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A bstract

W e have perform ed the NLO Q CD global�tofBCDM S,NM C,H1 and ZEUS

data with fullaccount ofpoint-to-point correlations using the Bayesian approach

to thetreatm entofsystem aticerrors.Parton distributionsin theproton associated

with experim entaluncertainties,includingboth statisticaland system aticoneswere

obtained.The gluon distribution in the wide region ofx was determ ined and it

turned outto be softerthan in the globalanalysisusing prom ptphoton data.W e

also obtained the robustestim ate of�s(M Z )= 0:1146� 0:0036 (75% C:L:)based

on Chebyshev’sinequality,which iscom patiblewith theearlierdeterm ination of�s

from DIS data,butwith lessdependenceon high twiste�ects.
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1 Introduction

Recently ithasbeen argued [1]thatparton distributionsfunctions(PDFs)ob-

tainedfrom theglobaldataanalysis(e.g.[2,4])havetheprincipalshortcom ings

arising from the absence ofexperim entalerrorsassociated with the param e-

tersofthesedistributions.Indeed,theonly and often used way toevaluatethe

spread ofpredictionsgiven by thesePDFsistocom pareresultsofcalculations

with thevariousparam etrizationsinput.Itisevidentthatifdi� erentauthors

use the sam e theoreticalm odeland sim ilar data sets this procedure cannot

accountforrealuncertaintiesoccuring due to statisticaland system atic  uc-

tuationsofdata used to extractPDFs.These uncertaintiescan be evaluated

using the propagation ofthese  uctuations into the dispersion ofPDFs pa-

ram etersorPDFsthem selves.Theconclusive treatm entofsystem aticerrors,

which areusually dom inating,isoften lim ited sincethey arepresented in the

publicationsasthe com binationsfrom separate sources.Forthe recentdeep

inelastic scattering (DIS) data from HERA as wellas older ones from SPS

fullerrorm atrix arefortunately available.Deep inelasticscattering ofcharged

leptonsrem ainsthecleanestsourceofinform ation on PDFsam ong theother

relevantprocessesand thecarefulanalysisofthesedataincludingpropagation

ofsystem aticscan be valuable forexploring the nucleon structure.The han-

dlingwith statistical uctuationsiswellunderstood on thebasisofprobability

theory,m eanwhiletheelaborating ofsystem aticonesisthesubjectofvarious

approaches.

In oneofthem ,based on theclassicaltreatm entofprobability,oneconsiders

the system atic shifts as additionalunknown m ethodicalparam eters arising

due to a poor knowledge ofexperim entalapparatus.W ithin this approach

one usually tries to determ ine these param eters using som e statisticalesti-

m ator,say �2 m inim ization,to � t the data with these param eters left free.

The obtained valuesarefurtherconsidered asa reasonableapproxim ation to

thetruevaluesand data arecorrected to accountforthese system atic shifts.

As to system atic errorsoftheoreticalm odelparam eters,they are evaluated

inverting fullerrorm atrix,including both physicaland m ethodicalparam eter

derivatives.In m ostcases,theonlykindsofthesystem aticerrorswhich can be

determ ined in thepureclassicalapproach arethesystem aticsconnected tothe

generalnorm alization ofthe data.Otherm ethodicalparam etersarestrongly

correlated with each otherand with physicalparam eterswhich leadsto their

hugeerrorsand unreasonablecentralvalues.Thissituation can bereadily ex-

plained qualitatively:asfarasone turned outto be unable to determ ine the

param eters ofthe apparatus using the specialtests and m easurem ents it is

doubtfulthatonecan do itusing som ecrosssection m easurem entsindirectly

related to theresolving ofthem ethodicalam biguities.

Another,m uch m oreproductiveapproach,isbased on theBayesian treatm ent
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ofsystem atic uncertainties.In thisapproach they are considered asrandom

variableswith thepostulated/evaluated probability distribution function and

system aticerrorsareevaluated within generalstatisticalproceduresalongside

with thestatisticalerrors.Forthe analysisofthe m odern DIS data asa rule

having a num berofnoticeable system atic errorsthisapproach isthe unique

possibility to account for the point-to-point correlation ofdata.This is the

Bayesian approach that we use in our paper to obtain the com plete propa-

gation ofsystem atic uncertainties ofDIS data into the uncertainties ofthe

resulting PDFs.

2 T heoreticaland experim entalinput

2.1 Data used in the �t

Asa subjectofouranalysisweusethedata fordeep inelasticm uon/electron

hydrogen/deuterium scattering [9{12]cutto reduce the e� ectsofhigh twists

in thefollowing way

W > 4 GeV; Q
2
> 9 GeV 2

;

where W and Q 2 are com m on DIS variables.The num berofdata pointsfor

each experim ent after the cut is presented in Table 1.For data of ZEUS

Table 1

Thenum berofdata points(NDP)and �2/NDP fortheanalysed data sets.

Experim ent BCDM S NM C H1 ZEUS total

NDP 558 190 147 166 1061

�2/NDP 0.97 1.43 0.91 2.00 1.20

collaborationasym m etricsystem aticerrorswereaveraged.AstoBCDM S data

wesupposethetotalcorrelation ofsystem aticerrorsforproton and deuterium

crosssections.

2.2 Probability m odelofthe data

Iftheexperim entaldata with K sourcesofm ultiplicative system aticsareex-

plicitly described byatheoreticalm odelthey can bepresented in theBayesian
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approach as

yi= (fi+ �i�i)� (1+

KX

k= 1

�k�
k
i);

where fi = fi(�
0) is the value predicted by the theoreticalm odelwith pa-

ram eter�0,�i and �k areindependentrandom variables,�i and �
k
i { statistic

and system aticerrorsfrom thek-th sourcefori-th m easurem ent,i= 1� � � N ,

k = 1� � � K ,N is the totalnum ber ofpoints in the data set.Ifthe data

com e from the data sam ple with a large num ber ofevents in every bin,�

arenorm ally distributed,asto �,theonly assum ption wearem aking isthat

they have zero average and unity dispersions.W ithin this ansatz individual

m easurem entsarecorrelated and theircorrelation m atrix Cij isgiven by

Cij =

KX

k= 1

fi�
k
ifj�

k
j + �ij�

2

i

where �ij istheKroneckersym bol.To obtain the estim atoroftheparam eter

�0 wem inim izethequadraticform

�
2(�)=

NX

i;j= 1

[fi(�)� yi]E ij[fj(�)� yj]; (1)

where E ij is inverted correlation m atrix.W e should note that through this

paperwetreatthenorm alization errorswithin thisform alism aswellasother

system aticsareregarded asm ultiplicative,which isalm ostalwaysthecasefor

counting experim ents.Them inim ization wasm adewith thehelp ofM INUIT

package [5]supplied with the m odules im proving the num ericalstability of

calculations[6].

If�k arenorm allydistributed and �
k
i � 1,fyigsetobeysthem ultidim ensional

Gaussian distribution with correlations and �̂ has the m inim alpossible dis-

persion.The system atic errorscalculated asthe propagation ofuncertainties

in apparatus param eters orM onte-Carlo corrections are wellbelieved to be

Gaussian distributed.Atthesam etim ewehaveshown [7]thateven thisisnot

thecasethisestim atorhasreduced dispersion com paringwith thesim plest�2

without accountofcorrelations.One should underline thatasfaraswe use

thecorrectcovariancem atrix builtusing predicted averagesforthem easure-

m ents our estim ator would be asym ptotically unbiased and hence does not

su� erfrom thebiasdiscussed in [8].
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2.3 QCD input

Physicalm odelfordescribingtheconsidered dataisbased on thepartonm odel

with pQCD evolution ofthelightquarksand gluon distributionsin theproton

de� ned at initialvalue ofQ2
0
= 9 GeV 2.These distributions were evolved

using DGLAP equations [14]in the NLO within M S factorization schem e

[15].As to the contributions of c-quark and b-quark they were calculated

using theLO form ula from [16]setting m c = 1:5 GeV ,m b = 4:5 GeV and the

renorm alization/factorization scaleequalto
q

Q 2 + 4m 2

c;b.OurQCD evolution

program wastested assuggested in [17]and dem onstrated num ericalprecision

ofO (0:1% )in the kinem atic region covered by the analysed data.Adjusting

the functionalform ofPDFs we’ve started from rather generaland widely

used expressions

xqi(x;Q 0)= A ix
ai(1� x)bi(1+ 

i
1

p
x + 

i
2
x); (2)

and then reduced the num beroffree param eterskeeping the quality ofdata

description.Theresulting functionalform ofPDFsatQ 0 lookslike

xdV (x;Q 0)=
1

N V
d

x
ad(1� x)bd;xdS(x;Q 0)=

A S

N S

x
asd(1� x)bsd;

xuV (x;Q 0)=
2

N V
u

x
au(1� x)bu(1+ 

u
2
x);xuS(x;Q 0)=

A S

N S

�ux
asu(1� x)bsu;

xG(x;Q 0)= A G x
aG (1� x)bG ; xsS(x;Q 0)=

A S

N S

�sx
ass(1� x)bss:

W edid notconsiderN V
u ;N

V
d and A G asfreeparam eters,they werecalculated

from otherparam etersusingpartons’num ber/m om entum conservation.Asto

N S itisde� ned by therelation

2

1Z

0

x[us(x;Q 0)+ ds(x;Q 0)+ ss(x;Q 0)]dx = A S:

Forecasting the � nalresults we note that after trial� ts it has been found

that�u is wellcom patible with unity and itis� xed atthisvalue.W e � xed

�s = 0:5,which iscom patiblewith recentCCFR � ndings[13]and alsoadopted

asu = asd = ass,bss = (bsu + bsd)=2 sinceourdata do notallow fora separate

determ ination oftheseparam eters.
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W ecalculatestrongcouplingconstant�s(Q)from the� ttedparam eter�s(M Z)

by num ericalsolving oftheNLO renorm alization equation

1

�s(Q)
�

1

�s(M Z)
=

�0

2�
ln

�
Q

M Z

�

+ � ln

�
� + 1=�s(Q)

� + 1=�s(M Z)

�

;

where

�0 = 11�
2

3
nf; � =

2��0

51� 19

3
nf
:

Thisapproach preventsone from the uncertaintiesoccuring forthe approxi-

m ate solutionsbased on the expansion in the inverse powersofln(Q),which

are � 0:001 at the scale ofevolution from MZ to O (GeV ) (cf.[18]),i.e.is

com parablewith thestandard deviation of�(M Z).Thenum beroftheactive

ferm ionsnf ischanging from 4 to 5 due to b-quark threshold atthe Q = m b

keeping continuity of�s(Q).

2.4 Correctionsto the basic form ula and data

2.4.1 Targetm asscorrection

In addition to thepurepQCD evolution weapplied to thecalculated valueof

F2 theso-called targetm asscorrections[19]using therelation

F
TM C
2

(x;Q)=
x2

�3=2

F2(�;Q)

�2
+ 6

M 2

Q

x3

�2

1Z

�

dz
F2(z;Q)

z2
;

where

� =
2x

1+
p
�
; � = 1+

4M 2x2

Q 2

and M isthe nucleon m ass.The contribution to thiscorrection ofthe order

ofM 4=Q 4 presented in [19]turned outtobenegligibleforallconsidered data.

Targetm asscorrection ism ostessentialfortheBCDM S data,whereitranges

from {1% to+7% ,havingtheaveragem odulerelated tothestatisticalerroras

largeas0.16.W eshould notethatourwayofintroducingthiscorrection di� ers

from the one applied in [20]and consisting ofthe substitution F2(x;Q) !

F2(�;Q).Due to thisdi� erence in ourcase the correction exhibits crossover

from negativeto positivevaluesatx � 0:5 instead ofx � 0:4 likein [20]and

di� ers in the m agnitude.For the NM C data this correction is signi� cantly
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Fig.1.R = �L=�T calculated using ourresulting PDFs(solid line)and theband of

R 1990

SLA C [22](dashed lines)atQ 2 = 9 G eV 2.

sm aller (range { [{1% ,0% ],relative average { 0.05 )and forZEUS and H1

data isabsolutely negligible.

2.4.2 Reduction to the com m on R = �L=�T

Allthedataon F2 werereduced tothecom m on valueofR = �L=�T com prised

theNLO contribution from lightquarksand gluon,theLO contribution from

c-quark and b-quark,and thetargetm asscorrection included (see[21]forthe

com pilation ofthe relevant form ula).The value ofR was calculated during

the � tforevery new setofthe PDFsparam eters(its� nalform ispresented

on Fig.1).Thisreduction ism ostessentialatthe sm allestx accessible in an

experim ent,m ainly,due the m axim um sensitivity ofthe data to thevalue of

R in theseregions.Thevalueofthiscorrection isdi� erentfortheconsidered

data sets.FortheBCDM S data thevalueofthiscorrection isin therangeof

[{3.5% ,0% ](theaveragerelativem odule{0.10).Thiscollaboration calculated

R from pQCD predictions,butused thelargergluon distributionsthan in our

� nalset.TheNM C data arerenorm alized by 0.10 statisticalerrorin average

(range{ [{1.5% ,2% ]).FortheZEUS data,which exhibitthem ostsensitivity

to the choice ofR due to the large span in lepton scattering variable y,this

correction calculated with the � nalsetofourPDFsrangesfrom {3% to 0%

with theaveragerelativem oduleof0.04andastotheH1datatheyarea� ected

to thesam eextent.
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Table 2

The�tted param etersofPDFswith thefullexperim entalerrorsincluding statistics

and system atics.

Valence au 0:745� 0:024

bu 3:823� 0:070

u
2

0:56� 0:28

ad 0:875� 0:066

bd 5:32� 0:22

G lue aG � 0:267� 0:043

bG 8:2� 1:5

Sea A S 0:159� 0:036

asd � 0:1885� 0:0072

bsd 7:5� 1:3

�u 1:0� 0:12

bsu 10:61� 0:95

�s 0:5� 1:0

�s(M Z ) 0:1146� 0:0018

Resum ingweshould notethatthiscorrection,beingnotvery largein average,

issigni� cantforseparate data pointson the edge ofthe experim entalaccep-

tance.Since at sm allx the value ofR heavily depends on the G(x;Q),our

approach im posesthe additionalconstraintson itsvalue.The residualin u-

enceofdi� erentansatzesforR used in thecalculation ofradiativecorrections

in di� erentexperim entsisbelieved to besm all.

2.4.3 Ferm im otion correction in deuterium

Deuterium datawerecorrected forFerm im otion usingprocedure[23]with the

Paris wave function for deuterium [24].This correction was also calculated

iteratively to obtain fully consistent set ofPDFs.The value ofR = �L=�T

for deuteron was adopted to be unchanged under this correction,we have

proved that this adoption is ofm inor im portance for the � nalresults.For

thecalculation oftherelevantintegralsweused program [25],which exhibited

betternum ericalstabilitythanstandard proceduresbased onthesim pleGauss

algorithm .This correction being m axim um at large x ranges from {2% to

+15% fortheBCDM S dataand from {2% to{1% fortheNM C data,whereas

itsaveragerelativem oduleisabout0.6 fortheboth experim ents.

3 R esults

The centralvaluesand the fullexperim entalerrorsofthe adjustable param -

eters obtained after the m inim ization of(1) are presented in Table 2 (full

correlation m atrix ofthe � tted param etersisavailable by the requestto the

author).To decreasethem odeldependenceofourpredictions,calculating the

covariancem atrix wereleased param eters�u and �s,keeping theircentralval-

uesintact.The resulting �2 valuesare presented in Table 1.On the average

them odeldescribesthedata fairly well.Onecan heavily ascriberatherlarge
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Fig.2.The description ofBCDM S data with ourPDFs.The data and curvesare

scaled by factor 1:211� i,where iruns from 1 for the highest x bin to 11 for the

lowestone.

�2 obtained fortheNM C and ZEUS datatotheshortcom ingofthetheoretical

m odel,asfarasastheBCDM S and H1datahaving com parablestatisticsand

lying in the nearby kinem atic regionsare described by thism odelperfectly.

Them ostprobableexplanation isthatsom esystem aticerrorsin theseexper-

im entsarenotGaussian distributed.Theaveragebiasofthedata againstour

m odel,calculated as

B =

*
f � y

q

�2 + f
P K

k= 1(�
k)2

+

turned outtobe0.10,i.e.isstatistically insigni� cant.Theprincipaldi� erence

ofouranalysisfrom otherglobal� tsisthatwe do notrenorm alize data and

asfartheBCDM S data areusually shifted down,ourresulting F2 curvesare

slightly higherthan othersatlargex.Thedata on F2 reduced tothecom m on
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Fig.3.The sam e as in Fig.2 for the NM C data (i runs from 1 to 12).For the

presentation purposeswe pictured com bined energy data with convenientbinning.

valueofR togetherwith ourcurvesarepresented on Figs.2{5,wheretheerror

barscorrespond tothesquared sum ofstatisticsand system atics.Theselected

setofPDFsispresented on Figs.6{9.Thestrangesea isnotshown sincefrom

theanalysed data wecan obtain only a weak upperlim itforthisvalue.Aswe

havem entioned abovethedistribution ofourPDFsparam etersde� ned m ainly

by thedistribution ofsystem atic uncertaintiesm ay di� erfrom Gaussian and

then forthe robusterrorbandsestim ate one should betteruse Chebyshev’s

inequality.Thebandspresented on thesepicturescorrespond to two standard

deviations,which corresponds to the 75% robust con� dence level.Although

wedonotusein ouranalysisprom ptphoton data,which isoften considered as

an unique sourceofgluon distribution atm oderatex,through thekinem atic

region ofx = [0:0001;0:5]gluon distributions isdeterm ined ratherprecisely

and betterthan in theearlieranalysis[12,26]. Onecould achievethisdue
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Fig.4.Thedescription ofH1 data with ourPDFs.Thedata and curvesareshifted

by 5:1� 0:3i,whereirunsfrom 1 forthehighestx bin to 16 forthe lowestone.

Fig.5.The description ofZEUS data with our PDFs.The data and curves are

shifted by 4:5� 0:3i,whereirunsfrom 1 forthehighestx bin to 14 forthe lowest

one.
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Fig. 6. G luon distribution obtained in our analysis. Solid lines correspond to

Q 2 = 9 G eV 2,dashed { to Q 2 = 10000 G eV 2.Dotted line gives M RS(R1) and

dashed-dotted { CTEQ 4M predictionsatQ 2 = 9 G eV 2.

Fig.7.Thesam e asin Fig.6 forthe nonstrangesea.
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Fig.8.Thesam e asin Fig.6 forthe valence quarks.

Fig.9.Thesam e asin Fig.6 forthenonstrange sea asym m etry.
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to the m easurem ent of F2 at sm allx,which de� nes gluon distribution in

thisregion and providesm om entum constraintto determ ine itatlargerx as

well.Asto thequark distributionsthey aredeterm ined m uch m oreprecisely.

W e should,however,pointoutthatthe obtained PDFsand theirerrorsare

certainly m odeldependent.Say,releasing the condition asu = asd = ass sig-

ni� cantly increases the errorsofsea distributions atthe sm allx.Analogous

e� ectarisesifoneaddsm orepolynom ialterm stotheinitialPDFs.Them odel

dependenceisinevitablein such analysissinceonecannotdeterm inethecon-

tinualfunctionalform ofadistribution havingthelim ited setofm easurem ents

and withoutadditionalconstraints.In ourcasethism odeldependenceism ore

pronounced forthe quark distributionsbecause the considered data are well

known tohavelim ited potentialinthediscrim ination ofseaandvalencequarks

m eanwhilethegluon distribution and �s(M Z)arelessm odeldependent.Itis

wellunderstood asfarasthe latterare de� ned from the F2 derivatives,less

sensitivetothevariation ofseparatequark distributions.Atsm allx and large

Q onecan observeshrinkingtheerrorbandsofgluon distribution.Thisre ects

awellknown property oftheDGLAP equation based on thedom inanceofthe

singularterm sand leading to thefocusing ofany inputgluon distribution to

theuniversalform [27].

For the com parison we also present the param etrizations M RS(R1) [2]and

CTEQ4M [4]on these� gures.Thiscom parison islim ited becauseofthelack

ofthe errorbandsfortheirPDFs,butany way ism ore conclusive than the

com parison oftwocurveswithoutany errorbandsm oreoverthatonecan sup-

posetheerrorbandsforM RS and CTEQ PDFsto besm allerthan ourssince

these groupsuse m oredata in the � t.W eobserve thestatistically signi� cant

di� erenceofourgluon distribution with thosegiven by M RS and CTEQ sets

atlargex,which can beascribed tousingin theseanalysisthedataon prom pt

photon production.Theinterpretation ofthesedata hasbeen recently recog-

nized to su� erfrom the largeam biguities[28]and the alternative analysisof

prom ptphoton data with the im proved theoreticaltreatm entofthese am bi-

guitiesgivem uch lowergluon distribution atm oderatex [29],com patiblewith

ours.Asto thediscrepanciesin d-quark and,to lessextent,u-quark distribu-

tionsatm oderatex,theadditionalinvestigation showed thattheyarepartially

explained by thein uence oftargetm assand Ferm im otion corrections.One

can note thatthe largervaluesofquark distributionsin thisregion ofx can

help to explain theexcessoftherecentdata on jetproduction from Ferm ilab

collider over NLO QCD predictions in the region ofE T = 200� 400 GeV ,

where the basic contribution com es from quark-quark scattering (viz [2,4]).

In addition to theabove,allthesediscrepanciescan also originatedueto the

possible num ericalinaccuraciesin M RS’sand CTEQ’sQCD evolution codes

reported recently [17]and di� erencein the�s values.Thedi� erencein thesea

valueatx � 0:3 seem sto bestatistically insigni� cantand can disappearafter

inclusion ofm oredata in theanalysis.
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Forthevalueof�s(M Z)therobustestim ateis

�s(M Z)= 0:1146� 0:0036 (75% C:L:);

com patiblewith [30],butlesssensitive to thehighertwistcontribution.This

estim ateisnotessentially biased ifthePDFsfunctionalform ischanged from

(2)to our� nalform and hence we can conclude thatthese estim atesare,in

thegood approxim ation,m odelindependent.

4 C onclusion

TheBayesian treatm entofsystem aticerrorsistheclearand e� cientm ethod

in theanalysisofdata with num eroussourcesofsystem aticerrorsand in par-

ticulardataon DIS scattering.Thisapproach allowsforastraightforward and

correctaccountofpoint-to-pointcorrelationscontrary to widely used ‘sim pli-

� cation’consisting ofcom bining statisticand system aticerrorsin quadrature.

Thecertain suspicionsthattheestim atorusing covariancem atrix su� erfrom

thebiasproved to beirrelevantifoneusestheestim atorinspired by them ax-

im um likelihood function.Firsttim e the quark and gluon distributionsfrom

theglobal� twith thefullaccountofexperim entalerrorsareobtained.These

PDFscan be extrem ely usefulforfurtherphenom enologicalstudies.Having

estim ation ofPDFs’errorbandsone can conclusively com pare the resultsof

variousglobal� ts,PDFsextracted from di� erentprocessesand evaluate the

statisticalsigni� cance oftheoreticaluncertainties in the � tted form ula.At

last,calculation ofcrosssectionsforotherprocesses,based on PDFsarem ore

m eaningfulifonecan accountforPDFs’uncertainties.

5 A cknow ledgem ents

The author expresses his acknowledgm ent to R.M .Barnett and P.S.Gee for

providing com puting facilities,R.Eichlerand J.Feltesse forthe supply ofex-

perim entaldata and valuablecom m ents,L.W .W hitlow forproviding thecode

forcalculation ofR 1990

SLA C and A.S.Nikolaev forthecodeto calculatetheParis

wavefunction ofdeuterium .

R eferences

15



[1]Soper Davison E., Collins John C. { CTEQ NO TE 94/01, 1994, [hep-

ph/9411214];

Soper Davison E.,Talk given at 30-th M oriond,M eribelles Allues,France,

18-25 M ar1995,[hep-ph/9506218].

[2]M artin A.D.,RobertsR.G .,Stirling W .J.,//Phys.Rev.1994,V.D50,P.6734;

M artin A.D., Roberts R.G ., Stirling W .J. { DTP/96/44, M ay 1996, [hep-

ph/9606345].

[3]G l�uck M .,Reya E.,VogtA.,//Z.Phys.1995,V.C67,P.433.

[4]CTEQ collaboration,LaiH.L.et.al.,//Phys.Rev.1995,V.D51,P.4763;

CTEQ collaboration, Lai H.L. et. al. { M SUHEP-60426, June 1996, [hep-

ph/9606399].

[5]Jam es F., Roos M . { CERN Program Library D506. M INUIT { Function

M inim ization and ErrorAnalysis,Version 92.1,1992.

[6]Alekhin S.I.{ IHEP 94-70,Protvino,1994,[CERN-SCAN-9501137].

[7]Alekhin S.I.{ IHEP 95-65,Protvino,1995,[CERN-SCAN-9508274];

Alekhin S.I.{ IHEP 95-48,Protvino,1995,[CERN-SCAN-9511190].

[8]D’AgostiniG .,//Nucl.Instr.and M eth.in Phys.Res.1994,V.A346,P.306.

[9]BCDM S collaboration, Benvenuti A.C. et al., //Phys. Lett. 1989, V.223B,

P.485;

BCDM S collaboration, Benvenuti A.C. et al., //Phys. Lett. 1990, V.237B,

P.592.

[10]NM collaboration,Arneodo M .et al.{ [hep-ph/9610231],subm itted to Nucl.

PhysB.

[11]ZEUS collaboration, Derrick M . et al. { DESY 96-076, June 1996, [hep-

ex/9607002].

[12]H1 collaboration,Aid S.etal.{ //Nucl.Phys.1996,V.470B,P.3.

[13]CCFR collaboration,Bazarko etal.,//Z.Phys.1995,V.C65,P.189.

[14]G ribov V.N.,Lipatov L.N.,//Sov.Journ.Nucl.Phys.1972,V.15,P.438;ibid.

P.675;

AltarelliG .,ParisiG .,//Nucl.Phys.1977,V.126B,P.298;

DokshitzerYu.L.,//Sov.Phys.JETP 1977,V.46,P.641.

[15]Furm anskiW .,Petronzio R.,//Z.Phys.1982,V.C11,P.293;

CurciG .,Furm anskiW .,Petronzio R.,//Nucl.Phys.1980,V.B175,P.27;

Furm anskiW .,Petronzio R.,//Phys.Lett.1980,V.97B,P.437.

[16]G l�uck M .,Reya E.,Stratm ann M .,//Nucl.Phys.1994,V.B422,P.37.

[17]Bl�um lein J.,Riem ersm a S.,Botje M .et al.,{ DESY 96-199,Sep.1996,[hep-

ph/9609400].

16

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9411214
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9411214
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9506218
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9606345
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9606345
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9606399
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9606399
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9610231
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9607002
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9607002
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9609400
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9609400


[18]Particle Data G roup,//Phys.Rev.1996,V.54,P.77.

[19]G eorgiH.,PolitzerH.D.,//Phys.Rev.1976,V.D14,P.1829.

[20]M artin A.D.,RobertsR.G .,Stirling W .J.,//Phys.Rev.1995,V.D51,P.4756.

[21]BaziziK .,W him penny S.J.{ UCR/DIS-90-04,1990.

[22]W hitlow L.W .etal.,// Phys.Lett.1990,V.250B,P.193.

[23]W estG eo�rey B.,// Ann.Phys.1972,V.74,P.464.

[24]Lacom be M .etal.,// Phys.Rev.1980,V.C21,861;

Lacom be M .etal.,// Phys.Lett.1981,V.101B,139.

[25]Sokolov S.N.{ IFVE 88-110,Protvino,1988.

[26]NM collaboration,Arneodo M .etal.,// Phys.Lett.1993,V.309B,P.222.

[27]G ribov V.L.,Levin E.M .,Ryskin M .G .,// Phys.Rep.1981,V.C100,P.1.

[28]CTEQ collaboration,Huston J.et.al.,// Phys.Rev.Lett.1996,V.77,P.444.

[29]Vogelsang W .,VogtA.,// Nucl.Phys.1995,V.B453,P.334.

[30]Virchaux M .,M ilsztajn A.,//Phys.Lett.1992,V.274B,P.221.

17


