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A bstract

Theresultson polarized parton densities(PDFs)obtained using di�erentm eth-

ods ofQ CD analysis ofthe present polarized DIS data are discussed. Their de-

pendence on the m ethod used in the analysis,accounting ornotforthe kinem atic

and dynam ic 1=Q 2 correctionsto spin structure function g1,isdem onstrated.Itis

pointed outthattheprecisedata in thepreasym ptoticregion requirea m orecareful

m atching ofthe Q CD predictions to the data in thisregion in orderto determ ine

the polarized PDFscorrectly.
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1 Introduction

Ourpresentknowledge ofthespin structureofthenucleon com esm ainly from polarized

inclusiveand sem i-inclusiveDIS experim entsatSLAC,CERN,DESY and JLab,polarized

proton-proton collisionsatRHIC and polarized photoproduction experim ents.Oneofthe

im portant and best studied aspects ofthis knowledge is the determ ination,in a QCD

fram ework,ofthelongitudinalpolarized parton densitiesand their�rstm om ents,which

arerelated tothespinscarried bythequarksand gluonsin thenucleon.Di�erentm ethods

ofanalysishavebeen used in thesestudies.Theaim ofthispaperistodiscussand clarify

how theresultson polarized PDFsdepend on them ethod used in theQCD analysis.

Oneofthepeculiaritiesofpolarized DIS isthatm orethan a halfofthepresentdata

areatm oderateQ 2 and W 2 (Q 2 � 1� 4 GeV 2;4 GeV 2 < W 2 < 10 GeV 2),orin theso-

called preasym ptoticregion.So,in contrasttotheunpolarized case,thisregion cannotbe

excluded from theanalysis,and theroleofthe1=Q 2 term s(kinem atic-2 factor,target

m ass corrections,and dynam ic -higher twist corrections to the spin structure function

g1)in the determ ination ofthe polarized PDFshasto be investigated. Thism akes the

QCD analysisofthe data m uch m ore com plicated and di�cultthan in the unpolarized

case.

2 Q C D fram ew ork for inclusive polarized D IS

2.1 W hich data to chose for Q C D �ts

The bestm annerto determ ine the polarized PDFsisto perform a QCD �tto the data

on g1=F1, which can be obtained if both the A jj and A ? asym m etries are m easured.

In som e cases only A jj is m easured. One can write (D is the depolarization factorand

2 = 4M 2x2=Q 2)
A jj

D
= A 1 + �A2 = (1+ 

2)
g1

F1
+ (� � )A2; (1)

from which one sees thatthe quantity A jj=D (1+ 2)isa good approxim ation ofg1=F1

becausethesecond term inthesecond relationof(1)canbeneglected inthepreasym ptotic

region too -the asym m etry A 2 isbounded and in factsm all,and m ultiplied in addition

by a sm allkinem aticfactor(� � ).

Thedata on thephoton-nucleon asym m etry A 1 arenotsuitableforthedeterm ination

ofPDFsbecausethestructurefunction g2 isnotwellknown in QCD and theapproxim a-

tion

(A 1)
theor = g1=F1 � 

2
g2=F1 � (g1=F1)

theor (2)
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used bysom eofthegroupsisnotreasonablein thepreasym ptoticregion because2 cannot

beneglected.

Bearing in m ind the rem arks above,let us discuss in m ore detailhow to confront

correctly thetheoreticalpredictionsto theavailablepolarized inclusive DIS data:

i)Firstofall,one should include in the QCD �tofthe world data allg1=F1 data

available.These aretheCLAS(p,d),JLab/HallA(n),SLAC E143(p,d)and E155(p,d)

data [1].1

ii) For the rest ofexperim ents: EM C(p),SM C(p,d) [2]and COM PASS(d) [3]at

CERN,HERM ES(p,d) [4]at DESY and E142(n),E154(n) at SLAC [5],only data on

A 1 are presented. In the experim ents at CERN and DESY only the asym m etry A jj is

m easured. However,for di�erent reasons the approxim ations A jj=D � A 1 � g1=F1 for

CERN data and A jj=[D (1� �)]� A1 � g1=F1 forHERM ES data aregood ones.Forthe

experim entsatCERN,the2 factorisvery sm alland theterm 2g2=F1 can beneglected,

whilefortheHERM ES data theapproxim ation g2 = 0 isused and thee�ectofthenon-

zero value ofg2 isincluded in the system atic uncertainty ofA 1.
2 In the SLAC E142(n)

and E154(n) experim ents both A jj and A ? have been m easured and g1=F1 data could

have been extracted,butthe collaborations present only data on A 1. Bearing in m ind

the kinem atic region (E154)and the precision (E142)ofthese data,the approxim ation

A 1=(1+ 2)� g1=F1 in Eq.(1)forthem isreasonable.

To sum m arize,in the pure DIS region A 1 � g1=F1 and it does not m atter which

data are be used in the QCD analysis. This is not the case when precise data in the

preasym totic region have to be used too. In that case one has to confront the QCD

predictionsto thedata m orecarefully in orderto extractthepolarized PDFscorrectly.

2.2 M ethods ofQ C D analysis

In QCD,onecan splitg1 and F1 intoleading(LT)and dynam icalhighertwist(HT)pieces

g1 = (g1)LT;TM C + (g1)H T; F1 = (F1)LT;TM C + (F1)H T: (3)

In theLT piecesin Eq.(3)thecalculabletargetm asscorrections(TM C)areincluded

g1(x;Q
2)LT;TM C = g1(x;Q

2)LT + g1(x;Q
2)TM C; (4)

1Note thatexcepting the E155 Collaboration,the otherCollaborationspresentdata on A 1 too.The

corresponding values ofA 1 and g1=F1 at the sam e (x; Q 2) are di�erent,which m eans that the term

2g2=F1 cannotbe really neglected in the preasym ptoticregion and a �tto A 1 data instead of(g1=F1),

approxim ating (A 1)
theor with (g1=F1)

theor isnotcorrect.
2Notethatforthe�nalinclusiveHERM ES A 1 data [6]theapproxim ation g2 = 0 isnotused and the

relation A 1 � g1=F1 doesnothold.
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F1(x;Q
2)LT;TM C = F1(x;Q

2)LT + F1(x;Q
2)TM C:

They are inverse powersofQ 2 kinem atic corrections,which,however,e�ectively belong

to theLT partofg1.Then,approxim ately

g1

F1
�

(g1)LT

(F1)LT
[1+

(g1)TM C+ H T

(g1)LT
�
(F1)TM C+ H T

(F1)LT
]: (5)

Note thatthe LT pieces (g1)LT and (F1)LT are expressed in term s ofthe polarized and

unpolarized PDFs,respectively.In whatfollowsonly the�rstterm sin theTM C and HT

expansionswillbeconsidered

g1(x;Q
2)TM C = M

2
=Q

2
g
(1)

1 (x;Q 2)TM C + O (M 4
=Q

4); (6)

F1(x;Q
2)TM C = M

2
=Q

2
F
(1)

1 (x;Q 2)TM C + O (M 4
=Q

4);

g1(x;Q
2)H T = h

g1(x)=Q 2 + O (�4
=Q

4); 2xF1(x;Q
2)H T = h

2xF1(x)=Q 2 + O (�4
=Q

4): (7)

The �rst term s ofthe HT pieces in Eq. (7)are shown in Fig. 1 and asseen,they are

de�nitely di�erentfrom zero and cannotbeneglected in thepreasym ptotic region.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

h(
x)
[G

eV
2 ]

 g1(LSS'06) 
 F2 (Al'02)
2xF1 (Al'02)

proton

X

 

 

 

Figure 1.HT correctionsto g1 [10],F2 and 2xF1 [11]structurefunctions.

Thereareessentially two m ethodsto �tthedata -taking orNOT taking into account

the HT correctionsto g1. According to the �rst[7],the data on g1=F1 have been �tted

including thecontribution ofthe�rstterm h(x)=Q 2 in (g1)H T and using theexperim ental

data fortheunpolarized structurefunction F1

"

g1(x;Q
2)

F1(x;Q
2)

#

exp

,
g1(x;Q

2)LT;TM C + hg1(x)=Q 2

F1(x;Q
2)exp

(M ethod I): (8)
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According to the second approach [8]only the LT term sforg1 and F1 in (3)have been

used in the�tto theg1=F1 data

"

g1(x;Q
2)

F1(x;Q
2)

#

exp

,
g1(x;Q

2)LT

F1(x;Q
2)LT

(M ethod II): (9)

Itisobviousthatthe two m ethodsare equivalent in the pure DIS region where HT

can be ignored. To be equivalentin the preasym ptotic region requiresa cancellation be-

tween theratios(g1)TM C+ H T=(g1)LT and (F1)TM C+ H T=(F1)LT in (5).Then (g1)LT obtained

from thebest�tto thedata willcoincidewithin theerrorsindependently ofthem ethod

which has been used. In Fig. 2 these ratios based on our results on target m ass [9]

and highertwist[10]correctionsto g1,and theresultson theunpolarized structurefunc-

tion F1 are presented. Note that forthe neutron target,(g1)TM C+ H T is com pared with

(g1)LT
(F1)T M C + H T

(F1)LT
because ofa node-type behaviourof(g1)LT. Also,LT m eans the NLO

QCD approxim ation forboth,g1 and F1. Asseen from Fig. 2,(TM C+HT)corrections

to g1 and F1 in theratio g1=F1 do notcanceland ignoring them using thesecond m ethod

isincorrectand willim pacton thedeterm ination ofthepolarized PDFs.3

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6
-0.4

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4
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 (g1)
TMC+HT/(g1)NLO

 (F1)
TMC+HT/(F1)NLO

Q2 = 2.5 GeV2

proton

x
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0.15
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 (g1)NLO(F1)
TMC+HT/(F1)NLO

Q2 = 2.5 GeV2

neutron

x

 

 

Figure 2. Com parison ofthe ratios of(TM C+ HT)/LT for g1 and F1 structure functionsfor

proton and neutron targets(see the text).

M odi�cationsofthesecond m ethod ofanalysisin which F1 istreated in di�erentway

arealso presented in theliterature:

3Note that this result di�ers from our previous observation that the ratios (g1)H T =(g1)LT and

(F1)H T =(F1)LT for a proton target approxim ately cancelfor x > 0:15 at Q 2 = 2:5 G eV 2 [12]. How-

ever,in a m ore precise analysis one should account for the TM C corrections in Eq. (5). Note that

previously,for the calculation ofthe ratio (F1)H T =(F1)LT the results of[11]were used,where a Q CD

analysisofthe world unpolarized DIS data wasperform ed using the cutQ 2 � 2:5 G eV 2. Thiscutex-

cludesa lotofdata in thepreasym ptoticregion which inuencethedeterm ination oftheHT corrections

to F1.Fig.2 isbased on a new analysisofthe ratio (F1)T M C + H T =(F1)LT [13].
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i)Blum lein,Bottcher[14]and COM PASS [3],whereinstead of(F1)LT in (9),(F1)exp

hasbeen used in the�tto thedata
"

g1(x;Q
2)

F1(x;Q
2)

#

exp

,
g1(x;Q

2)LT

F1(x;Q
2)exp

; (10)

ii)AAC Collaboration [15],whereF1 isexpressed in term sofF2 and R,and forthem :

(F2)LT and R exp havebeen used,respectively

A 1(x;Q
2)exp �

"

g1(x;Q
2)

F1(x;Q
2)

#

exp

,
g1(x;Q

2)LT

F2(x;Q
2)LT

2x(1+ R(x;Q 2)exp): (11)

Asm entioned above,theapproxim ation forA 1 in (11)isnotcorrectform ostofthedata

setsused in the�t.

Notethatwhen thesecond m ethod oritsm odi�cationsareused,theHT e�ectsofg1

areapparentlyabsorbed intotheextracted PDFs,which thusdi�erfrom thosedeterm ined

in the presence ofHT (form ore detailssee the discussion below),but,ofcourse,notall

thedatacan be�tted satisfactorily.On otherhand,theextracted PDFsin thefram ework

ofthesecond m ethod and corresponding to �ts(9 -11)should allbedi�erentdueto the

HT correctionsto F1 (seeFig.1)which areincluded in Eq.(10)butnotin Eq.(9),and

only partly in Eq. (11).So,using the di�erentdenom inatorsin (9 -11)one willobtain

di�erent values for the free param eters associated with the input polarized PDFs after

�tting thedata.

3 Polarized Parton D ensities

W ewilldiscussin thissection in m oredetailhow theresultson polarized PDFsdepend on

the m ethod used fortheirdeterm ination. To illustrate thisdependence we willcom pare

theNLO LSS’06setofpolarized parton densities[10]determ ined by M ethod Iwith those

obtained by COM PASS [3],DSSV [16]and AAC Collaboration [17]using M ethod IIor

itsm odi�cations.

3.1 C om parison between LSS’06 and C O M PA SS PD Fs

To obtain the LSS’06 PDFswe used M ethod I(Eq. 8)in the QCD analysis ofthe the

world dataonpolarized inclusiveDIS([1]-[5]),i.e.theHT correctionstog1 weretaken into

account.Forthe LT term we have used the NLO QCD approxim ation in theM S renor-

m alization schem e. In theiranalysisCOM PASS hasused Eq. (10),butthe CLAS data
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from [1]werenotincluded in their�t.4 In both theanalysestheexperim entaldataforthe

unpolarized structurefunction F1 were used.Thuswhatis�tted by (g
N
1 )LT(COM PASS)

issigni�cantly di�erentfrom whatis�tted by our(gN
1 )LT(LSS),i.e.

g
N
1 (x;Q

2)LT(COM PASS)= g
N
1 (x;Q

2)LT;TM C(LSS)+ h
N (x)=Q 2

� (gN1 )
LSS
tot (N = p;n;d):

(12)

Note thatfor(g1)LT COM PASS hasalso used the NLO QCD approxim ation in the M S

schem e. As a result,(g1)
LSS
tot and (g1)LT(COM PASS) obtained from the �t are alm ost

identical,butthe LT term sofg1 corresponding to LSS and COM PASS �tsare di�erent

forx < 0:1 where the HT correctionsto gd1 cannotbe neglected. Thisfactisillustrated

in Fig. 3 forgd1 where the COM PASS data are also presented. W e have found thatthe

0.01 0.1

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

G > 0

 new COMPASS

 

X

  g1
tot  LSS'06 

  g1
LT  LSS'06 

  g1
LT COMPASS 

g1
d

 

 

 

Figure 3. Com parison between (g1)tot(LSS) and (g1)LT(C O M P ASS) obtained from the �t

with theCO M PASS data atm easured x and Q 2.Errorbarsrepresentthetotal(statisticaland

system atic)errors.The(g1)LT(LSS)curve isalso shown.

HT contribution to(gd1)tot,h
d(x)=Q 2,ispositiveand large,up to40% ofthem agnitudeof

(gd1)LT in thesm allx region,whereQ
2 issm all(Q 2 � 1� 3 GeV 2).Asa consequence,the

HT e�ectsare e�ectively absorbed in the COM PASS PDFs. A crucialpointisthatthe

COM PASS analysisdoesnotincludeCLAS data,which areentirely in thepre-asym ptotic

region, and for which the HT e�ects are essential. In Fig. 4 the COM PASS PDFs

corresponding toapositivesolution for�G arecom pared with thoseobtained by LSS’06.

Asseen from Fig.4,exceptfor(�u + ��u)theotherPDFsdi�er,especially thoseofthe

strangequarksand gluons.

4Using thism ethod onecannotachievean acceptablevalueof�2 fortheCLAS datawhich areentirely

in the preasym ptoticregion [18].
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Figure 4.Com parison between NLO (M S)LSS’06 polarized PDFsand those obtained by

CO M PASS.

3.2 C om parison between LSS’06 and D SSV PD Fs

RecentlytheDSSV grouphaspresented resultsonNLO(M S)polarizedPDFs[16]obtained

from the �rstglobalanalysisofpolarized DIS,SIDIS and RHIC polarized pp scattering

data. Due to the SIDIS data a avor decom position ofthe polarized sea is achieved.

Forthe �tto the inclusive DIS data the second m ethod (9)wasused,i.e.,a NLO QCD

approxim ationfor(g1)LT and(F1)LT intheratiog1=F1.Theunpolarizedstructurefunction

F1(x;Q
2)LT wascalculated using theNLO M RST’02 parton densities[19].Thedi�erence

betweenF1(x;Q
2)N LO andthephenom enologicalparam etrizationofthedata,F1(x;Q

2)exp,

used in ouranalysis[10]isillustrated in Fig.5.Itisa m easureofthesizeoftheTM and

HT corrections F1(x;Q
2)TM C+ H T to F1 which cannot be ignored in the pre-asym ptotic

region. Note that in the M RST �t to the unpolarized data the preasym ptotic region

was excluded precisely in orderto elim inate the TM and HT corrections. Thatis why

F1(M RST)N LO di�er from (F1)exp in the preasym ptotic region where the TM and HT

correctionsto F1 cannotbeignored.

Itisim portantto m ention also thatin thepreasym ptoticregion forlargex and lower

Q 2 (x > 0:40; 0:47 forJLab and SLAC/E143 data,respectively),the kinem atic factor

2 = 4M 2x2=Q 2 is larger than R(x;Q 2). Then itfollows from the relation between F1
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Figure 5.Com parison between F
p

1(M RST)N LO and (F
p

1)exp unpolarized structurefunctionsat

Q 2 = 1:5 G eV 2 (left)and Q 2 = 2:5 G eV 2 (right).

and F2

2xF1(x;Q
2)= F2(x;Q

2)
1+ 2

1+ R(x;Q 2)
(13)

thatin thisregion 2xF1 > F2 and,asa consequence,

FL(x;Q
2)= F2(x;Q

2)� 2xF1(x;Q
2) (14)

is negative,in contrast to what follows from pQCD,i.e. that (FL)LT should be always

positive.So,FL could becom enegativein thepreasym ptoticregion duetoHT corrections.

W e consider it is im portant to test this observation by �tting the data on unpolarized

structurefunctionsF2 and FL which willbecom eavailableatJLab in thenearfuture.

The m ain features ofthe results ofthe �ts obtained by LSS (M ethod I) and DSSV

(M ethod II)are illustrated in Fig. 6 fora proton target. Asexpected,the curves cor-

responding to the ratios gtot1 (LSS)=(F1)exp and g1(DSSV)N LO =F1(M RST)N LO practically

coincide although di�erent expressions were used for g1 and F1 in the �t (see the left

panelofFig. 6;the di�erence between them forx > 0:2 willbe discussed later). In the

rightpanelofFig.6 theLSS and DSSV LT(NLO)piecesofg1 arecom pared fora proton

target. Surprisingly they coincide forx > 0:1 although the HT corrections,taken into

accountin LSS’06 and ignored in the DSSV analysis,do NOT cancelin the ratio g1=F1

in thisregion,ashasalready been discussed above. The understanding ofthispuzzle is

connected with thefactthatin theDSSV �tto allavailableg1=F1 data a factor(1+ 2)

wasintroduced on theRHS ofEq.(9)

"

g1(x;Q
2)

F1(x;Q
2)

#

exp

,
g1(x;Q

2)LT

(1+ 2)F1(x;Q
2)LT

: (15)

(Notethatforthe�tto theA 1 data Eq.(9)wasused.)
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Figure 6.Com parison between:theratiosgtot1 (LSS)=(F1)exp and g1(DSSV)N LO =F1(M RST)N LO

(left);g1(LSS)N LO and g1(DSSV)N LO (right). The LSS results correspond to the node-type

solution forx�G (x;Q 2).

Thereisnorationalexplanation forsuch acorrection.Theauthorspointout[20]that

itisim possible to achieve a good description ofthe g1=F1 data,especially ofthe CLAS

ones,without this correction (see Fig. 7). As seen from Fig. 7,the theoreticalcurves

liesystem atically abovethedata which arebadly �tted withoutintroducing the(1+ 2)

factor.
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X
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CLAS/d data
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Figure 7.CLAS g1=F1 data com pared to thetheoreticalDSSV curvesaccounted ornotforthe

(1+ 2)factor.

Itturnsoutem pirically thatthe 1=(1+ 2)factoraccidentally m oreorlessaccounts

fortheTM and HT correctionsto g1 and F1 in theratio g1=F1.Therelation

1+
(g1)TM C+ H T

(g1)LT
�
(F1)TM C+ H T

(F1)LT
�

1

(1+ 2)
(16)
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issatis�ed with an accuracy between 4% and 18% fortheCLAS proton data(x > 0:1and

Q 2 between 1and 4GeV 2).Thatisthereason why theLT(NLO)piecesofg
p

1 obtained by

LSS and DSSV arein a good agreem entforx > 0:1 (seetherightpanelof�g.6).Also,

why thecurvein Fig6(left)correspondingtog1(DSSV)N LO =F1(M RST)N LO liesabovethe

oneofgtot1 (LSS)=(F1)exp.Includingthe(1+ 
2)factorin(15)wouldm akethecurvesalm ost

identical. Itisim portantto m ention thatintroducing the (1+ 2)factordoesnothelp

atx < 0:2 becauseitissm allin thisregion and cannotm im icthedi�erencebetween TM

and HT correctionstog1 and F1 (LHS ofEq.(16))forproton aswellasforneutron target

(see Fig.2).Thatiswhy the LT(NLO)piecesofg
p

1 obtained by LSS and DSSV groups

di�erin this region -the sm allerx is,the greateris the di�erence (see Fig. 6 (right)).

To sum m arize: Itisim possible to describe the precise data in the preasym ptotic region

like the CLAS data using the second m ethod. Itsem piricalm odi�cation by introducing

the(1+ 2)factoraccountsapproxim ately fortheTM and HT e�ects,butonly in thex

region:x > 0:1;0:2 forproton and neutron targets,respectively.

The NLO(M S) PDFs determ ined from LSS’06 and DSSV analyses are com pared in

Fig.8.TheAAC’08PDFs[17]obtained from acom bined NLO QCD analysisofinclusive

DIS and RHIC �0-production data arealso presented. Note thatforthe �tto DIS data

0.01 0.1 1
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4 _

 

 

  LSS'06 
  DSSV'08
  AAC'08

Q2 = 2.5 GeV2

x( u+ u)

 

 

0.01 0.1 1
-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

 

 X

_
x( d+ d)

 

 

0.01 0.1 1
-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

 

x G

 

 

 

X

0.01 0.1 1
-0.03

-0.02

-0.01

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

xs(x)

_
x s

 

 

 MRST'02
 GRV'98

Q2 = 2.5 GeV2

 

 

Figure 8.Com parison between LSS’06,DSSV and AAC’08 NLO PDFsin (M S)schem e.

AAC have used the m odi�cation (11) ofthe second m ethod and that the RHIC data

im pactm ainly on �G.Notealso thatalltheseanalysesincludethepreciseCLAS datain

thepreasyptoticregion.Theresultsarepresented forthesum s(�u+ ��u)and (�d+ � �d)
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becausethey can only beseparated using SIDIS data (theDSSV analysis).Although the

�rstm om entsobtained forthe PDFsare alm ostidentical,the polarized quark densities

them selvesaredi�erent,especially ��s(x)(in alltheanalyses�s(x)= ��s(x)isassum ed).

Letusdiscusstheim pactofHT e�ectson (�u+ ��u)and (�d+ � �d)parton densities

which should be welldeterm ined from the inclusive DIS data. (�u + ��u)extracted by

LSS and DSSV arewellconsistent.Aswasdiscussed abovetheHT e�ectsfortheproton

targetaree�ectively accounted forin theDSSV analysisforx > 0:1 by theintroduction

ofthe(1+ 2)factor.However,thisfactorcannotaccountfortheHT e�ectsforaneutron

targetatx < 0:2 (seeFig.2)and theim pactofhighertwiston (�d+ � �d)determ ined by

DSSV isdem onstrated in Fig.8.ThepositiveHT e�ectsareabsorbed into(�d+ � �d)D SSV

and it is thus less negative in this region. The inuence ofHT e�ects at sm allx (not

accounted forby theDSSV group)on both parton densitiesisnotsizablebecauseoftwo

reasons: �rst,theirvaluesare sm alland second,the data in thisregion are notprecise

enough toindicatetheim pactofhighertwiston theirvalues.Theim pactofHT e�ectson

both (�u+ ��u) A AC and (�d+ � �d)A AC islargerbecausetheAAC Collaboration hasnot

taken them into accountatall,and in addition,theincorrectapproxim ation A 1 � g1=F1

forsom e ofthe data in the preasym ptotic region hasbeen used.The di�erence between

thestrangeseadensities��s(x;Q 2)LSS and ��s(x;Q
2)A AC forx > 0:1isduetothedi�erent

positivityconditionswhich havebeenused bythetwogroups.Notealsothatthepositivity

condition j�G(x;Q 2)j� G(x;Q 2)isnotsatis�ed forthepolarized gluon density obtained

by AAC,which suggestsitisnotphysical.

In contrast to a negative ��s(x;Q 2) obtained in allanalyses ofinclusive DIS data,

the DSSV globalanalysis yields a changing in sign ��s(x;Q 2): positive for x > 0:03

and negative for sm allx. Its �rst m om ent is negative (practically �xed by the SU(3)

sym m etric value of a8) and alm ost identicalwith that obtained in the inclusive DIS

analyses.Itwasshown [21]thatthedeterm ination of��s(x)from SIDIS strongly depends

on the fragm entation functions(FFs)and the new FFs[22]are crucially responsible for

theunexpected behaviorof��s(x).So,obtaining a �naland unequivicalresultfor��s(x)

rem ainsa challengeforfurtherresearch on theinternalspin structureofthenucleon.

4 Sum m ary

Thefactthatm orethan ahalfofthepresentpolarized DIS dataarein thepreasym ptotic

region m akes the QCD analysis ofthe data m ore com plex and di�cult. In contrastto

theunpolarized case,the1=Q 2 term s(kinem atic-2 factor,targetm asscorrections,and

dynam ic -highertwistcorrectionsto the spin structure function g1)cannotbe ignored,

11



and theirrole in determ ining the polarized PDFsisim portant. Setsofpolarized PDFs

extracted from the data using di�erent m ethods ofQCD analysis, accounting or not

accounting forthekinem aticand dynam ic1=Q 2 corrections,areconsidered.Theim pact

ofhighertwiste�ectson thedeterm ination oftheparton densitiesisdem onstrated.Itis

pointed outthatthevery accurateDIS data in thepreasym ptotic region require a m ore

carefulm atching ofQCD to thedata in orderto extractthepolarized PDFscorrectly.
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