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Abstract. A QCD analysis of the world data on inclusive polarized deasgastic scattering of
leptons on nucleons is presented in leading and next—tinlgarder. New parameterizations are
derived for the quark and gluon distributions and the vafuesGMz ) is determined. Emphasis is put
on the derivation of fully correlated error bands for thestrdbutions which are directly applicable
to determine experimental errors of other polarized otz®es. The impact of the variation of both
the renormalization and factorization scales on the vafugsds studied. Finally a factorization—
scheme invariant QCD analysis based on the observap(@sQ?) and dg; (x,Q?)/dlog(Q?) is
performed in next—to—leading order, which is compared ¢ostandard analysis.

INTRODUCTION

The remarkable growth of experimental data on inclusivapzoéd deep inelastic scat-
tering of leptons on nucleons over the last years [1-9] a@ltovperform refined QCD
analyses of polarized structure functions in order to retheaspin—dependent partonic
structure of the nucleon. A number of such analyses hasdgiie@en worked out. The
most recent ones are [10—13]In this talk results from a new QCD analysis in leading
(LO) and next-to—leading (NLO) order [13]are presented. New parameterizations of
the polarized quark and gluon distributions are derivetlisiog the parameterizations
of fully correlated I error bands for these distributions, which are directlylapple

to calculate errors of other polarized observables. Furtbee the value obis(Mz) is
determined. Finally and for the first time a factorizatiorheme independent QCD evo-
lution based on the observablggx, Q) anddg; (x, Q%) /dlog(Q?) in next—to—leading
order is performed.

FORMALISM

In LO the polarized structure functian (x, Q%) is expressed as the sum of the polarized
quark distributiongig; (x, Q%) weighted by the square of the quark charges. In NLO the

1 For a more complete list of references see the referencesntend Ref. [14]
2 All details of the analysis are given in Ref. [14].
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expression fogy (x,Q?) involves the polarized singlé> (x, Q?), the gluonAG(x, Q?),
and the non-singlétqNS(x, Q%) distributions and reads

@) =5 | (1 1) 1805007 + a0 + usad'S|, ()

wheren; is the number of active quark flavors agds the quark charge. The symbol
denotes the Mellin convolution w.rx.of the polarized parton densitiés; (x, Q%) with
the corresponding polarized Wilson coefficient functidfgx, as(Q?)). The polarized
singlet and non-singlet distributions are certain contimna of the polarized quark
distributionsAg; (x, Q?).

The evolution equations used to evolve the parton dendbiekifferent Q? values
contain the polarized splitting functionsR,(x,a5(Q?)). Both the polarized Wilson
coefficient [15] and the polarized splitting functions [16F known in théViS scheme
up to orderO(a3).

METHOD

The shape chosen for the parameterization of the polariaeidmp distributions at the
input scale of)? = 4.0 GeV? s :

XA (%, Q3) = NiAX® (1 —X)° (14 yix+ pix?). 2)

The normalization constas is chosen such thay; is the first moment ofq; (x, Q3).
The densities to be fitted afas 3, Ady, Ag, andAG.

Assuming3J (3) flavor symmetry the first moments Afy, andAd, are determined by
the U (3) parameter§ andD measured in neutron and hyperdrdecays and can be
fixed tony, = 0.926 andng, = —0.341. In addition we assume a flavor symmetric sea,
i.e. only one general sea distributit(x, Q?) is required. No assumptions are made
concerning positivity and helicity retention. Given thegent accuracy of the data we
set a number of parameters to zero, nanpgly= pq, = 0, Yg= pPg= 0, andyc = pc =0.
This choice reduces the number of parameters to be fittedafdr parton distribution
to three. In addition the paramet@etcp was determined. The relative normalizations
of the different data sets were fitted and then fixed. Doingast @f the experimental
systematics was taken into account.

RESULTS

The results reported here are based on 433 data points ofrastyyndata, i.eg;/F1
or A;, aboveQ? = 1.0 GeV?, the world statistics published so far. The QCD fits are
performed org; which is evaluated from the asymmetry data using paranzetesins for

3 Note thatAq+Aq= Aqy + 2AQ.



the unpolarized structure functioRs[17] andR [18]. We realized that the 4 parameters
Yu,» Ya,» by, andbg had to be fixed in addition at their values)gt;, since the data do
not constrain these parameters well enough. Only fits withsiipe definite covariance
matrix were accepted in order to be able to calculate thg édtrelated & error bands.
The NLO polarized parton densities at the input scale aregoted in Fig. 1.
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FIGURE 1. Polarized parton distribution at the input scﬁ)éz 4.0 GeV? (solid line) compared to
results obtained by GRSV (dashed-dotted line) [12] and AA&sked line) [10]. The shaded areas
represent the fully correlateab®error bands calculated by Gaussian error propagation | RHf.

While the quality of the data is sufficient to determife, and Ad, with good
accuracyAG andAg have much broader error bands. This is essentially due tiathke
of data at lonx. The agreement with the results of the analyses of Refsdd@]12] is
satisfactory within the error bands. The measured strecfturctiongf is well described
both as function ok and ofQ2. The derived parton distributions and its error bands have
been evolved t@)? values up to 10000 GeV2. As an example the evolution &G is
shown in Fig. 2. One observes that even within the error leBdtayspositive up to
the highesg? value. It should be mentioned thid develops a trend to change sign and
becomes slightly positive towards high@f values and fox> 0.1 within the errors.
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FIGURE 2. The polarized parton distributioAG evolved up toQ? values up toQ? — 10,000 Gev?
(solid line) compared to results obtained by GRSV (dashetied line) [12] and AAC (dashed line) [10].
The shaded areas represent the fully correlatedrtor bands calculated by Gaussian error propagation,

Ref. [14].

In determiningus(M2) the parametefqcp was fitted. The impact of the variation of
both the renormalization and factorization scales on theevaf ag was studied. The
following value forAgcp was obtained

4 .
Noep = 24158 (fit)

which results into a value of

as(M2) =0.114
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MeV,

(ren).



This value ofas(M32) is compatible within the errors with the world average dfiB+
0.002 [19] and with values from other QCD analyses [20], alttothe central value
tends to be lower, as also in Ref. [20b].

Finally a factorization—scheme invariant QCD analysiseldasn the observables
01(x, Q%) anddg;(x, Q%) /dlog(Q?) in next-to-leading order was performed. The cor-
responding evolution equations have been worked out in[R&f.*. Such an analysis
has the advantage of direct control over the input sinceritefrom measured quan-
tities. The only parameter to be determinedigp. Unfortunately, the present data do
not yet allow to determine the slopg (x, Q?)/dlog(Q?) as an input density from mea-
surements of), but it is derived here from the fit result fogr described above. The
evolution of the so determined slope is shown in Fig. 3.
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FIGURE 3. The evolution ofdg$(x,Q?)/dt (singlet contribution) witht = —2/BoIn(as(Q?)/as(Q3)).
The slope ofy; was determined from a fittegi, see text.

4 The same case has already been considered in Ref. [22].



A downward shift of 12MeV in Aqcp was found yielding a similar result fars(M2) as
obtained in the standard analysis.

CONCLUSIONS

An LO and NLO QCD Analysis of the current World—Data on Padad Structure Func-
tions was performed. New parameterizations of the poldnmeton densities including
their errors were derived. They are available via a faskTRAN code for the range:
1< Q?< 10° GeV? and 104 < x < 1. The value determined fars(M2) is compatible
with the world average, although the central value obtaisddwer. First steps in a
factorization—scheme invariant QCD evolution based orsthecture functiory; (x, Q?)
andag; (x, Q%) /0logQ? were performed yielding similar results fag(M2). This latter
analysis is a very promising way to proceed in the futuregesinallows to extracf\qocp
fixing all the input distributions by direct measurements.
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