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A bstract

W e have perform ed the NLO QCD global tof BCDMS,NMC,H1 and ZEUS
data wih full acocount of pointtopoint correlations using the Bayesian approach
to the treatm ent of system atic errors. P arton distributions in the proton associated
w ith experin entaluncertainties, including both statistical and system atic oneswere
obtained. The glion distrbbution in the wide region of x was determ ined and it
tumed out to be softer than In the global analysis using prom pt photon data.W e
also obtained the robust estinate of M ) = 0:1146 0:0036 (75% C L :) based
on Chebyshev’s inequality, which is com patible w ith the earlier determ ination of g
from D IS data, but w ith less dependence on high tw ist e ects.
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1 Introduction

R ecently it hasbeen argued [ll] that parton distrbutions finctions @D F's) cb—
tained from the globaldata analysis e€g. BH)) have the principalshortcom ings
arising from the absence of experin ental errvors associated w ith the param e-
ters of these distributions. Indeed, the only and often used way to evaluate the
soread of predictions given by these PD F' s is to com pare resuls of calculations
w ith the various param etrizations Input. It is evident that ifdi erent authors
use the sam e theoretical m odel and sim ilar data sets this procedure cannot
acoount for real uncertainties occuring due to statistical and system atic  uc—
tuations of data used to extract PD F's. T hese uncertainties can be evaluated
using the propagation of these uctuations Into the digpersion of PDF s pa—
ram eters or PD F' s them selves. T he conclusive treatm ent of system atic errors,
which are usually dom inating, is often lin ited since they are presented in the
publications as the com binations from separate sources. For the recent deep
Inelastic scattering @ IS) data from HERA as well as older ones from SPS
fullerrorm atrix are fortunately available.D esp inelastic scattering of charged
Jeptons rem ains the cleanest source of nform ation on PD F s am ong the other
relevant processes and the carefiil analysis of these data including propagation
of system atics can be valuabl for exploring the nuckon structure. The han—
dling w ith statistical uctuations iswellunderstood on the basis ofprobability
theory, m eanw hile the elaborating of system atic ones is the sub ect of various
approaches.

In one of them , based on the classical treatm ent of probability, one considers

the system atic shifts as additional unknown m ethodical param eters arising

due to a poor know ledge of experin ental apparatus. W ithin this approach

one usually tries to detem ine these param eters using som e statistical esti-
mator, say 2 minin ization, to t the data with these param eters keft free.
T he obtained values are further considered as a reasonabl approxin ation to

the true values and data are corrected to account for these system atic shifts.

A s to systeam atic errors of theoretical m odel param eters, they are evaluated

Inverting full errorm atrix, Including both physical and m ethodical param eter
derivatives. In m ost cases, the only kinds ofthe systam atic errorswhich can be

determ ined in the pure classical approach are the system atics connected to the

general nom alization of the data. O ther m ethodical param eters are strongly

correlated w ith each other and w ith physical param eters which lads to their
huge errors and unreasonable centralvalies. T his situation can be readily ex—
plined qualitatively: as far as one tumed out to be unable to detem ine the

param eters of the apparatus using the special tests and m easurem ents it is
doubtfiil that one can do it using som e cross section m easuram ents indirectly

related to the resolving of the m ethodical am biguities.

A nother, m uch m ore productive approach, isbased on the B ayesian treatm ent



of system atic uncertainties. In this approach they are considered as random
variables w ith the postulated/evaluated probability distribution function and
system atic errors are evaluated w thin general statistical procedures alongside
w ith the statistical errors. For the analysis of the m odem D IS data asa rulk
having a num ber of noticeable system atic errors this approach is the unigque
possbility to acoount for the pointto-point correlation of data. This is the
Bayesian approach that we use In our paper to obtain the com plete propa—
gation of system atic uncertainties of D IS data Into the uncertainties of the
resulting PDF's.

2 Theoretical and experim ental input

2.1 Dataussedin the t

A s a sub ect of our analysis we use the data for deep inelastic m uon/electron
hydrogen/deuterium scattering B{[[d] cut to reduce the e ects of high tw ists
In the follow Ing way

W > 4GeV; 0% > 9GeV2;

where W and Q2 are common D IS variables. The number of data points for
each experim ent after the cut is presented In Tabl 1. For data of ZEU S

Tabk 1
T he num ber of data points WNDP ) and 2/NDP forthe analysed data sets.

Experment | BCDM S | NMC H1 | ZEUS | total

NDP 558 190 147 166 1061

2/NDP 0.97 143 | 091 | 2.0 120

collaboration asym m etric system atic errorswere averaged.AstoBCDM S data
w e suppose the total correlation of system atic errors for proton and deuterium
cross sections.

22 P roability m odel of the data

If the experim ental data w ith K sources of m ultiplicative system atics are ex—
plicitly described by a theoreticalm odelthey can be presented in the B ayesian



approach as

where f; = f;(°) is the value predicted by the theoretical m odel w ith pa—
rmmeter °, ;and | are ndependent random variabls, ;and ¥ { statistic

and system atic errors from the k-th source for i-th m easurement, i= 1 N,
k=1 K, N is the total number of points in the data set. If the data
com e from the data sample with a Jarge number of events in every bin,

are nom ally distrbuted, asto , the only assum ption we are m aking is that
they have zero average and unity dispersions. W ithin this ansatz lndividual

m easurem ents are correlated and their correlation m atrix C ;4 is given by

where ;5 is the K ronecker symbol. To cbtain the estim ator of the param eter
O wem inin ize the quadratic om

&
()= () yEsE () yi @)

§3=1

where E i is Inverted correlation m atrix. W e should note that through this
paper we treat the nom alization errorsw ithin this form alisn aswell as other
system atics are regarded asm ultiplicative, which is alm ost always the case for
counting experim ents. T he m inin ization wasm ade w ith the help of M INU IT
package [] supplied with the m odules in proving the num erical stability of
calculations ].

If , arenom ally distributed and }f 1, fy;g set cbeysthem ultidin ensional
G aussian distrbution with correlations and ~ has the m inin al possible dis-
persion. T he system atic errors calculated as the propagation of uncertainties
In apparatus param eters or M onte<C arlo corrections are well believed to be
G aussian distributed.At the sam e tin e we have shown []]that even this isnot
the case this estin ator has reduced dispersion com paring w ith the sin plest 2

w ithout acocount of correlations. O ne should underline that as far aswe use
the correct covarance m atrix built using predicted averages for the m easure-
m ents our estin ator would be asym ptotically unbiased and hence does not
su er from the bias discussed In [BI.



23 QCD input

P hysicalm odel fordescribing the considered data isbased on the parton m odel
w ith pQ CD evolution ofthe light quarks and gluon distributions in the proton
de ned at initial value of O = 9 GeV?. These distrbutions were evolved
using DGLAP equations [[4] in the NLO wihin M S factorization scheme
[3]. As to the contrbutions of cquark and bquark they were calculated
using the LO ormula from [[4] settingm =, 15GeV,my=45GeV and the
renom alization/factorization scaleequalto Q2+ 4mZ,.0urQCD evolution
program was tested as suggested in 7] and dem onstrated num erical precision
0of O (041% ) in the kinam atic region covered by the analysed data. A djisting
the functional form of PDF's we've started from rather general and w idely
used expressions

. . P — ;
xq (%;00) = Ax* (1 xP A+ | x+ ,x); @)

and then reduced the num ber of free param eters kesping the quality of data
description. The resulting finctional form of PDFsat Q o looks like

1 a, AS a
xdy (X;Q¢) = N—VXd(l xP; xds (2;Q0) = N—X sd (1 xfe;

d S
2 a u As a
Xuy (;Q0) = ——x™ (1 xf' L+ x); xus ®;Qo)= — x> @1 xP;
N N
a As a
xG %;Q0) = BAgx* (I  x°;  xs5&;Q0)= N X xfee :
S

W e did not consider N Y ;N | and A as free param eters, they were calculated
from other param eters using partons’ num ber/m om entum conservation.A sto
N it isde ned by the relation

71
2 xls&;Q0)+ ds X;Q0) + ss X;Q0)ldx = Ag:

0

Forecasting the nal results we note that after trdial ts it has been found
that , iswell compatbl wih unity and it is xed at this value.We xed

s = 05,which iscom patblew ith recent CCFR  ndings[IB] and also adopted
Asu = Asq = Assr s = oy + Iyg)=2 since our data do not allow for a ssparate
determm ination of these param eters.



W e calculate strong coupling constant ¢ Q) from the ttedparameter (M ;)
by num erical solving of the NLO renom alization equation

1 1 + 1=
=_0:|ni + n S(Q) ;
S(Q) s(MZ) 2 JYlZ +l:s(MZ)
where
11 2 2 9
= —n d =7:
’ 3 51 Ln,

T his approach prevents one from the uncertainties occuring for the approxi-
m ate solutions based on the expansion in the inverse powers of In Q ), which
are 0:001 at the scale of evolution from M, to O GeV) (cf [g), ie. is
com parable w ith the standard deviation of ™ ;). The num ber of the active
ferm jons n¢ is changing from 4 to 5 due to bquark threshold at the Q = my,
kesping continuiy of Q).

24 Corrections to the lasic form ula and data

241 Targetm ass correction

In addition to the pure pQ CD evolution we applied to the calculated value of
F, the socalled target m ass corrections {L9] using the relation

371

x* Fo(;Q) M?2%x F, (z;Q)
F," ¢ x;0) = 5 2 2, +6Q — dzzzizl;
where
_ 2x . _1+4M2x2
BT - 02

and M is the nuckon m ass. T he contribution to this correction of the order
ofM *=Q * presented in [[3]tumed out to be negligble for all considered data.
Target m ass correction ism ost essential forthe BCDM S data, where it ranges
from {1% to+ 7% ,having the averagem odule related to the statisticalerroras
largeas0.16.W e should note that ourway of introducing this correction di ers
from the one applied In ] and oonsisting of the substitution F, x;Q) !
F,( ;Q).Due to this di erence In our case the correction exhiits crossover
from negative to positive values at x 05 Instead ofx 04 like in[H0] and
di ers In the m agnitude. For the NM C data this correction is signi cantly



R(x,Q%)

0.25

0.2

0.1

0.05

07 L Lol L Lol L Lol L
10* 10° 102 10"

Fig.1.R = = 7 calculated using our resulting PDFs (solid line) and the band of
R19% . p2] dashed lines) at Q2= 9 Gev 2.

an aller ( range { [{1% ,0% ], rlative average { 005 ) and for ZEUS and H1
data is absolutely negligble.

242 Reduction to the common R = (= ¢

A llthedata on F, were reduced to the comm on value ofR = =  ocom prised
the NLO ocontrbution from light quarks and gluon, the LO contriloution from
cquark and bquark, and the target m ass correction included (see P1] for the
com pilation of the relevant formula). The valie of R was calculated during
the t forevery new set ofthe PDF' s param eters (its nal form is presented
on Fig.l). This reduction ism ost essential at the an allest x accessble In an
experin ent, m ainly, due the m axinum sensitivity of the data to the value of
R In these regions. T he value of this correction isdi erent for the considered
data sets.Forthe BCDM S data the value of this correction is in the range of
{35% ,0% ] (the average relative m odule { 0.10). T his collaboration calculated
R from pQ CD predictions, but used the lJarger gluon distributions than in our

nalset. The NM C data are renom alized by 0.10 statistical error In average
(range { {15% ,2% ]).Forthe ZEU S data, which exhibi the m ost sensitiviyy
to the choice of R due to the large span in lpton scattering variablk y, this
correction calculated with the nalsset ofour PDFs ranges from {3% to 0%
w ith the average relativem odul 0£0.04 and asto the H 1 data they area ected
to the sam e extent.



Tablk 2

The tted param eters of PD Fsw ith the fullexperin ental errors Including statistics

and system atics.

Valnce | ay 0:745 0:024 Sea Ag 0159 0:2036
by 3823 02070 asd 0:1885 00072
5 056 028 by 75 13
aqg | 0875 0:066 u 10 0:12
by 532 022 bsy 1061 095
Glie | ag 0267 0043 s 05 190
ks 82 15 sMz) | 01146 0:0018

R esum ing we should note that this correction, being not very large in average,

is signi cant for separate data points on the edge of the experin ental acosp—
tance. Since at an all x the value of R heavily depends on the G (x;Q ), our

approach in poses the additional constraints on its value. The residualin u-—
ence ofdi erent ansatzes forR used in the calculation of radiative corrections
In di erent experin ents is believed to be an all.

243 Fermm im otion correction in deuterium

D euterium data were corrected or Ferm im otion using procedure R3]1w ith the
Paris wave function for deuterium [4]. This correction was also caloulated
fteratively to cbtain fully consistent set of PDFs. The value of R = = ¢
for deuteron was adopted to be unchanged under this correction, we have
proved that this adoption is of m nor im portance for the nal resuls. For
the calculation ofthe relevant integrals we used program R3], which exhibited
better num erical stability than standard proceduresbased on the sim ple G auss
algorithm . This correction being m aximum at large x ranges from {2% to
+15% forthe BCDM S data and from {2% to {1% fortheNM C data, whereas
its average relative m odule is about 0.6 for the both experim ents.

3 Resuls

T he central values and the fll experin ental errors of the adjustable param -
eters obtained after the m inin ization of () are presented in Tablk 2 (fall
correlation m atrix of the tted param eters is available by the request to the
author) . To decrease the m odel dependence of our predictions, calculating the
covariance m atrix we released param eters , and ¢, kesping their centralval-
ues intact. The resulting 2 values are presented in Table 1.0n the average
the m odel describes the data fairly well. O ne can heavily ascribbe rather large



\\\\\\‘
f{;
e

Il o
O N
(OYIRN]
N O
IIIIIII
X

X I
C") o
N

W« N
N 9]

\\\\\‘
T T T 11
O
o
<
N

-2 =0.75
10 X

2 2
10 10 10

2 2 2 2
Q” (GeV?) Q” (GeV?)
Fig. 2. The description of BCDM S data wih our PDF's. The data and curves are
scaled by factor 12 %, where i runs from 1 for the highest x b to 11 for the
low est one.

2 obtained ortheNM C and ZEU S data to the shortcom ing ofthe theoretical
m odel, as farasastheBCDM S and H 1 data having com parabl statistics and
Iying In the nearby kinam atic regions are described by this m odel perfectly.
The m ost probable explanation is that som e system atic errors in these exper-
In ents are not G aussian distributed. T he average bias of the data against our
m odel, calculated as

* +
f
B= « Y

2 4 fE f};l( k)2

&)

tumed out to be 010, ie. is statistically Insigni cant.The principaldi erence
of our analysis from other global ts is that we do not renom alize data and
as farthe BCDM S data are usually shifted down, our resulting F, curves are
slightly higher than others at lJarge x. The data on F, reduced to the comm on
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Fig. 3. The same as In Fig2 for the NM C data (1 runs from 1 to 12). For the
presentation purposes we pictured com bined energy data w ith convenient binning.

value ofR togetherw ith our curves are presented on F igs2{5, where the error
bars corresoond to the squared sum of statistics and system atics. T he selected
set of PD F' s ispresented on F igs.6{9. T he strange sea is not shown since from

the analysed data we can cbtain only a weak upper Iim it for thisvalue.Aswe
have m entioned above the distribution ofourPD F sparam etersde nedm amnly
by the distrloution of system atic uncertaintiesm ay di er from G aussian and
then for the robust error bands estin ate one should better use Chebyshev's
Inequality. T he bands presented on these pictures correspond to two standard
deviations, which corresponds to the 75% robust con dence kevel. A though
we do not use In our analysis prom pt photon data, which is often considered as
an unigue source of glion distrbution at m oderate x, through the kinem atic
region of x = [0:0001;0:5] gluon distrbutions is detem ined rather precisely
and better than in the earlier analysis fl32§]. One could achieve this due
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Fig.4.The description of H1 data w ith our PD F's. T he data and curves are shifted
by 51 03i, where i runs from 1 for the highest x bin to 16 for the lowest one.
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Fig. 5. The description of ZEU S data with our PDFs. The data and curves are
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to the measurement of F', at anall x, which de nes gluon distrdbution in
this region and provides m om entum constraint to determm ine it at larger x as

well. A s to the quark distrlbbutions they are detem Ined m uch m ore precisly.

W e should, however, point out that the obtained PD F' s and their errors are

certainly m odel dependent. Say, releasing the condition ag, = agg = ags SO~

ni cantly Increases the errors of sea distrbbutions at the am all x. Analogous
e ect arises ifone addsm ore polynom ialtem sto the initialPD Fs.Them odel
dependence is inevitable in such analysis since one cannot determ ine the con-

tinual functional form ofa distribution having the lin ited set ofm easuram ents

and w ithout additional constraints. In our case thism odeldependence ism ore

pronounced for the quark distribbutions because the considered data are well
know n to have 1im ited potential in the discrim Ination of sea and valence quarks

m eanw hile the gluon distrdbution and M ;) are lessm odeldependent. &t is

well understood as far as the latter are de ned from the F, derivatives, less

sensitive to the variation of ssparate quark distrdbbutions.At an allx and large

Q one can observe shrinking the errorbands ofglion distribution.Thisre ects
awellknown property oftheD G LAP equation based on the dom inance ofthe

singular tem s and leading to the focusing of any input glion distribbution to

the universal form [27]1.

For the com parison we also present the param etrizations M RS R1) E] and
CTEQ4M [lon these gures. This com parison is lin ited because of the lack
of the error bands for their PD F's, but any way is m ore conclusive than the
com parison oftwo curves w ithout any error bandsm oreover that one can sup-—
pose the errorbands forM RS and CTEQ PDF sto be an aller than ours shoe
these groups use m ore data in the t.W e obsarve the statistically signi cant
di erence of our glion distribution w ith those given by M RS and CTEQ sets
at Jarge x, which can be ascribbed to using in these analysis the data on prom pt
photon production. T he nterpretation of these data has been recently recog—
nized to su er from the large am biguities [2B] and the altemative analysis of
prom pt photon data w ith the In proved theoretical treatm ent of these ambi-
guities givem uch lower gluon distrioution at m oderate x R3], com patble w ith
ours. A s to the discrepancies In d-quark and, to less extent, u—quark distriou-
tionsatm oderate x, the additional nvestigation showed that they are partially
explained by the In uence of target m ass and Fermm im otion corrections. O ne
can note that the larger values of quark distrbutions in this region of x can
help to explain the excess of the recent data on gt production from Fem ilab
collider over NLO QCD predictions in the region of Er = 200 400 Gev,
where the basic contrbution com es from quark-quark scattering (viz @H41).
In addition to the above, all these discrepancies can also origihate due to the
possble num erical naccuracies n M RS’sand CTEQ ’sQCD evolution codes
reported recently [[]]and di erence in the ; values.Thedi erence in the sea
value at x 0:3 s=eem s to be statistically Insigni cant and can disappear after
Inclusion ofm ore data in the analysis.

14



For the value of M ;) the robust estin ate is

sM )= 0:1146 020036 (/5% C L3);

com patible with [J], but Jess sensitive to the higher tw ist contrdoution. T his
estim ate is not essentially biased ifthe PD F' s functional form is changed from
{2) to our nalfom and hence we can conclude that these estin ates are, In
the good approxin ation, m odel lndependent.

4 Conclision

T he Bayesian treatm ent of system atic errors is the clear and e cient m ethod
In the analysis of data w ith num erous sources of system atic errors and In par-
ticular data on D IS scattering. T his approach allow s for a straightforw ard and
correct account of point-topoint correlations contrary to w idely used sin pli-

cation’ consisting of com bining statistic and system atic errors In quadrature.
T he certain suspicions that the estin ator using covariance m atrix su er from
the bias proved to be irrelevant if one uses the estim ator ngoired by the m ax—
Inum lkelhood function. F irst tin e the quark and glion distrioutions from
the global twith the full acoount of experin ental errors are cbtained. These
PDFs can be extram ely useful for further phenom enological studies. H aving
estin ation of PD F ¢’ error bands one can conclusively com pare the resuls of
various global ts, PDFsextracted from di erent processes and evaluate the
statistical signi cance of theoretical uncertainties in the tted fomula. At
last, calculation of cross sections for other processes, based on PD F sarem ore
m eaningfiil if one can account or PD F &' uncertainties.
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