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A bstract

TheresultsofLO Fixed pointQ CD (FP-Q CD)analysisoftheCCFR data for

thenucleon structurefunction xF3(x;Q
2) arepresented.ThepredictionsofFP-

Q CD,in which �s(Q
2) tendsto a nonzero coupling constant �0 as Q

2
! 1 ,

are in good agreem entwith the data. The description ofthe data iseven better

than that in the case ofLO Q CD.The FP-Q CD param eter �0 is determ ined

with a good accuracy: �0 = 0:198� 0:009 .Having in m ind therecentQ CD �ts

to the sam e data we conclude that unlike the high precision and large (x;Q 2)

kinem atic range ofthe CCFR data they cannot discrim inate between Q CD and

FP-Q CD predictionsfor xF3(x;Q
2).
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1. Introduction.

The progressofperturbative Quantum Chrom odynam ics(QCD)in the description

ofthehigh energy physicsofstrong interactionsisconsiderable.The QCD predictions

arein good quantitative agreem entwith a greatnum berofdata on lepton-hadron and

hadron-hadron processesin a largekinem aticregion (e.g.seereviews[1]and references

therein).DespiteofthissuccessofQCD,weconsiderthatitisusefuland reasonableto

putthequestion:Dothepresentdatafully excludetheso-called �xed point(FP)theory

m odels[2]?

W e rem ind that these m odels are not asym ptotically free. The e�ective coupling

constant �s(Q
2) approaches for Q 2

! 1 a constant value �0 6= 0 (the so-called

�xed pointatwhich theCallan-Sym anzik �-function �(�0)= 0 ).Using theassum p-

tion that �0 issm allone can m ake predictionsforthe physicalquantitiesin thehigh

energy region,aswellasin QCD,and confrontthem to the experim entaldata. Such

a test ofFP theory m odels has been m ade [3,4]by using the data ofdeep inelastic

lepton-nucleon experim entsstarted by theSLAC-M IT group [5]attheend ofthesixties

and perform ed in seventies[6].Itwasshown that

i)the predictionsofthe FP theory m odelswith scalarand non-colored (Abelian)

vectorgluonsdo notagreewith thedata

ii)thedata cannotdistinguish between di�erentform sofscaling violation predicted

by QCD and the so-called Fixed pointQCD (FP-QCD),a theory with colored vector

gluons,in which thee�ectivecoupling constant �s(Q
2) doesnotvanish when Q 2 tends

to in�nity.

W e think there are two reasonsto discuss again the predictionsofFP-QCD.First

ofall,there is evidence from the non-perturbative lattice calculations [7]that the �-

function in QCD vanishes ata nonzero coupling �0 thatissm all. (W e rem ind that

thestructureofthe�-function can bestudied only by non-perturbativem ethods.) Sec-

ondly,in thelastyearstheaccuracy and thekinem aticregion ofdeep inelasticscattering

data becam elargeenough,which m akesushopethatdiscrim ination between QCD and

FP-QCD could beperform ed.

In thispaper,wepresentaleadingorderFixedpointQCD analysisoftheCCFR data

[8].They arem ostprecise data forthe structure function xF3(x;Q
2).Thisstructure

function ispure non-singletand the resultsofanalysisareindependentofthe assum p-
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tion on the shape ofgluons. To analyze the data the m ethod [9]ofreconstruction of

thestructurefunctionsfrom theirM ellin m om entsisused.Thism ethod isbased on the

Jacobi-polynom ialexpansion [10]ofthe structure functions. In [11]thism ethod has

been already applied to theQCD analysisoftheCCFR data.

2. M ethod and R esults ofA nalysis.

Letusstartwith thebasicform ulasneeded forouranalysis.

TheM ellin m om entsofthestructurefunction xF3(x;Q
2) arede�ned as:

M
N S
n (Q 2)=

Z
1

0

dxx
n� 2

xF3(x;Q
2); (1)

where n = 2;3;4;:::.

In FP-QCD the Q 2 evolution ofthenon-singletm om entsatlarge Q 2 isgiven by

M
N S
n (Q 2)= M

N S
n (Q 2

0
)

"

Q 2
0

Q 2

# 1

2

N S

n
(�0)

; (2)

wheretheanom alousdim ensions 
N S
n aredeterm ined by its�xed pointvalue



N S
n (�0)=

�0

4�


(0)N S
n + (

�0

4�
)2
(1)N S

n + :::; (3)

and



(0)N S
n =

8

3
[1�

2

n(n + 1)
+ 4

nX

j= 2

1

j
]: (4)

Then dependenceof 
(0)N S
n ; 
(1)N S

n ,etc.isexactly thesam easin QCD.However,

the Q 2 behaviourofthem om entsisdi�erent.In contrastto QCD,theBjorken scaling

forthem om entsofthestructurefunctionsisbroken by powersin Q 2 .

In theLO approxim ation ofFP-QCD wehaveforthem om entsof xF3(x;Q
2):

M
N S
n (Q 2)= M

N S
n (Q 2

0
)

"

Q 2
0

Q 2

#1

2
dN S

n

; (5)

where

d
N S
n =

�0

4�


(0)N S
n (6)

and �0 isa freeparam eter,to bedeterm ined from experim ent.

Having in hand them om ents(5)and following them ethod [9,10],wecan writethe

structurefunction xF3 in theform :

xF
N m ax

3
(x;Q 2)= x

�(1� x)�
N m axX

n= 0

� �;�
n (x)

nX

j= 0

c
(n)

j (�;�)M N S
j+ 2

�

Q
2
�

; (7)
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where � ��
n (x) isa setofJacobipolynom ialsand cnj(�;�) arecoe�cientsoftheseries

of � �;�
n (x) in powersin x:

� �;�
n (x)=

nX

j= 0

c
(n)

j (�;�)xj: (8)

N m ax; � and � have to be chosen so as to achieve the fastest convergence of

the seriesin the R.H.S.ofEq.(7)and to reconstruct xF3 with the accuracy required.

Followingtheresultsof[9]weuse � = 0:12;� = 2:0 and N m ax = 12.Thesenum bers

guaranteeaccuracy betterthan 10� 3 .

Finally we have to param etrize the structure function xF3 atsom e �xed value of

Q 2 = Q 2
0 .Following [11],where analysisofthesam e data isdone in thefram ework of

QCD,wechoose xF3(x;Q
2) in thesim plestform :

xF3(x;Q
2

0
)= Ax

B (1� x)C : (9)

The param etersA,B and C in Eq. (9)and the FP-QCD param eter �0 are free

param eterswhich aredeterm ined by the�tto thedata.

Toavoid thein
uenceofhigher{twiste�ectsandthetargetm asscorrections,wehave

used only theexperim entalpointsin theplane (x;Q 2) with 10< Q 2
� 501(GeV=c)2 .

Thiscutcorrespondsto thefollowing x range:0:015� x � 0:65 .

The resultsofthe �tare presented in Table 1. In all�tsonly statisticalerrorsare

taken into account.Itisseen from theTablethatthevaluesof �0 and �2d:f: arenot

sensitive to theparticularchoice of Q 2
0 .Thisisan indication ofthestability and the

self-consistence ofthem ethod used.

The values of �2d:f: presented in Table 1 are slightly sm aller than those obtained

in theLO QCD analysis[11]oftheCCFR data and indicatea good description ofthe

data. The values ofthe param eters A,B and C are in agreem ent with the results of

[11].
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Q 2
0

�2d:f: �0 A B C GLS

(GeV=c)2 sum rule

3 82.2/61 .198�.009 6.50�.18 .768�.013 3.44�.04 2.539�.111

10 82.9/61 .198�.009 5.93�.15 .722�.012 3.56�.034 2.564�.106

20 83.5/61 .198�.009 5.62�.15 .696�.012 3.64�.032 2.580�.111

50 84.5/61 .198�.009 5.24�.14 .663�.012 3.73�.031 2.605�.115

100 85.3/61 .198�.009 4.96�.13 .638�.012 3.80�.029 2.626�.117

Table 1. TheresultsoftheLO FP-QCD �tto theCCFR xF3 data forf = 4.

�2d:f:isthe�
2-param eternorm alized to thedegreeoffreedom d:f:.

Previous estim ations [4]ofthe FP-QCD param eter �0 based on the analysis of

SLAC deep inelastic electron-proton data provide a large region forpossible valuesof

�0 :

0:1< �0 < 0:4 : (10)

Now �0 is determ ined from the CCFR data with a good accuracy in the above

interval:

�0 = 0:198� 0:009 : (11)

The value of the Gross-Llewellyn Sm ith (GLS) sum rule has been calculated at

di�erentvaluesof Q 2
0
asthe�rstm om entof xF3(x;Q

2
0
)

GLS(Q 2

0
)=

Z
1

0

dx

x
A(Q 2

0
)xB (Q

2

0
)(1� x)C (Q

2

0
) (12)

with an accuracy about4% .Thesevalues(seeTable1)arein good agreem entwith LO

QCD resultsof[11].

3. Sum m ary.

TheCCFR deep inelasticnucleon scattering data havebeen analyzed in thefram e-

workoftheFixedpointQCD.Itwasdem onstrated thatthedataforthenucleonstructure

function xF3(x;Q
2) arein goodagreem entwith theLO predictionsofthistheorym odel

usingtheassum ption thatthe�xedpointcoupling �0 issm all.In contrasttotheresults

ofthe�tsto thepreviousgenerationsofdeep inelasticlepton-nucleon experim ents,the

valueofthisconstantwasdeterm ined with a good accuracy: �0 = 0:198� 0:009.This

valueof �0 isconsistentwith theassum ption that �0 issm all.

In conclusion,we�nd thattheCCFR data,them ostprecise data on deep inelastic

scattering atpresent,do notelim inate the FP-QCD and therefore othertestshave to
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bem adein orderto distinguish between QCD and FP-QCD.
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