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W e study nuclear e ects in charged current deep inelastic neutrino-iron scattering in the fram e-
work of a ? analysis of parton distribution functions. W e extract a set of iron PDFs and show
that under reasonable assum ptions it is possble to constrain the valence, light sea and strange
quark distributions. O ur iron PD F s are used to com pute xz j-dependent and Q 2{iependent nuclear
correction factors for ron structure functions which are required in global analyses of free nucleon
PDFs. W e com pare our results with nuclear correction factors from neutrino-nucleus scattering
m odels and correction factors for  -iron scattering. W e nd that, except for very high xs 5, our
correction factors di er in both shape and m agnitude from the correction factors of them odels and
charged-lepton scattering.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The high statistics m easurem ents of neutrino deeply
inelastic scattering (D IS) on heavy nuclear targets has
generated signi cant interest in the literatiire since these
m easurem ents provide valuable inform ation forglobal ts
of parton distribution functions (PDF's) ml. The use of
nuclear targets is unavoidable due to the weak nature of
the neutrino Interactions, and this com plicates the ex—
traction of free nucleon PD F's because m odeldependent
correctionsm ust be applied to the data.

Additionally, these same data are also useful for
extracting the nuclkar parton distribution fiinctions
(NPDFs); for such an analysis, no nuclear correction fac-
tors are required. D ue to the lim ited statistics available
for individualnuclear targetsw ith a given atom ic num ber
A the standard approach is to m odel the A -dependence
of the t param eters, and then com bine the data sets
form any di erent targetm aterials in the globalanalysis
@,E, Q, E, @, ﬂ}. However, the high statistics NuTe&v
neutrino{iron cross section data (> 2000 points) o er
the possibility to investigate the viability of a dedicated
determ nation of iron PDF's E].

W ith this m otivation, we will perform a t to the
NuTeV neutrino{iron data and extract the correspond—
ing iron PD F's. Since we are studying iron alone and w ill
not (at present) com bine the data with m easurem ents
on di erent target m aterials, we need not m ake any as-
sum ptions about the nuclear corrections; this sidesteps
a num ber of di culties [@,, ]

(
AoXA1 (1

xfi(x; =
(x7Q0) Aoxti (1

where u,, and d,, are the up—and dow n-quark valence dis—
tributions, u, d, s, s are the up, down, strange and anti-
strange sea distributions, and g is the gluon. Further-
m ore, the f; = ff:A denote parton distributions of bound
protons in the nuclkus A , and the variable 0 X A
isde ned as x = Ax, where x, = Q%=2py g is the
usual B prken variable form ed out of the fourm om enta
of the nucleus and the exchanged boson. Equation () is
designed ©r0 x 1 and we here neglect’ the distribu-
tions at x > 1. Note that the condition f5;(x > 1;Q )= 0
is preserved by the DG LA P evolution and has the e ect
that the evolution equations and sum rules for the ff:A

1 W hile the nuclear PDFs can be nite forx > 1, them agnitude
of the PDFs in this region is negligible for the purposes of the
present study (cf., R efs. B,E,B,E,ED.

Pzl (14 fex)Ps
xP2+ (1+ Asx)(1

W hile this approach has the advantage that we do not
need to m odel the A -dependence, it has the drawback
that the data from jist one experin ent w illnot be su -
cient to constrain all the parton distributions. T herefore,
other assum ptionsm ust enter the analysis. T he theoret-
ical fram ew ork will roughly follow the CTEQ 6 analysis
of free proton PD Fs [14]; this w illbe discussed in Sec.[D.

In Sec.[II] we present the results of our analysis, and
com pare with nuclar PDFs from the literature. In
Sec.[I] we extract the nuclear correction factors from
our iron PDFs and com pare with a SLAC/NMC pa-—
ram eterization taken from the ‘ {Fe D IS process ]
and also w ith the param eterization by Kulagin & Petti
@,E]. Finally, we sum m arize our results and concli—
sions in Sec.l.

II. THEORETICAL FRAM EW ORK

A . Basic form alism

Forour PDF analysis, we will use the general features
of the Q CD —in proved parton m odeland the 2 analyses
as outlined in Ref. E}. Here, we will focus on the is-
sues gpeci ¢ to our study of NuTeV neutrino{iron data
in tem s of nuclear parton distrbution functions. W e
adopt the fram ework of the recent CTEQ 6 analysis of
proton PD Fs where the input distributions at the scale
Qo= 13GeV are param eterized as ]

ti= uy;dyigiu+ disis;

x)P4  ii= d=u;

are the sam e as in the free proton case?

The PDFs for a nucleus (A ;Z ) are constructed as

@ 7)

fP:A ;
P (x;Q)+ X

2 (x;0) = 17 x;0) (@)

Z
A

w here w e relate the distributions inside a bound neutron,
fin:A (x;Q ), to the ones In a proton by assum ing isospin
symm etry. Sin ilarly, the nuclear structure functions are

2 W hile the quark num ber and m om entum sum rules for the nu-
clear case are satis ed as in the proton, there is no requirem ent
that the m om entum fractions carried by the PDF avors be the
sam e. A recent analysis at low Q2 found the Comwall-N orton
m om ents to be the sam e in iron as in deuterium form ed from a
free proton and a free neutron to w ithin 3% @].



given by

Z _ A Z n=
Fi(x;0)= N FffA (x;Q)+ @ 2) F A

~ (x;Q) 3)

such that they can be com puted in next-to-leading order
as convolutions of the nuclear PDFs with the conven-
tionalW ilson coe cients, i.e., generically
X
F(x;0)= Cyx fp: (4)
k

Tn order to take into account heavy quark m asse ectswe
calculate the relevant structure functions in the ACOT

scheme 17,181 NLO 0CD [19]. Fially, thedi erential
cross section for charged current (anti-)neutrino{nucleus
scattering is given in tem s of three structure functions:

d? _ G’ME M xy
dxdy Yo T e
2 () ()
" y?szl 2 oya %)xbg SEING)

where the '+’ (’ ') sign refers to neutrino (antineutrino)
scattering and where G is the Femn i constant, M the
nucleon m ass, and E the energy of the ncom ing lepton
(In the laboratory fram e).

B. Constraintson PDFs

W e brie v discuss which com binations of PDFs can
be constrained by the neutrino{iron data. For sin plic-
ity, we restrict ourselves to leading order, neglect heavy
quark m ass e ects (as well as the associated production
thresholds), and assum e a diagonalC abibbo-K obayashi-
M askawa (CKM ) matrix.’ The neutrino{iron structure
functions are given by (suppressing the dependence on x
and Q2 ):

S d oy (6)
FzA = 2XF1A,‘ (7)
F2 = 2d+& u* &+ oo (8)
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T he structure functions for antimneutrino scattering are
obtained by exchanging the quark and antiquark PDF's

in the corresponding neutrino structure fiinctions:
F.p, = +F5@$ al; 9)

F.2a$ ql: (10)

A
Fs =

E xplicitly this gives

F, 2=+ P+ (11)
F,» = 2xF,*; (12)
F3A =2uv+& & S+ (13)

3 Allthese e ects are properly inclided in our calculations.

Tt is instructive to com pare this w ith the parton m odel
expressions for the structure function ¥, in 1 A scatter—
ing,where 1 denotes a charged lepton:

1 4 1
SFER = @) @+ )+
X 9 9

1

+

4
() (@ D)+ (14)
9 9
U sing the Callan{G ross relations in Eqgs. (@) and {I2),
and neglecting the proton m ass, the di erential cross sec-
tion Eq. (8) can be sin pli ed in the form

)

' y

( (
d / Q@ y+vy=2F, * ya 5 XEs A (15)
w ith the lin iting cases:
8
s 1. i €y '
< 5F, SxF, (ory ! 1)
d ! (16)
R
F, * (fory ! 0)

The latter form of d shows that the (anti-neutrino

cross section data naturally encodes inform ation on the
) )
four structure function com binationsF, * xF,; * and
[}
F, » in separate regions of the phase space.
Ifweassume' s = s* and & = &, the structure

)

(
functionsF, * constrain the valence distrbutions & =
& &, ud = u* u* and the avorsymm etric sea
Aoy @+ S+ A+ :i:via the relations:
EF A _ 2 A A .
2 = d, + ; (17)
X
EF A _ 2 A A .
A= 2wk : (18)
X
Furthem ore, we have
l A A _ 4 dA A . 19
;F2 + F3 = ( + s7); (19)
1
—F,* F3* = 4@ + &): (20)
X

Since we constrain the strange distribution utilizing the
din uon data,’ the Jatter two structure functions are use—
fi1l to separately extract the d® and d* distrdbutions.
For an isoscalar nucleus we encounter further sin pli —
cations. In thiscase,u® = d&* and u* = d&* = :4* which
mpliesu? = & =:v*. Hence, the independent quark
distributions are £v* ;¢ ;s* = ;& = *;i:ig. Ik is

4 Note that these equations are known not to be exact as the
DG LAP evolution equations at NNLO generate an asym m etry
even if one starts with s = s or c = c at som e scale Q ° }.
However, these e ects are tiny and far beyond the accuracy of
our study.

5 see Refs. [21,122,123,[24,[24,[2d 1 for details.



Instructive to introduce the param eter = 1=2 Z=A
which describes the degree of non-isoscalarity. This al-
low s us to write the PDFs in a way which m akes devia—
tions from isoscalarity m anifest:

wo= v e @] (21)
& = vV ui?t & (22)
ut = o SR c (23)
& =+ pPtr PP (24)

In temm s of an averaged nuclear valence distrlbution
v =
trbution ¢ = (WP + dP™ )=2. Recall, ff:A represents
the distribbution for a bound proton in the nucleus A ;
hence, the nuclear e ects are encoded In these temm s.
N otice that non—-isoscalar targets ( & 0) therefore pro-
vide inform ation on the di erence between the valence
distrbutions 5"  dY) and the light quark sea dis-
trbution (WP™®  dP™® ) in the nuclkon. Unfortunately,
the data are often corrected for non-isoscalar e ects and
this inform ation is lost.

WS + &8 )=2 and an averaged nuclear sea dis-

C. M ethodology

T he basic form alisn described in the previous sections
is in plem ented in a globalPDF  tting package, butw ith
the di erence that no nuclear corrections are applied to
the analyzed data; hence, the resulting PDF's are for a
bound proton in an iron nucleus. T he param eterization
of Eq. {l) provides enough exibility to describe current
data sets entering a globalanalysis of free nucleon PDF's;
given that the nuclear m odi cations of the x-shape ap—
pearing In thisanalysisarem odest, this param eterization
w il also accom m odate the fron PDF's.

B ecause the neutrino data alone do not have the pow er
to constrain allof the PDF com ponents, we w illneed to
In pose som em inin alset of extemalconstraints. For ex—
am ple, our results are rather insensitive to the details of
the glion distrdbution w ith respect to both the overall

2 and also the e ect on the quark distributions. The
nuclear gluon distribution is very weakly constrained by
presentdata,and a gluon PDF w ith am allnuclearm odi-

cations has been found In the NLO analysis ofRef. ﬂ 1.
W e have therefore xed the gluon input param eters to
their free nucleon values. For the sam e reasons the gluon
is not sensitive to this analysis, xing the gluon w ill have
m inin ale ect on our results. Furthem ore, we have set
the d=u ratio to the free nucleon result assum ing that the
nuclearm odi cations to the down and up sea are sin ilar
such that they cancel in the ratio. This assum ption is
supported by Fig. 6 in Ref. ﬁ].

B ecause we have lin ited the data set to a single heavy
target (iron), the ? surface has som e param eter direc—
tions which are relatively at. To fully characterize the
param eter gpace, w e perform m any \sam ple ts" starting
from di erent initial conditions, and iterate these ts in-
cluding/excluding additional param eters. T he result is a

Schem e|C uts Data |# points| % | */pts|Name
ACOT |Q > 13Gev | + 2691 | 3679 137 |A
no W cut 1459 | 2139 147 |A
1232 |1430] 1.16 |A
ACOT |Q > 2Gev + 2310 | 3111 135 |A2
W > 35Gev 1258 |1783 142 |A2
1052 | 1199 114 |A2
MS Q0> 13Gev | + 2691 | 3734 139 | M
no W cu: 1459 |2205] 151 |M
1232 | 1419 115 |M
MS 0> 2Gev + 2310 | 3080 133 |M2
W > 35Gev 1258 | 1817 1.44 |M2
1052 |1201 1.4 |M2

TABLE I:Fitsto NuTeV cross section and dim uon data.

set of bands r tsof com parablequality (2 50 for
2691 data points) w hich provide an approxin atem easure
of the constraining pow er of the data.

IIT. ANALYSISOF IRON DATA
A . Iron D ata Sets

W e detem ine iron PDFs usihg the recent NuTeVv
di erential neutrino (1371/1170 data points) and anti-
neutrino (1146/966 data points) D IS cross section data
E Jwhere the quoted num bers of data points refer to the
two di erent com binations of kinem atic cuts introduced
below . In addition, we Include NuTeV /CCFR dimuon
data (174 points) ]which are sensitive to the strange
quark content of the nucleon.

T here are other m easurem ents of neutrino{iron D IS
available in the literature from the CCFR , , ,@],
CDHS @] and CDHSW @J collaborations; see, eg.,
Ref. E] for a review . There is also a wealth of charged
lepton{iron D IS data including SLAC @]and EMC @,

@ 1% For the present study we lim it our analysis to the

NuTeV experin ent alone; we w ill com pare and contrast
di erent experim ents In a later study.

B . Fit results

The results of our tsto the NuTe&V iron cross section
and din uon data are summ arized in Tabl[l. The cross
section data have been corrected for Q ED radiation ef-
fects, and the non—isoscalarity of the iron target @ ]; cor—
respondingly, we have used A = 56;Z = 28 in Egs. ()

6Ct. the Durham HEP Databases for a com plete listing:
http://www—spires.dur.ac.uk/hepdata/



and (3).) Note, foran iron target the isoscalar correction
factors are am alland do not exceed the few $ level. W e
have perform ed ts to the combined data as well as to
the neutrino—and antimeutrino data sets separately. Fur—
therm ore, two di erent cuts in the kinem atic plane have
been exam ined: a)Q > 1:3 GeV ,no cut on the hadronic
InvariantmassW andb)Q > 2Ge&V andW > 35Ge&V,
cf., Tablk[. The NLO QCD calulation was perform ed
inboth theM S and ACOT schan es. The ACOT schem e
calculation takes into account the heavy quark m ass ef-
fects, w hereas the M S schem e assum es m assless partons.
TE}Se |%}m inant targetm asse ectshave been incorporated
/3918
A s noted above, we have found bands for each class of
ts from which we have chosen central representatives.
The 2 valueshave been determ ined taking into account
the full correlations of the data em ploying the e ective
2 flinction given in Eq. (B .5) ofRef. E]. T he num bers
rthe “=pts are roughly on the order of 14 forboth the
ACOT and theM S schem es? Furthem ore,the tstothe
antineutrino data have considerably better ? valies;
how ever,we w ill see below that this is at least partly due
to the larger uncertainties of these data.

1. PDF Reference Sets

For the purposes of this study, we use two di erent ref-
erence sets of freeproton PD Fswhich we denote Base1’
and Base2’.

Since we focus on ron PDF's and the associated nu-
clear corrections, we need a base set of PDF s which are
essentially free of any nuclear e ects; this is the purpose
of the Base-1 reference set @ ]. T herefore, to extract the
Basel PDFswe om it the CCFR and NuTeV data from
our t so that our base PDF's do not contain any large
residual nuclear corrections.!’ The absence of such nu-
clear e ectsw illbe in portant in Sec[IV]when we extract
the nuclear corrections factors.

TheBase2PDFsareessentially theCTEQ 6.1M PDF's
with a modi ed strange PDF introduced to accomm o-—
date the NuTeV dinuon datal' In the m anner of the

7 W e have checked that om itting the isoscalar correction factors
and using A = 56;Z = 26 gives aln ost identical results.
Target m ass e ects (TM C ) are expected to be relevant at large
B jorken—x or sm allm om entum transfers Q 2 f3d1. For issues of
higher orders and higher tw ist cf. R efs. ,,,}

Fits to this sam e data neglecting the correlations between the
errors and using the conventional 2 function (cf. Eg. (B.1) in
E]),have sm aller 2:pts ’ 1. W hile the uncorrelated errors are
larger, the extracted param eters are sim ilar.

W edo retain the deuteron data as thishasonly a sm allcorrection
over the central x-range, (cf. Sec.[IV A)) E,]. T he deuteron
correction has been applied in the Base-1 t. A 1so, for the D rell-
Yan Cu data (E605), the expected nuclear corrections in this
kinem atic range are sm all (a few percent) com pared to the overall
nom alization uncertainty (15% ) and system atic error (10% ).

1 These PD Fs have been detem ined from a t to the sam e data

8

©

10

CTEQ6.JIM PDF's, the Base? t does not apply any
deuteron corrections to the data; this is in contrast to the
Base1PDFs.Alwo,theBase?2 tdoesincludetheCCFR
data that has been corrected to a free nucleon using
charged-lepton correction factors; the Ferm ibb CCFR
experin ent is the predecessor of NuT eV w ith com parable
statistics as those from NuTeVv @]. The CCFR results
in the largex region (x > 0:4) are consistently low er than
those from NuTeV , and various sources contributing to
the di erence have been denti ed [IE,]. O ne third of
the discrepancy has been attrbuted to a m iscalbration
of them agnetic eld m ap of them uon spectrom eter, ie.,
to the muon energy scale In the CCFR analysis. About
another third com es from m odel di erences (cross sec-
tion m odel, m uon and hadron energy an earing m odels).
A com parison of NuTeV and CCFR data can be found
n Ref. [d1.

By com paring the freeproton PDF “Basel’ and
Base?2’ sets with the fron PDF sets of Tablke[d, we can
gauge the size of the nuclkar e ects. Furthem ore,di er-
ences betw een observables using the B ase-1’ respectively
the Base2’ reference sets w ill indicate the uncertainty
due to the choice of the freeproton PDF 1?2

2. Comparison of the Fits with D ata

The quality of our tsofTable[d can also be cbserved
directly in Figures[d { @ where we com pare the theoret—
icalcross section (1=E )d?> =dxdy with a selection of the
data. To be speci ¢, we show all the data taken with
beam energiesE = 65;150,and 245 G eV which passour
kinem atic cuts. T he m easurem ents are organized in bins
of x as a function of the inelasticity y and cover the x—
range 0015 x  0:750. The m om entum transfers can
be com puted using the relation Q% = 2M Exy. W e nor—
m alize these plots using the A2’ t which in plam ents
the kinematiccutsQ > 2GeV and W > 35 GeV (cf.
Tablk[d). W e note that these are the cuts em plyed i
the CTEQ 6 analysis In order to reduce the sensitivity to
target m ass and higher tw ist e ects.’

The tprovides a good description of the data which
are distrbuted around unity for m ost of the bins. For
reference, the results of t A’ (solid line) and Basel

setas in the CTEQ 6 analysisw ith the addition of the the NuTeV
din uon data. T he changes to the strange sea induce only m inor
changes to the other t param eters; thishasam inim ale ect on
the particular observables (d , Fz) we exam ine in the present
study.
12 A1 results have been com puted with both Base-l and Base2
PDFs. Since the Base2 PDFsuse CCFR and NuTeV data, the
resulting PD F s w illdepend on the nuclear corrections which we
are trying to determ ine. T hereforew e w illpredom inantly display
the Base-1 PD F's for com parison in the follow ing Sections.
Conversely, global analyses of nuclear PD F's tend to use looser
kinem atic cuts due to the lack of sm allx data and the interest
in the very largex region.

13
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FIG.1l: Representative com parison of t A2’ to the NuTeV n

y
(E=65 GeV)

eutrino and antimeutrino cross section data. Shown are the

data points for various x-bins versus the inelasticity y for an energy of E = 65 G &V in a data-overtheory representation. For
com parison, we also show results for the Base-l PDF's (dotted) and the A’ t (solid);the t A2’in posesm ore stringent cuts

onQ > 2GeV andW > 35Ge&V.

PDFs (dotted line) are shown aswell. For t A2/, the
e ectofthe Q > 2 Ge&V cut is to rem ove data at low
y In the smallx region, and the W > 335 G&V cut ex—
cludes low -+ data at large x. The e ects of these cuts
on the t are visble by com paring the di erence of the

solid Iine (A’) from unity (A2’). Forx > 0:045,we ob—
serve m inin al di erences between the A’ and A2’ ts,
and conclude the e ectofthekinem aticcuts (Q > 2G &V
andW > 35Gé&V)arenom nalin thisregion. In the low -
est x bin (x 0:015),much of the data is elim inated by
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FIG .2: The same as in Fig.[l for a neutrino energy of E =

theQ > 2G eV cutsuch that t A2’isonly constrained
by a few data points at large y for the higher neutrino
energies, cf. Fig.[3. Since both, t A’and t A2’ have
large uncertainties In this xregion the com parison of in—
dividual representatives is less signi cant| in particular
atmedium and low y where no data points lie. In con-—
clusion, we discern no relevant di erences between the
two classes of ts over the entire kinem atic plane and

150 Gev.

w il therefore m ainly focus on t A2’ in the follow ing

sections.

3. Comparison of the Fits with Reference PDF's

T he dotted curve in Figures[d { [3 show s the cross sec-
tions obtained with Basel freeproton PDFs, inserted
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FIG .3: The same as in Fig.[l for a neutrino energy of E = 245G eV .

into Eq. (2) to obtain \free iron" PDF's, divided by the [0:045 0:08]) are generally below unity (the A2’ t) in
cross sections com puted with t A2’PDFs. The Base2 the y region of the data points In plying an enhancem ent
PDFs (notshown) yield sin iflar resultsaswedem onstrate due to nuclear e ects. A s discussed above, the results in
in Sec.[IV.C|. W e expect the base PDFs will provide a the owest x bin (x = 0:015) are less clear as the uncer-
poorer description of the data since the nuclear m odi — tainties are larger since the kinem atic cuts rem ove m uch
cationsare not taken Into account; the deviations ofthese of the data. Nevertheless, do not see a clear signal of
curves from unity indicate the size of the nuclear e ects. shadow ing in this region (cf., Fig.[d at hrgey).

W e observe that the Basel results at anallx (x For interm ediate x [0:125 0:d75]theBasel (dotted



line) results are very sin ilar to t A 2’. For larger x
[0225 065]we observe a suppression of the nuclear
cross sections qualitatively sin ilar to what is know n from
charged lepton D IS. Finally, in the region x > 0:75 the
nuclear cross section isagain enhanced| an e ectusually
attributed to the Ferm im otion of the nuclons in the
nucleus.

Tn conclusion, we observe the follow ing pattem for the
nuclear cross section com pared to the free nucleon cross
section: i) enhancem ent for x > 0:75, ii) suppression for
X [0225 065], iii) equality for x 0:125, and iv)
slight enhancem ent for x [0:045 0:08]. This is to
be contrasted w ith the expectation from charged lepton
D IS w ith the wellknow n pattem: i) enhancem ent forx >
0:75 (Fem im otion), i) suppression for x 03 0B8]
(EM C e ect), iii) enhancem ent for x [0:06 03]@AnNt
shadow ing), and i) suppression for x < 0:06 (Shad-
ow ing). Thus, for x > 0:3 our results are generally as
expected. However, we nd that the usual behavior at
mediim and snallx ismodied. W e will exam ine this
further in the follow ing sections.

C. TIron PDFs

Having established the quality of our ts,we now ex—
am ine the nuclear (iron) parton distributions ff (%;0%)
according to Eq. Q). Figure[d shows the PDFs from

t A2’atour nput scale Q¢ = m. = 13 G&V versus
x. For an alm ost isoscalar nucleus lke iron the u and d
distributions are very sin ilar, see Eqgs. (210){ (Z4). T here-
fore, we only show the u, and u partons, together w ith
the strange seal® As explained above, the gluon dis-
tribution is very sim ilar to the fam iliar CTEQ 6M gluon
at the input scale such that we don't show it here. In
order to Indicate the constraining power of the NuTe&V
data, the band of reasonable ts isdepicted. The tsin
this band were obtained (as outlined above) by varying
the initial conditions and the num ber of free param eters
to fully explore the solution space. A1l the ts shown
in the band have 2=DOF within 0.02, which roughly
corresponds to a range of 2 50 for the 2691 data
points.

A scan be seen in Figureld, the u, distribution (Fig.[4a)
has a very narrow band across the entire xrange. The
up- and strange-sea distributions (Fig.[db and Fig.[4dc)
are less precisely determ ined. At values of x down to,
say, x ' 0:07 the bands are still reasonably well con—

ned; however, they open up widely in the anallx re-
gion. Cases where the strange quark sea lies above the
up-quark sea are unrealistic, but are present in som e of

14 W hile iron is roughly isoscalar, other nuclear PD F's can exhibit
larger di erences between the u and d distributions| the ex—
trem e case being the freeproton PD F .W hen com paring PD Fsof
Eq. ), wemust keep in m ind that it is ultim ately the structure
functions de ned by Eq. (@) which are the physical observables.
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FIG. 4: Parton distrbutions for iron at our input scale
Q2 = 169 GeV?. Shown are the bands (in yellow ) from t
A 27 for the up quark valence distribution (upper gure), the
up quark sea (m ddle), and the strange quark sea (lower g-
ure). ThecentralPDF from t A 2’isshown by the solid line.
T he dashed lines depict parton distributions constructed ac—
cording to Eq. {J) with A = 56 and Z = 26 using the Base-1
freeproton PDFs. The dotted lines are the lading order
HKN 04 nuclear parton distributions E], the dotted-dashed
lines are the next+to-leading order (NLO ) HK N 07 nuclear par—
ton distributions Q], and the dot-dashed lines are the next—
to-lead ing order distributions (D S) from R ef. [1]. T he vertical
line m arks the lower 1im it of the data In the x variable.

the tssince thisregion (x . 0:02) is not constrained by
data. W e have included the curves for our free-proton
Base1l PDFs (dashed), as well as the HKN 04 E] (dot—



ted), the NLO HKNO7 [4] (dotted-dashed), and DS [1]
(dot-dashed) nuclear PDFs.!®

T he com parison w ith the Base-1 PDF's is straightfor-
ward since the sam e theoretical fram ew ork (Input scale,
functional form , NLO evolution) has been utilized for
their detemm ination. T herefore, the di erences between
the solid band and the dashed line exhibit the nuclear
e ects, keeping in m ind that the freeproton PD F s them —
selves have uncertainties.

For the com parison w ith the HK N 04 distributions, it
should be noted that a SU (3)- avor symm etric sea has
been used; therefore, the HKN 04 strange quark distri-
bution is larger, and the light quark sea sm aller, than
their Base-l PDF counterparts over a w ide range In x.
Furthemm ore, the HKN 04 PDFs are evolved at leading
order.

In a recent analysis, the HKN group has published a
new set of NPDFs (HKN 07) including uncertainties f4].
They provide both LO and NLO sets of PDF's, and we
display the NLO set. ThesePD Fsalso useam oregeneral
set of sea distrlbutions such that u(x) 6 d(x) 6 s(x) In
general.

TheD S PDFsare linked to the GRV 98 PD F's [49]w ith
a rather am all radiatively generated strange sea distri-
bution. Consequently, the light quark sea is enhanced
com pared to the other sets. Additionally, the DS sets
are evolved In a 3— xed- avor schem e in which no cham
parton is included in the evolution. H ow ever, at the scale
Q = m . of Fig.[ this is of no im portance.

IV. NUCLEAR CORRECTION FACTORS

In the previous section we analyzed charged current

{Fe data w ith the goal of extracting the iron nuclear
parton distrbbution functions. In this section, we now
com pare our iron PD Fs w ith the freeproton PDFs (ap—
propriately scaled) to infer the proper heavy target cor—
rection w hich should be applied to relate these quantities.

W ithin the parton m odel, a nuclkar correction factor
R [0 ]for an observable O can be de ned as follow s:

O NPDF ]

RO 1= e

(25)

where O NPDF ] represents the observable com puted
w ith nuclear PDF's, and O [free] is the sam e ocbservable
constructed out of the free nuclkeon PDF's according to
Eq. (28). C learly,R can depend on the observable under
consideration sin ply because di erent observables m ay
be sensitive to di erent com binations of PD F's.

15 I a recent publication, E skola et al. E]perﬁ)rm a global reanal-
ysis of their E SK 98 E} nuclear PDFs. W hile we do not present a
com parison here, the results are com patible w ith those distribu-
tions displayed in Fig.[; a com parison can be found in Figs. 10
and 11 ofRef. [d].
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T hism eans that the nuclear correction factorR forF
and F$ will, in general, be di erent. Additionally, the
nuclear correction factor orF ;' willyield di erent results
for the charged current {F e process W exchange) as
com pared w ith the neutralcurrent  {F e process ( ex—
change). Schem atically, we can write the nuclear cor-
rection for the D IS structure function F, in a charged
current (CC) {A process as (cf. Eq. [@)):°

&+t o+ o

2
R F X 14
ce F2ixi0%) di+ u’+

(26)
and contrast this with the neutral current (NC) “ {A
process (cf. Eq. (I4)):

Ryc (F2;x;0%) 7

2
o+ A+ o+ o+

2
di+di+ o+ o+

Wl Wik

27)

where the superscript \ ;" denotes the \free nucleon"
PDF which is constructed via the relation:

& Z)

. Z .
£/ (x;0)= — £ (x;0)+
A A

£ (x;Q) (28)
C lkarly, the R -factorsdepend on both the kinem atic vari-
ables and the factorization scale. Finally, we note that
Eq. (29) is sub fct to uncertainties of both the num erator
and the denom inator.

W ewillnow evaluate the nuclear correction factors for
our extracted PDFs, and com pare these with selected
results from the literature [13,[14,[19117 Because we
have extracted the iron PDFs from only iron data, we
do not assum e any particular form for the nuclear A -
dependence; hence the extracted R [0 ]ratio is essentially
m odel independent.

A . D euteron corrections for the FJ °=F, ratio

T he structure function ratio F}°=F} provides a com —
mon (and useful) observable to use to gauge the nuclear
e ects of iron. To construct the num erator, we w ill use
our iron PDFs as extracted n ts A’ and A2. For
the denom nator, we w ill use the Base-1 and Base2 free
proton PD F ; how ever, converting from free proton struc-
ture functions to deuteron structure functions is nontriv—
ialand m odeldependent.

T Fig.[d we display the NM C data for FL2 =F? [4d)
and com pare this to a variety of data param eterizations

16 T he corresponding antineutrino process is obtained with a u $
d interchange.

17 N ote that our com parison w ith the K ulagin {Pettim odel is based
on the work in R ef. m].
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FIG.5: NMC data or FY =FP [4d]at 02 = 547 Gev? in

com parison w ith the theory prediction for F} =F2p com puted
using freeproton Base?2 PDFs. The dashed line shows the
structure function ratio obtained with the Base-l PDF's; in
this case a nuclear correction factor for deuterium has been
applied (cf.,Refs. E,@J). For com parison, we also show the
param eterizations of A meodo et al ] and Tvaskis et al.

la1,[ad 1.

id,[1d,[44,[47,[48]. The dashed line show s the structure
function ratio com puted w ith the Base-l PDFs; in this
case a nuclear correction factor for deuteriuim has been
applied using the param eterization ofR ef. ]. The solid
line show s the structure function ratio com puted w ith the
Base2 PD F's; in this case no nuclear correction factor for
deuterium wasapplied. T he dotted line (A meodo) is the
param eterization of Ref. ], and the dotdashed lne
(Tvaskis) is the param eterization of R ef. @, @]. We
see that the range of discrepancies in the deuterium cor—
rections are typically on the order of a percent or two
except at large x; while this correction cannot be ne-
glected, it is small com pared to the much larger iron
nuclear corrections. To explore a range of possibilities
(re ecting the underlying uncertainty) we have incorpo—
rated deuteron corrections into the Base-1 PDF , but not
the Base2 PD F ; hence the spread betw een these two ref-
erence PD Fsw ill, in part, re ectour ignorance ofF2D and
other uncertainties of proton PD F's at largex.

B. FZFQ:FZD for neutral current (N C ) charged

lepton scattering

We will also nd it Instructive to com pare our re-
sults with the FJ°=F? as extracted in neutral current
charged-lepton scattering, ‘ {Fe. In Fig.[fl we com pare
the experin ental results for the structure function ra-
tio FF°=F) for the ©llow ing experin ents: BCDM S-85
f4d3, BcDM s-87 [5d], sLAC£049 (517, sLAC£139 [€],
SLAC-140 [34]. The curve (labeled SLAC /NM C param —
eterization) is a t to this data ]. W hile there is a
spread in the individual data points, the param eteriza—
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FIG .6: Param eterization for the neutralcurrent charged lep—
ton structure finction F °=F) . For com parison we show ex—
perin ental results from the BCDM S collaboration (BCDM S—
85 [4d], BcDM 5-87 [50]) and from experinm ents at SLAC
(SLAC£049 [5]],sLaCc£139 [d),and sLAC £140 [34)). N or-
m alization uncertainties of the data have not been included.

tion describes the bulk of the data at the levelof a few
percent or better. It is in portant to note that this pa-
ram eterization is ndependent of atom ic num ber A and
the energy scale Q ? @]; this is in contrast to the results
wew illderive using the PD F s extracted from the nuclear
data® Additionally, we note that while this param eter—
ization has been extracted using ratios of ¥, structure
functions, it is often applied to other observables such
asFi3: ord . W e can use this param eterization as a
guide to judge the approxin ate correspondence betw een
this neutral current (NC ) charged lepton D IS data and
our charged current (CC ) neutrino D IS data.

C . Correction Factors for d° =dx sz

W e begin by com puting the nuclear correction factor
R according to Eq. (28) for the neutrino di erential cross
section in Eq. (8) asthis representsthebulk ofthe NuTeV
data inclided In our t. M ore precisly, we show R -
factors for the charged current cross sectionsd? =dx dQ ?
at xed Q2 which can be obtained from Eq. (8) by a
sim ple Jacobian transform ation and we consider an iron
target which has been corrected for the neutron excess,
ie.,weusethe PDFs in Eq. (2) (for the num erator) and
Eq. (28) (for the denom inator) with A = 56 and Z = 28.
Our results are displayed . Fig.[1 or 0% = 5 Gev?
and a neutrino energy E = 150 Ge&V which im plies,
due to the relation Q2 = 2M E xy, a m inin al x-value

18 T particular,we will nd for lJarge x (> 0:5) and Q com parable

to the proton m ass the target m ass corrections for FZ°=F? are
essential for reproducing the features of the data; hence the Q
dependence plays a fundam ental role.
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FIG .7: Nuclkar correction factor R according to Eq. (29) for
the di erential cross section d° =dx dQ2 in charged current

F e scattering at Q? = 5Gev? and E = 150 GeV . Results
are shown using the A 2’ t for the charged current neutrino
(solid lines) and antineutrino (dashed lines) scattering from
fron. The upper (lower) pair of curves show s the result of
our analysis w ith the Base2 (Base-l) freeproton PDFs. The
correction factors shown here are for an fron target which has
been corrected for the neutron excess.

of X i = 0:018. The solid (dashed) lines correspond to
neutrino (antimeutrino) scattering using the iron PDF's
from the A2’ t.

W ehave com puted R using both theBase-1 and Base2
PDF's for the denom inator of Eq. (23)); recall that Base-
1 includes a deuteron correction while Base2 uses the
CCFR data and does not include a deuteron correction.
The di erence between the Base-l and Base2 curves is
approxin ately 2% atsm allx and grow sto 5% atlargerx,
w ith Base2 above the Base-1 results. A s this behavior is
typical, in the ©llow ing plots (F gs.[8and Figs.[d) wew ill
only show the Base-l results. W e also observe that the
neutrino (antineutrino) results coincide in the region of
large x where the valence PD Fs are dom inant, butdi er
by a few percent at an all x due to the di ering strange
and cham distributions.

D . Correction Factors for F, (x;Q 2) and F, x;07%)

W e now com pute the nuclar correction factors for
charged current neutrino{iron scattering. T he results for

{F e are shown in Fig[8, and those of {F e are shown
in Fig.[d. The num erator in Eq. (28) has been com puted
using thenuclear PDF from t A2’,and for the denom i-
nator we have used the Base1l PDFs. For com parison
we also show the correction factor from the Kulagin({
Pettim odel [14] (dashed-dotted), and the SLAC /NM C
curve (dashed) [13] which has been obtained from an
A and Q ?~independent param eterization of calciim and
iron charged{lepton D IS data.
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FIG .8: Nuclear correction factor R according to Eq. 23) or
the structure function ¥, in charged current F e scattering at
a)0?=5Gev? andb)Q2 = 20G eV ?. The sold curve show s
the result of our analysis of NuTeV data (one representative
of 7 t A2’) divided by the results obtained w ith the Base-l

freeproton PDF's; the uncertainty from the A2 t is repre-
sented by the yellow band. For com parison we show the cor—
rection factor from the K ulagin{Pettim odel EJ (dashed-dot
line), HKN 07 [4] (dashed-dotted line), and the SLAC /NM C

param etrization (dashed line) }.

D ue to the neutron excess n iron '’ both our curves
and the KP curves di er when com paring scattering
for neutrinos (Fig.[8) and antineutrinos (Fig.[d); the
SLAC /NM C param eterization is the same In both g-
ures. For our results (solid lines), the di erence between

19 N ote that the correction factors shown in F igs.[f and [0 are valid
for the case in which the data have not been corrected for the
neutron excess in iron. Fordata that already have been corrected
for the neutron excess one should, for consistency, com pute the
R -factors using A = 56, % = 28 in equation Eq. (). The m ag-
nitude of the di erence betw een the R -factors in these two cases
(Z = 26 vs.Z = 28) is typically a few percent.
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FIG.9: Thesameas in Fig.[Bfor F e scattering.

the neutrino and antimneutrino results is relatively am all,
of order 3% at x = 0%. Conversly, for the KP m odel
(dashed-dotted lines) the { di erence reaches 10% at
x  0{7,and ram ains sizable at lower values of x.

To deam onstrate the dependence of the R factor on the
kinem atic variables, in Figs.[8 and Fig.[d we have plot—
ted the nuclear correction factor for two separate values
of Q%. Again, our curves and the KP m odel yied dif-
ferent results for di erent Q 2 values, In contrast to the
SLAC /NM C param eterization.

C om paring the nuclear correction factors for the F,
structure function (Figs.[d and Fig.[d) with those cb-
tained for the di erential cross section (Fig.[q), we see
these are quite di erent, particularly at an all x. Again,
this is because the cross section d?  is com prised of a dif-
ferent com bination of PD F's than the F, structure func-
tion. In general, our R values for F, lie below those of
the corresponding R <values for the cross section d at
anallx. Sinced isa linear com bination of F, and Fs,
the R wvalues for F3 (not shown) therefore lie above those
ofF, and d . Again, we aen phasize that it is in portant
to use an appropriate nuclear correction factor which is
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FIG .10: Predictions (solid and dashed line) for the structure
flinction ratio F °=F2 using the iron PDF's extracted from

tsto NuTeV neutrino and antimmeutrinodata ( £t A 2’). The
SLAC/NM C param eterization is shown with the dot-dashed
line. T he structure function F, i the denom inator hasbeen
com puted using either the Base2 (solid line) or the Base-l
(dashed line) PD F's. A nuclear correction factor for deuterium
has been included in the Base-l calulation [14].

m atched to the particular cbservable.

A sweobserved in the previous section, our resultshave
general features in comm on w ith the KP m odel and the
SLAC /NM C param eterization, but the m agnitude of the
e ects and the x-region where they apply are quite dif-
ferent. O ur results are noticeably atter than the KP
and SLAC /NM C curves, especially at m oderatex where
the di erences are signi cant. T he general trend we see
when exam ining these nuclear correction factors is that
the antishadow ing region is shifted to am aller x valies
and any tum-over at low x is m inin al given the PDF
uncertainties. In general, these plots suggest that the
size of the nuclear corrections extracted from the NuTe&V
data are sm aller than those obtained from charged lepton
scattering (SLAC /NM C ) or from the set ofdata used In
the KP m odel. W ew ill investigate this di erence further
in the follow ing section.

E. Predictions for C harged-Lepton F; °=F) from
iron PDFs

Since the SLAC/NM C param eterization was t to
Ffe=F? for chargedJepton D IS data, we can perform
a m ore balanced com parison by using our iron PDF's to
com pute this sam e quantity. The results are shown in
Fig.[IJ where we have used our iron PDFs to com pute
Ff¢,and the Basel and Base2 PDFs to compute F .

A sw ith the nuclear correction factor results of the pre-
vioussection,we nd our results have som e gross features
in comm on while on am orere ned levelthem agnitude of
the nuclear corrections extracted from the CC iron data
di ers from the charged lepton data. In particular, we
note that the socalled \antishadow Ing" enhancem ent at



x [0:06 0:3]isnotreproduced by the charged current
(anti-neutrino data. Exam ining our results am ong all
the variousR [0 ]Jcalculations,we generally nd that any

nuclear enhancem ent In the snall x region is reduced
and shifted to a lower x range as com pared w ith the
SLAC /NM C param eterization. In fact, this behavior is
expected given the com parisons of Figs.[I{3 w hich show

thatatx  0: the cross sections obtained w ith the base
PDFs are not an aller than the A ’and A2’ tted cross
sections. Furthem ore, in the 1m it of hrge x (x & 0%6)

ourresultsare slightly higher than thedata, including the
very precise SLAC £ 139 points; how ever,the large theo—
retical uncertainties on FP in this xxregion (see Fig.[d)

m ake it di cult to extract m conclusions.

T his discussion raises the m ore general question as to
whether the charged current ( {Fe) and neutral cur-
rent (Y {F e) correction factors are entirely com patible
E . E @ E @ T here is a priori no requirem ent
that these be equal; iIn fact, given that the {Fe pro—
cess involves the exchange ofaW and the / {F e process
Involves the exchange of a  we necessarily expect this
w ill lead to di erences at som e level. To say de nitively
how much of this di erence is due to this e ect and how
much is due to the uncertainty of our nuclear PDF s re—
quires further study; In particular, it would be interest-
ing to extend the globalanalysis of nuclear PDF's to in—
clude neutral current charged—lepton aswellas additional
charged current neutrino data. H ere, the analysis of ad—
ditional data sets such as the ones from the CHORUS
experin ent @ , @] (neutrino—-lead interactions) should
help clarify these questions. W e are in the processes of
adding additionalnuclear data sets to our analysis; how —
ever, this Increased precision com es at the expense of
Introducing the \A " degree of freedom into the t.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e have presented a detailed analysis of the high
statistics NuTeV neutrino{iron data in the fram ework
of the parton model at next+toJleading order QCD.
This Investigation takes a new approach to this prob-

14

lem by studying a single nuclear target (iron) so thatwe
avod the di culty of having to assum e a nuclear \A "-
dependence. In this context, we have extracted a set
of iron PD Fswhich are free of any nuclearm odel depen—
dence. By com paring these iron PD F sw ith \free proton"
PDFs,we can construct the associated nuclear correction
factor R for any chosen observable in any given £x;Q °g
kinem atic range.

W hile the nuclear corrections extracted from charged
current {F e scattering have sin ilar characteristics as
the neutralcurrent 1 {F e charged-lepton results, the de-
tailed x and Q ? behavior is quite di erent. T hese results
raise the desper question as to w hether the charged cur-
rent and neutral current correction factorsm ay be sub-
stantially di erent. A com bined analysis of neutrino and
charged-lepton data sets, forw hich the present study pro-
vides a foundation, w ill shed m ore light on these issues.
R esolving these questions is essential if we are to reliably
use the plethora of nuclkar data to obtaining freeproton
PDFs.
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