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T he polarized structure fiinction g; (x;Q ?) of the nuckon hasbeen recently m easured
w ith good accuracy orproton [I] and deuteron ] targets over a reasonably w ide range of
values of x. This opens up the possibility of a precise determ ination ofthe rstm om ents
of g1, which are of direct physical interest, being related to the nucleon m atrix elem ents
of axial currents. An extraction of the mom ents of g; from the data, however, requires
theoretical input, not only because the data cover a lim ited range in x but, m ore In por-
tantly, because data are obtained at di erent values ofQ 2 for each x bin, and have thus
to be evolved to a comm on valie of Q2 using the A tarelli-P arisi equations before the
m om ents can be evaluated (for recent review s on the phenom enology of polarized struc—
ture functions see ref. 3]). W e have recently shown [4] that these perturbative evolution
e ects can actually be quite lJarge and substantially a ect the extraction of the m om ents
from g; . Furthem ore, e ects which are form ally next-to—Jeading order (NLO ) m ay lead to
signi cant evolution because of the large contribbution of the polarized gluons to g; driven
by the axialanom aly.

T he recent com putation ofthe fiillm atrix oftw o-loop anom alousdim ensions [H]m akes
a consistent NLO analysis of gy now possble. It is the purpose of this paper to perfom
such an analysis, and use it to provide a precise detem ination of the st m oment of
gp . A fter review Ing the NLO fom alism , discussing schem e dependence, and the e ect of
NLO oorrections on the LO amn allx behaviour of parton distributions, we will use it to
extract polarized parton distributions from the data. W e will nd that the data allow
a detem ination of both the quark and glion distrlbutions w ithout the need for extra
theoretical assum ptions, and in particular strongly constrain their overall nom alizations
and sm allx behaviours: we w ill thus be abl to infer the existence of polarized glions in
the nucleon from an analysis of the scale dependence of g; . W e w ill then use these parton
distributions to detemm ine the rst m om ent of the structure function g; and the nuclon
m atrix elem ent of the singlet axial current, or singlet axial charge, whose unexpected
an allness has attracted a good deal of interest. W e will nally provide an evaluation of
the various sources of statistical and system atic error related to these determm nations.

T he structure function g; is related to the polarized quark and gluon distributions by
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where he?i= no =1/ denotes the usual convolution w ith respect to x, the nonsinglet

and singlet quark distrdbutions are de ned as
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where g; and g; are the polarized quark and antiquark distrbutions of avor i, and

g is the polarized gluon distrbution (see ref. [] for further details of notations and
conventions.). T he polarized parton distributions evolve according to the A lfarelli-P arisi
equations 4]

d )
. Ivs = ; qus dns
s s 3)
g _ s (© PCéq 2nf§qg ;
at g 2 PSP g



wheret h@Q?= ?). The coe cient finctions C and splitting fiinctions P m ay each be
expanded in powersof g :atNLO

Cix; o)=CPx+ z—sc D =)+ 0 (2 (4)
P& o)=P P&+ 2—SP D)+ 0 (2 5)
In accordance w ith the partonic picture CN(OS) x) = CS(O) x) = 1 x),whie Cg(O) x) =

It will also prove convenient to introduce anom alous din ensions N; )

Oldx N 1P (x; ), ie. the M ellin transform s of the splitting fiinctions, as well as anal-
ogously de ned m om ent-space coe cient functions C N ; ) and parton distrdbutions
ans M ;Q%), ;0 ?)and g®;Q ?).

W hereas the NLO coe cient functions C ) have been known for spme tine f7] the
two loop splitting finctions P ) have been only recently detemm ined §]* only their rst
m om ents being known previously [f]. The NLO coe cient functions m ay be m odi ed
by a change of factorization schem e which is partially com pensated by a corresponding
change In the NLO anom alous din ensions, hence both are required in order to specify a
NLO com putation com pletely. P revious analyses which included NLO e ects only in the
coe cient fiinctions (such as [{}) were thus necessarily incom plete and treated only the

rst m om ents consistently at NLO . It is now possble to test explicitly whether, as was
claim ed in ref. 4], the NLO gluon contrbution to the rstm oment ofg; is the dom inant
NLO e ect, and firthem ore whether it has a sizable e ect on the Q ? dependence ofq; .

TheNLO anom alousdim ensionsand coe cient functions ofref. [B]are given in theM S
schem e. Since chiral symm etry is resgpected, m atrix elem ents of nonsinglet axial currents
are conserved, nonsihglet axialcharges do not evolre, and thus qys (1;Q?) is independent
ofQ?. I all such schem es at NLO

Cys@; )=Cs(; 9)=1 —+0(2) 6)

(afthough at higher orders Cys (1; s) & Cs (1; s)). M atrix elem ents of the axial singlet
current are instead not conserved because of the axial anom aly, so that the singlet axial

charge depends on scale. In the M S schem e the rstmoment ofC g(l) vanishes, the gluon
decouples from the rstm om ent ofg; and the scale dependent singlet axial charge is thus
equalto  (1;Q 2).

Factorization schem es where this happens are som ew hat pathological, in that they
Include soft contridbutions to the cross section in the coe cient finction rather than ab-—
sorbing them com pletely into the parton distrbutions B-10]. W e w ill instead perform our
calculations in schem es w here all soft contridbutions are properly factorized into the parton
distrbutions. The rstm om ent of the gluon coe cient function at NLO isthen [I1]

Cyl; )= 4—S+O(§>: (7)

1 W ith our conventions the expressions of © and *) ofref. 5_5] must be divided by 4 and
8 respectively and 4y should be further divided by 2n¢ .

2



W ith this choice, the rstmoment ofg; isgiven at NLO by
Z
2.
1 Q%) G &;Q%)dx= 2 @ =) qus G0+ 10 Y next g0 %) ;
0
®)
and the rst moment of the scale dependent eigenvector of the singlet A ftarelli-P arisi
equations () is

a Q%)= @€;0 % nfz—s g;0Q ?): 9)

The corresponding eigenvalie of the anom alous dim ension m atrix coincides with the
anom alous din ension of the singlet axial current, so ap is identi ed w ith the singlet axial
charge

p;sTs Pisi= M s a Q%); (10)

wherep,M and s are them om entum , m ass and soin ofthe nucleon. T he other eigenvector
of perturbative evolution is the st m om ent of the polarized singlet quark distribution,

(1;0 2), which is then Independent ofQ?, and m ay be identi ed with the conserved
singlet quark helicity f11-13].

In fact the eigenvectors rem ain the sam e to all orders In perturbation theory, because
ofthe AdlerBardeen theorem [14], which states that the NLO m ixing of the divergence of
the singlet axial current w ith a gluonic operator (the anom aly), which is regponsble for
its scale dependence, does not receive higher order corrections. Thus if we require that

(1;Q 2?) is scale Independent then the axialcharge is given by eq. () to allorders. This
m eans that the st m om ents of the singlet quark and gluon coe cient finctions are not
actually independent: to all orders in perturbation theory (§) becom es sin ply

he?i

1 Q%)= == Cys @i o) ans L;0%) + CsA; )a@?) ; (11)

and thus

Cql; o) = 4—505(1; s): (12)

G wven anom alous din ensions and coe cient fiinctions in a particular factorization
schem e any other factorization schem e can be constructed f15] by introducing a schem e

change speci ed by a fiunction zysN; ) = 1+ —SzélS)(N)+ O ( %) and a matrix

2
zsN; )= 1 + Z—st(l)(N)+ O ( i). The NLO anom alous din ensions and coe cient

finctions then change according to

Ay Ny 2zl w);

Jayr Peay+ e ey e 2z w; (13)
Caa M) ! Cc i) 2zl );
cg’ )t cgw) ) m); (14)
cl) !t cl M)z m);

where o= 11 %nf is the one loop coe cient ofthe QCD beta function.
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For sin plicity we w illonly discuss schem e changeswhere zy s = zgq, ie. such that the
relative nom alization of the singlet and nonsinglet quark distributions isuna ected. The
conservation of the nonsinglet axial current then xes the st moment zN(ls) = ZC%) =0
w henever the original schem e respects chiral symm etry. W e then w ish to consider soecif-
ically factorization schem es in which the rst m om ents of the coe cjeqt functions satisfy
eq. {1): starting from the M S scheme, eq. (14) then xes z.y (1) = 1% Tn order to com —
pletely soecify the rstm om ent of z we use the A dlerB ardeen condition that the tw o—-oop
elgenvector of perturbative evolution as given by ) be identi ed to all perturbative orders
w ith the m atrix elem ent of the axial current. K now ledge ofthe NNLO anom alous din en—
sion of the axial current {17]then =xesthe st mom ents of the rem aining two entries of
them atrix z.

W e will consider several schem es which di er in the way the rem aining m om ents of
the coe cient fiinctions and anom alous din ensions are constructed. In the rst scheme,
we sin ply take z (x), the inverse M ellin transform of z N ), to be independent of x. This
schem e is thus the m inin alm odi cation of the M S schem e such that the rst m om ents
of parton distributions satisfy the anom aly constraint eq. (9); in particular, the large and
an all x behaviour ofthe coe cient finctions and anom alous din ensions are then the sam e
asin MS. W e will refer to this as the A dlerB ardeen AB) schenme. The matrix which
transform s from M S to the AB schem e is

0 21’lf Te

1
zZ M=y o o (15)

where, or SU (3) color, Cy = %, Ca=3and T = % . N otice that the two lower entries in
theM S NLO anom alous din ension m atrix B1 tum out to be already consistent w ith the
Adler{B ardeen condition above, and NNLO anom alous din ensions [17]; the corresponding
entries of the schem e change m atrix eq. {13) therefore vanish.

T ransfom ations such as {15) which take us from M S to a schem e where the glion
contributes to the st m om ent of g; correspond to rem oving soft contributions from the
coe cient functions [B0]. R ather than doing this by hand, as in the AB schem e above,
the subtraction m ay be perfom ed by com puting the coe cient fiinctions in the presence
of an explicit infrared requlator, which autom atically enforces eq. ) [LQ]. T he entries Zgq
and z,y ofthe z m atrix are then xed using eq. (@%4) and the M S coe cient finctions [F]

h i
_ 3 1 9N +6N* 3N 2
Cq WN)5==Cr S1WN) 5 gurptS10) SN ) NN F L) ;

(16)

Cd W) —= TF#J}D S1N)+ 52

P
where S; (N ) = §=1 k—lj . The two lower entries of the transform ation m atrix can then be

taken to be zero as in the AB schem e.

2 A scheme change of this kind was constructed in ref. E_L-g]; the form of the m atrix z given
there appears however to be incorrect. A Iso, note that the partial result for the NLO splitting
functions given there is incorrect, as explained in ref. E].
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O ne possibility is to renom alize while keeping the incom ing particle o —shell © S
schem e, henceforth); the coe cient functions are then given by

4 3
os = Cr 3S;N) 45, (N) 2NzNzN(N—+51N)24 ;
L, @7)
N), = 2TF%=

An alemative option is to endow the quarks wih a nite mass A tarelliRoss, or AR
schem e); the quark [§F and gluon [11,/10] coe cient finctions are then

h i
s @ 7 1 5N+ 7N+ 5N % 3N 2
Cq N),.=Cr s+ gmrp S:0) S1N) 35,0N) INT N + 1)2 ;
s @ _ N +1+4N N 1)S; ) |
Cg W)= Tr N2N+1) :
(18)

N otice that in allthree of these schem es the st m om ents of the coe cient fiunctions are
given by egs. () and (1), and thus the NLO relation between the rstmoment ofg; and
the singlet axial charge a; in plicit n egs. @) and (9) is autom atically satis ed.

Them ain e ect oftheNLO corrections to perturbative evolution isthe coupling ofthe
gluon to g;, and in particular its contribution to the rstmoment ; eq. (8), which does
not decouple as Q2 ! 1 fil]. However, NLO corrections m ay also substantially a ect
the an allx behaviour of parton distrdbutions and coe cient functions. Indeed, unlike the
unpolarized case, the N LO contributions to the polarized splitting finctions and coe cient
finctions disgplay a stronger singularity asx ! 0 than their LO counterparts; accordingly
their M ellin transfom s display a stronger singularity as N ! 0. M ore speci cally the
singularities in the NLO M S anom alous din ensions '@] and coe cient functions take the
form

Oy L 2c,c, 32 40 = 19
N S (I\] )_ F A F F F 4 ( )
(1)(N ) = i 4CF Trn¢e + ZCACF 3CF2 2CATF CrTr +0 i .
s N 3 4C, Cp + 2C2 8CZ 4Cp Tpng N2z
1 1 1 1
1) _ 1) _ . (1) _ T _ .
Cas=Cq =Crygz+0 i Cg' = Tr5+0 (20)

whereas the LO anom alous din ensions have a sin ple pole n N (details of which m ay be
found in ref. B))°

3 Because the quark m ass breaks chiral sym m etry, it is now necessary to perform an extra
subtraction in order to ensure that the nonsinglet axial currents are conserved.

4 The presence of double logarithm s in the NLO polarized splitting functions and coe cient
functions strongly suggests that the system atic cancellation of collinear singularities which char-
acterizes the sm allx behaviour of unpolarized splitting functions does not occur in the polarized
case. In the nonsinglet channela sum m ation ofthese double logarithm ic singularities to all orders

In s hasbeen attem pted in ref. [_l-g].



The NLO corrections could therefore have a signi cant im pact in the sn allx region,
and In particular require a sum m ation of logarithm ic e ects in i, which could be done In
analogy to the unpolarized case 2Q] if the coe cient of the m ost singular contrdbutions to
the polarized solitting fuinctionsasx ! Owereknown to allordersin 4. In order to assess
at which values of x and Q2 these e ects m ight begin to be relevant (and in particular
w hether they already am ount to a sizable correction in the presently m easured region) o
m ay be determm ined by solving the NLO evolution equationsw ith the approxin ate an alk-N

fom eq. 9) of the anom alous din ensions:

2 2 s(Q%) NSO h NS 2 2 +
dus N ;Q7%) = qNS(N;Qo) 2 l+—3 s(Qo) s@%)
2 2 s QF) — b 2 2 .
v W;0%)=v (N;Qjp) m 1+F sQ3p) s@%)
wherev and are the eilgenvectors and eigenvalues of the LO singlet anom alous din en—

sion matrix © (see ref. B]), sQ?2) is computed at NLO, Q is the starting scale, and
the coe cients are explicitly given by

.4

NS = 3o =32 0 ) ne oo 1 3 @2)

The NLO oorrections do not m ix the LO amn all x eigenvectors, because m ixing temm s are
) N% . The eigenvectors of perturbative evolution at NLO are thus the same as at LO :
at snallx and large 02 g and have opposite sign B],iand in particular (for any
plausible parton distributions) < 0and g> 0. It is nteresting to ocbserve that this
result is schem e independent, because the leading N% singularities in the NLO corrections
only receive contribbutions from the diagonalproections ofthe NLO anom alous din ension
m atrix onto the LO eigenvectors, w hich are them selves schem e independent.

The leading NLO an alkx behaviour can now be found by inverse M ellin transform of

eq. 1) in the saddle point approxin ation:

h i
- 3

dns ®;Q%) =Nys T2&" " 1+ ysg — Q3 sQ%)

h s i (23)
v &;0%)=N ¢ 1+ — 7 Q1 Q% ;
L p— p— ©2) .
where N are nomn alization constants, , =, e, n—==%, xq is
X s @Q*°)

a reference value of x such that the approxin ate sn alkx form ofthe anom alous din ensiong
is applicable orx < xo and Q2 ” Q3,and 24 = 2C—OF while  are asgiven in ref. B12

> Eqg. G_2-§) only gives the NLO generalization ofthe asym ptotic LO behaviour %22 when

the boundary conditions are soft, as discussed in ref. El]. If the boundary condition is hard, for
exampl e ,then or ~ = the LO behaviour reproduces the boundary condition :I4], and
the NLO correction to tisgivenby 1+ : > s@Q3) s@Q?) ,where ;= ys; In inthe

nonsinglet and singlet cases respectively. In this case the NLO correction is thus x-independent.



The term s in square brackets in eq. £3) give the NLO correction to the LO asym ptotic
an allx behaviour {4,21]. Because allooe cients eq. (22) arepositive theNLO corrections
lead to a fiirther increase proportionalto 32 of the parton distrdutions at smallx. The
coe cient of this increase is however rather am all, for instance with n ¢ = 4 one gets
NS= SS =3 %,sothattheoon:ectjon is am all In the presently accessible an all x
region. These conclusions however only apply to the region where the no summ ation of
logs of% is necessary so that the NLO in 4 may be treated as a subleading correction,
and ocould be substantially altered at an aller values of x.

The leading an all x behaviour of g; can be found at NLO using the small x NLO
solution eq. 1) and coe cient functionseq. (20] in theM ellin transform of the expression
ofg eq. {ll). Because theNLO coe cient finctions (20) only havea &> singularity atNLO
they actually do not contribute to the leading an alkx behaviour ofg; , which is thus found
by sin ply taking the appropriate linear com bination of the an allx parton distributions
eq. £23). The NLO ocorrection to the sn alkx behaviour of the coe cient finctions m ay
nevertheless have a signi cant In pact, especially at low scales (ie. when Q is close to
the starting scale Q o) where evolution e ects are negligble. Indeed, the N% singularity
corresoonds to a logi rise of the coe cient function, and would therefore lead to a rise of
both singlet and nonsinglet contrlbutions to the structure function g; even if the parton
distributions them selves did not rise. The ocoe cient of this rise is however not schem e
independent: for instance, the coe cient of the leading singularity in the glion coe cient
finction is the sam e in the M—S, AB and AR schames, but is twice as Jarge in the O S
scheam e.

H aving established that a NLO treatm ent is adequate in the region of current exper-
In entaldata, we can proceed to a determm ination of the physical observables related to g; .
Even though our purpose here is not to establish a param etrization of polarized parton
distributions, w e have to construct such a param etrization since only LO param etrizations
are currently availabl®. W e param etrize the itial parton distrbutions according to

£&;Q 5)=N (¢; c7ae) ¢x * (L x)° L+ arx); (24)

Rl
where N ( ; ;a) is xed by the nom alization condition N ( ; ;a) dex 1 =x) @+
ax)= 1,and f denotes , q ys or g. In ourprevious analysis 4], which used only

proton data, the regoective three sets ofparam eters could notbe independently determ ined,
w hile the sn allx behaviour had to be xed and then varied in a plausble range. Now , by
including the deuteron data ], we can disentangle the nonsinglet and singlet quark and
gluon contrbutionsto g; , because glf isdom inated by the isotriplet term , w hich contribbutes
about 90% ofits rstm om ent, while g? is isosinglet. W e can thus detem ine independently
alm ost all of the param eters of the singlet and nonsinglet parton distrdbutions (including
the param eters ¢, which detem ine their sm allx behaviour).

W e determ ine g; at all x and Q2 by solution of the NLO evolution equations w ith
boundary conditions ofthe form @24) at Q3 = 1 GeV?. T he various param eters in eq. 4)

® A com prehensive review of the present status of polarized parton param etrizations is given
in ref. t_Z-g]. A NLO param etrization has been presented in ref. E_Z-g], but in the unsubtracted M S
schem e, which, as previously discussed, is not properly factorized.



are then found by ttihg g; (x;Q?) to the recent precision experin ental determ ination of
g1 orproton and deuteron [l 2], which are given alonga curve Q2 = Q2 (x) oreach exper-
ment.Asin B]g; isextracted from them easured asymm etry A; using the leading—tw ist
expression:z g (x;0 2y= A, x;0%)F; %;0%);F; isih tum com puted from the SLAC deter-
m ination P4]ofthe ratioR (x;Q ?) ofthe Iongitudinalto transverse virtualphotoabsorption
cross section, and the m ost recent NM C determ ination PR5] of F, x;Q?). The deuteron
structure finction is de ned as the average of the proton and neutron structure functions
and is obtained from the deuteron asymm etry after applying a correction to account for
d-wave adm ixture R§I:

of ®;0%) 1 F®0Y)+ o ®0%) = Al &QF] ;0% (1 15!5) (25

where !y = 0:05.

T he nom alization of the nonsinglet quark distrdbution at Q ¢ which lies below the
cham threshold) is xed by assum ing SU (3) symm etry ofthe m atrix elem ents of the axial
current, determ ined R7] from hyperon decays:

Z

NS = dns ®;Q%)dx = 2ga + Fas; (26)
0

gn = 12573 0:0028; ag = 0:579 0:025; 27)

where the plus (m inus) sign refers to a proton (neutron) target. W hilk the im pact of
possible SU (3) violation on our resultsw illbe discussed below , we w illdefer to a subsequent
publication the possibility ofusing the data them selvesto test SU (3) or SU 2) (and thusthe
B prken sum rule). Athigherscales, new nonsinglet contributions arise as the variousheavy
quark thresholds arepassed, sothat qys (1;Q?) isnot scale independent across thresholds.
T he corresponding heavy quark distributions are generated dynam ically, assum ing that
they vanish on threshold, and in posing @] continuity ofag Q?) eq. Q).

It tums out that the data are good enough to detem ine allthe rem aining param eters
directly w ith a single exception, nam ely, the param eters a; and ag which controlthe shape
of the singlet distrdbutions and g at intemm ediate x, and which are di cul to pin
down individually since the evolution m ixes and g. We willthus takea 4 = ag,
and detem ine the ram aining ten param eters from a t to the data. T he respective best

t values are listed, In tablke 1 forthe AB, AR and O S schem es. The errors given there
are statistical errors from the t, com puted by taking into account correlations. The
corresponding detem ination of g; (x) in the AB scheme is shown in g. 1 at the starting
scale aswellas at the scale Q (x) of the various data setsand at Q2 = 10 Gev?.

Them ain features of this detem ination of polarized parton distributions are the ol
low ing. The evolution ofg; is rather sin ilarto that discussed in ref. ], thus dem onstrating
that them ain NLO e ect is indeed the direct gluon contribution to the rstm om ent ofg;
which was already included there; the m ain di erence between the present determ ination

7 K inem atic higher tw ist corrections which are som etim es included are neglected here for con—

sistency since no system atic treatm ent of these corrections is available.



of polarized parton distrbutions and that of ref. [] is the m ore detailed nature ofthe t,
due to the inclusion of the deuteron data.
Speci cally, the Jarge x behaviour, controlled by the exponent , is In fair agreem ent
w ith the expectations based on Q CD counting rules P§], which predict 4= yxs’ 3 and
g " 4; of course these param eters are strongly schem e dependent (as explicitly displayed
in table 1). The value of 4 cannot be determ ined very accurately since largex data are
at relatively large Q 2, where the direct coupling of the glion to g; is suppressed by the
an allvalue of ¢; in the O S schem e the results are lJargely independent of this coe cient
which thus cannot be tted at all.
The sm all x behaviour tums out to be at least qualitatively constrained by the data.
T he initial singlet parton distributions are found to display soft valence-like behaviour, ie.
not to grow at am all X, as was predicted by Regge theory R9]. H ow ever the nonsinglet
quark distrbution is found to grow approxin ately as g P & W e have explicitly

x! 0 X
veri ed that these behaviours indeed correspond to an overall globalm inin um , and that

the quality ofthe t deterioratesunifom ly asthe valuesof ¢ deviate from those given In
table 1, by repeating the twith xed valuesofthe three exponents ¢ chosen in the range

09 ¢+ 0:5. The singular behaviour of the nonsinglet quark is the m ain di erence
between these results and those discussed in ref. '[f!], where, since it was im possible to
determ ine it from the data, it was assum ed to be valencelike.

Even though these resuls are suggestive, they should be taken w ith som e care: rstly,
the values of ¢ are strongly schem edependent, and partly jist re ect the shape of the
coe cient fiinctions at an allx and am allQ ? in the various schem es: r instance, the fact
that the coe cient of the leading singularity in C g(l) is lJarger in the O S scheam e explains
why the value of ¢ In this scheam e is Jarger. Furthem ore, these are not necessarily the
asym ptotic behaviours of the various parton distrbutions as x ! 0: in particular, the
large value and uncertainty in ays indicate that the asym ptotic behaviour of glf is still
setting in at the am allest experin ental x values; likew ise, gf at smallQ? and sn allx grow s
large and positive w ith the present param etrization, but this happens outside the data
range (the growth is barely seen starting on the Q2 = 1 GeV? curve of Fig. 1b). In this
respect, present-day polarized data are to be com pared to the NM C unpolarized data R3]:
a kinem atic coverage com parable to that available at HERA fordeterm ining 1] the am all-
x behaviourF, would be required to detemm ine precisely the an allx behaviour ofpolarized
parton distrbbutions. This is re ected by the large uncertainties in the param etersar which
govem the transition to the an allx region.

Finally, the data tum out to allow a good detemm ination of the size of the quark
and gluon distrdbutions. T he size of the glion distribbution drives perturbative evolution;
the evolution already observed due to the fact that the SM C and E 143 data are taken at
di erent values ofQ ? requalx (displayed n g.1) tumsout tobe su cient to require g
(which givesthe rstmoment of g at the initialscale Q = Q ) to be large and positive.
T he relation eq. () between the rstm om ents ofthe quark and glion distributions and the

rstm om ent ofg; then Inevitably leadsto a rather lJarge quark singlet. T his isa rem arkable

8 This seem sto be qualitatively consistent w ith the sum m ation of double logarithm s presented
in reﬁs.[_l-gg%-g], since this suggests that both the polarized and unpolarized nonsinglet quark
distrbutions have the sam e leading sm all x behaviour, at least in perturbation theory.



result: the scale-independent rst moment of ,given by o, is found em pirically to be
equalto ag eq. £7) w ithin errors. T he large violation ofthe Zweig rule in the rstm om ent
ofg; appears then to be alm ost entirely due to a large perturbative ghion contribution to
g1, aswas conctured in ref. f111.

A large gluon distribution im plies substantialevolution e ects, and thus a substantial
correction due to the detemm ination of the m om ents of g; from the experin entaldata Z].
Indeed, we can now detemn ine the rstmomenteq. @), aswellas the singlet axial charge
of the nuclkeon de ned according to eq. () from the best- t polarized parton distributions.
The results in the AB schem g, which we shall take as a baseline, are digplayed in the rst
row of table 2. Only If is shown; the deuteron is obtained from it by subtracting the
isotriplet contribbution {z = 1_12CN s (1; s)ga since we have assum ed isospin to be exact.
T he value of ; is found to be lower than the value extracted [I;,2] neglecting the evolution
of the asym m etry, and consequently the value of the axial charge ap; we cbtain is about
a half of the value quoted by the experin ental collaborations. It is thus im portant to
establish whether this result is a robust consequence of the inclusion of NLO evolution
e ects, or whether it is a by-product of the procedure used so far. Furthem ore, if the
result is con m ed, it nevitably In plies an increase In the theoretical uncertainty in the
determm ination of the axial charge, which m ust be m ore accurately estim ated.

First, we test the sensitivity to the speci ¢ functional form eq. @24) of the parton
distrbutions. To this purpose, we change the param eterization ©4) by replacing the last
factorwith (1+ be x+ arx), and then repeating the t with various choices for the new
param eters br . In particular, we x by = by and then wevary 5 by hys 5. No
signi cant variation in the resuls or the quality of the global t is found, indicating that
the t is stable. The results for extrem e values of by while by = by = 0 are shown in
table 2; variations of by, b, produce even sm aller e ects.

O ther sources ofuncertainty related to the tting procedure are due to the fact that the
structure function is not m easured over the full range of values of x, and is only sam pled
at a nite number of points. The fom er uncertainty com es from the extrapolations to
an all and large x, and is thus already included through the propagated errors in the six
param eters ¢ and . It is Interesting to note that ifwe were to assum e that the initial
nonsinglet quark distribution was atatsmallx,ie. ys = 0, 1 would scarcely be alered,
even though 4 and 4 both fallsubstantially (seetable 2). T he lattere ect, however isdue
m ore to the deterioration In the quality of the t at intem ediate x than to a Jarge change
in the am allx contribution. T he other uncertainty is related to the fact that we detem ine
the rstmomentsofg; and the parton distributions by integrating the respective best- t
form s. T his isto be contrasted w ith the procedure follow ed by experim ental collaborations,
w hich instead determm inethe rstm om ent ofg; by sum m ing the data over the experin ental
bins; evolution e ects could then be included as corrections to each bin ssparately. Such
a procedure is however problam atic because evolution e ects are actually rather large in
m any of the bins, and fiirthem ore the value of g; (x¢;0Q (ZJ) is determ ined (nonlinearly) by
the m easurem ents at allx > x, and Q2 < Qg so it is not possible to disentangle truly
Independent corrections to individual data points. Thus a sin ple sum over bins ignores
the constraints in posed by perturbative evolution on the shape of g; in the (x;Q?) plane
and gives undue weight to particular data points. T he integration of tted distributions
has nevertheless an nevitable sam pling uncertainty. To estin ate this we have com puted
the di erence between the experin entalvalue ofg; in each bin and ourbest- t g; xp;0 f)),
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where (x,;Q7) are the centralvalues ofx and Q ? fr each x bin, and have then com puted
the rstmoment ofthisdi erence over the m easured region by multiplying it by the
bin width and summ ing over bins. We nd P(SMC) = 0:0032, P? ®143) = 0:0007,

dMC) = 0:0045, <E143) = 00010 Pr the fur experin ents, show ing that this
correction is indeed am alland does not lead to a system atic bias. Com bining these results
we obtain an estin ate for the overall statistical uncertainty due to the choice ofthe tting
procedure, to be added to that ofthe t itself (see table 3).

W enow tum to the various sources of system atic theoretical uncertainty. A 1lthe cor-
responding resuls, along w ith the 2 of the various ts, are summ arized in table 2. F irst,
we consider the possibility of SU (2) or SU (3) violation. T he form er w ill in general induce
current m ixing e ects: for instance, In the presence of isospin violation, the proton and
deuteron m atrix elem ent of the isosinglet current m ay be unequalto each other. H owever,
due to the expected sm allness of isospoin violation, this e ect is negliglble com pared to
the error on the values of gy and ag induced by SU (2) and SU (3) viclation in the quark
distrdbutions, which are then the dom inant source of uncertainty. W e estin ate these by
assum ing a 2% uncertainty on g (of the sam e order of the accuracy to which isogoin
symm etry of unpolarized quark distrlbutions m ay be established 32]) and a 30% uncer-
tainty on ag [33]. N otice that when these param eters are varied the size of the nonsinglet

rst m om ent of g; varies; however, tabl 2 show s that the best— t value of the singlet st
m om ent and thus of ag adjusts itself and rem ains surprisingly stable.

T he uncertainty related to the value of ¢, which is not negligble in a NLO ocom -

putation, is sinply estin ated by repeating the t when  is varied in the range [B4]
sM™M ;)= 0:117 0:005. The position of the quark thresholds is varied from 0:75m 4 to
25my Withm.= 15GeV, my,=5GeV).

A n in portant source oftheoreticaluncertainty isdue to the Jack ofknow ledge ofhigher
order corrections, as re ected by the dependence of the results on factorization scale M 2
and renomn alization scale 2. W e estin ate this by takingM 2 = k;02 and 2 = k,Q7?,
and varying 055  k;;k, 2.W hen the scales are varied the physical param eters tum out
to have a stationary point w ithin this range; the associated error is thus asym m etric, but
rather large, consistent w ith the fact that evolution e ects are Im portant. The uctuations
found when varying the factorization scale are consistent w ith the spread of the results
displayed in table 1 in various factorization schem es. W e have also chedked that including
the known two and three loop corrections to the rstm om ents of the coe cient functions
produces sin ilar variations.

T he errors corresponding to all these sources, given by the m axin al variation of the
results as the param eters are varied In the respective ranges, are sum m arized in table 3.
W e have not Included an error due to higher tw ist term s since we know ofno reliable way of
estin ating it: experience w ith unpolarized data suggests that it is probably rather an aller
than the error from higher order corrections.

In conclusion, the analysis of various sources of theoretical uncertainty con m s the
stability of our detem ination ofthe rstm om ent ofg; and the axialcharge ofthe nucleon.
A dding In quadrature the various sources of error, summ arized in table 3, we get nally

PBGev?) = 0:118 0013 (exp.)’ gioe (thl);

13Gev?) = 0024 0013 xp.) "’ 00 (th));

PA0Gev?) = 0122 0013 exp.) ' Jies thl); (28)

110Gev?) = 0025 0013 exp.)’ gie; Eh);

ap (10Gev?) = 014 010 xp.)*oi? (th);
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T he deuterium values refer to the structure function eg. £5); they m ust be m ultiplied by
1 15!y in order to com pare w ith the results quoted by the experin ental collaborations.
Values of ay at any other scale are obtained using NLO evolution f7]

2nf

a, Q%)= 1+ F2—=4+0 I a@); (29)
which the expression () ag satis es by construction. T he dom inant source of theoretical
uncertainty is that related to higher order corrections, ie. to renom alization and fac—
torization scale. T he experim ental uncertainty includes the various errors related to the

tting procedure (hence also the experim ental system atics), and is still dom inant. This
ism ainly due to the fact that the data allow us to only partly constrain the shape of the
polarized gluon distrdbution, and thus the perturbative evolution ofg; .

Tt is interesting to com pare the value of the axial charge eq. 2§), cbtained using

eq. @), wih that obtained using eq. @1) with the coe cient fanctions expanded to N LO
asin eq. (6):

an@%) Es@i )1 2Z7 1Q% Cys@;i s) ans @;07) - (30)

Ifwe could work to allorders ag = a8 ; however, In a k-th order perturbative com putation
the two detemm inations di erby (k + 1)-th order corrections. Indeed, at NLO

2
adQ? a@* = 2ng 2— g;Q0 H+0 (): (31)

This di erence m ay be quite large if the gluon distribution is large: indeed, using eq. B0)
we get ag 10Gev 2) = 009 0:15 (stat.), which di ers considerably from the centralvalue
eq. £28), though within the theoretical error. Notice that (31) is scale dependent: while
it vanishes asym ptotically, at low scales it is Jarge enough that a8 Q?) actually increases
with Q2 below 10 GeV? rather than decreasing as the axial charge should, according to
eq. €.

Finally, we can estin ate the size of the quark and glion distrdbutions in the AB
schem e: 7

1
dx ()= 05 0:1;
z, (32)
dx gx;1Gev %)= 15 0:8;
0

w here allerrors have been added in quadrature. T he gluon distribbution is rather lJarge even
at the quoted low scale (the corresponding value at 10 G eV 2 is roughly tw ice as Jarge) and
even though the error is large, it di ers signi cantly from zero. T he value of the (scale
Independent) singlet quark distribution is in agreem ent w ithin errors w ith the prediction
of the Zweig rule, which would dentify it with ag eq. @7).

In summ ary, we have given a NLO determ ination of the m ain physical observables
related to the polarized structure function g; . Ourmain resul is that the data already
constrain the size of polarized parton distributions, and in particular require a rather large
polarized gluon distribution. This In tum in plies that perturbative evolution e ects are

12



not negligble, and in fact substantially a ect the extraction of the st moment of g;
from experin ental data. Indeed, we nd a value of the nonsinglet rst m om ent which is
signi cantly sm aller than that obtained from a purely LO analysis. M ore In portantly,
we show that the error on the detemm ination of the singlet axial charge of the nucleon
is signi cantly larger than usually recognized, due essentially to the unknown e ects of
higher order perturbative corrections. T he recent precise data on g; are providing usw ith
surprisingly accurate inform ation on polarized parton distributions, but they also show
that the theoretical and phenom enological interpretation ofthese data is signi cantly m ore
subtle than previously expected.
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pam AB AR O0Ss

a 048 009 042 007 035 0:04
g 152 0:74 111 0352 099 023
NS 068 0:15 067 013 070  0:d15
q 041 0:38 034 059 0:97 065
g 047 030 0:03 063 035 067
NS 22 03 13 03 13 03
q 33 14 21 10 08 12
g 26 438 70 83 4 ( xed)

an s l6 17 86 82 15 16

aq = ag 01 30 09 44 125 0:09
2 62:6=63 61:0=63 61:8=64

Table 1: Best— t valies of the param eters eq. :_(2_'4) and * or tsin theAB,AR and OS
schem es; the errors shown are statistical only.

g 9 Y @o) ¢(0) ao (10) 2
astab.1 048 009 | 152 0:74 | 0122 0013 | 0:025 0013 | 014 010 | 62:6
high by g 048 006 | 143 048 | 0124 0011 | 0:027 0011 | 015 008 | 632
low Iy s 050 0:d0 | 155 081 | 0:123 0015 | 0:027 0015 | 015 0:11 | 643
ns=0 037 0:09 | 117 0:70 | 0:120 0010 | 0:023 0010 | 011 008 | 739
high ga 048 009 | 154 0:74 | 0124 0013 | 0:025 0013 | 014 010 | 625
low agn 048 009 | 150 0:73 | 0120 0012 | 0:026 0012 | 014 0410 | 6277
high ag 045 0:09 | 158 0:74 | 0:122 0013 | 0:026 0013 | 010 0:120 | 62:7
low ag 051 0:09 | 147 073 | 0:122 0012 | 0:025 0012 | 018 0:10 | 625
high 051 008 | 136 055 | 0118 0013 | 0:022 0013 | 012 010 | 63:6
low ¢ 047 009 | 180 082 | 0124 0011 | 0:026 0011 | 014 009 | 621
high fact. | 042 005 | 117 045 | 0121 0010 | 0:023 0:010 | 011 0:08 | 6l
low fact. 041 0:07 | 081 0:39 | 0:133 0007 | 0037 0007 | 025 006 | 630
high ren. 042 005 | 131 057 | 0125 0010 | 0:028 0010 | 015 007 | 614
low ren. 042 0:08 | 0:92 059 | 0:129 0016 | 0:033 0016 | 020 013 | 623
high thr. 057 006 | 169 033 | 0:121 0006 | 0:024 0006 | 013 006 | 625
low thr. 046 007 | 154 067 | 0121 0012 | 0:025 0012 | 013 040 | 620
Table 2: Values of the param eters 4 and 4, the rstmomentofg eg. @.’),the axial charge

eqg. @) and % (64 degrees of freedom Por the entry ys = 0 and 63 d.f. for all other en-

tries), all calculated in AB schem e, for the various
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source Y @0) ¢ @0) a o (10)

t (statistical) 0:013 0:013 0:10
tting procedure 0:003 0:003 0:03
SU (2) violation 0:002 0:000 0:00
SU (3) violation 0:000 0:000 0:04
valie of . e R I
thresholds 0:001 0:001 0:01
higheromlercomms. | "o | “ho | o

Table 3: E rrors in the determ ination of ; and ag.
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Plotsofg; (x) () and xg; (x) (i) com pared to the SM C (crosses) and E 143 (dia—
m onds) experim entaldata for (a) proton and (p) deuteron. T he curves corresoond to a

NLO computation in the AB schem e w ith the initial parton distributions eq. £4) and

the values of the param eters given in table 1.



