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A bstract

The results of LO Fixed point QCD FP-QCD) analysisofthe CCFR data for
the nuclkon structure function xFs x;Q?) are presented. T he predictions of FP —
QCD,n which S(Q2) tends to a nonzero coupling constant o as 021! 1
are in good agreem ent w ith the data. T he description of the data is even better
than that n the case of LO QCD .The FPQCD parameter ( is determ ined
w ith a good accuracy: o= 0:198 0:009 .Having In m Ind the recent QCD  ts
to the sam e data we conclude that unlke the high precision and large (x;Q?)
kinem atic range of the CCFR data they cannot discrin nate between QCD and
FP-QCD predictions for xF; (x;Q7?) .
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1. Introduction.

T he progress of perturbative Q uantum Chrom odynam ics QCD ) in the description
of the high energy physics of strong interactions is considerable. The Q CD predictions
are in good quantitative agreem ent w ith a great num ber of data on lepton-hadron and
hadron-hadron processes in a Jarge kinem atic region (eg. see review s [I] and references
therein) . D espite of this sucoess 0ofQ CD , we consider that it is usefiil and reasonable to
put the question: D o the present data fully exclide the socalled xed point EP) theory
m odels E] ?

W e ram ind that these m odels are not asym ptotically free. The e ective coupling
constant  ,(Q?) approaches for Q2 ! 1 a constant value o6 0 (the so-called
xed point at which the Callan-Sym anzik -—function ( ()= 0 ). Using the assum p—
tion that o is am allone can m ake predictions for the physical quantities in the high
energy region, aswellas in QCD , and confront them to the experim ental data. Such
a test of FP theory m odels has been m ade {3, 4] by using the data of deep inelastic
lepton-nuclkon experin ents started by the SLAC-M IT group [3]at the end ofthe sixties
and perform ed in seventies {§]. It was shown that

i) the predictions of the FP theory m odels w th scalar and non— cobred (Akelian)
vector gluons do not agree w ith the data

i) the data cannot distinguish between di erent fom s of scaling violation predicted
by QCD and the socalled Fixed point QCD FP-QCD), a theory with colored vector
gluons, in which the e ective coupling constant 5 (©Q?) doesnot vanish when Q 2 tends
to In niy.

W e think there are two reasons to discuss again the predictions of FPQCD . First
of all, there is evidence from the non-perturbative lattice calculations [7.] that the -
function in QCD vanishes at a nonzero coupling o that isanall. W e ram ind that
the structure ofthe -function can be studied only by non-perturoative m ethods.) Sec-
ondly, in the Jast years the accuracy and the kinem atic region ofdeep inelastic scattering
data becam e large enough, which m akes us hope that discrim ination between QCD and
FPOQCD oould be perform ed.

In thispaper, we present a leading order F ixed pointQ CD analysisofthe CCFR data
B]. They are m ost precise data for the structure function xFs3 &;Q 2) . This structure

finction is pure non-singlt and the resuls of analysis are lndependent of the assum p—



tion on the shape of gluons. To analyze the data the m ethod 9] of reconstruction of
the structure functions from theirM ellin m om ents isused. Thism ethod isbased on the
Jacobi—polynom ial expansion fLQ] of the structure functions. In {11}] this m ethod has
been already applied to the QCD analysis ofthe CCFR data.

2.M ethod and Resuls of A nalysis.

Let us start w ith the basic form ulas needed for our analysis.

The M ellin m om ents of the structure finction xF; x;Q?) are de ned as:
Z
M%) = dxx" ’xF;x;Q07%) ; 1)
0
where n= 2;3;4;::.

In FP-QCD the Q? evolution of the non-singlet m om ents at Jarge Q2 is given by
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where the anom alous din ensions ) ° are determ ined by its xed point value
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the Q2 behaviour ofthem om ents is di erent. Tn contrast to Q CD , the B prken scaling
or the m om ents of the structure fiinctions is broken by powersin Q2 .

, etc. Isexactly the sameasin QCD .However,

In the LO approxin ation of FP-QCD we have for them om ents of xFj (x;Q?):
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and ( isa free param eter, to be detem Ined from experin ent.

Having in hand them om ents §) and Hllow ing the m ethod [, 10], we can w rite the
structure function xFs; in the fom :
N 2 e e ; X ) N S 2
XFym"* x;0%)=x 1 x) T® oo (M55, QF g (7)
n=0 j=0



where (x) isa st of Jaccbipolynom ials and c:‘]1 ( ; ) are coe cients ofthe series

n

of " X) In powersin x:

= Y ®)

Nopoaxs and have to be chosen so as to achieve the fastest convergence of
the series in the R H S. of Eq.(}) and to reconstruct xF3; with the accuracy required.
Follow ing the results of flweuse = 0:12; = 20 and N, . = 12 . These numbers
guarantee accuracy better than 10 ° .

F inally we have to param etrize the structure function xF; at some xed value of
Q%= Q2 .Following 1], where analysis of the sam e data is done in the fram ework of
QCD,we choose xF; (x;0%) i the sinplest om :

xXF3(x;00)=Ax" (1 x)° : €)

The parametersA, B and C In Eq. (:9) and the FPQCD parameter , are free
param eters which are detemm Ined by the t to the data.

To avold the In uence ofhigher{tw ist e ectsand the target m ass corrections, we have
used only the experin entalpoints in theplane (x;Q0?%) with 10< Q2 501 GeV=c)? .
T his cut corresponds to the follow ing x range: 0015 x 0:65.

The results of the t are presented In Tablk 1. In all tsonly statistical errors are
taken Into acocount. It is seen from the Tablk that the valuesof , and 3., arenot
sensitive to the particular choice of Q3 . This is an indication of the stability and the
selfconsistence of the m ethod used.

The values of 3., presented in Tabk 1 are slightly sm aller than those cbtained
in the LO QCD analysis [11] ofthe CCFR data and indicate a good description of the
data. The values of the param eters A, B and C are in agream ent w ith the results of
1.



oF; Ze 0 A B C GLS
G ev=c)? sum rule
3 822/61| 198 009| 650 18| .768 013 | 344 04 | 2539 111
10 82.9/61 | 198 009|593 15| 722 012 | 356 034 | 2564 106
20 835/61 | 198 009| 5.62 15| 69 012 | 364 032 | 2580 111
50 845/61 | 198 009|524 14| 663 012|373 031|2.605 115
100 853/61 | 198 009|496 13| 638 012 | 380 .029| 2.626 117

Table 1. Theresultsofthe LO FPQCD ttotheCCFR xF3 data forf = 4.

;. isthe ?-param eter nom alized to the degree of freedom dif:.

P revious estin ations 4] of the FP-QCD parameter , based on the analysis of
SLAC desp Inelastic electron-proton data provide a large region for possbl values of

0 -

0dl< < 04: 10)
N ow o Is detemm ined from the CCFR data with a good accuracy in the above
interval:
o= 0198 0:009: 11)
The value of the GrossLlwellyn Smih GLS) sum rulk has been calculated at
di erent valuesof Q; asthe rstmoment of xFs (x;Q3%)
Z 3
dx
GLS Q)= —AQIx"9Va x)© O 12)
0 X
w ith an accuracy about 4% . These values (see Tabl 1) are in good agreem ent w ith LO
QCD resultsof {11].

3. Summ ary.

The CCFR deep inelastic nuckon scattering data have been analyzed in the fram e-
work oftheF ixed pointQ CD . kwasdean onstrated that the data forthe nuckon structure
finction xF; (x;Q2) are in good agreem ent w ith the LO predictions ofthis theory m odel
using the assum ption that the xed pointcoupling , isam all. In contrast to the resuls
ofthe tsto the previous generations of desp Inelastic lepton-nucleon experin ents, the
value of this constant was detem ined w ith a good accuracy: o= 0198 0009 .This
valie of  is consistent with the assum ption that ( issnall

In conclusion, we nd that the CCFR data, the m ost precise data on desp inelastic
scattering at present, do not elim inate the FPQCD and therefore other tests have to



bem ade In order to distinguish between QCD and FPQCD .
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