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A bstract

The results ofLO Fixed point Q CD (FP-Q CD) analysis ofthe CCFR data

for the nucleon structure function xF3(x;Q
2) are presented. The predictions

ofFP-Q CD,in which the Callan-Sym anzik � function adm its a second order

ultraviolet zero at � = �0 are in good agreem ent with the data. Constraints

for the possible values of the � function param eter b regulating how fast

�s(Q
2) tends to its asym ptotic value �0 6= 0 are found from the data. The

corresponding values of �0 are also determ ined. Having in m ind our recent

" First order �xed point" Q CD �t to the sam e data we conclude that in spite

ofthe high precision and the large (x;Q 2) kinem atic range ofthe CCFR data

they cannotdiscrim inatebetween Q CD and FP-Q CD predictionsfor xF3(x;Q
2).
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1. Introduction.

The success ofperturbative Quantum Chrom odynam ics (QCD) in the description

ofthe high energy physics ofstrong interactions is considerable. The QCD predic-

tionsarein good quantitativeagreem entwith a greatnum berofdata on lepton-hadron

and hadron-hadron processesin a large kinem atic region (e.g. see reviews [1]and the

references therein). Despite ofthis success ofQCD,we consider thatitis usefuland

reasonable to put the question: Do the present data fully exclude the so-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) approachesaconstantvalue �0 6= 0 as Q 2 ! 1 (theso-called �xed

pointatwhich the Callan-Sym anzik �-function �(�0)= 0 ). Using the assum ption

that �0 issm allonecan m akepredictionsforthephysicalquantitiesin thehigh energy

region,aslikein QCD,and confrontthem to theexperim entaldata.Such a testofFP

theory m odelshasbeen m ade [3,4]by using the data ofdeep inelastic lepton-nucleon

experim entsstarted by theSLAC-M IT group [5]attheend ofthesixtiesand perform ed

in theseventies[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 discussagain the predictionsofFP-QCD.First

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

function in QCD vanishesatanonzero coupling �0 thatissm all.(Notethatthestruc-

ture ofthe�-function can bestudied only by non-perturbative m ethods.) Secondly,in

the lastyears the accuracy and the kinem atic region ofdeep inelastic scattering data

becam elargeenough,which m akesushopethatdiscrim ination between QCD and FP-

QCD could beperform ed.

Recently we have analyzed the CCFR deep inelastic neutrino-nucleon scattering

data [8]in the fram ework ofthe Fixed pointQCD.It was dem onstrated [9]that the

data forthenucleon structurefunction xF3(x;Q
2) arein good agreem entwith theLO

predictionsofthistheory m odelusing theassum ption thatthe � function hasa �rst
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orderultravioletzero (�xed point)at � = �0 thatissm all.

Having in m ind thatup to now the structure ofthe �xed pointtheory isnotwell

known,itseem stoustobeusefultom akepredictionsforthephysicalquantitiesstudy-

ing the di�erenthypotheses aboutthe � function behaviournearit�xed point �0

and confrontthem to thedata.

In thisletterwepresentaleadingorderFixed pointQCD analysisoftheCCFR data

[8],in which an expression for xF3(x;Q
2) based on the assum ption thatthe Callan-

Sym anzik � function hasasecond orderultravioletzeroat � = �0 isused.W erem ind

thatthe structure function xF3 isa pure non-singletand the results ofthe analysis

are independent ofthe assum ption on the shape ofgluons. As in a previous analysis

the m ethod [10]ofreconstruction ofthe structfunctionsfrom theirM ellin m om entsis

used. This m ethod isbased on the Jacobipolynom ialexpansion [11]ofthe structure

functions. In [12]this m ethod has been already applied to the QCD analysis ofthe

CCFR 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 = 1;2;3;4;::::

In the case ofFP-QCD the e�ective coupling constant �s(Q
2) atlarge Q 2 takes

theform :

�s(Q
2)= �0 + f(Q 2); (2)

where f(Q 2)! 0 when Q 2 ! 1 :

Letusassum e that �0 isa second orderultraviolet�xed pointforthe�-function,

i.e.

�(�)= �b(� � �0)
2
; b > 0 : (3)

Then

�s(Q
2)= �0 +

�s(Q
2
0
)� �0

1+ b[�s(Q
2
0)� �0]ln (Q 2=Q 2

0)
(4)

and weobtain forthem om entsof xF3 thefollowing leading orderexpression:
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M
N S
n (Q 2)= M

N S
n (Q 2

0
)

"

Q 2
0

Q 2

#1

2
dN S

n

F n(Q
2); (5)

where

F n(Q
2)=

"

1

1+ b[�s(Q
2
0)� �0]ln (Q 2=Q 2

0)

#dN S

n
=2b�0

: (6)

In (5)and (6)

d
N S
n =

�0

4�

(0)N S
n (7)

and


(0)N S
n =

8

3
[1�

2

n(n + 1)
+ 4

nX

j= 2

1

j
]: (8)

Then dependence of (0)N S
n isexactly thesam easin QCD,ifweassum ethatthe

Perturbative QCD expansion for the anom alous dim ensions N S
n (�s) is valid in the

range ofsm all �s including the �xed point �0 too.However,the Q 2 behaviourof

them om entsisdi�erentbecauseofthedi�erent Q 2 behaviourofthee�ectivecoupling

constant �s(Q
2) in FP-QCD.In contrasttoQCD,theBjorken scalingforthem om ents

ofthe structure functionsisbroken by powersin Q 2 in addition to the usual ln Q 2

term s.In (6)and (7) �0 and bareparam eters,to bedeterm ined from thedata.

Havingin hand them om ents(5)and followingthem ethod [10,11],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
�

; (9)

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

of � �;�
n (x) in powersin x:

� �;�
n (x)=

nX

j= 0

c
(n)

j (�;�)xj: (10)

N m ax; � and � have to be chosen so asto achieve the fastestconvergence ofthe

series in the R.H.S.ofEq. (9) and to reconstruct xF3 with the accuracy required.

Following the results of[10]we use � = 0:12 ; � = 2:0 and N m ax = 12 . These

num bersguaranteeaccuracy betterthan 10� 3 .
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Finally we have to param etrize the structure function xF3 atsom e �xed value of

Q 2 = Q 2
0
.W echoose xF3(x;Q

2) in theform :

xF3(x;Q
2

0)= Ax
B (1� x)C : (11)

Theparam etersA,B and C in Eq.(11)and theFP-QCD param eters �0 and bare

freeparam eterswhich aredeterm ined by the�tto thedata.

In ouranalysisthetargetm asscorrections[13]aretaken into account.To avoid the

inuenceofhigher{twiste�ectswehaveused only theexperim entalpointsin theplane

(x;Q 2) with 10 < Q 2 � 501 (GeV=c)2 . This cut corresponds to the following x

range:0:015� x � 0:65 .

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

taken into account.

b �2d:f: �0 �s(M
2
z)F P � Q C D

0.9 83.5/61 0.029 � 0.014 0.123 � 0.022

1.0 83.3/61 0.040 � 0.014 0.126 � 0.021

1.1 83.1/61 0.048 � 0.014 0.128 � 0.021

1.3 82.9/61 0.063 � 0.013 0.133 � 0.019

1.5 82.6/61 0.074 � 0.013 0.136 � 0.019

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

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

Sum m arizing theresultsin theTableonecan conclude:

1.Thevaluesof�2d:f: arepracticallythesam easinthecaseofa�rstorderultraviolet

�xed point for the � function [9]. They are slightly sm aller than those obtained in

the LO QCD analysis[12]ofthe CCFR data by the sam e m ethod and indicate a good

description ofthedata.

2.Itisseen from theTablethat �0 increaseswith increasing b.Thevaluesof b,

forwhich theasym ptoticcoupling �0 isacceptable,arefound torangein thefollowing

interval:

0< b� 1:5 : (12)

Forthevaluesof b> 1:5 thecorresponding theoreticalvaluesfor �(M 2
z) obtained

by theEq.(4)arebiggerthan �s(M
2
z) determ ined from theLEP experim ents[14]:

�s(M
2

z)= 0:125 � 0:005 : (13)
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Forthe valuesofb sm allerthan 0.9 �0 can notbe determ ined from CCFR data.

Theerrorsin �0 exceed them ean valuesofthisparam eter.

3.Theaccuracy ofdeterm ination of �0 isnotgood enough.Theaccuracy increases

with increasing b.

4.The valuesof�0 = 0:029; 0:040;0:048 corresponding to b= 0:9; 1:0; 1:1 are

preferred to theothervaluesof �0 determ ined from thedata.

5.Thevaluesof �s(M
2
z) corresponding to thevaluesof b from therange(12)are

in agreem entwithin one standard deviation with �s(M
2
z) determ ined from the LEP

experim ents.

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

of [9]and [12]. For illustration we present here the values of these param eters at

Q 2
0
= 3 (GeV=c)2 for b= 1:0 :

A = 7:07 � 0:20 ; B = 0:865 � 0:013 ; C = 3:43 � 0:004 :

They are found to be independentof b and �0 . W e have found also thatm ulti-

plying theR.H.S.of(11)by term (1+ x) onecan notim provethe�t.

Sum m ary.

The CCFR deep inelastic neutrino-nucleon scattering data have been analyzed in

thefram ework oftheFixed pointQCD.Ithasbeen dem onstrated thatthedata forthe

nucleon structurefunction xF3(x;Q
2) arein good agreem entwith theLO predictions

ofthis quantum �eld theory m odelusing the assum ption that �0 is a second order

ultraviolet�xed pointofthe � function and �0 is sm all. Som e constraints on the

behaviourofthe � function near �0 have been found from thedata.The valuesfor

�0

0:029 � �0 � 0:048 ;

corresponding to the � function param eter b in therange

0:9 � b � 1:1

arepreferred to theotheronesdeterm ined from thedata.

In conclusion,taking into account also our previous results [9]in the case of �

function with a �rstorder �xed point,we �nd thatthe CCFR data,the m ostprecise

dataon deep inelasticscatteringatpresent,do notelim inatetheFP-QCD and therefore

othertestshaveto bem adein orderto distinguish between QCD and FP-QCD.
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Aftercom pletion ofthiswork we learned aboutthe paper[15]where the m easured

inclusive crosssection in p�p collisionsat
p
s = 1:8 TeV hasbeen presented. Ithas

been shown thatthe crosssection forjetswith E t > 200 GeV issigni�cantly higher

than predictionsbased on perturbativeQCD.

Having in m ind thatatsuch large energies �s(Q
2) in FP-QCD runsslower than

itsperturbatively predicted rate we hope thisfactcould help to explain the deviation

from theperturbativeQCD predictionsm entioned above.

A cknow ledgm ents

W e are gratefulto A.L.Kataev and C.V.M ihaylov for usefuldiscussions and re-

m arks. One ofus(D.S)would like to thank also I.T.Todorov forcalling hisattention

to thepapersofA.Patrascioiu and E.Seiler,in which theproblem on vanishing ofthe

� function in QCD atnonzero coupling isdiscussed.

Thisresearch waspartly supported by theRussian Fond forFundam entalResearch

GrantN 96-02-17435-aandbytheBulgarianScienceFoundationunderContractPh 510.

R eferences

[1]G.Altarelli,in Proc.ofthe\QCD-20 YearsLater" Conf.9-13 June1992,Aachen;

W orld Scienti�c1993,v.1.,p.172;Ed.by P.M .Zerwasand H.A.Kastrup.

S.Bethke.Proc.QCD-94 Conference,M ontpelier,France,July 1994.

[2]A.M .Polyakov, ZHETF 59 (1970)542.G.M ack, Nucl.Phys.B 35 (1971)592;

A.V.Efrem ov and I.F.Ginzburg, Phys.Lett.B 36 (1972)371;D.Bailin and A.

Love,Nucl.Phys.B 75 (1974)159.

[3]M .Gl�uck and E.Reya,Phys.Rev.D .16 (1977)3242;Nucl.Phys.B 156 (1979)456.

[4]S.I.Bilenkaya and D.B.Stam enov,Sov.J.ofNucl.Phys.31 (1980)122.

[5]D.H.Coward etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.20 (1968)292;E.D.Bloom etal.,Phys.Rev.

Lett.23 (1969)930;H.Breidenbach etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.23 (1969)935.

[6]R.G.Roberts and M .R.W halley, J.Phys.G.;Nucl.Part.Phys.17 (1991)D1-

D151.

7



[7] A.Patrascioiu and E.Seiler,Expected Deviations from Perturbative QCD at 1

TeV or Less,preprint M PI-Ph/92-18;Scaling,Asym ptotic Scaling and Im proved

Perturbation Theory,preprintM PI-Ph/93-34;J.Finberg,U.Hellerand F.Karsh,

Nucl.Phys.B 392 (1993)493,Phys.Rev.Lett.74 (1995)1924.

[8]CCFR Collab.,S.R.M ishra etal.,NevisPreprintN 1459 (1992);CCFR Collab.,

W .C.Leung etal.,Phys.Lett.B 317 (1993)655;CCFR Collab.,P.Z.Quintaset

al.,Phys.Rev.Lett.71 (1993)1307.

[9]A.V.Sidorov and D.B.Stam enov,Phys.Lett.B 357 (1995)423.

[10]V.G.Krivokhizhin etal.,Z.Phys.C 36 (1987)51;

V.G.Krivokhizhin etal.,Z.Phys.C 48 (1990)347.

[11]G.Parisiand N.Sourlas,Nucl.Phys.B 151 (1979)421;

I.S.Barker,C.B.Langensiepen and G.Shaw,Nucl.Phys.B 186 (1981)61.

[12]A.L.Kataev and A.V.Sidorov,Phys.Lett.B 331 (1994)179.

[13]O.Nachtm ann,Nucl.Phys.B 63 (1973)237;

S.W andzura,Nucl.Phys.B 122 (1977)412.

[14]G.Altarelli,Talk attheFourSeasConference,Trieste,Italy,June,1955.

[15] F.Abe etal.,Inclusive JetCross Section in p�p collisions at
p
s = 1:8 TeV ,

Ferm ilab preprintPUB-96/020-E,1996.

8


