p
s extends greatly the reach to lower x val-

ues where present uncertainties are large. Given
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Figure 11 shows the structure func-
tion g1(x,Q2) in e+p collisions at

p
s =

44.7, 63.4, 141.4 GeV from EIC pseudo-data, com-
pared with the phase space currently reached by
fixed target experiments. The error bars indicate
only the statistical precision and correspond to a
sampled luminosity of 10 fb�1. The uncertain-
ties of the DSSV14 theoretical prediction [18] are
shown by the blue bands. It is clear that the
assumed sampled luminosity is already enough
to get really precise measurements, whereas the
larger

p
s extends greatly the reach to lower x val-

ues where present uncertainties are large. Given
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EIC Physics Pillars 
Impact on proton spin 
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U.S.-based EIC - Proton Spin
A more up-to-date view; E. Aschenauer et al.
                                          PRD 92 (2015) 094030

gluon helicity

(anti-)quark helicity

orbital momenta

Clearly requires EIC
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Figure 1.3 (Left) shows the transverse-
momentum distribution of up quarks inside
a proton moving in the z direction (out of the
page) with its spin polarized in the y direc-
tion. The color code indicates the probabil-
ity of finding the up quarks. The anisotropy
in transverse momentum is described by the
Sivers distribution function, which is induced
by the correlation between the proton’s spin
direction and the motion of its quarks and
gluons. While the figure is based on a pre-

liminary extraction of this distribution from
current experimental data, nothing is known
about the spin and momentum correlations
of the gluons and sea quarks. The achiev-
able statistical precision of the quark Sivers
function from EIC kinematics is also shown
in Fig. 1.3 (Right). Currently no data exist
for extracting such a picture in the gluon-
dominated region in the proton. The EIC
will be crucial to initiate and realize such a
program.

The Tomography of the Nucleon - Spatial Imaging of Gluons and Sea Quarks

By choosing particular final states in elec-
tron+proton scattering, the EIC will probe
the transverse spatial distribution of sea
quarks and gluons in the fast-moving pro-
ton as a function of the parton’s longitudinal
momentum fraction, x. This spatial distri-

bution yields a picture of the proton that is
complementary to the one obtained from the
transverse-momentum distribution of quarks
and gluons, revealing aspects of proton struc-
ture that are intimately connected with the
dynamics of QCD at large distances.

bT (fm)

xV

snoulg fo noitubirtsi
D

 0
 0.02
 0.04
 0.06
 0.08

 0.1
 0.12

 1.2  1.4  1.6

 0
 0.02
 0.04
 0.06
 0.08

 0.1
 0.12

 1.2  1.4  1.6

 0
 0.02
 0.04
 0.06
 0.08

 0.1
 0.12

 1.2  1.4  1.6

  ∫Ldt = 10 fb
-1

e + p → e + p + J/ψ  
15.8 < Q2 + M2

J/ψ < 25.1 GeV2

 0

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 0  0.2  0.4  0.6  0.8  1  1.2  1.4  1.6

0.0016 < xV < 0.0025

 0

 1

 2

 3

 4

 0  0.2  0.4  0.6  0.8  1  1.2  1.4  1.6

0.016 < xV < 0.025

 0

 1

 2

 0  0.2  0.4  0.6  0.8  1  1.2  1.4  1.6

0.16 < xV < 0.25

Figure 1.4: The projected precision of the transverse spatial distribution of gluons as obtained
from the cross-section of exclusive J/ production. It includes statistical and systematic uncer-
tainties due to extrapolation into the unmeasured region of momentum transfer to the scattered
proton. The distance of the gluon from the center of the proton is bT in femtometers, and the
kinematic quantity xV = xB (1 +M

2
J/ /Q

2) determines the gluon’s momentum fraction. The
collision energies assumed for the top large xV plot and the lower xV plots are Ee = 5, 20 GeV
and Ep = 100, 250 GeV, respectively.
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the uncertainty on the contributions from
the unmeasured small-x region. While the
central values of the helicity contributions in
Fig. 1.2 are derived from existing data, they
could change as new data become available
in the low- x region. The uncertainties cal-
culated here are based on the state-of-the art
theoretical treatment of all available data re-
lated to the nucleon spin puzzle. Clearly, the

EIC will make a huge impact on our knowl-
edge of these quantities, unmatched by any
other existing or anticipated facility. The
reduced uncertainties would definitively re-
solve the question of whether parton spin
preferences alone can account for the over-
all proton spin, or whether additional contri-
butions are needed from the orbital angular
momentum of partons in the nucleon.

The Confined Motion of Partons Inside the Nucleon

Semi-inclusive DIS (SIDIS) measure-
ments have two natural momentum scales:
the large momentum transfer from the elec-
tron beam needed to achieve the desired spa-
tial resolution, and the momentum of the
produced hadrons perpendicular to the direc-
tion of the momentum transfer, which prefers
a small value sensitive to the motion of con-
fined partons. Remarkable theoretical ad-
vances over the past decade have led to a
rigorous framework where information on the
confined motion of the partons inside a fast-
moving nucleon is matched to transverse-
momentum dependent parton distributions
(TMDs). In particular, TMDs are sensitive

to correlations between the motion of par-
tons and their spin, as well as the spin of the
parent nucleon. These correlations can arise
from spin-orbit coupling among the partons,
about which very little is known to date.
TMDs thus allow us to investigate the full
three-dimensional dynamics of the proton,
going well beyond the information about lon-
gitudional momentum contained in conven-
tional parton distributions. With both elec-
tron and nucleon beams polarized at collider
energies, the EIC will dramatically advance
our knowledge of the motion of confined glu-
ons and sea quarks in ways not achievable at
any existing or proposed facility.
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Figure 1.3: Left: The transverse-momentum distribution of an up quark with longitudinal
momentum fraction x = 0.1 in a transversely polarized proton moving in the z-direction, while
polarized in the y-direction. The color code indicates the probability of finding the up quarks.
Right: The transverse-momentum profile of the up quark Sivers function at five x values
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the high statistical precision, it will be critical to
constrain experimental systematic uncertainties
to below a few percent [19].

Figure 12 uses simulated data to clearly
demonstrate the EIC’s impact on the knowledge
of the integral of the proton’s quark and gluon
spin contributions for 10�6 < x < 10�3 versus the
contribution to the orbital angular momentum for

the range 10�3 < x < 1. A dramatic shrinkage
of the uncertainties in the parton helicities is seen
with the largest energy reach. The underlying rea-
son for this rapid shrinkage can be traced to the
very unstable behavior of g1(x,Q2) due to the lack
of data at small x shown in Fig. 10. Data obtained
in the small x region constrain this behavior.

3.2 Spatial Imaging of Quarks and Gluons

The parton structure of the proton changes
significantly across the QCD landscape sketched
in Fig. 1 of Section 2.2. We illustrate schemati-
cally in Fig. 13 how varying x from high values
(x ⇠ 1) to low values (x ⇠ 10�4) at a given res-
olution scale Q2 of a few GeV2 reveals the com-
plex many-body structure of quarks and gluons in-
side the proton. The structure revealed by dialing
down in x changes from the valence quark domi-
nated regime, to a regime where the proton’s con-
stituents are gluons and sea quark-antiquark pairs
generated through QCD radiation, and finally at
small x to an intrinsically nonlinear regime where
the gluon density is so large that the gluons radi-
ate and recombine at the same rate.

10-2 10-1 1

Valence Quark
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Radiation Dominated 
Regime

Non-Linear Dynamics
Regime

10-310-4
x

Figure 13: The development of the internal quark and
gluon structure of the proton going from high to low
x. Decreasing x corresponds to increasing the center-
of-mass energy.

High luminosities at the EIC, combined with
a large kinematic reach, open up a unique oppor-
tunity to go far beyond our present largely one
dimensional picture of the proton. It will enable
parton “femtoscopy” by correlating information
on parton contributions to the proton’s spin with
their transverse momentum and spatial distribu-
tions inside the proton. Such three dimensional

images have the potential to radically impact our
understanding of the confining dynamics of quarks
and gluons in QCD. This is because one will be
able to probe, with fine resolution Q2, parton dy-
namics as a function of impact parameter in the
proton, out to length scales where their interac-
tions are no longer weakly coupled but become
increasingly strongly coupled generating the phe-
nomena of chiral symmetry breaking and confine-
ment.

The three dimensional parton structure of
hadrons is uncovered in DIS by measurements of
exclusive final states, wherein the proton remains
intact after scattering o↵ the lepton probe. The
transverse position of the scattered quark or gluon
is obtained by performing a Fourier transform of
the di↵erential cross-section d�/dt, where t is the
squared momentum transfer between the incom-
ing proton and the scattered proton. Examples
of exclusive processes are deeply virtual Compton
scattering (DVCS) and the exclusive production
of vector mesons. These are illustrated in Fig. 14.

The nonperturbative quantities that encode
such spatial tomographic information are often
referred to as Generalized Parton Distributions
(GPDs) and are defined at a nonperturbative fac-
torization scale that separates the nonperturba-
tive information encoded from perturbative dy-
namics at short distances. Powerful renormaliza-
tion group arguments, analogous to those of the
DGLAP equations for the one dimension parton
distributions, can be employed to understand how
the three dimensional dynamics encoded in the
GPDs changes as this factorization scale is var-
ied [22,23].

GPDs provide important insight into the three
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pseudo-data and errors with the current depicted
uncertainties (gray band) demonstrate dramati-
cally the need for higher energies allowing one to
reach lower x values where uncertainties are large.
For FL at Q2 > 10 GeV2 and for charm FL the
lower energy range does not provide any substan-

tial improvement. It is also important to note
that EIC can achieve a comparable precision in
measuring FL for the proton, improving even on
the existing measurements from HERA [62] where
kinematics overlap.
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Figure 21: Inclusive (left) and charm (right) reduced cross-sections plotted as functions of Q2 and x for both EIC
pseudo-data and the EPPS16 model (gray-shaded curves) [57, 61]. The uncertainties represent statistical and
systematics added in quadrature. Also shown on the left plot is the region covered by currently available data.

Figure 22: Inclusive (left) and charm (right) reduced cross-sections as a function of x at the Q2 values of 4.4 GeV2

(solid circles) and 139 GeV2 (open circles) at three di↵erent center-of-mass energies. See text for details.
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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 e↵ects, 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
(RA

f , f = q, g) for quarks and gluons, with devi-
ations from unity being manifestations of nuclear
e↵ects. 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 sti↵ 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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pseudo-data and errors with the current depicted
uncertainties (gray band) demonstrate dramati-
cally the need for higher energies allowing one to
reach lower x values where uncertainties are large.
For FL at Q2 > 10 GeV2 and for charm FL the
lower energy range does not provide any substan-

tial improvement. It is also important to note
that EIC can achieve a comparable precision in
measuring FL for the proton, improving even on
the existing measurements from HERA [62] where
kinematics overlap.
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Figure 21: Inclusive (left) and charm (right) reduced cross-sections plotted as functions of Q2 and x for both EIC
pseudo-data and the EPPS16 model (gray-shaded curves) [57, 61]. The uncertainties represent statistical and
systematics added in quadrature. Also shown on the left plot is the region covered by currently available data.

Figure 22: Inclusive (left) and charm (right) reduced cross-sections as a function of x at the Q2 values of 4.4 GeV2

(solid circles) and 139 GeV2 (open circles) at three di↵erent center-of-mass energies. See text for details.
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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 e↵ects, 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
(RA

f , f = q, g) for quarks and gluons, with devi-
ations from unity being manifestations of nuclear
e↵ects. 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 sti↵ 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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EIC Physics Pillars 
Impact on nuclear gluon behavior in eA scattering
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Figure 24: The ratio RPb
g , from EPPS16*, of gluon distributions in a lead nucleus relative to the proton, for the

low (left) and high (right)
p
s, at Q2 = 1.69 GeV2 and Q2 = 10 GeV2 (upper and lower plots, respectively). The

grey band represents the EPPS16* theoretical uncertainty. The orange (blue hatched) band includes the EIC
simulated inclusive (charm quark) reduced cross-section data. The lower panel in each plot shows the reduction
factor in the uncertainty with respect to the baseline fit.

Impact on Heavy-Ion Physics

Measurements over the last two decades, first
at RHIC and later at the LHC, have provided
strong evidence for the formation of a strongly
coupled plasma of quarks and gluons (sQGP) in
high energy collisions of heavy nuclei. This sQGP
appears to behave like a nearly perfect liquid and
is well described by hydrodynamics at around 1
fm/c after the initial impact of the two nuclei
[64–67]. For reviews, see [68–71].

Despite the significant insight accumulated in
the past 17 years, little is understood about how

the initial non-equilibrium state, whose properties
are little known, evolves towards a system in ther-
mal equilibrium. A conjectured picture of the ini-
tial phase, based on the CGC framework, suggests
that at leading order the collision can be approxi-
mated by the collision of “shock waves” of classical
gluon fields (Glasma fields), [72–74] resulting in
the production of non-equilibrium gluonic matter.

Unfortunately, heavy-ion collisions themselves
cannot teach us much about the initial state be-
cause most of the details are wiped out during the

24

Modifications of 

nuclear 

environment:  

Ratio of gluon 

distribution in Pb 

compared to proton

RPb
g
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ePIC Detector Layout
Overview of processes and final states 

Inclusive: Unpolarized fi(x,Q2) and helicity distribution Δfi(x,Q2) 

functions through unpolarized and polarized structure function 

measurements (F2, FL, g1) 

Define kinematics (x, y, Q2) through electron (e-ID and energy+angular 

measurement critical) / hadron final state or combination of both 

depending on kinematic x-Q2 region

SDIS: Flavor tagging through hadron identification studying FF / TMD’s 

(Transverse momentum, kT, dependence) requiring azimuthal asymmetry 

measurement - Full azimuthal acceptance 

Heavy flavor (charm / bottom): Excellent secondary vertex 

reconstruction

Exclusive: Tagging of final state proton using Roman pot system studying 

GPD’s (Impact parameter, bT, dependence) using DVCS and VM production 

eA: Impact parameter determination / Neutron tagging using Zero-Degree 

Calorimeter (ZDC)

Inclusive DISe�

X

e

p

e+ p/A ! e0 +X

Semi-Inclusive DIS 
(SDIS)

e�

e

p
h

e+ p/A ! e0 + h+X

Deeply-Virtual 
Compton Scattering 
(DVCS)

e�

e

p p

�

e+ p/A ! e0 +N 0/A0 + �/m
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1: Scattered 
electron

2: 
Fragmented 
particles (e.g. 
π, K, p) of 
struck quark

3: Nuclear 
and 
nucleonic 
fragments / 
scattered 
proton

1

2
3
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ePIC Detector Layout
Overview of general requirements 

Acceptance: Close to 4π coverage with a η-coverage 

(η = -ln(tan(θ/2)) of approximately η < |3.5| combined 

calorimetry (EM CAL and hadron CAL at least in 

forward direction) and tracking coverage 

Low dead material budget in particular in rear 

direction (~10% X/X0) 

Good momentum resolution Δp/p ~ few % 

Electron ID for e/h separation varies with θ / η at 

the level of 1:104 / ~2-3%/√E for η<-2 and ~7%/√E 

for -2<η<1

Particle ID for π/K/p separation over wide momentum range 

(Forward η up to ~50GeV/c / Barrel η up to ~4GeV/c / Rear η up to ~6 

GeV/c)  

High spatial vertex resolution ~ 10-20μm for vertex reconstruction 

Low-angel taggers: 

Forward proton / A fragment spectrometer (Roman pots) 

Low Q2 tagger 

Neutrons on hadron direction 

Luminosity (Absolute and relative) and local polarization direction 

measurement 

arXiv:1212.1701
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ePIC Detector Layout
Open Call for Detector Proposals
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ATHENA: A Totally Hermetic Electron-
Nucleus Apparatus 
Concept: General purpose detector 
inspired by the YR studies based on a 
new central magnet of up to 3T 
WWW-page: https://www.athena-eic.org

CORE: COmpact detectoR for the Eic 
Concept: Nearly hermetic, general-
purpose compact detector, 2T baseline 
WWW-page: https://
userweb.jlab.org/~hyde/EIC-CORE/

ECCE: EIC Comprehensive 
Chromodynamics Experiment 
Concept: General purpose detector 
based on 1.5T BaBar magnet 
WWW-page: https://www.ecce-
eic.org

https://www.energy.gov/articles/us-department-energy-selects-brookhaven-national-laboratory-host-major-new-nuclear-physics
https://www.athena-eic.org
https://userweb.jlab.org/~hyde/EIC-CORE/
https://userweb.jlab.org/~hyde/EIC-CORE/
https://www.ecce-eic.org
https://www.ecce-eic.org
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ePIC Detector Layout
Global ePIC design overview
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THE COMPLETE DETECTOR

Barrel

Central 
Detector  
(CD)

S. Dalla Torre

Far-Backward

Far Backward 
Detectors PbW04 

EMCAL

Far Forward 
Detectors

Central 
Detectors
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ePIC Detector Layout
FarForward detector system
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B0 Silicon Tracker and Preshower

Roman Pots

Zero-Degree Calorimeter

Focusing Quadrupoles Off-Momentum Detectors

FarForward detector system to 

measure very forward neutral and 

charged particle production: 4 

detector systems 

B0 system: Measures charged 

particles in the forward direction 

and tags neutral particles 

Off-momentum detectors: Measure 

charged particles resulting from 

decays 

Roman pot detectors: Measure 

charged particles near the beam 

Zero-degree calorimeter: Measures 

neutral particles at small angles

ATHENA DETECTOR PROPOSAL 2.6. FAR FORWARD DETECTORS

2.6 Far Forward Detectors
EIC collisions include many final-states with charged or neutral particles with ” > 4:0. These particles are outside
the acceptance of the central detector and therefore require detectors integrated with the accelerator beamline.
Maximum acceptance across all beam energies and species requires multiple subsystems, whose acceptance is
dictated by the Interaction Region (IR) design. This is summarized in Tab. 2.4. A 3-D layout of the far-forward
region is shown in Fig. 2.12.

Table 2.4: Summary of the geometric acceptance for far-forward protons and neutrons in polar angle „ and
magnetic rigidity percentage provided by the baseline EIC far-forward detector design [3]. ⇤The Roman Pots
acceptance at high values of rigidity depends on the optics choice for the machine.

Detector „ accep. [mrad] Rigidity accep. Particles Technology

B0 tracker 5.5–20.0 N/A
Charged particles

Tagged photons

MAPS

AC-LGAD

O↵-Momentum Detector 0.0–5.0 45%–65% Charged particles AC-LGAD

Roman Pots 0.0–5.0 60%–95%⇤ Protons

Light nuclei
AC-LGAD

Zero-Degree Calorimeter 0.0–4.0 N/A
Neutrons

Photons

W/SciFi (ECal)

Pb/Sci (HCal)

B0 Silicon Tracker and Preshower

Roman Pots

Zero-Degree Calorimeter

Focusing Quadrupoles Off-Momentum Detectors

Figure 2.12: 3-D rendering of the far-forward region of IP6 with the proposed ATHENA detector instrumentation
from the DD4HEP geometry implementation.

2.6.1 Technology choices
The B0 spectrometer requires approximately 20 —m position resolution to provide the required pT resolution
for high-momentum hadrons near the beam line and good timing resolution to aid in background rejection,
and to correct for e↵ective vertex smearing from the crab cavity rotation. Our design consists of three silicon
MAPS disks serving as the first, second, and fourth layers of the detector, complemented by a single AC-LGAD
layer with 500 —m pixel pitch and 20 � 30 ps timing resolution. Each tracking layer is separated by 30 cm.
The silicon preshower following the tracker has two radiation lengths of lead as a photon converter, and a layer
of silicon to tag the produced lepton pair. We envision use of AC-LGAD sensors for the preshower. These
sensors enable the required spatial resolution to measure lepton pairs while providing excellent timing resolution

19
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High precision luminosity measurement at 1% level for 

absolute luminosity and 0.01% for relative luminosity 

measurement using several methods based on the 

Bremsstrahlung process:  

1. Counting photons converted in thin exit window using dipole field 

and measuring e+e- pairs 

2. Energy measurement of unconverted photons     

3. Counting of  unconverted photons 

Low Q2 taggers - PHP tagger
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ePIC Detector Layout
Tracking: 

New 1.7T solenoid 
Si MAPS Tracker 
MPGDs (µRWELL/µMegas) 

PID: 

hpDIRC 
pfRICH 
dRICH 
AC-LGAD (~30ps TOF) 

Calorimetry: 

Imaging Barrel EMCal 
PbWO4 EMCal in backward  
direction 
Finely segmented EMCal 
+HCal 
in forward direction 
Outer HCal (sPHENIX re-
use) 
Backwards HCal (tail-
catcher)
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protons electrons
η=0

5.0m3.2m

3.5m

5.34m

ePIC Detector Design
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MAPS Tracker:  

Small pixels (20 µm), low power 
consumption (<20 mW/cm2) and 
material budget (0.05% to 0.55% X/X0) 
per layer 
Based on ALICE ITS3 development 
Vertex layers optimized for beam pipe 
bake-out and ITS-3 sensor size 
Forward and backward disks 

MPGD Layers: 

Provide timing and pattern recognition 
Cylindrical µMEGAs  
Planar µRWell’s before hpDIRC - 
Impact point and direction for ring 
seeding  

  AC-LGAD TOF and AstroPix (BECAL): 

Additional space point for pattern 
recognition / redundancy  

Fast hit point / Low p PID

ePIC Tracking Detectors: Layout

MAPS Barrel + Disks
MPGD Barrels + Disks
AC-LGAD based ToF
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ePIC Detector Layout

F. Bock, Hard Probes 2023

Meets EICUG 
Yellow Report 
design 
requirements 

Backward 
momentum 
resolution 
complemented 
by 
calorimetric 
resolution

Technology:

ITS3 MAPS based Si-detectors:  

O(20 ) pitch, X/X0 ∼ 0.05 − 

0.55%/ layer  

Gaseous tracker:  

σ = 150 , X/X0 ∼ 0.5-1.0%/layer 

AstroPix outer tracker layer: 

500  pixel pitch (σ = 144 )

μm

μm

μm μm
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Simulated performance:

First “µITS3” assembly at CERN

ePIC Tracking Detectors: Performance

Cylindrical MicroMegas detector

F. Bock, Hard Probes 2023
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ePIC Detector Layout
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Backwards EMCal 
PbW04 crystals, 

SiPM photosensor

High granularity  
W/SciFi EMCal  

Longitudinally separated 
HCAL with high-η insert

Backwards 
HCal 

Steel/Sc 
Sandwich 

tail catcher

ePIC Calorimeter Detectors: Layout

Barrel BECAL 

Barrel HCAL  
(sPHENIX re-use)



Bernd Surrow

ePIC Detector Layout
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Performance on energy resolution and matching: 

Technologies fulfill YR requirements for energy resolution 

Ongoing simulation studies related to overlaps between different η 

regions for calorimetry and reconstruction algorithms 

Ongoing work on Monte-Carlo validation: 

Validation for high Z absorbers

ePIC Calorimeter Detectors: Performance
N. Schmidt

F. Bock, Hard Probes 2023
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ePIC PID Detectors: Layout

Proximity Focused 
(pfRICH) 

Long proximity gap (~40 cm) 
Sensor: LAPPDs 
up to 9 GeV/c 3б π/K sep. 

High-Performance DIRC 

Quartz bar radiator (BaBAR bars)  
light detection with MCP-PMTs 
Fully focused 
π/K 3б separation at 6 GeV/c

Dual-Radiator RICH (dRICH)

C2F6 Gas Volume and Aerogel 

Sensors tiled on spheres (SiPMs) 
π/K 3σ sep. at 50 GeV/c

AC-LGAD 
TOF (~30ps)

Accurate space point for 
tracking / Low p PID 
Forward disk and central 
barrel
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ePIC Detector Layout
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Particle IDentification needs: 

Electrons from photons ➜  4π coverage in tracking 

Electrons from charged hadrons ➜ mostly provided by 

calorimetry and tracking 

Charged pions, kaons, and protons from each other on track 

level ➜ Cherenkov detectors, complemented by ToF 

Critical: Need more than one technology to cover the entire momentum ranges at different 

rapidities! 

HRPPD

ePIC PID Detectors: Performance
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ePIC Detector Layout

No External trigger 

All collision data digitized, 

but zero suppressed at FEB 

Low / zero dead-time 

Event selection can be based 

on full data from all 

detectors (in real-time, or 

later) 

Collision data flow is 

independent and 

unidirectional ➜ no global 

latency requirements 

Avoiding hardware triggers 

avoids complex custom 

hardware and firmware 

Data volume is reduced as 

much as possible at each 

stage
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ePIC Streaming DAQ system
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World Map - Institutions

Spinning Glue: QCD and Spin
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ePIC Collaboration

Interactive Tableau link

https://public.tableau.com/views/EICDetector1InstitutionalAnalysis-PartA/WorldMapDashboard?:language=en-US&:display_count=n&:origin=viz_share_link
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Number of Institutions
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ePIC Collaboration

Interactive Tableau link

https://public.tableau.com/views/EICDetector1InstitutionalAnalysis-PartB/NumberofInstitutionsDashboard?:language=en-US&:display_count=n&:origin=viz_share_link
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Over two decades, the nuclear physics community has developed the scientific and technical case for the 

Electron-Ion Collider, to push the frontiers of human understanding of the fundamental structure and 

dynamics of matter ➜ Emergent phenomena in QCD! 

Enormously profit from a diverse set of experiences among experimentalists and theorists at numerous 

institutions worldwide ➜ Critical for a broad EIC scientific program 

Successful merging of several proposal efforts, forming a new collaboration in 2022/2023:                   

ePIC collaboration  

A very exciting time is ahead of us to explore the structure and dynamics of matter at a new ep/eA 

collider facility following years of preparation - Join us!
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Summary and Next Steps
Schedule: EIC Project Detector at IP 6 / ePIC 
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