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Abstract
The Fast Track Trigger (FTT) uses information from the central jet chambers of the H1
experiment to reconstruct track parameters. Its purpose is to contribute to the online
selection of events on three levels within the H1 multi-stage trigger system. In this thesis
a general analysis of the resolution of the track parameters obtained on the second trigger
level is presented. These resolutions yield 4.11±0.01 mrad for φ, 118.7±0.2 mrad for θ
and 3.968±0.002% for κ relative to the resolution achieved in the offline reconstruction.
Furthermore the selection capability of the FTT with regard to events with D ∗ mesons is
investigated on all three trigger levels. These studies cover the kinematic regions of deep
inelastic scattering (2 < Q2 < 100GeV2) and photoproduction (Q2 ≈ 0).
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1 Introduction
The object of particle physics is to explain the fundamental properties of nature and to
derive a model, which describes consistently and comprehensively the development of our
cosmos from its beginning down to the present day as well as the existence of the smallest
to the largest structures. The approach which up to now satisfies these requirements
best is the standard model (SM) [1], which identifies the building blocks of nature to be
excitations of quantum fields [2]. It traces the various macroscopic phenomena back to
interactions between twelve different fundamental particles, six quarks and six leptons,
and their respective antiparticles. All of them are grouped into three generations or families of fermions, spin 1/2 particles [3] (see fig. 1.1). They interact via the exchange of
gauge bosons, which have spin 1. These are divided into four subgroups, namely the
gauge boson of the electromagnetic force, the photon γ, those of the weak force, Z 0 , W +
and W − , as well as the gauge bosons of the strong force, the gluons [4]. Still unproven is
the existence of the gravitino, the potential carrier of the fourth fundamental force, the
gravitation force. The electromagnetic and the weak force can be unified in the framework of electroweak theory. This theory postulates the existence of another electroweak
boson, the Higgs boson. It is supposedly responsible for the origin of particle masses and
for electroweak symmetry breaking, i.e. its existence explains why the electroweak force
falls apart into electromagnetic and weak force at lower energies. The Higgs boson has,
however, not been found yet, but it is hoped to be detected at the Large Hardon Collider
(LHC), which is to start its operation in 2007.
The quantum field theories which underpin the standard model are the gauge theory of quantum electrodynamics (QED) for the electromagnetic interactions, quantum
chromodynamics (QCD) describing the strong interaction and quantum flavour dynamics
(QFD) for the weak interactions. In the framework of the Glashow-Weinberg-Salam
model, electromagnetic and weak interactions can be unified in the gauge theory of electroweak interactions.
The standard model was developed mainly with the help of e+ e− annihilation as well
as hadron scattering experiments. The former offer the possibility of measuring the characteristics of elementary particles and their interactions in a very clean environment with
unambiguous signals and high presicion, the latter exhibit higher centre of mass energies
and thus serve as discovery machines. Either way, they investigate the number of particles
and the couplings of the different interactions as well as the properties of bound states
of quarks, baryon and meson. These bound states follow a common symmetry which
was first described at the beginning of the sixties by Gell-Mann [5], [6], who grouped the
baryons and mesons in decuplets and octets respectively. Almost at the same time, the
quark parton model (QPM) emerged. First introduced in 1969 [7], it took another point
of view and focused on the the dynamical behaviour of the bound states by describing
hadron scattering as the scattering of partons, i.e. pointlike particles forming a bound
state. Today, scattering experiments cast a light on the compositeness of the proton.
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Figure 1.1: The standard model describes the building blocks of nature in terms of fundamental
interactions between fundamental particles.

One of the accelerators used to probe the structure of the proton is the Hadron Elektron
Ring Anlage (HERA) in Hamburg, where the H1 Experiment is built around one of the
interaction regions. HERA collides protons and electron or positrons1 . The outcome
of these scatterings are then analysed making use of two complementary strategies, the
first one being inclusive measurements, where the cross section2 is measured depending
on kinematic variables only, but regardless of the final state. The other strategy is to
measure exclusive or semi-inclusive cross sections, which means that only certain types
of final states are taken into account in the analysis. An example of processes, which are
investigated in semi-inclusive analysis, is the production of heavy mesons, bound states
of a quark-antiquark pair, whose production mechanism is sensitive to the gluon density
of the proton as well as to properties of fragmentation, the process of the transition of
free quarks into bound states.
It is very crucial for later analysis to make sure, that during data acquisition interesting
processes, such as the production of heavy mesons, are selected for recording and storage,
even though they might be hard to distinguish from background in the time available
during data taking. A part of the subsystems of the H1 detector is dedicated to deliver
fast signals, which trigger the readout of the detector, as will be explained in detail later
on. This trigger system employs selection mechanisms, that have to be on one hand effi1
2

2

Henceforth, when not stated otherwise, only the term electrons is used for both, electrons and positrons.
A cross section σ is a normalised measure that expresses the probability of a certain process. It is
and is process dependent.
defined as σ ∼ Nevents
L

1.1 The aim of this thesis
cient while on the other hand they also have to be very selective in order to reduce the
readout rate of the detector. It is designed as multi-level trigger system with an increasing decision time, but with decreasing capability regarding the maximal input rate. The
aim is to restrict data taking on genuine electron proton scattering events, while rejecting
background events such as beam-gas interactions.

1.1 The aim of this thesis
In this thesis a detailed study of trigger mechanism to select processes where a charged D ∗
meson is produced and detected via its decay into a D 0 and a low momentum pion3 and the
±
±
subsequent decay of the D 0 meson into a kaon and a pion (D ∗± → D 0 πslow
→ K ∓ π ± πslow
)
mesons in the final state in different kinematic regions at the H1 Experiment is presented.
This decay channel has the advantage of having three charged particles in the final state,
easing the full reconstruction of the D ∗ meson as well as the benefit of the small mass
difference between the D ∗ and the D 0 meson, restricting the phase space for the slow
pion and allowing the usage of this mass difference for the reconstruction of a very clear
signal. However, on trigger level it is difficult to distinguish the production of heavy from
light mesons, where the latter have to be suppressed due to rate limitations in the data
acquisition.
All of the analysed trigger mechanisms to select D ∗ mesons make use of the newly commissionened Fast Track Trigger (FTT), which delivers track information based on data
from the central drift chambers of the experiment to the first three levels of the H1 trigger
system. Presented herein are findings on the general performance of the FTT in terms
of track resolutions of the Level 2 system and its stability throughout the data taking
periods 2005 and 2006. Also, the performance of the FTT relevant for the selection of
D ∗ mesons is investigated, results on rate reductions and selection efficiencies are presented. Both, the kinematic regime of deep inelastic scattering and of photoproduction,
are considered, spanning a large range in the momentum transfer squared of 0 . Q2 < 100
GeV2 . A proposal to implement a photoproduction trigger using FTT Level 1 to 3 is made.
This thesis is organised as follows: Chapter 2 gives an introduction into ep scattering
at HERA, presents the most important kinematic variables from the different kinematic
regions, namely deep inelastic scattering and photoproduction. Also, the detection of D ∗
mesons as well as their main production mechanisms are explained and the relevance of
the investigation of these processes is outlined. In chapter 3 the HERA storage ring facility
as well as the design of the H1 Experiment and its trigger system are presented in detail.
The technical design of the FTT is described in chapter 4, while its performance concerning track resolutions is presented in chapter 5. In chapter 6 the results of the analysis of
the efficiency and the rate reduction power of trigger mechanisms to select D ∗ mesons are
presented. All findings are briefly summarised in chapter 7, where also an outlook is given.

3

Often referred to as slow pion in order to distinguish it from the high momentum pion from the D0
decay.
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2 Theoretical background
In this chapter the mechanism of electron proton scattering is explained and the most
important kinematic variables are introduced. Furthermore the two different kinematic
regions at HERA are described. These are deep inelastic scattering and photoproduction,
where the momentum transfer squared is Q2 >> m2p or Q2 ≈ 0 respectively. Subsequently,
the structure functions of the proton are considered, followed by an overview of techniques
to measure them experimentally.
Finally the production of heavy quarks in DIS and in photoproduction is discussed
along with experimental methods to detect these processes. As an example open charm
production is presented, where one of the charm quarks can fragment into a D ∗ meson.
The detection of these mesons in the decay channel D ∗ → D 0 πslow → Kππslow is then
explained.

2.1 Electron Proton Scattering
At HERA electrons are collided head on with protons. The basic properties of these
collisions can be described using Lorentz invariant variables, that can be calculated from
the four vectors of the incoming and outgoing particles. In electron proton scattering the
incoming electron interacts with a parton inside the proton either by the exchange of a neutral gauge boson, i.e. γ or Z 0 , and is only scattered off the struck parton (neutral current
exchange process (NC) (see fig. 2.1a) or it exchanges a charged gauge boson (W ± ) and is
transformed into a (anti)neutrino (charged current exchange process (CC) (see fig. 2.1b).
Due to the large mass of the weak gauge bosons, m(Z 0 )=91.19 GeV and m(W ± )=80.43
GeV [8], the exchange of photons clearly dominates at not too large values of Q2 . Henceforth only photon exchange is considered.
ep scattering is described using Lorentz invariant quantities, which are calculated from
the four vectors of particles taking part in the interaction. These particles are the incoming
electron (with its four vector denoted as k) and the incoming proton (P) as well as the
scattered electron (k′ ). The Lorentz invariant quantities that are used to describe ep
scattering are:
• The centre of mass energy squared s, which is defined by four vectors of the
incoming
particles and thus by the beam energies. At HERA this quantity amounts
√
to s = 318 GeV.
s = (k + P)2 ≈ 4Ee EP
(2.1)
• The four-momentum transfer squared Q2 , which is also called the virtuality
of the exchanged gauge boson and defines its (virtual) mass q.
Q2 = −q 2 = −(k − k′ )2

(2.2)
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Figure 2.1: Neutral current (a) and charged current (b) exchange processes can be described using
the same kinematic variables, which can be calculated using the four vectors of the incoming electron
(k), the incoming proton (P), the outgoing lepton (k′ ) and the struck parton inside the proton (x·P).

• Bjørken x, the relative momentum fraction of the total momentum of the proton,
that was carried by the struck quark. x ranges from 0 to 1 and is given by the
following equation.
Q2
x=
(2.3)
2(Pq)
• The inelasticity y, that equals the relative energy loss of the electron in the proton
rest frame and is thus a measure of the energy, which is fed into the hadronic final
state and is available during the fragmentation process. Like x, the inelasticity is
restricted to values between 0 and 1.
Eγ∗
Pq
=
y=
Pk
Ee

(2.4)

Here, Eγ∗ is the photon energy in the proton rest frame.
2
• The squared centre of mass energy of the photon-proton system Wγp
is
defined analogue to s by the four-vectors of the incoming proton and the exchanged
photon. The centre of mass energy of the photon-proton system determines, how
much energy is available for the production of particles.
2
Wγp
= (P + q)2

(2.5)

The multiplicity of an ep event depends on the centre of mass energy of the photon2
proton system, hni ∼ ln Wγp
.
Neglecting the masses of the electron and the proton, the following relations between
these quantities can be derived:

6
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Q2 = sxy
2
Wγp
= ys − Q2

(2.6)
(2.7)

In this approximation it becomes obvious, that in ep scattering the number of independent variables is limited. As the centre of mass energy is fixed by the beam parameters,
only two of the five quantities introduced above have to be measured in order to obtain
full information on the kinematics of an ep scattering event. Besides, equation 2.7 reveals
that also the inelasticity y is related to the multiplicity of an event. As s is fixed, and Q2
2
negligible compared to s, y is proportional to Wγp
: The higher the centre of mass energy
of the photon-proton system and the higher y, the more particles can be produced in the
hadronisation process, and the higher is the multiplicity.
2.1.1 Deep Inelastic Scattering (DIS)
In ep scattering two kinematic regimes are distinguished. DIS denotes the case, where the
four-momentum transfer squared is larger than zero, that is the exchanged virtual photon
has a mass q 2 < 0. It can resolve the structures within the proton. The resolution power
is equivalent to the de Broglie wave length of the virtual photon,
p given by λ = h/|qT |, with
the transverse momentum of the exchanged photon qT ∼ Q2 . The smallest structures
that can be resolved at HERA are of the size of ∼ 10−18 m.
In order to make use of the photon as a probe of the proton structure, the full kinematics
of the scattering process, that is, all of the kinematic variables introduced in eq. 2.1 to
2.5 have to be reconstructed. As the centre of mass energy s is apriori known, it is
fully sufficient to determine Q2 and y to be able to assess x and thus reconstruct the
full kinematics (see 2.6). This is done making use of the measured scattering angle and
energy of the electron according to following relations:

θe′
Q = 4 Ee Ee′ cos
2
 
′
θe′
E
y = 1 − e sin2
Ee
2
2

2



(2.8)
(2.9)

The scattering angle θe′ is defined as the angle between the outgoing electron and the
proton forward direction. Larger values of Q2 thus correspond to smaller values of θe′ (and
vice versa). Due to the limited detector acceptance, only electrons with an scattering angle
of θe′ < 177◦ can be measured.
2.1.2 Photoproduction
Scattering events with a small squared momentum transfer of Q2 ≈ 0 are denoted photoproduction events. Here, the electron is scattered at small angles and escapes undetected,
therefore photoproduction events are characterised by having no scattered electron in the
main detector. This limits Q2 experimentally to Q2 . 1.5 GeV2 at the H1 detector. The
rate with which ep scattering events can be observed decreases strongly with increasing

7
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e
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e
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Xγp
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Xp

p
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a) DIS and direct photoproduction

Xp

b) resolved photoproduction

Figure 2.2: Schematic sketch of DIS (Q2 > 0, a) and photoproduction (Q2 ≈ 0) processes. In the
later case the photon can either interact directly with parton inside the proton (DIS-like, a) or it can
resolve into a hadronic state (b). This distinction holds only in lowest order.

momentum transfer; the rate is proportional to
fore significantly more often than DIS events.

1
.
Q4

Photoproduction events occur there-

In photoproduction, the photon has a mass of q 2 ≈ 0 and is quasi-real. Therefore it
can also fluctuate into hadronic states, e.g. a quark-antiquark pair, on short time scales.
However these fluctuations exist still long enough for interactions to take place. Naturally,
these interactions then happen between the partons of the photon and the partons inside
the proton, so that in photoproduction ep scattering is indeed rather γp or, in the case of
photon fluctuations, hadron hadron scattering. While the former, dominantly occurring
case, where the photon interacts directly with the partons, is called direct, in the latter
case the photon and the processes alike are referred to as resolved (see fig. 2.2).

2.2 The quark parton model and the struture of the proton
There is one model that underpins both DIS and photoproduction: An incoming pointlike
particle interacts with a parton inside the proton. The fundamental picture underlying
this description is known as the naı̈ve quark parton model (QPM). This model states, that
the proton consists of pointlike partons, which can be identified as quarks [7]. In DIS as
well as in photoproduction, the time scales on which the hard scattering takes place are
so short, that during the interaction no information between the struck parton and the
other constituents of the protons is being exchanged. Therefore the parton that takes part
in the interaction can be regarded as a free, pointlike particle. However, before and after
the interaction the constituents of the proton interact with one another and exchange
momentum. This is why the single quark flavours do not possess a well defined fraction
of the momentum of the proton, but can rather be attributed with a certain probability
of possessing a certain momentum fraction x. This fraction is also dependent on Q2 due
to the dynamics of the interactions between the partons. The dynamics of the partons

8
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are encoded in the parton distribution functions, qf lavour (x, Q2 ) and q̄f lavour (x, Q2 ), which
describe the probability to find a certain (anti)quark flavour with a certain momentum
fraction x inside the proton at a given scale Q2 . Unfortunately, these parton distribution
functions are not directly accessible experimentally and have to be obtained from fits,
which use as input parameters the results of various measurements sensitive to the distribution functions.
One important input to the parton distribution function fits is the inclusive ep scattering
cross section. The double differential neutral current cross section for moderate Q2 , where
only contributions from photon exchange have to be accounted for, reads as follows:
2 

d2 σ(x, Q2 )
4παem
=
y 2 x F1 (x) + (1 − y) F2 (x)
2
4
dx dQ
xQ

(2.10)

where αem is the coupling constant of the electromagnetic force. In this formula, two
structure functions, F1 and F2 , are introduced. In the naı̈ve quark parton model the
partons of the proton are exclusively identified with free, pointlike quarks having spin 1/2.
In this case, the two structure functions F1 and F2 are dependent on x only. Both are
sensitive to the quark content of the proton as the following relations hold:

F1 (x) =

nf
X
e2q
i=1
nf

F2 (x) =

X

(qi (x) + q̄i (x))

(2.11)

e2q x (qi (x) + q̄i (x))

(2.12)

2

i=1

where e2q is the electric charge of the respective quark. The correlation between F1 and
F2 can be expressed also in terms of the so-called Callan-Gross relation, which can be
derived independently, based only on the assumption of free, pointlike quarks having spin
1/2:
2xF1 = F2

(2.13)

In the naı̈ve quark parton model the cross section for ep scattering is not dependent on
Q , as can be seen from eq. 2.10, when describing ep scattering as electrons scattering
on free quarks. This scaling behaviour, the independence of ep scattering of Q2 , is indeed
observed, nevertheless only in a region around x ≈ 0.25. This can be seen in fig. 2.3,
where the structure function F2 is plotted against Q2 for different values of x. While F2 is
more or less flat for x≈0.25, it tends to rise for lower values of x and tends to decline for
higher x values. To explain this feature of F2 the QPM has to be ’QCD-improved’, i.e.
the fact that the quarks are not free but bound via the strong force has to be accounted
for. When doing so and introducing FL = F2 − 2xF1 , the inclusive ep scattering can be
rewritten as
2

2 


2παem
d2 σ(x, Q2 )
=
1 + (1 − y)2 F2 (x, Q2 ) − y 2 FL (x, Q2 )
2
4
dx dQ
xQ

(2.14)

where the structure functions become dependent also on Q2 and FL 6= 0 under the
assumption of the partons being in a bound state. Within the theoretical framework of
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the QCD-improved QPM, the reason for scaling violations are the dynamics of the strong
interaction, that confines the partons in the proton. The quarks of the proton interact
dominantly via the strong interaction, i.e. via the exchange of gluons. Alike the photon,
also the gluon can split into quark-antiquark pairs, but additionally, they can also radiate
further gluons. Therefore, the proton, when viewed with a high resolution power is indeed
a very vivid thing. It is build up from its valence quarks, uud, which determine the static
properties of the proton like spin, charge etc. But it also contains gluons, which intermediate the strong force between the valence quarks, and sea quarks, quark-antiquark pairs
into which the gluons can split up.
The contribution of the gluons to the dynamical properties of the proton is immense:
Measurements have shown that gluons carry more than 50 % of the total momentum of
the proton [9], [10], [11]. Hence, their influence on the dynamical struture of the proton
and ep scattering is non-negligible. In fact, the gluon density is one of the most important,
but still least determined quantities, when it comes to scattering experiments involving
protons. As the next big collider experiment, the LHC, will operate with colliding proton
beams, there is an urgent need to understand the proton structure better and to constrain
the parton distribution function, especially g(x, Q2 ), further [12].
The gluon density can be in principle measured using two independent methods. The
first one makes use of the F2 measurements that have been carried out over large ranges
of Q2 and x. As F2 depends just on the (anti)quarks densities, it is only indirectly sensitive to the gluon density. The influence of the gluon can be observed in the non-scaling
behaviour of F2 , which expresses itself in the deviation from a flat distribution in Q2 for
the small and large values of x.
The other method to determine the gluon density is directly sensitive to the gluon
density of the proton. It makes use of those final states, that are dominantly produced
involving gluons. One production channel which is directly sensitive to the gluon density
inside the proton, is the production of heavy quarks in ep scattering [14].

2.3 Heavy Quark Production
Due to their heavy mass charm and bottom quarks are hardly present as sea quarks in
the proton, but unlike the top quark they can nevertheless be produced in ep scattering at HERA. In the DIS regime the dominant production process is the so-called boson
gluon fusion, depicted in fig. 2.4, where the incoming electron emits a photon, which then
interacts with an gluon from the proton, producing a heavy quark-antiquark pair. The
production processes, that can contribute to the production of heavy quarks in the photoproduction regime apart from the direct process, are shown in fig. 2.5. They all have in
common that the photon is resolved.
As the production of heavy quarks involves the fusion of the exchanged gauge boson
with a gluon of the proton in direct and resolved boson gluon fusion or the exchange of
a gluon in charm excitation, these processes are directly sensitive to the gluon density of
the proton. Experimentally heavy hadrons, into which the heavy quarks fragment and
which can be measured in the detector, are used as a tag, to identify processes involving
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boson gluon fusion. Additional to the above introduced kinematic variables, describing
inclusive ep scattering, the following quantities are of particular interest in the case of
heavy quark production:
• Momentum fraction of the gluon xg , which describes the momentum fraction
of the proton carried by the gluon. xg is defined as follows:
xg =

ŝ
xγ

+ Q2
y·s

=

M 2 (q q̄)
xγ

+ Q2

y·s

(2.15)

ŝ denotes the centre of mass energy of the boson gluon system and can be calculated
using ŝ2 = (g + qγ )2 = M 2 (q q̄). In photoproduction Q2 equals zero and can be safely
neglected. The smaller the M 2 (q q̄) that can be measured, the smaller the values
of xg that can be accessed. As the size of M 2 (q q̄) depends on the momenta of the
quarks involved, quarks (or the hadrons they fragment into) have to be measured
at low momenta.
• Observed momentum fraction of the gluon xg , which describes the experimentally obtained momentum fraction of the proton carried by the gluon, giving the
best experimental resolution [15] and neglecting higher order processes, e.g. gluon
radiation. The quantity xobs
g is used, as the invariant mass of the heavy quark system
cannot be measured directly, because the quarks do not exist as free particle but
fragment into heavy hadrons. xobs
is defined as follows:
g
xobs
g =

(E − pz )Jet1 + (E − pz )Jet2
(E − pz )had

(2.16)

A jet in this context is made up of several particles, spatially close to each other,
which are assumed to be the end products of the fragmentation process of the
heavy quark. Therefore one of these jets is required to contain a heavy hadron.
(E − pz )had is the difference between energy and longitudinal momentum for the
full hadronic final state. Alike M 2 (q q̄), (E − pz )Jet is correlated to the transverse
momentum of the jets and approximately equals pT . The minimal value of xobs
g that
can be measured thus depends on the minimum pT , at which a heavy hadron can
be detected. Therefore it is desired to measure heavy mesons at lowest transverse
momenta. In lowest order xg and xobs
give the same values.
g
There exists still another reason why the production of heavy quarks is of special interest: QED processes can be calculated perturbatively as a power series of αem , since the
calculations converge quickly due to the small size of the electroweak coupling αem . In
QCD, cross sections can be also computed as power series of the strong coupling constant
αs , but the series does not converge as rapidly as in QED due to the non-Abelian structure
of QCD. Therefore, in perturbative QCD (pQCD) special procedures have been developed
in order to take care of occurring divergences. These procedures result in the running of
the parton density functions, which become dependent on the lower momentum cut-off
scale µF , down to which soft and collinear gluon emission are explicitly calculated. Therefore parton density functions, measured at a scale e.g. µF = Q2 have to be extrapolated
to be valid at another scale. This extrapolation is done with the help of parton evolution
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equations. Since in heavy quark production the mass of the heavy quark mQ provides an
alternative cut-off scale µF = mQ , heavy quark production is an ideal testing ground for
pQCD parton evolution models over the whole range of Q2 . The measurement of heavy
quark production cross sections can help to distinguish between theoretical approaches
such as standard DGLAP parton evolution equations ([16], [17]) or the alternative BFKL
([18], [19]) or CCFM ([20], [21]) models [22].
However, it is first and foremost important to be able to identify ep scattering events,
where boson gluon fusion is involved. Boson gluon fusion processes are selected with the
help of heavy mesons such as J/Ψ or D mesons [23], [24], [25]. Another method is to tag
these processes by a muon, which can be the product of a heavy meson decay [26]. In
the following the tagging with the help of D ∗ mesons and the detection of these charmed
mesons is discussed [25].
2.3.1 Measurements of D ∗ mesons
Approximately one fourth of all charm quarks hadronise into charged D ∗ mesons1 . The
relative fragmentation probability was determined to be [8]:
f (c → D ∗ X) = 0.224 ± 0.028
(2.17)
D ∗+ (D ∗− ) mesons consist of cd¯ (c̄d) quarks, their mass is mD∗ = (2010.0 ± 0.5)MeV /c2
[8]. In the following only the so-called ”golden decay” channel D ∗ → D 0 πslow → Kππslow
will be considered. The branching ratios of these subsequent decays are [8]:
+
BR(D ∗+ → D 0 πslow
) = (67.7 ± 0.5)%
0
− +
BR(D → K π ) = (3.8 ± 0.09)%

(2.18)
(2.19)

Even though the total branching ratio of D ∗ mesons into Kππslow amounts therefore to only ∼2.6%, this channel has still its advantages, because its reconstruction is
comparably easy. The mass difference between the D ∗ and the D 0 meson measures
∆M = mD∗ − mD0 = (145.436 ± 0.75)MeV /c2 . Since this value exceeds only slightly the
pion mass of mπ = 139.57MeV /c2 , the phase space for the emitted pion is very limited.
The restriction of the phase space makes it possible to measure the number of produced
D ∗ mesons using the distribution of the mass difference ∆M = m(Kππslow ) − m(Kπ).
The advantage is that by subtracting the two masses systematical errors cancel as well,
therefore the resolution for ∆M is much better than for mD∗ or mD0 distributions separately. Fig. 2.6 shows the mD0 distribution for DIS [25] and the ∆M distribution for
photoproduction [26] respectively, both from recent H1 publications.
So far, D ∗ mesons were successfully studied at H1 in order to test cross section predictions of the standard model [27]; they were also used as a tag for charm quark production
to extract gluon densities [28]. Furthermore, the applicability of different pQCD models
was tested and compared in D ∗ events [29] as well as jet shapes and the influences on them
could be studied with the help of heavy quark production [30]. In addition, production
channels, involving D ∗ mesons, were used in order to search for new phenomena [31] [32].
1

If not stated otherwise, the term D∗ mesons always refers to both charge states.
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Figure 2.6: Invariant mass distributions for D0 mesons and for D ∗ mesons reconstructed in their
golden decay: ∆ M = M(Kππs ) - M(Kπ).

Many more analyses are planned or are at a preparation stage, e.g. [33], [34]. However, at
the moment the total error of these analyses is still dominated by statistical rather than
by systematic uncertainties. All D ∗ meson analyses would profit from an increase in total
luminosity and data taking rate for D ∗ mesons. Even more is to gain for photoproduction
analysis: as at the H1 detector up to now only ”tagged” photoproduction events2 could
be selected for storage, most of the γp phase space was lost for analysis.

2

”Tagged” photoproduction events are events, where the scattered electron is detected under extremely
small polar angles θe′ with special detectors as described in sec. 3.2.
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3 HERA & H1
In this chapter a short overview over the HERA collider is given. Then, the H1 experiment
is introduced, followed by a detailed description of the detector components crucial to this
thesis. The chapter is concluded with a presentation of the data acquisition and trigger
system.

3.1 The HERA storage ring
The HERA storage ring is situated on the site of the research institution Deutsches
Elektron Synchrotron (DESY) in Hamburg. It consists of two independent storage rings,
one for protons and one for electrons, with a circumference of 6.4 km. Protons as well as
electrons are accelerated in up to 220 bunches, each containing ∼ 1010 particles. The final
energies are 920 GeV for protons and 27.6 GeV for electrons. Both, electrons as well as
protons, have to pass through a system of pre-accelerators, before they are injected into
HERA with energies of 12 and 40 GeV respectively. The accelerator facilities as well as
the locations of the experimental halls are depicted in fig. 3.1. Due to the geometry, the
maximal number of bunches and the velocity of the beam particles being almost the speed
of light, the rate of bunch crossings in the interaction regions of the HERA accelerator
amounts to ∼10.4 MHz.
One of the three operating experiments at HERA is a fixed target experiment, Hermes,
which uses only the electron beam for investigations of the spin structure of the proton
by colliding the electrons on polarised gas targets. In two interaction regions the particle
beams are collided, there the general purpose collider experiments ZEUS and H1 are situated. Until 2003 the experiment HERA-B was in operation; it investigated heavy quark
physics by using a system of wires as target for the proton beam.
All these experiments measure the rates of certain physical processes. This rate is given
by the following relation:
Rateprocess = L σprocess ,

(3.1)

where σprocess is a measure for the general probability of a physics process to happen.
L denotes the luminosity, a quantity fixed by beam parameters such as the number of
particles in the beam, Ni , their collision frequency ν and the lateral coordinate widths of
the bunches in the interaction region, σi2 :
L∼

Np Ne ν
2πσp2 σe2

(3.2)

With the end of the year 2000 the HERA underwent a major machine upgrade, which
distinguishes HERA-I (1993-2000) and HERA-II (2002 onwards). The aim of this machine upgrade was to increase the luminosity by focusing the beams more sharply in the
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Figure 3.1: A map of the HERA storage ring is shown on the left hand side, the position of the
experiments and of prominent landmarks are indicated. The dotted square marks the position of
the pre-accelerator and is drawn enlarged on the right hand side, where the complete system of
pre-accelerators on the DESY site is depicted.

interaction regions and thus to decrease the lateral coordinate widths. However these constructional changes are accompanied by an expected increase of synchrotron radiation. It
arises from the sharper focussing causing a stronger bending of the electron trajectory,
which is the direct reason for the higher synchrotron radiation. Another obstacle is that,
despite of the increase in delivered data, the amount of recordable data is still restricted
due to technical reasons. That implies, that there is not only the need to filter out more
background events online, that is during the data taking process, but that there is also the
need to select among the physics events those, which are most important to the physics
programme. In order to address this question beforehand, the luminosity upgrade was
complemented by a detector upgrade and a revised trigger strategy taking into account
the virtue of new trigger subsystems built in the context of the upgrade. Detector and
trigger system as they are set up for the HERA-II phase are described in the following.

3.2 The H1 Experiment
The H1 collaboration uses a multi-purpose detector with an almost 4 π-coverage around
the interaction point a (see fig. 3.2). A general overview is given in [35] and [36], where
the setup of the detector is described for the HERA-I phase. The detector is designed
asymmetric – the instrumentation in the forward proton direction is enhanced, since the
centre-of-mass is not at rest in the laboratory frame but is boosted in the proton beam direction. This is because the proton is a factor 30 more energetic than the electron because
of the asymmetric beam energies of 920 GeV for protons and 27.6 GeV for electrons. Due
to the asymmetric energy distribution most of the multiplicity of an event is produced in
the direction of the outgoing proton beam. This is therefore often referred to as forward
direction, while the direction of the outgoing electron is also named backward direction.
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Forward detector region

3 HERA & H1
The coordinate system at H1 is defined as a right-handed coordinate system. The origin
coincidences with the interaction point a , while the positive z-axis is defined to point
into the direction of the outgoing proton beam. The y-axis points perpendicular upwards,
while the x-axis is defined to point towards the centre of the HERA ring. The solid angles
are defined as follows: The polar angle θ is defined as the angle between an outgoing
particle and the z-axis, while the azimuthal angle φ is the angle in the x-y-plane. The
coordinate system is also schematically sketched in fig. 3.2.
The H1 detector is constructed such, that around the interaction point ( a ) silicon
trackers ( b , c , d ) provide high resolution of the interaction vertex and possible secondary decay vertices. These inner structures are embedded in the tracking chambers,
where momentum, charge and direction of the tracks as well as the vertex of the interaction are determined ( e - j ). The adjacent calorimeters, both the liquid argon calorimeter
and the spaghetti calorimeter making use of scinttilating fibres, measure the energy of
the particles via their energy deposit ( k - o ). All these components are enclosed in
a superconducting solenoid ( r ), providing a 1.16 T magnetic field, which is crucial to
the momentum measurement in the trackers. Two other superconducting magnetic structures are built-in close to the beam pipe. These are the GO and GG magnets ( q and
p ), which provide the final focussing of the beams. The completion of the detector is
the muon system ( s and u ), which is equipped with its own magnetic structures ( t ).
The muon chambers are designed to detect muons, which in general do not deposit their
whole energy in the calorimeters and are not stopped in the calorimeters. The detector
components of the H1 experiment shall be explained in detail in the following:
• Silicon Tracker: At H1 the system of silicon trackers is composed of the Central
Silicon Tracker (CST b ), the Backward Silicon Tracker (BST c [37]) and the
Forward Silicon Tracker (FST d ). The main use of the BST is to detect the
scattered electron in its fiducial acceptance region of 165◦ . θ . 176◦ delivering
complementary information to those of SpaCal [38]. The FST is designed to improve
tracking in the forward region for 8◦ ≤ θ ≤ 16◦ [39]. The CST covers the central
region of the detector with 30◦ . θ . 150◦ [40].
• Central Proportional Chambers: The Central Inner Proportional Chamber
2000 (CIP2000 e [41]) provides information on the z-coordinate of tracks and
on the vertex from which the tracks of an event are originating. It consists of
five cylindric multiwire proportional chambers with pad readout and wires parallel to the beam pipe [42]. Further information is obtained with the help of the
Backward Proportional Chamber (BPC j ), which is installed in front of the backward calorimeter, in order to measure the track of scattered electrons with a polar
angle 156◦ . θ . 174.5◦ . It also helps to distinguish electrons from photons which
both deposit their energy in the calorimeter.
• Forward Tracker: The Forward Tracking Detector (FTD i ) consists of three
supermodules containing different types of tracking devices. The FTD covers a polar
angular range of 5◦ . θ . 30◦ .
• Central Drift Chambers: The Central Jet Chambers, CJC 1 g and CJC 2
h , are the heart of the H1 tracker system. Their combined geometrical acceptance
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for the polar angle covers 15◦ . θ . 165◦ [43]. Both are drift chambers with
wires parallel to the z-direction. While r-φ information is obtained from the drift
time of the charges within the chamber, the z-coordinate is measured via charge
division along the wires and is therefore less precise. The resolutions obtained
average σrφ = 0.17 mm and σz = 22 mm [36]. Information from the CJCs is used
within the FTT system, therefore the layout of the chambers is described below
in further detail. Additional z-information is delivered by the Central Outer zChamber (COZ f , [36]), a drift chamber whose inclusion in the event reconstruction
leads to an improved resolution in r-z of σrz =380 µm.
• Backward Calorimeter: The Spaghetti Calorimeter (SpaCal) is a lead scintillating fibre calorimeter consisting of two sections, electromagnetic ( n [44] and
hadronic ( o [45]). Its acceptance in θ ranges from 155◦ . θ . 177◦. Both parts
of the SpaCal consist of cells with quadratic cross sections. They contain the leadembedded scintillating fibres, which convert showers, induced by entering particles,
into light pulses. The electromagnetic part has a four times finer granularity compared to the hadronic part and achieves a spatial resolution of ≈ 3mm. The SpaCal
is used for triggering purposes in the mid-DIS regime (1.5 GeV2 . Q2 . 100 GeV2
corresponding to the angular acceptance of the calorimeter). As it is used in this
analysis, it is described in further detail below.
• Liquid Argon Calorimeter (LAr): In the forward detector region of 4◦ .
θ .154◦ the energy of the particles is measured using the Liquid Argon Calorimeter
(LaR [36]), which also consists of an electromagnetic ( l ) and a hadronic section
( m ). It is constructed as a sampling calorimeter with alternating layers of argon
as active material and lead (em. section) as well as stainless steel (hadr. section)
as absorber
material. The LAr energy resolution was measured to p
be σE /E ≈
p
11%/ E/GeV ⊕ 1% for the electromagnetic section and σE /E ≈ 50%/ E/GeV ⊕
2% for the hadronic section [46]. The calorimeter is embedded in a cryogenic system
k , in order to provide sufficient cooling to keep the argon in the liquid phase.
• Muon Detector: The muon system of the H1 Experiment consists of the Central
Muon Detector (CMD s ) and the Forward Muon Detector (FMD u ) [36]. The
CMD consists of limited streamer tubes, which are mounted on the magnet coil and
the iron magnetic flux return yoke and serve also to detect energy deposits which
leak out off the LAr. The CMD covers the angular region of 6◦ . θ . 172◦ , whereas
the FMD has an acceptance of 3◦ . θ . 17◦ . The latter detector consists of drift
chambers mounted on either side of a toroidal magnet t .
• Time of Flight and Veto system: The time of flight system and the veto walls
are designed to distinguish between ep scattering from background events such as
beam gas interactions using differences in their timing [47], [48]. These systems
consist of scintillating detectors readout by photomultipliers.
• Luminosity system and electron taggers: The luminosity at H1 is determined
using the well-calculable Bethe-Heitler process ep ↔ epγ [49]. The radiated photons are detected by a photon tagger, a calorimeter placed close to the beam pipe
at z=-103m, while the electrons are detected with an electron tagger at z=-6m and
z=-40m. The rate with which in both devices signals are detected in coincidence
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Figure 3.3: A radial view of the H1 tracking system with the CJCs. Only their signal wires are
depicted in order to enhance the clearness of the drawing.

allows to determine the luminosity online. For the offline determination of the luminosity only the signals from the photon tagger are used, which results in a statistical
precision of 2% [35], [50]. The electron taggers are also capable of tagging photoproduction events, where the scattered electron leaves the main detector undetected
under a very small scattering angle, meaning 0 GeV2 . Q2 . 1.5 GeV2 . At the
beginning of 2006 a new electron tagger has been installed at z=-40 m [51].
3.2.1 Central Jet Chambers (CJC)
With an active z-length of 2.2 metres the CJCs are the largest tracking devices of the H1
experiment, they are the main instruments to obtain track information. Both chambers
are placed around the beam pipe in the central detector region with an radius of 203
mm≤ RCJC1 ≤ 451 mm (CJC1) and 530 mm≤ RCJC2 ≤ 844 mm (CJC2). They are
separated by the COZ and the COP (central outer proportional chamber), see fig.3.3.
CJC1 consists of 24 layers of azimuthal wires, which are grouped into 30 cells, which extend azimuthally from the sense wire to both adjacent cathode wires and radially over the
full radial span of CJC1. Thus it makes use of 30×24 sense wires, while CJC2 is operated
with 60×32 sense wires. As shown in fig. 3.3, the jet chamber cells are tilted by about
30◦ with regard to the radius vector from the origin to ensure that the electrons drift perpendicular to the traversing ionising particles and thus to improve the resolution for high
momentum tracks. Additionally this helps also to solve the usual track ambiguities, which
arise from the fact that it is not a priori known on which side of the wire the charged particle passed. The most important parameters of the chambers are summarised in table 3.1.
The CJCs are both jet chambers filled with an gas mixture (Ar-CO2 -CH4 ) that is
ionised, once a charge particle traverses the chamber. Free electrons originating from
these ionisations are accelerated with the help of anode wires. Thus amplification is obtained, an avalanche develops and once the electrons reach the anode wires an electronic
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CJC1
CJC2
acceptance in θ
total acceptance
22.3◦ . θ . 157.7◦ 27.5◦ . θ . 142.5◦
partial acceptance
10.5◦ . θ . 169.5◦ 25.7◦ . θ . 154.3◦
number of wires per cell
sense wires
24
32
potential wires
50
66
field wires
10
10
cathode wires
49
65
resolutions
σrφ
0.17 mm
σz
22 mm
σt
0.5 ns
σdE/dx
10 %
double hit resolution
2 mm
Table 3.1: Overview over the most important parameters of the central jet chambers [36].

signal can be measured. An algorithm, which takes into account pulse shape and timing
of this charge signal as well as its integral, is used to extract from the measured signals
on each end of the wires the time t the electrons needed to drift onto the anode wire with
respect to the time t0 , which is the time of the ep scattering.

3.2.2 Spaghetti Calorimeter (SpaCal)
The SpaCal is constructed as a sampling calorimeter with scintillating fibres which are
embedded into lead as absorber material. Electrons and photons intruding in the lead
produce electromagnetic showers, which enter the scintillating material and are converted
into light, whose intensity is proportional to the deposited energy and can be measured
using photomultipliers. The active fibres used in the SpaCal measure 0.5 mm in diameter
for the electromagnetic section. 90 of these fibres at a time are embedded in a layer of
lead. At the ends they are bundled into two ropes, each of which are connected to a
light mixer, that distributes the light to the adjacent photomultiplier and ensures that it
is homogeneously illuminated. Each photomultiplier is read-out with a quadratic cross
section of 40.5×40.5 mm2 . 1192 of these form the electromagnetic section of the SpaCal.
Two read-out channels represent a so-called submodule, eight of which are grouped into
a supermodule.
The energy resolution for the electromagnetic part p
is found to be σE /E
p
≈ 7.5%/ E/GeV ⊕ 1% [52], for the hadronic section σE /E ≈ 36%/ E/GeV ⊕ 4% [53].
When an energy deposit is detected in the SpaCal, a clustering algorithm is used in order
to combine the hit read-out channels into clusters, which are attributed to a particle each.

3.3 The H1 Trigger System
While the bunch crossing rate at HERA amounts to 10.4 MHz, the actual cross section
of ep scattering leads to a nominal physics rate of roughly 1000 Hz. The observed rate
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Figure 3.4: A schematical sketch of the H1 trigger system (after [55]).

however amounts to approximately 50 000 Hz [54], as there is a rather high percentage of
background events that cause signals in the detector. The reasons are proton beam gas
interactions and proton beam wall interactions, where stray protons interact either with
rest gas molecules in the beam pipe or hit solid parts of the detector or the beam pipe,
producing particle showers. Other sources are synchrotron radiation and cosmic muons.
The data acquisition system is pipelined, but the length of these buffers is limited, so
that in case an event should be recorded permanently, the pipelines have to be stopped to
prevent the event from being overwritten and to read it from the buffers. Because of this,
during the complete read-out of the detector no further events can be taken. Therefore it
is necessary to cut down the rate of read-out background events to a minimum in order
to decrease the deadtime due to the detector read-out, which takes 1 ms. Also, there is
the need to select among the real ep events those, which are most important to the H1
physics programme. Trigger systems make the decision, whether to readout or not, based
on partial information coming out of the several detector components.
3.3.1 Design of the Trigger System
In order to optimise the decision, the H1 trigger system is designed as a multi-level system,
schematically shown in fig. 3.4. On each of the four trigger levels more time is available,
such that the decision can successively be more refined and sophisticated.
Level 1
The first level runs parallel to the operation of the detector and does not contribute to the
deadtime, since a system of data pipelines stores temporarily detector information. This
results in an available decision time of 2.3 µs. On level 1 the included trigger subsystems
of the respective subdetectors transmit in total 256 so-called trigger elements (TE), which
encode information e.g. on the energy deposit in the SpaCal or the number of tracks over
certain thresholds in the CJCs. Using hard-wired, but still programmable logic circuits
these trigger elements are combined into 128 subtriggers. In case one or more of the 128
subtrigger conditions are fullfilled the data pipeline is stopped. This corresponds to a socalled L1 KEEP signal, triggering a halt of data taking and thus starting the deadtime.
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Within the current H1 trigger strategy an output rate of 1 kHz for the level 1 system with
its 128 subtriggers is desired in order to restrict the deadtime to be ≤ 10%.
Level 2
The second trigger level operates during the deadtime of the detector. It consists of dedicated purpose built hardware and makes use of the full detailed trigger data of most
subsystems, including some which are not available at earlier stages. Level 2 is actually
composed of three independent systems, the neural network trigger ([56], [57]), the second
level of the FTT ([58], [59], [60]) and the topological trigger ([61], [62]). The latter employs
rφ correlations between the signal of various detector subsystems in order to distinguish
between background and physics events, which have a somehow different topology. The
former systems are explained in detail in section 3.3.3 and chapter 4.
On level 2 the decision time is fixed to 22 µs during which either a L2 KEEP or a L2
REJECT signal has to be transmitted to the central trigger. Whereas a L2 KEEP signal
triggers the actual readout of the detector, a L2 REJECT signal restarts the pipeline,
resuming data taking. The envisaged output rate of L2 is limited to 200 Hz.
Level 3
Level 3 was realised as a part of the FTT project and is designed as a farm of Power-PCs,
which perform an event reconstruction with information from the trigger subsystems. If
L3 succeeds in calculating the invariant mass of every possible combination of tracks and
if it does not find any of these masses to be consistent with a particle resonance within
some mass window, a L3 REJECT signal is sent, which immediately stops the detector
readout and resumes the data taking. Thus, deadtime is significantly reduced in case L3
is fast enough. In case L3 does not manage to analyse every track combination within the
time limit of 100 µs, the search is aborted and an automatic L3 KEEP signal is created
by the central trigger. A L3 KEEP signal is of course sent as well if a resonance has been
found. The contemplated output rate is 50 Hz.
Level 4
Level 4 is an asynchronous software trigger, which is integrated into the central data
acquisition system. The L4 algorithms are started once the readout has been finished. L4
has access to all raw data and could hence be used to reconstruct the full online event
with the full intrinsic detector resolution. The trigger comes to a L4 REJECT or L4
KEEP decision within approximately 500ms. In case of a L4 KEEP signal the raw data
of the full event is stored permanently to disk. L4 is also used for monitoring purposes by
filling online histograms that can be evaluated by the detector shift crews. The envisaged
logging rate, which fixes the output rate of L4, is 10 Hz. At the same time it also fixes
the input rate of L4 to 50 Hz, which means, it must be made sure, that the output rates
of the subsequent trigger levels L1 to L3 are reduced such the L4 input rate amounts to
50 Hz. In order to make sure that these specifications can be met, a certain trigger mix
together with prescaling strategies are chosen ([63], [64]).
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Figure 3.5: The efficiency for different prescales and the corresponding rate reductions. The efficiency
for a given prescale x amounts to ǫ = x1 as only one out of x events is kept.

3.3.2 Trigger strategies: Prescales and event weights
Because of the restricted input rate allowed for the L4 system, the preceeding trigger levels are limited to certain output rates. That implies that rates have to be reduced on each
trigger level such that the output rate matches the defined input rate of the subsequent
level. In case this condition can not be fullfilled using the intrinsic rate reduction power
of the subtrigger, the procedure of downscaling is applied. Downscaling of triggers means,
that out of all, so-called raw, positive trigger decisions only every x-th is defined to be an
actual trigger decision and actually triggers a KEEP signal. In other words, a prescale
of x corresponds to arbitrarily choosing every x-th triggered event for further processing.
This arbitrary selection of course also extends to the signal events, from which also only
every x-th is kept. Hence, a rate reduction with the help of prescales has immediate effects on the corresponding efficiency of the trigger, defined in eq. 6.2 in section 6.1. This
correspondence is shown in fig. 3.5, where the efficiencies for different prescale values and
the resulting rate reduction (defined in eq. 6.2 in section 6.1) are depicted.
For the various physics channels exist different independent triggers with different rate
reduction powers and efficiencies, depending on the nature of the respective physics channel and its signature in the detector. The degree of discrimination from background events
determines the ’trigger ability’ of a process, the easiness with which it can be selected
among background events. Sometimes a trigger has to be implemented, knowing that it
will have to be prescaled since it has not enough intrinsic rate reduction power. In order
to maximise the amount of data taken, the prescales at H1 are not predefined and fixed,
but are applied dynamically according to a predefined trigger strategy.
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Figure 3.6: Subtrigger A and B depend differently on the luminosity L ∼ Ie Ip , with I being the
currents of the electron and the proton beam respectively [63].

This procedure of autoprescaling [63] makes use of the fact that subtriggers depend
differently on the instantanous luminosity, as shown in fig. 3.6. Here, the rate of subtrigger B rises quadratically with the luminosity, a behaviour typical for triggers suffering
from pile-ups or accidental coincidences. Hence, subtrigger B does not produce the best
physics yield at high luminosities. As the purity of the events triggered by B tends to
decline with rising luminosity, the allowed output rate should not rise linearly with the
raw rate of the subtrigger. The rate of subtrigger A on the other hand rises linearly
with the luminosity, its purity tends to be constant. Therefore, the rate after prescaling
should be higher for subtrigger B in case of low luminosity in comparison to the afterprescale rate of subtrigger A, while it should be the other way around for high luminosities.

On L1 the output rate of 1kHz is shared among the different subtriggers, which are
pooled into groups corresponding to various physics channels. Each of these groups or
physics channels are attributed with a predefined bandwidth, a prescale or with a weight.
In this context the allowed bandwidth defines the maximum rate, the trigger group is
allowed to take, while a predefined prescale fixes, whether every x-th or every y-th event
is thrown away. A weight defines the allowed share of either the overall budget or the
budget prescribed to a group of triggers. During data taking the prevailing output rates
are regularly checked and the prescales adjusted accordingly. Because of the dynamical
adjustment of prescales depending on the beam conditions, an overall higher efficiency in
data taking can be achieved. In between those checks and adjustments, the prescales stay
constant. The data taking periods with constant prescales are called runs. Normally, a run
contains about 20 000 to 30 000 events. As autoprescaling is used at H1, its implications
should be taken into account, when optimising a trigger in terms of rate reductions and
efficiencies as well.
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Figure 3.7: The arrangement of IET trigger cells and cluster bits [65].

3.3.3 Trigger Subsystems
In the following, the trigger subsystems used in this analysis shall be introduced in more
detail. This concerns the SpaCal inclusive electron trigger, the CIP z-vertex trigger,
the LAr trigger as well as the level 2 neural network. The Fast Track Trigger will be
introduced in the next chapter.
SpaCal inclusive electron trigger (IET)
The inclusive electron trigger (IET) trigger is designed to select events with a scattered
electron in the backward calorimeter. It uses information on the energy deposits in trigger
cells, each of which consist of 2×2 readout channels of the electromagnetic section of the
SpaCal. The respective total energies of the trigger cells then contribute to the energy
of so-called cluster-bits, which sum up the energies of 2×2 trigger cells. Since on every
edge of each trigger cell a centre of a cluster bit is placed (see fig. 3.7), their distance
amounts to 8.1 cm and their area to 16.2×16.2 cm2 , which is significantly larger than
π × (RM olière = 2.55cm)2 =20.43cm2 , the size of the projected shower profile in the r-φ
plane. Thus, each trigger cell contributes to the energy sum of in total four cluster bits
and it is made sure, that at least one cluster bit collects the total energy of a single
electromagnetic cluster. The trigger information transmitted encodes, whether at least
one cluster-bit contained an electromagnetic cluster with an energy above the predefined
trigger level energy threshold:
SpaCal IET
energy threshold

IET>0
3 GeV

IET>1
6 GeV

IET>2
9 GeV

The innermost part of the SpaCal is called central IET region. It is the most active
region as it corresponds to the lowest Q2 . Due to the high level of radiation in these
parts, the percentage of energy deposits caused by synchrotron radiation or beam gas
interactions is significantly higher than in the outer parts of the SpaCal. Therefore,
subtriggers with IET trigger elements included are validated on level 2, where a radius
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Figure 3.8: Working principle of the CIP2k z-vertex trigger: All tracks found in the five chamber are
extrapolated to the z-axis and added to a z-vertex histogram, whose 22 bins are divided in forward,
central and backward region. Depending on the relation between the number of possible tracks in
the respective regions, the events is classified as ep scattering or background event.

cut is applied and all events, where the position of the cluster bit is situated within a
radius of 20 cm around the beam pipe, RClusterBits ≤ 20 cm, are rejected. Moreover on
analysis level, those parts of the SpaCal have to be identified, where the readout and
trigger cells did not work properly.
CIP z-vertex trigger
The CIP2000 z-vertex trigger uses information from the five chamber layers of the CIP2000
and looks for hit patterns, which can be combined to rays and extrapolated onto the z-axis.
Their respective z-position is filled into a z-vertex histogram, whose bins are classified as
forward, central and backward, as shown in fig. 3.8. Depending on the relation of central
rays to the sum of backward and forward rays, a CIP significance is defined, which can
be used to distinguish on Level 1 within 2,3 µs between background and possible ep
interactions:
#Central T racks > S × (#Backward T racks + #F orward T racks ) ,

(3.3)

where S translates to the corresponding significance trigger bits as follows:
CIP sig trigger bit
corresponding significance S

0
0

1 2 3
1 2 4

In addition, the CIP2k trigger delivers information on time of the bunch crossing,
CIP T0, as well as on the number of track combinations pointing to the z-vertex in the
CIP chamber, encoded in seven bits:
CIP mul trigger bit
corresponding multiplicity

1
2
>0 >2

3
4
5
6
7
>6 >10 >20 >30 >65

LAr big tower
In order to be able to supply the central trigger within less than 2.3µs with information
on the energy deposit in the LAr calorimeter, the 45000 channels of the calorimeter are
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comprised into 4845 so-called trigger cells ([66]). From these, 688 trigger towers (TT) and
256 big towers (BT) with an ever coarser granularity are formed. Each of these towers
are split up into an electromagnetic and in a hadronic section. The spatial division of
the LAr into these towers depends on the solid angle θ, with finer granularity for small
values of θ, as the foremost forward region is expected to populated with a higher particle
(and energy) density. Their distribution is shown in fig. 3.9. In the azimuthal angle φ the
calorimeter is divided into up to 32 BTs.
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Figure 3.9: The segmentation of the LAr trigger towers along the z-axis [67].

The information delivered to the central trigger includes information on the t0 , the
number of electromagnetic clusters detected in the electromagnetic section of LAr, in
order to trigger high Q2 events, as well as the sum over the energies of the BTs in the
forward region as well as in the central and forward barrel, in order to trigger events
with a large (missing) transverse energy. A still prevailing problem of the LAr trigger
is a high level of noise, which couples in from external devices such as the magnets or
power supplies. The lower the energy threshold for triggering, the higher the contribution
from noise. On the other hand a low energy thresholds are desired, in order to be able
to trigger also events with low transverse energies efficiently. Statistically, noise in the
LAr causes high trigger rates for the LAr-based trigger. This has the advantage that LAr
based subtriggers can be used as monitor triggers in efficiency analysis for processes, the
LAr based subtriggers are actually not designed to trigger.
Level 2 neural network trigger
Neural networks belong to a group of methods, employing statistical learning, in order to
do pattern recognition. At H1 the L2 neural networks (L2NN) consists of parallel processors, which are fed with the information from the different detector subsystems available
at the time of the trigger decision [56],[68].
The neural network has to be trained beforehand with a set of signal and background
events. When evaluating a so far unknown event, the neural networks calculates a probability 0 < P < 1 for an event to belong to the signal. Depending on this probability the
event can be either rejected or kept. The cut-off for P < Pcut−off is adjustable and can be
chosen freely, allowing for an optimisation in terms of rate reduction and efficiency. As an
example, the values for rejection power and efficiency that can be obtained for triggering
D ∗ mesons in untagged photoproduction is shown in fig. 3.10 [69]. The line is the curve
for all possible cut-off values.
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Figure 3.10: Relation between efficiency for background rejection versus the signal efficiency for
L2NN-triggered D ∗ mesons [69]. The solid line represents the obtainable performance as function of
the different cut-off values. The cross indicates the relation between background rejection and signal
events
efficiency for a cut-off value of 0.3062. The background rejection is here defined as #triggered
#total events ×
100.
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4 Technical realisation of the Fast Track Trigger (FTT)
The Fast Track Trigger (FTT) ([58], [59]) is a trigger system, which reconstructs tracks
out of information from the CJCs. Various track quantities are then used in order to
deliver trigger signals on the first three levels of the H1 trigger system ([54], [70]). In this
chapter the technical realisation and the working principle of the FTT are described.

4.1 Track parameters
When charged particles traverse the CJCs, their path is bend according to the Lorentz’
force, due to the magnetic field of 1.16 T inside the detector. Thus, the track of a
charged particle, starting at the nominal interaction point, resembles a 3-dimensional
helix structure (4.1). In order to describe it, five parameters are used:
• Curvature κ: The curvature of a track is defined as the inverse radius of the track
projected onto the r-φ-plane. In the presence of a homogeneous z-component of the
magnetic field B, κ is related to the signed transverse momentum PT according to:
PT [GeV ] = −Q[C] × c[

m
1
] × Bz [T ] ×
,
s
κ [m−1 ]

(4.1)

with Q being the charge of the particle, measured as multiples of the elementary
charge, c the speed of light and Bz the magnetic field in the z-direction.
• Distance of closest approach dca : The smallest distance between the projection
of the track into the r-φ-plane extrapolated from the point of measurement to the
interaction region and the origin of the H1 coordinate system is called the distance
of closest approach, dca .
• Azimuthal angle φ: The angle between the tangent of the track at the dca point
and the x-axis is defined to be the azimuthal angle φ.
• Polar angle θ: The angle between the axis of the helix path of the track and the
z-axis is defined to be the polar angle θ.
• Coordinate z0 : The z-coordinate of the dca point is defined as the z0 of a track.
The tracks of particles in drift chambers have to be reconstructed from the space points,
where free charges have been produced along the path of a traversing ionising particles.
In case of the full reconstruction, this is done by a sophisticated and time-consuming fitalgorithm, the non-iterative algorithm of Karimäki for κ,φ and dca [71] and a subsequent
linear least-squares fit for θ and z0 . For the online reconstruction of tracks as needed for a
fast track trigger this is however not possible, therefore dedicated means were developed
to find an optimal compromise between fast convergence and accurate resolution.
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Figure 4.1: Schematic sketch of the definition of the track parameters dca , κ and φ in the x-y plane.

4.2 Technical Realisation
For the FTT not the full information from the CJCs is used, but instead only four trigger
layers consisting of three wire layers each are taken into account. As a consequence only
4×3, i.e. 12, wire layers out of 56 are used. The FTT is much faster, because is uses only
part of the wires normally used in the offline reconstruction, which has the advantage of
being more precise. The spatial distribution of the FTT trigger layers is shown in fig. 4.2.
Whereas in the inner chamber CJC1 three trigger layers are used, the outer chamber
CJC2 contains only one trigger layer. The layout of the trigger cells, which constitute the
smallest entity of the FTT, is sketched in fig. 4.3.
4.2.1 Track finding on Level 1
On the first trigger level, the analogue pulses from the CJC wires are digitised at a frequency of 80 MHz. This is done via a difference of sample (DOS) algorithm, which returns
the charge Q measured at a time t on the respective CJC wire. This Qt information is
filled into shift registers with a frequency of 80 MHz. Within these shift registers the
algorithm then looks for hits by searching for charges Q exceeding the noise level. Time
information can be thus extracted with a precision of 2-3 ns. The z-coordinate is obtained
using a charge division technique, that is via the ratio of the charges on the opposite ends
of a wire are used to determine the z-coordinate. This yields a precision of σz ≈ 6 cm.
In order to be able to achieve a trigger decision within the 2,3 µs available on the first
trigger level L1 four shift register entries are combined, thus reducing the effective digitisation to 20 MHz for the first level. The shift registers are then used in order to perform
a parallel search for track segments in all trigger cells consisting each of three primary
wires plus two wires from neighbouring cells, in order to account for tracks crossing cell
boundaries. As it is still unclear at this stage, on which side the track passed the signal
wire, there are two shift registers filled for each wire. Each assuming the actual track to
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Figure 4.2: A radial view of the CJCs and the 4×3 wire layers used by the FTT. Depicted are the
used sense wires as well as the walls of the cell.
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Figure 4.4: Here the filling of the shift registers and the finding of track segments in a trigger cell is
scematically shown: A passing track, depicted as a dashed line, traverses the cell, causing electron
to drift onto the wire. After the respective drift times, which depend purely on the distance of the
primary ionised particles from the wire, hits are detected on the wires. They are filled into registers,
which are shifted from left to right and from right to left, in order to account for both possible
drift directions of electrons. In case the hits in the shift registers (here marked darkly) match the
precalculated hit pattern of a possible track, a track segment in the trigger cell has been found.

be lying on the right or left hand side of the used signal wire. The bit patterns in the
shift registers represent free charges generated nbit × 80 ·10−6s−1 × vdriftvelocity away from
the position of the wire. Any track traversing a trigger cell should be characterised by
specific bit patterns, that can be calculated beforehand for each track and each trigger
cell (see fig. 4.4).
Track segments, i.e. possible tracks through a trigger cell, are found by comparing the
online found bit patterns with so-called masks, which are pre-calculated sets of all the bit
combinations that could possibly be caused by ”valid” tracks coming from the nominal
vertex and passing through the respective trigger cell. The track segments are characterised by specific values of κ and φ, which are precalculated corresponding the respective
mask used in the segment finding. On the subsequent stage of track finding, the linking of
track segments in the four layers is performed. In the course of this procedure, the found
track segments of each of the four trigger layers are filled according to their κ-φ values
into one 2-dimensional histogram with a κ-binning appropriate in resolution to the time
resolution of the shift patterns. In this case 16 × 60 bins are used, with 60 equaling the
number of CJC2 cells. If the κ-φ values for at least two valid track segments of different
trigger layers are consistent, i.e. fall into the same κ-φ bin or neighbouring bins, they are
linked to a valid track (for a schematic overview see fig. 4.5). When the segment linking
is done, the left/right ambiguities are resolved, as the κ-φ values stay consistent over the
different trigger layers only for those track segments, where the correct assumption was
made concerning the side of the signal wire on which the particle traversed the trigger cell.
The found track information is then evaluated and various trigger elements are constructed in order to summarise this information, which is then transmitted to the central
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Figure 4.5: The information on the κ-φ values of found track segments is filled into a histogram.
Then these segments are linked to tracks, when at least two of them are consistent in κ-φ. With a
sliding window technique, neighbouring bins are also taken into account.
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FTT-L1 Trigger element

Meaning

# tracks above PT Threshold
FTT mul Ta
100 MeV
# tracks 0 to ≥7
FTT mul Tb
160 MeV
# tracks 0 to ≥3
FTT mul Tc
400 MeV
# tracks 0 to ≥3
FTT mul Td
900 MeV
# tracks 0 to ≥3
FTT mul Te
1800 MeV
# tracks 0 to ≥3
Topological triggers
FTT topo 0
back-to-back topology
FTT backtoback 2
back-to-back topology
wide angle
FTT isotrack
isolated track
FTT 2isotrack
one or two weakly isolated tracks
FTT eplusjet
Neutral current topology
(electron plus jet)
FTT topo 5
isotropic topology
FTT topo 6
Only one hemisphere contains tracks
Other trigger elements
FTT seg
At least one segment found
FTT Qtot
Total charge
Qtot <≤ to ≥+3
more > 7 track of one charge (NaN)
Table 4.1: FTT L1 trigger elements transmitted to the central trigger [72].

trigger. The implemented trigger elements for use in the level 1 decision are summarized
in tab. 4.1 [72]. They encode the number of tracks above certain transverse momentum thresholds as well as the total charge in an event and its topology, e.g. the spatial
distribution of linked segments.

4.2.2 Refined track finding and track fitting on Level 2
At level 2 initially the segment finding and linking as described above are carried out
again, using at this stage the full shift register information with a digitisation sampling
of 80 MHz instead of the 20 MHz used at L1. Hence a better time resolution and consequently a higher spatial resolution is achieved. The κ-φ histogram used for segment
linking is therefore significantly finer binned, it uses 40 × 640 bins instead of 16 × 60
as done on Level 1. When at least two segments with consistent κ-φ values are found,
the (x,y)-coordinates of each of the linked segments are calculated. Depending on the
calibration, which takes into account the drift velocity and the precise position of the
signal wires, precise information on the space coordinates of the hits belonging to a mask
can be extracted.
The thus obtained (x,y)-coordinates are then used in a non-iterative circle fit in the
r-φ-plane, which also uses the event vertex in the fit and assumes the tracks to be coming
from it [54], [70]. This fit makes the track parameters κ and φ more precise. The track
parameters r and φ can be determined with a resolution that is about a factor 20 better
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FTT-L2 Trigger element

Meaning

# tracks above PT Threshold
FTT mul Ta
100 MeV
# tracks >0 to >7
FTT mul Tb
170 MeV
# tracks >0 to >3
FTT mul Tc
417 MeV
# tracks >0 to >3
FTT mul Td
710 (2006: 600) MeV
# tracks >0 to >3
FTT mul Te
1000 (2006: 800) MeV
# tracks >0 to >3
FTT mul Tf
2500 (2006: 1500) MeV
# tracks >0 to >3
FTT mul Tg
5000 (2006: 3000) MeV
# tracks >0 to >3
FTT mul Th
2006: 5000 MeV
# tracks >0 to >3
Topological triggers
FTT topo 0 to
similar to L1 TEs,
FTT topo 15
but with refined binning
Invariant masses (only after 2006)
FTT M0-9
invariant masses for two track combinations
Total sum over various quantities
FTT Qtot
Total charge
Qtot < -3 to >+3
FTT et 1
total transverse energy
ET >1.0 (2006: 5.0) GeV
FTT et 2
ET >2.0 (2006: 10.0) GeV
FTT pt 1
total transverse momentum
PT >1.0 GeV
FTT pt 2
PT >2.0 GeV
FTT Vap 1
energy flow between
Vap >0.25 GeV
FTT Vap 2
different hemispheres
Vap >1.0 GeV
Other trigger elements
FTT zvtx acc
FTT z-Vertex found
-50 cm < zvtx <+50 cm
within acceptance region
FTT zvtx histo
quality of FTT z-Vertex
grade 1-3
Table 4.2: FTT L2 trigger elements transmitted to the central trigger [73].

than possible at level 1. Then a fit in the r-z-plane is performed, using the information on
the z-coordinate. By the means of this fit, information on θ is obtained on trigger level.
Both fits are carried out by Digital Signal Processors (DSPs). The track information is
then used in order to calculate within 20 µs various trigger elements, which are summarised
in tab. 4.2 [73].
4.2.3 Invariant masses on Level 3
The precise track information obtained at L2 is used on level 3 in order to calculate
invariant masses of particles, with the help of additional information from the other
trigger subsystems used for particle identification. Level 3 consists of a series of PowerPCs, each of which executes a different, speed-optimised resonance finder algorithms (see
[74] for the current setup). The Power-PCs were not designed exclusively for the FTT,
but are commercially produced and sold products. The finder algorithms are programmed
in C. Time consuming calculations of for instance square roots or trigonometric functions
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have to be avoided, in order to be able to deliver a decision within the time limit. The L3
trigger runs in the deadtime caused by the ongoing detector readout. Within 100 µs it
has to arrive at a decision and has to transmit either a L3 KEEP or a L3 REJECT signal,
with the latter one aborting the readout and resuming data taking. There are two crucial
constrains on Level 3: First of all, the algorithms have to deliver a decision fast in order
to abort the readout of the detector as soon as possible. As the detector readout takes
1 ms, the deadtime can be significantly reduced, if the trigger rejects events as fast as
possible, in case an event is not interesting. Moreover it is important, that the resolutions
of the parameters used as L3 input, are high enough. Only then, interesting events can
be found and an event selection on trigger level is meaningful.
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As the FTT uses approximately only one fourth of the wire layers of the CJCs used in the
offline track reconstruction, it is natural that the resolution of the FTT track is less precise
compared to the one obtained in the offline reconstruction. In order to get an estimate
for the selection power of the FTT level 3 system, when cutting on invariant masses, it is
crucial to investigate the performance of the L2 system in terms of track resolutions and
the overall stability of the L2 output used on L3. Hence, in this chapter, the resolution
achieved for FTT L2 tracks is analysed over the full data taking period of 2005 and 2006.
This information is then used to obtain a sample of runs, where the FTT L2 system was
working reliably, and which can serve as basis for further investigations. In this thesis,
the first systematic study of the FTT L2 track resolutions for data is presented.

5.1 Track resolution
The track resolution of the FTT tracks is determined with regard to the offline reconstructed tracks by comparing each track parameter of the offline reconstructed track with
the track parameter the FTT has reconstructed for the very same track. In order to be
able to account for technical problems reducing the nominal resolution power of the FTT,
an iterative procedure was used in order to get a realistic estimate of the actual resolution.

5.1.1 Track Matching
A priori it is not known, which FTT reconstructed track corresponds to which offline
reconstructed track. Therefore the tracks have to be paired using their parameters. For
practical reasons this is done by calculating the distance D in κ-φ1 for every possible
combination of pairs of offline and FTT tracks in an event, according to the following
formula:
v
u N
uX (xoffline − xFTT )2
i
D=t
,
(5.1)
2
w
i
i=1
where the sum runs over the total number N of all regarded trackparameters x, whose
differences are weighted with a normalisation factor w, which accounts for the resolution,
varying significantly depending on the regarded variable x, which can be either κ, φ or θ.
After having calculated the distance D between each offline and each FTT track, the
thus constructed track pairs are then arranged according to their respective distance D
in κ-φ. The two tracks with the smallest distance are taken to be the reconstructions of
the same physical track and are removed from the list. Then the track pair which has
the smallest distance of all remaining pairs of tracks is matched and so on until either no
1

κ in this context corresponds to Q/PT , all other parameters from eq. 4.1 are set to 1.
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Parameter
transverse momentum PT
polar angle θ
distance of closest approach dca
Start radius Rstart
Radial length Rlength
Number of hits in jet chambers NCJChits
Vertex type

Cut value
> 0.12 GeV
> 20 ◦
< 160 ◦
≤ 2 cm
≤ 50 cm
≥ 10 cm (for θ ≤ 150◦ )
≥ 5 cm (for θ < 150◦ )
≥0
primary vertex

Table 5.1: Cuts applied to offline tracks before they are included in the track matching and in the
performance study. These cuts take pattern from the track selection, which is widely used in analyses
in H1.

FTT or no offline track is left to be matched to a track of the other kind. In the track
matching procedure only those offline reconstructed tracks were included, that fullfil certain selection criteria. The respective cuts on the included offline tracks are listed in table
5.1.

5.1.2 Selection of the analysed sample
The basic sample analysed contains 2005 and 2006 data. As the FTT was in 2005 still
in the commissioning phase and as it is a new detector component, it was necessary to
select among all the runs in 2005 and 2006 those where the FTT delivered reliable data.
This was not always the case, as for example at the end of 2005, wrong L2 masks were
loaded, which led to a wrong determination of track parameters.
Therefore the determination of the resolution was done in iteratively. In a first step the
expected resolutions were used as normalisation factor w in the track matching procedure.
The matching was done in κ and φ, with 0.03×κoffline and 5 mrad being the respective
weighting factors, based on the resolutions specified as expectations in [75]. The weighting
for κ takes into account the strong dependence of σκ on κ, which is discussed below in
sec. 5.2.
After the track matching for each pair of matched tracks the difference between each
offline and FTT reconstructed track parameter was calculated, e.g. ∆φ = φoffline − φFTT .
The mean value of these distributions as well as their RMS value2 was then calculated
for each run in 2005 and 2006 and used in order to characterise the performance of the
FTT Level 2 system (see also section 5.3 for more details). Mean and RMS values did
not vary much over the whole run period, only single runs or single luminosity fills were
characterised by having mean and σ values, that were not at all consistent with the average value of all analysed runs, they were off by several orders of magnitude (see fig. 5.7
2

q
PN
2
The value RMS (root mean square) was approximated using σx = N1 · i=1 (xi − xmean ) , with N
being the number of bins in the histogram, xi the i-th bin and xmean the mean value of all bins [76].
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- 5.11). In some cases this malfunctioning of the Level 2 track reconstruction could be
traced back to technical problems. As a consequence, these runs were excluded from the
sample used in the determination of resolutions and only those runs were included in the
analysis, that did not vary much from the average off all runs.

5.1.3 Determination of the resolutions
Resolutions are determined by subtracting the quantity that shall be analysed from a
reference quantity. The width of the resulting distribution, i.e. its σ, is then used as
a measure for the resolution of the respective quantity. In this analysis, the difference
∆x = xoffline − xFTT , with x being each of the three track parameters κ, φ and θ, was
calculated. Two fit methods were then tested in order to determine the resolution of
these parameters. As their distributions have quite large tails, a double Gaussian fit was
applied to them, moreover an exponentially modified Gaussian was fitted to the data in
order to account for the broad shoulders.
The formula for a double Gaussian distribution with an assumed identical mean µ is
defined as:
2
2
−0.5· (∆x−µ)
2

Gdouble (∆x) = A1 · e

σ1

−0.5· (∆x−µ)
2

+ A2 · e

σ2

(5.2)

Another approach to fit a function with large tails is the exponentially modified Gaussian [77],[78], which is the convolution of a Gaussian distribution with an exponential
decay. The modified ”Gaussian” used here is defined as follows:
−0.5|

Gmodified (∆x) = A · e

(∆x−µ)
σ

|

1
1+
(∆x−µ)
1+0.5·
σ

|

|

!

(5.3)

The resolution of track parameters can be determined using the the weighted mean of
the mean deviations of the double Gaussian distribution. It is defined as an effective σeff ,
calculated as:
A1 σ1 + A2 σ2
(5.4)
σeff =
A1 + A2
An error on the resolution σeff can be estimated applying the general laws of error
propagation for a function y = f (x1 , x2 , ...xN ), yielding

N 
X
∂y ∂y
Cij ,
(δy) =
∂x
∂x
i
j
i,j=1
2

(5.5)

with Cij being the correlation matrix for the errors of the different fit parameters [79].
Using the uncertainty of the fit parameters and their correlation matrix, the uncertainty
of the effective resolution can be calculated using
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∂σeff ∂σeff
∂σeff ∂σeff
Cσ1 ,A1 +
Cσ ,A
∂σ1 ∂A1
∂σ2 ∂A2 2 2
∂σeff ∂σeff
∂σeff ∂σeff
+
Cσ1 ,A2 +
Cσ ,A
∂σ1 ∂A2
∂σ2 ∂A1 2 1
∂σeff ∂σeff
∂σeff ∂σeff
Cσ1 ,σ2 +
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2
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Cσ1 ,σ1 +
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∂σeff
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+
∂A1
∂A2

(5.6)

A1 A2 (σ1 − σ2 )
(Cσ1 ,A1 − Cσ2 ,A2 )
(A1 + A2 )3
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2
2
+
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1
1
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(5.7)

(δσeff )2 =

(δσeff )2 =

The error of the fit parameter σ for the modified Gaussian fit is taken to be the uncertainty on the thus extracted resolution. The usage of the modified Gaussian is justified
because the fit formula has the capability of describing the broad tails of the distribution
consistently compared to the double Gaussian with the advantage of having only three
free parameters. Also, the χ2 /ndf values are more or less compatible for both fits.
To determine the resolutions, the sample containing only the runs with parameters
close to the average was analysed. As a further constraint, it was required, that only
three tracks had been detected in the CJCs. Firstly, in order to ensure the definiteness of
the track matching procedure. Secondly, because D ∗ mesons decay into three particles.
For θ a constant background was used as additional free parameter in the fit, as there
was a small fraction of tracks, which were not fitted in θ on FTT level, only in φ and
κ. This can happen when there was not enough charge deposited on the wires, so that
it was not possible to extract a z-coordinate using charge division. The tracks without
θ-measurement are the cause for uncorrelated entries in the histogram for the θ distribution. Allowing for an additional fit parameter describing this constant background, yields
a better description of the distribution when fitting and should be therefore applied. The
resolution then tends to be better with that additional parameter, as the flat constant
background is not longer interpreted as shoulders of the distribution and is not tried to
be fitted using the Gaussians anymore.
As can be seen from the summary table 5.2 and figures 5.1 for 2005 data and 5.2 for
2006 data, both fits yield comparable results for the resolutions in both data taking pe-
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Resolution measured in...
Simulation FTTemu [65]
(factor arises from different
definition of the Gaussian,
see text)
Double Gaussian

Modified Gaussian

used as normalisation
factor in eq. 5.1 later on

σeff × 2

σeff (2005)
σeff (2006)
2006
σeff (PT >1 GeV)
σ (2005)
σ (2006)
2006
σ
(PT >1 GeV)
σweight

∆φ
[mrad]
2.2

∆θ
[mrad]
88

∆κ/κ
[%]
3.8

4.40±0.01 134.0±0.4 4.079±0.002
4.11±0.01 118.7±0.2 3.968±0.002
2.35±0.07 111.98±0.91 4.18±0.01
3.33±0.00 118.6±0.2 2.746±0.003
3.17±0.00 105.26±0.07 2.644±0.002
1.88±0.01 100.6±0.2 3.297±0.007
5.5
145
2.75

Table 5.2: Comparisons of resolutions for 2005 and 2006 data as measured herein and the values
expected from simulations studies with the FTT simulation programme FTTemu. While the resolution of the data was determined using a three track sample, the simulation studies used a sample of
diffractive J/Ψs events, which contain exactly two high PT tracks.

riods. Fitting problems are most prominent for the θ distribution, which does not only
suffers from a constant background, but is also distinctively asymmetric. One Gaussian
is clearly not enough to describe the data and even the double Gaussian has sometimes
problems describing the distributions, which is reflected in the fact, that the functions
underestimate the height of the distributions. The shapes of the distributions are not
purely Gaussian because they are object to many systematic influences, some of which
will be discussed in the next section. It is worth noting, that the resolutions are better
for the 2006 data compared to the 2005 data – obviously, the performance of the FTT
could be improved during this period. The resolutions obtained for 2006 with real track
data from the FTT are consistent with what was expected from Monte Carlo simulation
studies ([54], [65]3 ). Only for the φ resolutions a deviation of a factor of about 2 can
be observed. They result from the difference in the data samples analysed. As the mentioned simulation studies used an diffractive J/Ψ sample in the leptonic decay channel
(J/Ψ → µµ, J/Ψ → ee) with exactely two tracks, this sample was dominated by high PT
tracks (∼80% having a PT > 1 GeV), while these high momentum tracks only made up
∼10% of the data sample analysed here. Since high momentum tracks suffer much less
from multiple scattering, the resolution of their track parameters tend to be better in φ.
Consequently, when comparing only the high PT subsample of 2006 with the simulation
study, both yield similar results (see tab. 5.2). Further influences on the resolution of the
track parameters will be studied in the next section.

3

In order to compare the resolutions, a factor of two had to be multiplied to the resolutions obtained in
the MC studies, because in contrast to the definition used in here, the Gaussian in [65] was defined
2
2
}+A2 ·exp{− (∆x−µ)
}
without the factor 0.5 in the exponent, i.e. as Gdouble (∆x) = A1 ·exp{− (∆x−µ)
σ2
σ2
1

2
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Figure 5.1: Resolution of the FTT measured track parameters PFTT
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for a 2005 sample containing
exactly three tracks.
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Figure 5.2: Resolution of the FTT measured track parameters PFTT
(a), φFTT
T
FTT
(b) and θ
(c) relative to the offline
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for a 2006 sample containing
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5.2 Influences on the resolution of tracks

5.2 Influences on the resolution of tracks
The above mentioned parametrisation of tracks as helixes is valid only in first approximation when effects of multiple scattering, energy loss and inhomogeneities of the magnetic
field are neglected. These can significantly influence the measurement of track parameters, and are also the reason why the ∆x = xof f − xFTT distributions are not described
by a single Gaussian, but rather by a double or multiple Gaussian. The most important
factors having impact on the resolutions of the track parameters shall be studied in the
following using the FTT track parameter resolutions.

5.2.1 Multiple Scattering
While traversing the beam pipe and the walls of a tracking chamber a charged pointlike
particle can encounter Coloumb scatterings on a massive point charge. Several subsequent
scatterings lead to a significant deviation from the original path of the particle. This is
called multiple scattering and sums up in the way of many relatively small random changes
of the direction of flight [80]. Multiple scattering can be approximated using a Molière
distribution [8]:
RM S
θplane
=

13.6MeV p
z x/X0 [1 + 0.038 ln x/X0 ]
βcP

(5.8)

with P , βc and z being the momentum, velocity and the charge number of the incident
particle and x/X0 the thickness of the scattering medium in radiation lengths. Fig. 5.3
shows the impact of multiple scattering on the resolutions of FTT tracks. The plots depict
the difference ∆φ = φoffline − φFTT for different ranges in PT : Whereas on the left hand
side ∆φ is shown only for tracks with a transverse momentum of the offline tracks of
100 MeV < PT < 170 MeV, the distribution on the right hand side is restricted to tracks
having a transverse momentum of 1 GeV < PT < 2.5 GeV. The respective resolutions
vary significantly due to the effects of multiple interaction: Whereas the low PT sample
shows an effective resolution of 8.87 ± 0.22 mrad, the high PT sample has with 2.32 ±
0.09 mrad a resolution that is approximately a factor of 4 better4 . Both samples were
restricted to contain only negatively charge tracks due to the influence of the missing
energy loss correction (see section 5.2.3). For the low PT sample the charge conjugate
distribution was plotted as solid line to explicitly show, that the distributions in principle
look the same, but are only shifted in their means.
5.2.2 Intrinsic spatial resolution: Number of linked segments
Additional to the uncertainties arising through multiple scattering, there exists also an
error on the track measurements resulting from the intrinsic spatial resolution. For N ≥
10 uniformly spaced position measurements made along a trajectory in a uniform medium,
the following approximation holds [8]:
r
ǫ
720
δκres = ′2
(5.9)
L
N +4
4

Both resolutions are determined with a double gaussian fit, the modified gaussian delivers as results
6.98 ± 0.02 mrad and 1.86 ± 0.00 mrad
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Figure 5.3: The effect of multiple scatterings on the resolution of the track parameter φ. The low
PT sample on the left hand side has a worse resolutions than the high PT sample on the right hand
side. In addition the means of the distributions for positively and negatively charged tracks are also
shifted depending on the charge of the measured particle, as explained in sec. 5.2.3. Therefore only
the distributions for negatively charged tracks are fitted. The distribution for the positively charged
tracks is additionally shown for the low PT sample on the left hand side.

with the track curvature κres , the projection length of the track onto the bending plane
L , N the number of position measurements and ǫ the measurement error for each point,
perpendicular to the trajectory.
′

At the FTT the influence of the intrinsic spatial resolution can be measured quite easily: The number of segments linked to an actual track can vary from 2 to 4. Each of
these linked segments contains at least three hits, so that depending on the number of
linked segments a minimum of 6 to a maximum of 20 hits have been used in FTT track
reconstruction. Therefore, one can study the influence of the intrinsic spatial resolution
by comparing the resolutions for tracks with different numbers of linked segments. This is
shown as an example in fig. 5.4 for the parameter κ: The plot on the left hand depicts the
distribution for tracks created from two linked segments, the obtained resolution amounts
to 5.33 ± 0.04 %. The resolution for tracks with four linked segments is significantly
better: The resolution of the distribution on the right hand side is 2.08 ± 0.05 %5 .
A systematic approach to describe the combined influence of both of these effects,
multiple scattering and the intrinsic spatial distribution, was introduced in [81]. Based
on this approach, a theoretical prediction for the angular and momentum resolutions was
formulated in [82] for the H1 tracker system, including the FTT and using eq. 5.8 and 5.9.
Fig. 5.5 shows the comparison of these predictions with the resolutions determined in this
analysis. The experimental measurement lies below the theoretical expectation for the
FTT, which can be qualitatively understood, when taking into account, that the measured
resolutions were obtained in comparison to the CJC tracks. The resolutions for the CJC
and FTT tracks are correlated, because they are in principle reconstructed from the same
hits. That implies that the CJC and FTT measured track parameters deviate from the
parameters of the genuine physical trajectory in a correlated manner, that is they either
5

Both resolutions are determined with a double gaussian fit, the modified gaussian delivers as results
3.74±0.02% and 1.482±0.006%
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Figure 5.4: Resolutions for κ depending on the number of segments, that were linked in the track
finding procedure.

both overshoot the genuine value or both underestimate it. An experimentally obtained
resolution from a comparison of FTT with CJC tracks should thus yield a better resolution
than expected theoretically for the absolute resolution of the FTT tracks in comparison
with the genuine trajectories. Apart from this effect, the experimental resolutions agree
nevertheless reasonably well with the shape of the predicted distributions.
5.2.3 Missing energy loss corrections: Charge of the track
Relativistic particles passing through the jet chambers loose energy due to ionisation
andi
h
MeV cm2
dE
atomic excitation processes. The mean rate of their energy loss dx measured in
g
is described by the Bethe-Bloch formula [8]:


dE
1 2me c2 β 2 γ 2 Tmax
δ
2Z 1
2
−
(5.10)
= Kz
ln
−β −
dx
A β2 2
I2
2
 g 
Here z is the charge of the incident particle, A mol
the atomic mass of the absorber,
I the mean excitation energy, Tmax the maximum kinetic energy that can be imparted to
a free electron in a single collision and δ takes into account density effect corrections to
ionisation energy losses. K = 4πNA re2 me c2 contains Avogadro’s number NA , the classical
electron radius re as well as the electron mass me .
Due to the above described energy loss the curvature of track tends to rise as they pass
through the chamber. That means that a trajectory has a measurably higher κ values
after its passage through the jet chambers compared to the κ it had when entered the
CJCs. For the offline reconstruction this energy loss is taken into account while it is not
regarded in the FTT online reconstruction. The deviation from the incident trajectory
due to energy losses is also reflected in a shift from the incident φ direction to higher
or lower angles for oppositely charge tracks. Thus, as demonstrated in fig. 5.6, for FTT
effects, there is a deviation expected
reconstructed tracks, which are not corrected for dE
dx
in ∆φ for oppositely charged track compared to the offline measured track. It can indeed
be observed, when comparing the means for the ∆φ distributions for negatively and
positively charged tracks. Due to the β12 dependence of the Bethe-Bloch formula this
effect can be most prominently observed for low transverse momenta. In fig. 5.3 this is
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Figure 5.5: Comparison of the theoretical prediction for the resolution in φ and the relative resolution
in κ to the measured values. The experimentally obtained resolutions for the FTT tracks lie below
the theoretical curve (taken from [82]) as they were determined relative to the CJC tracks, whose
measurements are correlated with those of the FTT reconstructed tracks. Thus a part of the FTT
track resolution is not taken into account, but absorbed in the CJC track resolution, which was used
as normalisation. As a consequence, the measured FTT resolution underestimates the real resolution
of the FTT and deviations of the theoretical from the experimental curves are expected.

demonstrated, where the ∆φ distribution is shown for positively (solid line) and negatively
(fitted dots) charged tracks: While the mean for positively charge tracks measures µ =
-6.43±0.02 mrad, the one for negatively charged tracks measures µ = 7.99±0.02 mrad.
This effect is still visible, when plotting the distribution for negatively and positively
charged tracks separately, but not as pronounced. Therefore for an inclusive PT sample
the systematic shift can be seen best, when plotting the means of the ∆φ distributions for
a large number of samples. This is done in fig. 5.10, where the mean, as obtained by the
modified Gaussian fit of the distribution for negatively and positively charged tracks is
plotted against the respective run number for the beginning of 2006. The large deviations
from the otherwise homogenous behaviour of the means arises from technical problems,
however for most runs the expected systematic shift of the means for negatively (left
hand side) and positively charged tracks (on the right) can be observed. To apply energy
loss corrections during the FTT online reconstruction is technically not possible, because
there is not enough time for the extensive calculation that would be needed. Fig. 5.10
was created in the course of the analysis of the time dependence of the FTT performance,
whose results shall be described in the following section.

5.3 Performance of the Level 2 system in 2005 and 2006
In order to be able to monitor the FTT L2 system and to select runs with sufficient quality for analysis purposes, a programme was developed to determine various parameters
of the L2 performance for every run separately. The thus analysed quantities included
the difference in number of reconstructed tracks, normalised to the number of offline
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∆ φ <0°
φ = 0°
∆ φ >0°
Figure 5.6: Schematic sketch of the influence of missing energy loss corrections: Shown are the four
layers of the FTT as circles and three track passing them. One is an ”ideal” high PT track, which
traverses at φ=0◦ without energy losses (dashed line). Thus it is a straight line, which does not
change its direction. This is however not true for real tracks, as they undergo energy losses, their
curvatures rise, they are bend according to their charge either to the left or to the right. This is the
case for the thick lines, representing real tracks of opposite charge, which are attributed a lower or
higher φ value depending on their charge, ∆φ ≷0◦ . While offline the bend tracks are reconstructed
as the original track, the dashed line, with the help of energy loss correction, the FTT can reconstruct
only the bend trajectories.

tracks and technical quantities like the number of failing DSP fitters (used in the track
fitting procedure on L2) due to data transfer errors. Monitored were also the distributions
∆x = xoffline − xFTT for the track parameters φ, θ and κ. In order to be able to compare
them among different runs, the mean values for the distributions as well as the σ values,
i.e. the resolutions of the respective parameters, were determined for each run. This was
done also as a function of charge and transverse momentum. To determine the resolutions,
the modified Gaussian was used, because it has three instead of five free parameters and
is thus more likely to converge fast. Therefore it is very convenient to use the modified
Gaussian for applications, where a large number of distributions has to be fitted without
the possibility of explicit supervision.
With the help of this monitoring programme the performance of the FTT Level 2 system could be investigated time dependend. This was done for the second half of 2005
and for the first half of 2006. The system was found to run stable for most of the times.
Periods with unreliable reconstruction due to changed system parameters could be identified. Additionally the impact of changed FTT settings, e.g. new calibrations, on the
track parameters could be monitored and quantified. Examples are shown in fig. 5.8 to
5.11, where several parameters are plotted against the run number. Fig. 5.8 shows, how
many of the found tracks were not fitted on L2, because of data transfer errors to and
from the DSP fitters. While the percentage of these non-fitted tracks was quite large at
the beginning of the monitored run period, these problems could be solved during 2005,
so that their number dropped to the per mille level.
Another improvement was made due to a new calibration for drift vectors and wire
positions, that was introduced starting with run ∽435525. The impact of this calibration
can be seen in fig. 5.8, where the mean value of the ∆φ as well as the means of the ∆κ
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distribution for positively and negatively charged tracks is plotted against the runs in
2005. Large deviations for the average values are a sign for unstable FTT performance
and technical problems. For instance, the spikes for the runs after 436500 are the result
of wrong masks that were used in the L2 system. However, systematic changes can also
be observed: The new calibration established after run ∽435525 resulted in a mean value
of φ closer to zero than before. Additionally systematic deviations in the mean of the κ
distribution for positively and negatively charged tracks could be eliminated.
Another result of this time-dependent long-term study of the FTT performance was
that the reconstruction of θ could be much improved in 2005 and in 2006. This is shown
in fig. 5.9, where the mean and σ values for θ are plotted against the run numbers of
2005 and 2006. The improvements concerning the mean value of the distribution were
achieved due to a new calibration introduced in 2005, those concerning the σ value are
due to the use of the right z-vertex in the fit which determined θ. The missing energy loss
corrections, already discussed in sec. 5.2.3, result in a systematic shift of the means for
the ∆φ-distributions of positive and negatively charged tracks, shown in fig. 5.10. The
spikes in the distribution for the run ranges between 446000 and 448000 are due to the use
of a wrong vertex position within the Level 2 system, which again is an example, of how
technical problems of the L2 system can affect the L2 performance and how a continuous
monitoring with the programme developed can allow to identify technical problems.
The relative fraction of tracks found and reconstructed by the FTT in comparison with
offline reconstructed tracks varies with the electron beam current, since the single hit
efficiency of the FTT and thus also the track finding efficiency depends strongly on the
amount of charge inside the chamber. The higher the luminosity, the lower the track finding efficiency due to charge screening in the CJCs. This is shown in 5.11, where the dots
and the axis on the right hand side describe the electron beam current in units of mA,
while the bars represent the average percentage of offline tracks not found by the FTT,
plotted against the run number. This fraction of tracks not found by the FTT of 15% in
average is due to the fact, that here only the bare difference of the number of tracks was
calculated. There were no cuts applied on offline tracks to filter out only those within the
FTT acceptance, therefore this fraction includes also the fraction of tracks outside the
FTT acceptance. Other definitions of the track samples to be compared in number only
lead to differences in the overall normalisation, their shape and their dependence on the
electron beam current is always the same.
For all the distributions shown, it is worthwile noticing, that the obtained resolutions
are slightly worse for all the variables due to the fact, that the algorithm matches the
tracks of each event regardless of the multiplicity of an event. As the quality of the FTT
track reconstruction tends to decrease with a rising number of tracks, the resolutions for
the total data samples of 2005 and 2006 are slightly worse than those obtained with a
sample, where the number of tracks was restricted to be three, as done in sec. 5.1.3. With
the help of the monitoring programme, a data sample could be selected, that contained
all the stable FTT runs for 2005 and 2006. This was achieved by requiring for each run,
that it should contain more than 500 events and the above described parameters, i.e. the
number of failing DSP fitter, the mean and σ of the track parameters and the fraction
of tracks not found, should not exceed a value too far away from the average value of all
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Figure 5.7: Technical problems due to data transfer errors to and from the DSP fitters were solved
in the course of the year 2005.

FTT parameter
fraction of data transfer
errors to DSP fitters
|κmean |
σκ
|φmean |
σφ
|θmean |
σθ
#tracksoffline −#tracksFTT
#tracksoffline

unit
%
[GeV−1 ]
[GeV−1 ]
[rad]
[rad]
[rad]
[rad]
%

Cut applied in 2005 Cut applied in 2006
≤ 20
≤ 0.2
≤ 0.0225
≤ 0.04
≤ 0.003
≤ 0.011
≤ 0.15
≤ 0.2
≤ 30

≤ 0.0225
≤ 0.04
≤ 0.0008
≤ 0.0115
≤ 0.07
≤ 0.18
≤ 23

Table 5.3: Selection cuts for stable FTT runs.

runs. The values used for 2005 and 2006, respectively, are listed in tab. 5.3. Some of
the cuts applied were changed for 2006, because solved technical problems allowed for a
harder cuts without a loss of statistics.
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Figure 5.9: The reconstruction of θ could be much improved in 2005 and in 2006.
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Figure 5.10: The missing energy loss corrections result in a systematic shift of the means for the
∆φ-distributions of positive and negatively charged tracks.
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Figure 5.11: The relative fraction of FTT reconstructed track (bars, left axis) in comparison with
offline reconstructed tracks varies with the electron beam current (dots, right axis).
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In order to judge the usability of the FTT for data taking and triggering purposes, its
capability of selecting D ∗ mesons was analysed in terms of selection efficiencies and rate
reductions. Two kinematic regimes were studied separately, namely DIS (in 2005 data)
and photoproduction (in 2006 data). In the following, first of all the definitions of selection
efficiencies and rate reductions as well as experimental methods to determine them are
introduced. Then the results of the investigations carried out in this thesis are presented
in two sections. The first one covers the DIS regime; it introduces the applied events
selection and presents findings on the efficiencies of the trigger elements applied in DIS.
Furthermore, investigations on a possible FTT trigger on level 2 for DIS events are presented, which include also a study of the quality of the FTT trigger elements encoding the
multiplicity above the respective PT thresholds. The second section of this chapters gives
an overview about studies on how to trigger D ∗ mesons in untagged photoproduction. It
starts of with a level 1 analysis, which led to an improved L1 trigger setup. Subsequently,
the currently implemented L2 photoproduction trigger setups are discussed. All of these
studies are results of this thesis. This is followed by a study on the performance of L3: In
this thesis, the resolution of the invariant mass ∆M and mD0 is determined for the first
time in data. Also discussed are efficiencies and rate reductions on Level 3.

6.1 Efficiencies and Rate Reductions: Definition and Determination
A trigger system designed to select events for permanent storage is characterised by two
important variables: efficiency ǫ and rate reduction R. The former one determines the
percentage of signal events the trigger selects for storage in comparison to those it should
have actually selected. The latter one determines the selectivity of the trigger, that is
how many events are rejected in comparison to the total number of events the trigger
has been confronted with. Naturally, it is desired to reject as many events as possible on
trigger level while keeping all signal events. Thus, a high rate reduction accompanied by
a high efficiency characterises a trigger with an optimal performance. The efficiency ǫ is
defined by the following relation:
ǫ=

#Triggered signal events
#total signal events

(6.1)

The question left open by the above definitions is how the number of total (signal)
events is to be determined. It is clear, that both, ǫ and R, have to be measured in comparison to a well-defined sample. How to select this sample is not trivial and is described
in the following: The recorded data at H1 do not constitute a well defined basic population
nor even an unbiased sample. The reason for this is simply that events can be rejected on
each trigger level and thus are not stored. When defining a well-defined subsample, two
methods are applicable: the absolute and the relative determination of efficiencies.
Absolute efficiencies are determined using a sample of signal events triggered by so-
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called monitor triggers. Thus, it is ensured, that a random but nevertheless well-defined
subsample of the total data is taken as basis of efficiency determinations. Absolute efficiencies are used in cross section measurements to estimate the true total number of signal
events in contrast to the observed number of signal events, which is lower due to trigger
inefficiencies. The monitor triggers used should be independent, i.e. they should use information from other detectorsubsystems than the subtrigger to be analysed. Henceforth,
three different sets of these monitor triggers are used in order to obtain well-defined data
samples for the determination of the absolute efficiency. They are described in table 6.1.
At H1, due to the prescale strategy, the following definition for absolute efficiencies is
used:

ǫabs =

subtriggerraw && monitortriggeract && eventselection
monitortriggeract && eventselection

(6.2)

Here, raw expresses the fact, that a trigger triggered and actual means, that this trigger
decision was actually the basis on which the event was kept. This is done in order to
interpret the effects of prescales not as trigger inefficiencies.
Efficiencies can also be determined relatively, that is in comparison to a sample selected
by a trigger realised on the same or a preceding trigger level. This method is used, when an
existing trigger is tested for possibilities to improve it with additional trigger conditions.
The efficiency of the trigger elements which are to be implemented is then examined
relatively to the sample selected by the existing trigger or a trigger on a preceeding
trigger level. This relative efficiency gives then an estimate of how many signal events
would be kept, if the analysed additional trigger requirements would be used. For the
measurement of the relative efficiency of a subtriggers it is fully sufficient to require a raw
trigger bit:

ǫrel =

additionaltriggerconditionsraw && subtriggerraw && eventselection
subtriggerraw && eventselection

(6.3)

The errors for both, relative and absolute, efficiencies are calculated using Bayes’ Theorem, as implemented in the analysis software package ROOT [76]. The errors are assigned
on a 68.3% confidence level. The exact procedure along with a discussion of the advantages of this method in comparison to using Poisson or binominal errors is described in
detail in [83].
Rate reductions express, how many events are rejected already on trigger level. In
multi-level trigger systems they can only be estimated using special transparent runs,
where the subsequent trigger levels are switched off and all events are recorded. Thus the
rate reduction can be determined by comparing the total number of events, that would
have been taken, if no trigger at all was active on the same trigger level, to the number
of events taken by a specific trigger:
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Monitor subtriggers

SpaCal

LAr &

others

S61

explanation
energy in SpaCal IET trigger cells
S0: SPCLe IET>1
> 6 GeV
S3: SPCLe IET>2
> 9 GeV
S9: SPCLe IET>0
> 2 GeV
S24: Mu Any && LAr Etrans>1
any muon trigger, ET in LAr
> 4.2 GeV
S25: Mu Any && LAr Etmiss>1
any muon trigger, missing ET in LAr >
3.8 GeV
S64: LAr Etrans>2 && LAr IF>1
ET > 6.4 GeV, sum over big towers in the
inner forward region (IF) > 2.0 GeV
S65: LAr electron 1
electromagn. energy above 2.5 to 5 GeV
(depending on LAr region)
S66: LAr Etmiss>2 && LAr IF>1
missing ET > 6.4 GeV, sum over big towers in IF > 2.0 GeV
S67: LAr electron 1
electromagn. energy above 2.5 to 5 GeV
(depending on LAr region)
S68: LAr electron 1 && CIP sig>0 electromag. energy, significance of vertex
(see 3.3.3)
S76: LAr Etrans>1
ET > 4.2 GeV
S77: LAr Etmiss>1
missing ET > 3.8 GeV
S78: LAr Etmiss>1
missing ET > 3.8 GeV
S63: FwdMu Val Any&&VETO GL any valid forward muon, global veto
against background, based the on time of
flight and the veto system (see sec. 3.2)
S61: for photoproduction studies,
energy in SpaCal, 1 track > 900 MeV
see tab. 6.3

Table 6.1: Monitor triggers used to determine absolute efficiencies, S65/67 and S77/78 differ in
having different L2 conditions.
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#total events
#triggered events


#triggered events
× 100
= 1−
#total events

RFactor =
Rpercentage decrease

(6.4)

6.2 Triggering D∗ mesons in deep inelastic scattering
In the following, the trigger setup used to select D ∗ mesons in DIS is described and analysed in terms of rate reduction and efficiency. First of all the event selection concerning the
scattered electron is motivated and presented, then the FTT trigger elements are analysed
in detail and compared. Finally the performance of the complete S61 is presented and
possible further rate reductions on the subsequent level 2 trigger system are discussed.

6.2.1 Event selection and trigger setup
In this paragraph the selection of the signal events is explained. It was required that
the events contain a D ∗ meson candidate, reconstructed from its decay particles Kππslow
(see sec. 2.3.1). In addition a couple of further cuts are introduced to enhance the signal
to background ratio. Among these are cuts on the minimal transverse momenta of the
∗
particles, PD
>2.0 GeV, PKaon
>0.5 GeV, PπT >0.3 GeV and PπTslow >0.12 GeV. Also
T
T
the scalar sum of transverse momenta of the Kaon and the Pion are required to be above
|P~Tkaon | + |P~Tπ | >2.0 GeV. Additional cuts concern the deviation of the reconstructed mass
of the D 0 meson from the nominal values ([8]) |m(D 0 )rec − m(D 0 )nom | <0.08 GeV and the
reconstructed ∆M = mD∗ − mD0 < 0.17 GeV. As there is a scattered electron required
(DIS sample), there are cuts applied in the reconstruction of a possible electron scattered
into the SpaCal. Further cuts concern the quality of tracks used in the reconstruction of
the D ∗ meson and, in order to suppress background, on the event timing and the event
vertex. All these cuts are summarised in table 6.2. The event selection utilises on the
whole the same cuts as applied in the event selection used in [33]. For all of the following
efficiency studies it was used in order to select the signal event sample for DIS. In addition, only those runs were included in the study, in which the main detector components
were working, namely CJC1, CJC2, LAr, time of flight and veto system, lumi system,
CIP2000, COZ as well as SpaCal, and where the FTT was delivering reasonable track
information (see sec. 5.3). The investigations concerning the rate reductions were carried
out without any event selection, but included only L2/L3/L4 transparent runs, where no
events were rejected on the second, third and fourth trigger level. The data used for the
DIS efficiency studies were collected in 2005.
The subtrigger used to select the DIS D ∗ meson sample was subtrigger 61. Its setup
is summarised in table 6.3, showing that S61 employs both SpaCal and FTT trigger elements. Its efficiency will be analysed in the next section.
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Variable
Cut
Global event quantities
Event timing
438 < T0 signal of CJC < 478
Vertex position
-35 cm < Z-vertex < 35 cm
∗
Quantities of the D mesons
∗
Transverse momentum (D ∗ meson)
PTD > 2.0 GeV
Transverse momentum (Kaon)
PTKaon > 0.5 GeV
Transverse momentum (Pion)
PTπ > 0.3 GeV
πslow
Transverse momentum (slow Pion)
PT
> 0.12 GeV
Kaon
Scalar sum of PT (Kaon and Pion)
PT
+ PTπ > 2.0 GeV
Difference of m(Kππslow ) − m(Kπ)
∆M < 0.17 GeV
Mass of the D 0 meson
|mrec
−
mnominal
| < 0.08 GeV
D0
D0
Cut on track parameters
analogue to those listed in tab. 5.1
Quantities of the scattered electron
Polar angle
157◦ < θe < 173◦
Energy
Ee > 11.0 GeV
Cluster radius of the energy deposit
Re < 4.0 cm
Impact point in SpaCal
Several regions cut out, see tab. 6.4
Table 6.2: Event selection for the DIS sample.

run number
401627 - 405719

S61 setup
explanation of trigger element
FTT Tc>1 &&
two tracks with PT > 400 MeV
(SPCLe IET>2 ||
energy deposit of > 9 GeV in SpaCal
SPCLe IET Cen 3) energy deposit of > 9 GeV in central SpaCal region
401627 - 405719
FTT Td>0 &&
one track with PT > 900 MeV
(SPCLe IET>2 ||
energy deposit of > 9 GeV in SpaCal
SPCLe IET Cen 3) energy deposit of > 9 GeV in central SpaCal region
Table 6.3: The setup of subtrigger S61.
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6.2.2 Triggering the scattered electron: SpaCal trigger conditions
The electromagnetic part of the SpaCal, which is exploited in DIS, might suffer from
different inefficiencies. These may arise in the determination of the energy of an electron candidate because of a broken photomultiplier or readout card. There can also exist
genuine trigger inefficiencies due to broken trigger cards. In addition a false calibration
can not only lead to wrongly determined electron energies, but can also be the reason for
trigger cells triggering despite of the electron energy actually being too low. The impact
of these influences is investigated in this thesis based on a commonly used method. First
of all, the energy weighted distribution of electrons for the SpaCal is plotted, then the
inefficient areas of the SpaCal are determined by systematically eye-scanning this distribution for problems for asymmetries and noticeable deviations. The energy distributions
in these areas are then plotted and compared to that of the whole spacal and also to the
one in an area, which is defined by a reflection of the area to be studied at the origin and
thus has reversed xy-coordinates. All three energy distributions should be very similar
within statistical fluctuations. Only the number of detected electrons should strongly depend on the radius, because of the correlation between θe′ and the inclusive cross section.
This not being case is a strong indication for a broken readout card or a falsely calibrated
photomultiplier.
Fig. 6.1 depicts the energy weighted spatial distribution of electrons in the SpaCal for
2005 data1 . Clearly visible and also indicated by black boxes are regions of decreased sensitivity, i.e. regions, where scattered electrons are not detected at all or have a different
energy distribution than in fully functional areas of the SpaCal. This is demonstrated in
fig. 6.2. Here one can see the energy distribution of the full SpaCal, which is plotted as
shaded histogram. Prominently visible is the so-called kinematic peak at ∼27.5 GeV [84].
In comparison the energy distribution of a SpaCal area with decreased sensitivity is shown,
marked with dots: Here no kinematic peak is visible, the electron energy distribution is
rather flat. Also depicted for comparison is the energy distribution of the area reflected in
the origin for the same event sample as triangles: Its energy distribution is comparable to
the one of the whole SpaCal, which supports the assumption, that the area investigated is
indeed not working properly. Its spatial position is marked in fig. 6.1 by a dotted rectangle.
The findings of these studies are summarised in tab. 6.4, where the coordinates of the
SpaCal areas which should be cut out and not be used in analyses are listed. This list
was compared to an earlier study [85], which produced independently from this study the
same results apart from the fact that several SpaCal holes were not detected then but
developed later and were only discovered in this study. These occurrences were immediately reported to people affected by these inefficiencies [33].
The impact of these ”dead” cells is demonstrated in fig. 6.3, where the efficiency of the
SpaCal trigger elements for selecting D ∗ events in DIS in comparison to LAr monitor2
triggers is plotted as a function of θe . The efficiency of the SpaCal TEs is plotted as a
black line before the inefficient cells are cut out and in comparison as red dots after they
have been excluded. It can be seen, that cutting out areas of decreased SpaCal sensitivity
1

The DIS studies, the SpaCal is needed for, cover only 2005 data. Additionally during the shutdown in
winter 2005/2006 the SpaCal was repaired.
2
This was possible, because the LAr triggers suffered from noise and triggered, despite the fact that
there was of course not second scattered electron in the event causing energy deposit in the LAr.
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Figure 6.1: The energy weighted spatial distribution of electrons which have hit the SpaCal. The
black boxes indicate regions of decreased sensitivity, i.e. regions, where scattered electrons are not
detected at all or have a different energy distribution than in fully functional areas of the SpaCal as
demonstrated in fig. 6.2.
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Region of decreased
SpaCal sensitivity
(number of dead photomultiplier)
75 and 76
547
306
59 and 60
258
403
190
691 and 692
223

X range

Y range

0 to 18 cm
-5 to 5 cm
-31 to -24 cm -51 to -41 cm
-37 to -31 cm -37 to -31 cm
-18 to -12 cm
-8 to 8 cm
-26 to -19 cm 32 to 39 cm
-29 to -23 cm 39 to 45 cm
-30 to -23 cm
3 to 10 cm
7 to 17 cm
49 to 58 cm
29 to 34 cm -25 to -20 cm

efficiency

Table 6.4: Regions of dead SpaCal cells or cells with decreased sensitivity in the data taking period
2006.
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Efficiency of SpaCal TE
(monitor triggers: LAr subtrigger)
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Sample with energy cut only
after applying cuts on the impact region of the electron

0.9
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165
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175
180
polar angle of the scattered electron θe [degrees]

Figure 6.3: The efficiency of the SpaCal trigger elements used in S61 as function of θe . Before
the application of cuts on the impact region of the electron, inefficiencies can be spotted (black
line). After regions of decreased SpaCal sensitivity are cut out, the trigger becomes more efficient
(red dots). For some inefficiencies no regions of decreased SpaCal sensitivity could be identified and
cut out. As the overall efficiency was satisfying, the reasons for inefficiencies (wrongly calibrated or
insufficient photomultipliers) were not investigated in more detail.
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Figure 6.4: The efficiency of the SpaCal trigger elements used in S61 in dependence of the energy
of the scattered electron. Before the application of cuts on the minimal energy of the electron, a
threshold behaviour of the trigger can be observed (markers). Above an electron energy of 11 GeV
(dashed line), the efficiency is flat.

improves the efficiency of S61 in region of θe ≈ 162◦ . Still, there are some holes undetected, which are situated in the inner region (high θe regime, θe > 170◦) and in the outer
region of the calorimeter (low θe regime, θe ≈ 157,5◦). However, in the scope of analysis
of D ∗ mesons the overall efficiency of the SpaCal TE is fully satisfying and does not need
further improvement. Its integrated efficiency amounts to 0.998±0.004, which is at the
moment fully sufficient for the precision aimed at in the analysis of D ∗ mesons, due to
the statistical yield.
Before moving on to the FTT TEs in S61, the threshold behaviour of the SpaCal trigger
elements shall be shortly discussed. Fig. 6.4 shows the efficiency of the SpaCal trigger
elements as a function of the electron energy. The trigger threshold lies at 9 GeV, but the
distribution becomes flat only for Ee >11.0 GeV (dashed line). Therefore it is important
to cut on the energy of the electron, in order to have a clear cut instead of a washed out
threshold slope. This allows to study FTT effects in detail.
With the above introduced cuts on the quantities of the scattered electron the efficiency
of the SpaCal trigger elements used in S61 amounts to 100 % in most bins of θe and Ee .
The same is true for all event variables of D ∗ mesons in DIS, e.g. Q2 , inelasticity y,
transverse momentum of the D ∗ meson [86].
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6.2.3 Triggering D ∗ mesons: FTT track based trigger conditions
In the following the performance of the FTT TEs used in S61 is analysed. The efficiency of
the FTT TEs was determined by using a D ∗ meson sample that was recorded by SpaCal
subtriggers as reference, because this gives higher statistics compared to LAr monitor
triggers. The analysed FTT TE, Tc1 and Td0, correspond to at least two tracks above
400 MeV and one track above 900 MeV, respectively. Fig. 6.5 shows the efficiencies as a
function of different variables for both of these trigger elements, with the Tc1 efficiencies
depicted as dots, while the ones for Td0 are marked by triangles. The differences between
the trigger elements are most prominently seen in the dependence on the multiplicity of
an event (here measured as the number of central tracks as specified in table 5.1) and
on the transverse momentum of the track with the highest PT in an event, see fig. 6.5,
a) and c). When regarding the related event quantities, namely the inelasticity of an
event and the transverse momentum of the D ∗ meson, the dependence is not as strong,
but rather smeared out, partly also because of the larger bin size, see fig. 6.5, b) and
d). The integrated efficiency of FTT Tc1 amounts to 0.9842±0.0009, while the one of
FTT Td0 measures 0.978±0.001. Thus, the overall difference amount to 0.007±0.001,
with a slightly better performance of the FTT Tc1, requiring two tracks with a lower PT
threshold. As the setup of the S61 was changed in order to improve the efficiency of the
multi-purpose heavy flavour trigger for selecting J/Ψ mesons significantly and in order to
tame its rate, an accompanying loss of 0.7 % efficiency for D ∗ mesons is acceptable [87],
[88].
The overall performance of the S61 (determined using LAr triggers) is shown in fig. 6.6
as a function of Q2 of the D ∗ meson and inelasticity y. The integrated efficiency of S61
amounts to 0.9895±0.005, which is consistent with the expected value, when combining
the SpaCal and FTT Td0 efficiencies, both obtained with a LAr reference sample. The
FTT Td0 efficiency amounts in the case of LAr as monitor trigger to 0.998±0.004. It is
slightly higher than the efficiency obtained with the SpaCal triggered reference sample, as
the LAr triggered reference sample has a higher multiplicity per event, also the highest PT
in the event is higher. The efficiencies obtained for the FTT Td0 trigger element yields
together with the above quoted SpaCal efficiency an expected efficiency of the full S61 of
0.9895±0.006. The slightly dropping efficiency of S61 for events with low multiplicities
could be improved with an improved track finding efficiency for the FTT L1 trigger, which
is however already close to its design values. The integrated efficiencies are summarised
in table 6.5.

6.2.4 Further possibilities on Level 2
S61 triggers on L1 with stable rates of approximately 12 Hz [89], while the trigger elements, composing S61, run with rates of 20 000 Hz (FTT TE) and 50 Hz (SpaCal TE).
Only their combination allows for stable S61 running without prescales. S61 is linearly
dependent on the instant luminosity, which is planned to be raised by increasing the beam
currents before the shutdown of HERA. Therefore S61 might in future deliver higher rates,
and hence might be object to prescaling. As this is not desired, possible validations of
S61 on the second trigger level are presented in the following. Their aim is to reduce the
rate of S61 on the second trigger level while obtaining nevertheless high efficiencies and
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Figure 6.5: Efficiency of FTT trigger elements Td0 and Tc1 for the selection of D ∗ mesons in
comparison. While Td0 is more efficient triggering low multiplicity events, Tc1 is more efficient for
events with low PT tracks only. When comparing the relevant variables of the D ∗ mesons, PT and
inelasticity, the differences amount to less than 1 % in total.

analysed subtrigger or TE
SpaCal TE
FTT TE Tc1
FTT TE Td0
full S61 (Td0)

efficiency for
LAr monitor triggers SpaCal monitor triggers
0.998±0.004
not independent, not used
0.989±0.006
0.9842±0.0009
0.998±0.004
0.978±0.001
0.9895±0.005
not independent, not used

Table 6.5: Efficiencies for S61 and its trigger elements. The efficiencies for the FTT TEs are higher
for the LAr monitor trigger sample, because these have a higher multiplicity per event, also the
highest PT in the event is higher.
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Figure 6.6: Efficiency of S61: The subtrigger is highly efficient. The efficiencies of more than 95 %
for all bins of the above shown variables are reproducible for the other relevant quantities.

thus allowing to use S61 without prescales.
Fig. 6.7 shows the expected efficiencies and percentage rate reductions for various trigger setups. These trigger setups differ in the number of tracks required and in the PT
threshold. Squares mark efficiencies and rate reductions, if exactely one track above the
different thresholds is required, while circles and triangles represent the requirement of
at least two and three tracks above the thresholds. For each multiplicity requirement,
indicated by the three different marker styles, seven markers are drawn, representing the
applied thresholds at 100, 170, 417, 700, 1000, 2500 and 5000 MeV. The rate reductions as
well as efficiencies shown were determined using L4 transparent runs and were measured
relative to the efficiency and rate of S61 on L1. The efficiencies and rate reduction obtained through prescaling are indicated by a straight black line. All of the shown trigger
setups show efficiencies and rate reductions, which are at least as good as the one obtained
by prescaling. With increasing number of tracks required, the markers for the respective
thresholds are shifted towards higher rate reductions and lower efficiencies. The same
is true for the required threshold. This indicates, that a combination of both, minimal
multiplicity requirement and minimal PT would yield an optimal relation of efficiency
and rate reduction. The presented conditions have however not been yet implemented
as L2 trigger, as there is not yet an urgent need to reduce the S61 rate, furthermore the
impact on efficiencies of the other charm events, S61 is supposed to trigger, have to be
investigated.
One possible setup combining multiplicity and PT conditions is indicated in fig. 6.7
as a black star. It requires at least three tracks above 100 MeV and at least one track
above 1000 MeV. It is characterised by maximum rate reduction and minimum efficiency
loss, yielding a rate reduction of 50 % almost without reducing the efficiency. When it is
analysed differentially relative to the S61 L1 efficiency, it becomes evident, that there is
no dramatic loss in efficiency for any of the analysis bins of D ∗ mesons in DIS. This is
shown in fig. 6.8, where the L2 efficiencies as function of inelasticity y and the transverse
momentum of the D ∗ meson relative to the L1 efficiencies are plotted. The integrated
relative efficiency of this level 2 setup amounts to 0.968±0.002. The convoluted absolute
efficiency of L1 and L2 conditions, amounts to 0.958±0.005, using the above obtained L1
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Figure 6.7: Possible rate reductions and efficiencies of L2 trigger conditions on S61 for DIS data.
Shown is the efficiency in dependence of the rate reduction in percent for a trigger condition requiring
one, two or three tracks (different colours) above each PT threshold (100, 170, 417, 700, 1000, 2500
and 5000 MeV, each represented by the n-th marker in the respective colour counted from the left
hand side).
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Figure 6.8: The efficiencies for a possible setup of a FTT-L2 trigger for D∗ mesons depicted as
functions of the transverse momentum of the D ∗ meson and of the inelasticity, measured relative to
the L1 efficiencies.

efficiency.
In order to study the threshold behaviour of the FTT trigger elements in terms of multiplicity and transverse momentum PT , an additional investigation was undertaken. It
analyses the efficiency of S61 and additional L2 trigger conditions for different variables,
where the additional L2 trigger elements applied were varied in the number of tracks required above 100 MeV and in the threshold above which one track was required. Fig. 6.9
shows, how the efficiency of S61 changes when the number of tracks required above 100
MeV is varied from more than one to more than five. As can be seen from the plot on
the left hand side, the efficiency of the respective trigger condition is approximately 50 %,
when the events contain as many tracks as required. Although, events with D ∗ mesons
have already at least three tracks from the decay particles, there can be still inefficiencies
observed, when there are at least two tracks above 100 MeV required. This points to the
fact, that there is a certain amount of events, where two or more tracks are not detected
in the FTT. The right hand side depicts how the multiplicity variations influence the
selection efficiency as function of the inelasticity of an event. While for the number of
tracks a quite sharp threshold for the trigger selection is observed, the slope of the efficiency as a function of the inelasticity is much softer. So, while the efficiency depending
on the number of central tracks in an event is very low for some bins due to the trigger
selection, the efficiency as a function of the inelasticity is affected by these trigger cuts
for a quite large span of y, but never drops to zero. This effect is in part also arises of
course from the fact, that the number of tracks in events is a discrete distribution, while
y is a continuous function.
A similar investigation on the impact of the used PT threshold was performed, whose
outcome is shown in fig. 6.10. Required is in detail at least one track above 417, 710,
1000, 2500 and 5000 MeV. Not surprisingly, the influence on the selection efficiency is
largest as function of variables like the PT of the D ∗ meson or of the selected track
with the highest transverse momentum. The slope of the efficiencies as functions of PT
for different trigger thresholds are however not as steep as the slope of the efficiencies as
functions of multiplicity for different number of tracks above a certain threshold (compare

70

efficiency

efficiency

6.2 Triggering D ∗ mesons in deep inelastic scattering

1

1

0.8

0.8
Efficiency of S61 L2 relative to L1

0.6

Efficiency of S61 L2 relative to L1

0.6
Ta1: ≥ 2 tracks above 100 MeV

Ta1: ≥ 2 tracks above 100 MeV
Ta2: ≥ 3 tracks above 100 MeV

0.4

Ta2: ≥ 3 tracks above 100 MeV

0.4

Ta3: ≥ 4 tracks above 100 MeV

Ta3: ≥ 4 tracks above 100 MeV
Ta4: ≥ 5 tracks above 100 MeV

0.2

Ta4: ≥ 5 tracks above 100 MeV

0.2

Ta5: ≥ 6 tracks above 100 MeV

Ta5: ≥ 6 tracks above 100 MeV

0
0

5

10

15

20

25
30
35
40
45
50
number of central tracks (20° < θ < 160°)

0
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7
0.8
inelasticity

a) relative efficiency of S61 Level 2 as function of the b) ... as function of y, when varying the multiplicity
trigger condition
number of central tracks and ...

Figure 6.9: Efficiency of additional Level 2 conditions to S61: The efficiency of S61 with different
additional L2 conditions, which vary in the number of tracks above the 100 MeV threshold, is depicted
as function of the number of central tracks and y for DIS data.

fig. 6.9). Furthermore, the use of the PT thresholds 2500 and 5000 MeV can be excluded
as possible TEs for the selection of D ∗ mesons due to their low overall efficiencies. These
studies show, which impact variations in the multiplicity requirement as well as in the
PT threshold have on the efficiency of a D ∗ meson trigger in different regions of phase
space. They allow to estimate roughlz, which alternative trigger setups might be possible
or usefull to implement.
A conclusion on the the threshold behaviour can also be drawn from the PT distributions of events, where in this case it is required, that in the FTT exactly one track was
reconstructed and no D ∗ meson selection is applied. The PT distribution of all the analysis tracks, passing the cuts specified in tab. 5.1, were plotted by filling the PT for each
track of an event into a histogram. The result of this investigations is shown in fig. 6.11,
where the PT distributions are depicted for events with only one track detected in the
FTT above the different trigger thresholds of 100, 170, 417, 710, 1000, 2500 and 5000
MeV. The PT distributions for the different thresholds can be distinguished by the used
marker, specified in the legend in fig. 6.11. In addition the nominal position of the thresholds is marked by dashed vertical lines. It can be seen, that especially in events, with
exactely one track in the FTT above 2500 MeV and 5000 MeV there is a large fraction
of low PT tracks. The main reason for this is, that the low PT tracks passing the analysis
selection are not detected in the FTT, while the high PT tracks detected in the FTT do
not pass the analysis cuts for tracks. It can also happen, that tracks are reconstructed
falsely in the FTT with a too large PT , because they stem from secondary vertices and
are fitted by the FTT onto the primary vertex, which of course changes their transverse
momentum dramatically. Both cases can occur, as can be verified by comparing on an
event to event basis. Apart from the peak due to the pollution by low PT tracks, also
the distributions for the high PT thresholds peak just above their respective thresholds,
which can be observed also for the other thresholds. In general, the plot shows, that
there is indeed a considerable fraction of undetected low PT tracks, which amounts to
≈15% (≈32%), when comparing the number of tracks below 3 (5) GeV with the number
of tracks above 3 (5) GeV. 3 GeV and 5 GeV were chosen, because the distribution for
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Figure 6.10: Efficiency of additional Level 2 conditions to S61: The efficiency of S61 for DIS data
with different additional L2 conditions, which vary in the transverse momentum threshold applied,
is depicted as function of the transverse momentum of the highest PT track in the event and of the
PT of the D ∗ meson. The respective conditions are the same for both plots and are explained in the
legend of the illustration on the right hand side.

the 5000 MeV threshold starts to rise at 3 GeV, while the nominal threshold is situated
at 5 GeV. These studies show, that the general performance of the FTT Level 2 trigger
threshold is good, the threshold are situated at their nominal values and apart from the
higher thresholds there is no significant fraction of undetected tracks.

6.3 Triggering D∗ mesons in photoproduction
Due to the 1/Q4 dependence of the cross section, the photoproduction sample of D ∗
mesons has a higher statistical yield compared to the DIS sample. In addition photoproduction samples cover a larger range in inelasticity compared to DIS samples, where due
to the SpaCal selection the DIS sample is restricted to inelasticities y <0.7. In the following section different possibilities to select D ∗ mesons in photoproduction are analysed
and discussed.
6.3.1 Event selection and trigger setup
The basic event selection for all of the investigations undertaken in this chapter is the
same like the one for DIS, see table 6.2. The only exception is, that there is required to
be no candidate for a scattered electron with an energy above 8 GeV. Normally, for an
analysis, one would try to optimise the cuts in order to obtain a better signal to background ratio and, for example, cut on the dE
of a particle. As the main goal presented
dx
∗
herein is to analyse strategies to select D mesons with the help of trigger algorithms, no
sophisticated cuts are used.
As a starting point, subtrigger 56 was studied. It is dedicated to trigger D ∗ mesons in
photoproduction using FTT L1 and L2 conditions as well as L2 NN conditions. It was run
as test trigger in the first half of 2006, its setup is summarised in table 6.6. In consequence
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Figure 6.11: The transverse momentum distributions of events, which were triggered with exactly
one track above a certain threshold and with no D ∗ meson and no trigger selection applied. The
vertical dashed lines indicate 170, 417, 710, 1000, 2500 and 5000 MeV.
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S56 original setup
explanation
CIP sig>2 &&
significance of the z-vertex
FTT mul Ta>5 &&
more than 5 tracks with PT > 100 MeV
FTT mul Tc>2 &&
more than 3 tracks with PT > 417 MeV
FTT mul Td>0 &&
more than one track with PT > 900 MeV
Additional L1 conditions
explanation
CIP mul 4 &&
more than 10 tracks seen in CIP chamber
FTT mul Td>2 &&
more than 2 tracks with PT > 900 MeV
FTT mul Te>1 &&
more than one track with PT > 1800 MeV
L2 conditions
explanation
L2 NN untagged D ∗ &&
neural network trained with
a D ∗ meson photoproduction sample
FTT E Tot 5
total transverse energy > 5 GeV
Table 6.6: The setup of subtrigger S56. The L1 conditions were tightened as a consequence of the
results presented in this thesis and are identical to the one of S53 and S120.

of the findings presented in this thesis, additional trigger conditions were applied on Level
1 to improve the performance of S56. The additional conditions are also listed in table 6.6.
In the following, the Level 1 conditions of S56 will be analysed and improved. In
addition to its absolute L1 efficiencies, also its total absolute efficiencies, including Level
1 and 2, will be presented. The study of the L2 efficiencies of S56 includes a discussion
of the single TEs as well as an investigation of alternatives. One of these alternatives
could be the usage of a FTT L3 based resonance finder algorithm. This alternative will
be thouroughly discussed in a separate section, covering the resolution of the invariant
masses and the performance of the momentarily implemented finder algorithm on L3.
These alternative trigger setups are used for further untagged D ∗ subtriggers, namely S53
and S120. They were implemented in the course of 2006, and employ the same conditions
like S56 on Level 1, but different conditions on the subsequent trigger levels. Thus they
can be used to complement and to monitor each other. The goal is to be able to run them
without prescales as well.
6.3.2 Improvements to Level 1 untagged photoproduction triggers
As the L1 rate of S56 was still at 1000 Hz and the L2 rate at 10 Hz at the beginning of
2006, with a prescale factor of up to 8 [89], there was an urgent need to reduce the output
rate of the subtrigger by imposing additional conditions. Especially the rate of L1 had to
be tamed, since the high output of L1 and the low keep rate of these events on L2 affected
seriously the data taking [90]. In order to find a solution, an investigation of possible
additional L1 trigger elements was performed. Fig. 6.12 shows estimations for the rate
reductions and efficiencies of various tightened setups of S56. Four different setups were
analysed, which built upon one another, each required one trigger condition additional to
the setup analysed preceedingly. The first setup required additionally to S56 one track
with a transverse momentum above 1800 MeV, marked by a square, while the second
alternative setup required additional to the previous setup two tracks with a PT above
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Figure 6.12: Impact of additional trigger conditions on the L1 rate of S56. The original setup of S56
is used as reference, indicated by a black dot at no rate reduction (reduction factor =1) and 100 %
efficiency.

900 MeV, its performance indicated by a triangle. Trigger setups 3 and 4 were varied
in the multiplicity required in the CIP chamber, indicated by a triangle pointing down
and a star. For comparison, a black line indicates, what would be achieved using prescales.
These estimates were retrieved by comparing the rates and efficiencies of the tightened
setups with those of the original setup of S56. For the estimate of the rate reduction only
those runs were regarded, in which the L2 and L4 triggers were switched off. The figure
clearly shows, that there is the possibility to gain at least a factor 2 in rate reduction with
no dramatic loss in efficiency, that is with an efficiency which is significantly better than
what would be achieved using prescaling.
The efficiencies for the different L1 setups were then compared as functions of different
variables. This was done in order to check whether the slight decrease in efficiency due
to the tightened L1 conditions leads to systematic inefficiencies or, in the worst case,
to zero efficiency in regions of interest, which would be then cut out totally already at
trigger level. It was found that this is not the case for the tightening of the S56 Level
1. Fig. 6.13 shows exemplarily the efficiencies as function of the inelasticity of an event
as well as for the PT of the D ∗ meson: For both variables and all examined trigger setups the efficiencies were more or less flat. No dramatic decrease of efficiency could be
detected for a specific kinematic region. The integrated efficiency of the original setup
of S56 amounts to 0.84±0.01, while the efficiency of the tightest setup investigated and
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Figure 6.13: Efficiencies for the first level of S56. While a) and b) show the efficiencies for LAr
monitor trigger, c) and d) show the efficiencies for SpaCal and S61 as monitor triggers.

finally implemented measures 0.79±0.01. The resulting loss in efficiency of 0.05±0.02 is
rather small – compared to the loss of 50%, when using prescales to cut down the rate by
a factor of 2. As a consequence of this study, the L1 setup of S56 was tightened so that it
could be run without almost any prescales after this change [91], [92]. Also the other D ∗
meson untagged photoproduction triggers, S53 and S120, profited from these changes, as
they use the same L1 conditions as S56, starting with run 453524 and with all conditions
specified in table 6.6.

6.3.3 Efficiency of S56 on Level 2
On level 2, S56 employs two trigger elements, namely a neural network (NN) and a FTT
trigger condition, requiring the total energy of an event to be larger than 5 GeV. It is
interesting to compare their respective rate reductions and efficiencies. This is done in
fig. 6.14, where the FTT Etot trigger element (triangles), the NN trigger element (squares)
and the complete L2 trigger (dots) are compared. While the dark markers represent the
rate reductions and efficiencies relative to L1 after its conditions were tightened, the light
markers depict the rate reductions and efficiencies relative to L1 before its change.
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Figure 6.14: Efficiencies of L2 trigger elements plotted against their respective rate reductions with
regard to Level 1, which is investigated before its optimisation (light marks) and after the application
of additional trigger elements on Level 1 (dark marks, referred to as L1 tight in the legend).

Before the change of the L1 conditions, the rate reductions on the second trigger level
were quite high, they amounted to a factor of 50 (NN), 5 (FTT Etot ) and 120 for the
full L2 trigger using both L2 TEs. However, after the change of L1, these values dropped
significantly to 25 (NN), 2.5 FTT Etot ) and to 45 (full trigger), with L2NN still having the
largest share in the overall rate reduction of S56 Level 2. The drop in the efficiency after
the tightening of Level 1 points to the fact, that the additional rate reduction on Level 1
does not affect the total rate of the trigger, but only the rate of L1. The additional rate
reductions and efficiency losses due to the changing of the trigger are compensated at L2,
where less events can be thrown away. This is nevertheless an important improvement,
as it is desired to reject events at the earliest trigger level possible, because it reduces the
deadtime of the detector.
The efficiencies of the respective L2 TEs were again also studied in detail. Fig. 6.15
depicts them in comparison as functions of the PT of the D ∗ meson, of the inelasticity and
the total transverse energy of the event. The FTT Etot efficiencies are shown as black dots,
while the NN TE efficiencies are marked with light markers. The comparison reveals that
FTT Etot with an integrated efficiency relative to L1 of 0.812±0.005 performs better than
the neural network with an integrated efficiency of 0.570±0.004. However, both trigger
elements have their disadvantages. For FTT Etot this is the fact, that the trigger cut at
5 GeV produces a very soft trigger threshold for the efficiency as a function of the total
transverse energy. Only for Etot > 25 GeV the efficiency becomes flat, but however, never
rises to 100%. On the other hand, the NN trigger condition has the problem, that it has
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a strange dependence on the inelasticity. As can be seen in fig. 6.15 the efficiency rises
steadily until y ≈0.2, then it stays more or less constant, maybe with a slight tendency to
decline, until at y ≈0.6 it starts to rise again. This is an undesired behaviour for a trigger
efficiency as its nature is so far unexplained. An investigation of this dependence was not
possible in further detail due to the time limit of this thesis. The behaviour of FTT Etot
has been studied in more detail, but the findings of this analysis will be presented later.
First, the absolute efficiency of the total S56 subtrigger will be presented.
Fig. 6.16 shows the total absolute efficiency of S56, including its tightened L1 and L2
conditions, as functions of the PT of the D ∗ meson, the inelasticity y and total transverse
energy of the event. There is no independent photoproduction subtrigger, that could be
used as monitor trigger in this analysis, as L2 NN uses e.g. information from LAr. Therefore S61 as well as the set of SpaCal monitor triggers, as defined in table 6.1, are used as
monitor trigger. In order to be able to do so, the cut that there should be no scattered
electron candidate in the sample, was dropped. S61 (black markers) has the advantage
of having more photoproduction related events, as it is not validated on Level 2 with a
radius cut of 20 cm as the SpaCal triggers (light markers). Both yield comparable results
for the integrated absolute efficiency of S56-L1/L2. These are 0.403±0.004 for SpaCal
and 0.412±0.004 for S61 as monitor trigger. The slightly higher integrated efficiency of
S61 arises for two different reasons: First of all, S61 does not have a radius cut on its
SpaCal TE condition. Thus the S61 trigger can access smaller polar angles θe and thus
events, which are closer to untagged photoproduction than the reference sample triggered
by SpaCal. Secondly, S61 and S56 are not totally independent, both employ the FTT L1
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trigger condition, that there should be tracks above 900 MeV. Even though, this overlapp
is not too significant, taking into account that S56 requires more tracks with a higher
PT , it might be the other reason why S56 is more efficient, when using S61 as a monitor
trigger. However more important is the fact, that both unwanted features of the L2 TEs
are still preserved in the absolute efficiency of the full S56 trigger: There is a strange
behaviour for large inelasticities and the trigger thresholds are expand over a large range
of Etot .
The reason for this, caused by the behaviour of FTT Etot and its unprecise trigger
threshold, can however easily be understood. Fig. 6.17 shows the relation between the
FTT reconstructed Etot and the offline reconstructed Etot for a sample triggered with S56
and for the same sample with the additional requirement of a D ∗ meson. First of all, it is
quite obvious, that there is a correlation, but nevertheless it is not a 1:1 correlation and it
also exhibits huge sidebands. Secondly, when taking a closer look at the D ∗ meson sample,
it becomes clear, that offline, there are indeed no events with a total energy below Etot of
5 GeV. But on the other hand, there are plenty of events with an FTT reconstructed Etot
smaller than 5 GeV, but with an offline reconstructed Etot being much larger than 5 GeV,
even up to the highest values of Etot . Taking into account, that the offline reconstructed
Etot is calculated using also energy measurements from the calorimeter, it is not surprising,
that the correlation between FTT and offline quantity is not perfect. Nevertheless it was
not expected, that the FTT Etot trigger element never reaches full efficiency3 , but reaches
3

Note that no significant upper cut has been made for the efficiencies shown: The overflows for the
histograms used for calculating the efficiency in Etot amount to 87 and 110 for the triggered sample
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Figure 6.17: The correlation between the FTT reconstructed Etot and the offline reconstructed Etot
shown for a sample triggered with S56 and for the same sample with the additional requirement of
a D ∗ meson. The thick black lines indicate the applied trigger cut at 5 GeV.

only a plateau of ≈92%.
6.3.4 Alternative implementations of a photoproduction trigger on Level 2
Because of the disadvantages of the level 2 trigger for the selection of D ∗ mesons in
untagged photoproduction, an investigation was carried out in order to find other possibilities to reduce the rate of an untagged photoproduction trigger on the second trigger
level, before reducing it further on Level 3. As the maximum number of tracks that can
be counted on Level 2 (not fitted) above 100 MeV using the FTT amounts to 31, possible
cuts on the minimum and maximum number of tracks in order to reduce the rates on
Level 2 will be explored in the following. Fig. 6.18 shows the correlation between the
number of FTT reconstructed tracks and offline reconstructed tracks for an ”inclusive”
S56 triggered sample (left hand side) and a S56 triggered D ∗ meson sample (right hand
side). The thick black lines indicate, where the number of tracks equals five. The broad
band at 32 FTT tracks is explained by the fact, that this is the maximal number of FTT
tracks that can be reconstructed above 100 MeV. The correlation between the number
of tracks is very good, even though this does not imply, that the same tracks are reconstructed. Below five tracks there are almost no entries for the D ∗ meson sample, while
there are quite some few for the sample triggered by S56. The situation is different for
high FTT multiplicities (above 30 FTT tracks), their fraction overall tends to rise when
comparing the S56 triggered and the D ∗ meson sample.
Indeed, when plotting the efficiency against the rate reduction for conditions using the
FTT multiplicity, there is not much gained. Fig. 6.19 shows the efficiencies and rate
reduction for various FTT L2 trigger elements in comparison to the ”tight” S56 on level
and the reference sample respectively. Thus they are of no importance for the discussion of the
performance of the FTT Etot TE.
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Figure 6.18: The correlation between the number of FTT reconstructed track and offline reconstructed tracks having passed the analysis cuts, specified in tab. 5.1, shown for a S56 triggered
sample (left hand side) and a D∗ meson sample (right hand side). The thick black lines indicate,
where the number of tracks equals five.

1. Additionally to conditions on the multiplicities of all tracks above 100 MeV, also the
consequences of requiring at least two tracks above 800 MeV and of requiring the multiplicity conditions, at least two tracks above 800 MeV and at least one track above 1500
MeV are depicted. It can be seen, that the multiplicity requirements do not contribute
much to the rate reductions, neither the upper nor the lower cut achieve significant rate
reductions. However it has to be taken into account, that the L2/L4 transparent runs,
with which these estimations were obtained were not taken at the beginning of a lumi fill,
where data taking suffers mostly from background events, characterised by high multiplicities. Therefore it might be possible, that there is actually a higher rate reduction of
the upper multiplicity cut at the beginning of a fill. However, the requirement of tracks
above PT thresholds might be a good chance to achieve rate reductions needed on level
2. The fact, that the validation of the FTT-L1 trigger conditions might be usefull in case
of S56 in order to reduce the rates on level 2 further, show the enhanced accuracy of level
2 in comparison to level 1. It would be indeed interesting to carry out a comparative
study of FTT level 1 and level 2 independently of the physics process in order to quantify
differences and in order to be able to judge the need to validate on level 2 for certain
trigger setups.
Fig. 6.20 shows for the trigger elements discussed above also their efficiencies as functions of several variables, including the PT of the D ∗ meson and of the highest momentum
track in the event, the number of central tracks, the inelasticity and the total transverse
energy. Compared are a trigger condition requiring at least 5 FTT tracks (black dots),
another with an upper cut at 31 FTT tracks (lighter triangles) and a third condition
requiring at least two tracks above 800 MeV (yellow triangles upside down). A fourth
trigger setup is shown, using the former three conditions plus at least one track above
1500 MeV (magenta squares). It can be seen, that the cut on the upper multiplicity very
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much affects higher values of y as well as high transverse energies. The lower multiplicity
cut on the contrary affects the lower y region. The combined effect of these two conditions
can be seen in the fourth trigger setup, whose efficiency as a function of the inelasticity
shows a similar behaviour to the L2 NN trigger. When comparing the upper and lower
multiplicity cuts with the TEs requiring tracks above higher PT thresholds, it seems, that
there is more to gain with a validation of FTT L1 trigger elements on level 2 instead of
cutting on multiplicities. In addition, the multiplicity trigger conditions tend to cut out
high PT events. Even though, these events do not contribute to the unexplored regions of
low xobs
g , one still wants to keep them, in order to be able to cover a large range of PT in
analysis. Therefore it is better to use a trigger with a low efficiency for low PT events and
one with a high efficiency for high PT events, as the later occur only very rarely due to
the P14 dependence of the PT distribution [93]. Moreover, the efficiency as function of the
T
total energy of an event has a lower threshold than the FTT Et ot condition. However, as
there are only moderate rate reductions achievable on Level 2 without L2NN there is still
the need to select D ∗ mesons online with the help of the FTT L3 systems. This will be
described in the next section.

6.4 Online selection of D∗ mesons using FTT Level 3
Another alternative to the online selection of D ∗ mesons with the help of L2 NN and FTT
Etot , would be to use the third level of the FTT in order to reconstruct D 0 and D ∗ mesons
online from the FTT-L2 tracks. The information on the invariant masses of the particles
can then provide a basis for an online trigger decision. FTT Level 3 is currently in the
commission phase. In the following the capability of L3 to select D ∗ mesons online will
be analysed. First of all, an overview of the reconstruction method is given, followed by
a short description of the implemented algorithm. Then the L3 performance is analysed
considering the track finding efficiency, the resolution of the tracks used in the algorithm
and the resolutions of the invariant masses. This section is ended with estimations of the
rate reductions and the efficiencies that can be obtained using L3.
6.4.1 Online reconstruction of the D ∗ meson
As already described in the introduction, the D ∗ meson is reconstructed via its decay
±
±
D ∗± → D 0 πslow
→ K ∓ π ± πslow
. The reconstruction algorithm will be described briefly in
the following.
When reconstructing a D ∗ meson, a loop over all measured tracks is performed, be it
offline reconstructed or be it FTT reconstructed tracks on level 3. The first track with
PT >250 MeV is assumed to be a kaon originating from a D ∗ meson decay. This requirement along with the other cuts is listed in table 6.7 as implemented in level 3 and in
table 6.2 as used for offline D ∗ meson analysis. When a possible kaon candidate is found
in the first loop, a pion candidate is searched for in a second loop. When a track is found
having the minimal PT >250 MeV required for a pion candidate and having its charge
opposite to the kaon, the scalar sum of their transverse momenta is calculated4 . In case
the sum exceeds a lower limit of 1.5 GeV, the four-vectors of the two tracks are calculated
with the respective particle mass assumptions and added. If the invariant mass of this
4

|P~T | = |P~T1 | + |P~T2 |
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untagged photoproduction on level 2.

0.6

0.4
relative efficiency of S56 Level 2
≥ 5 tracks above 100 MeV

0.2

≤ 30 tracks above 100 MeV
≥ 2 tracks above 800 MeV
all condition combined + ≥ 1 track above 1500 MeV

0
0

5

10

15

20

25

30
35
40
45
50
total transverse energy [GeV]

Variable

Cut

0

D reconstruction
Transverse momentum of the first track (Kaon)
Transverse momentum of the second track (Pion)
charge of second track (Pion)
Mass of the D 0 meson
Scalar sum of PT (Kaon and Pion)
∗
D reconstruction
Transverse momentum of the third track (slow Pion)
charge of third track (slow Pion)
Transverse momentum (D ∗ meson)
Difference of m(Kππslow ) − m(Kπ)

PTKaon > 0.25 GeV
PTP ion > 0.25 GeV
opposite sign to first track
nominal
|mrec
| < 0.25 GeV
D 0 − mD 0
PTKaon + PTP ion > 1.5 GeV
PTslowP ion > 0.1 GeV
opposite sign to first track
∗
PTD > 1.5 GeV
∆M < 0.18 GeV

Table 6.7: Cuts currently applied during the online reconstruction of the D∗ meson on level 3.
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two-track-system is found to be lying within a certain window around the nominal mass
of the D 0 meson, it is henceforth assumed to be a D 0 meson. In a third loop a search
for a candidate for a slow pion is started. If a track with the same charge as the already
found pion and with a transverse momentum higher than the lower limit of PT >100
MeV is found, the four-vector of this track is calculated, using the pion mass assumption,
and added to the four-vector of the already reconstructed D 0 meson candidate. In case
the PT of this three-track-system5 is larger than the minimal PT >1.5 GeV required for
a D ∗ meson candidate, the difference ∆M of the invariant masses of D ∗ and D 0 meson
candidate is calculated. In case it is smaller than ∆M < 0.18 GeV, the three tracks are
likely to be due to a D ∗ meson decay. In case of L3, the fullfillment of these conditions
would trigger a L3 KEEP signal, while in case of an offline physics analysis, this D ∗ meson
candidate would be included in the analysis sample.
There is however still an important difference between the offline reconstruction algorithm and the code that is used online: In order to optimise the algorithm in speed, it was
tried to avoid time consuming calculations like the calculation of square roots. Therefore
the L3 finder algorithm does not calculate the actual invariant masses, but rather uses
derived squared quantaties, which should yield the same results. The explicit formulas
and their derivation are given in [70].
6.4.2 Level 3: Resolution of invariant masses
When using the L2 tracks in order to calculate invariant masses for triggering purposes, it
is important to be aware of the intrinsic resolution power of the system for the respective
invariant mass. Therefore, for each offline reconstructed D ∗ meson a FTT D ∗ meson was
reconstructed from the corresponding FTT L2 tracks. This was done with the help of
the track matching procedure, described in sec. 5.1.1, with the only difference that track
matches were only searched for the decay particles of the D ∗ meson. Then a loose cut on
the maximal distance parameter D was applied in order to use only FTT tracks, which
can be associated with the respective track of the decay particle with a probability, that
is not too small. This procedure allows to reduce the influence of random combinations.
The FTT tracks were combined to a D 0 meson under kaon and pion mass hypothesis,
and with the addition of a slow pion track to a D ∗ meson.
The differences of the offline and FTT reconstructed D 0 mass and ∆M value were
calculated and fitted. The double gaussian fit yields a resolution of σD0 mass =146±5
MeV (see fig. 6.21) for an offline reconstructed D 0 meson candidate with a mass within
80 MeV around the nominal D 0 mass. The modified Gaussian fit delivers a resolution
of σD0 mass =135±1 MeV. For an offline reconstructed ∆M value lying in the primary
peak region of 0.143 < ∆M< 0.148 GeV/c2 the double Gaussian fit yields a resolution of σ∆M =9.1±8 MeV (see fig. 6.22), the modified Gaussian gives a resolution of
σ∆M =9.1±0.2 MeV. The resolution of the transverse momentum of the D ∗ meson amounts
to σPTD∗ =3.8±0.1% (double Gaussian) and σPTD∗ =3.2±0.02% (modified Gaussian) (see
fig. 6.23). All these resolutions are again obtained relative to the offline resolution, which
is dominated by detector effects and thus correlated with the FTT resolution. This could
already be observed in section 5.2.2, when comparing theoretical predictions and mea5

|P~T | = |P~T1 + P~T2 + P~T3 |
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Figure 6.21: The resolution of the L3 system, when reconstructing the D 0 mass from L2 tracks.

sured FTT resolutions. The resolutions of the H1 detector for the invariant masses were
determined to be σD0 mass =27.7±2.7 MeV and σ∆M =8.5±0.7 MeV [29].
What is also striking is the asymmetry of the ∆M distribution, which arises from the
fact, that there is the upper cut ∆MF T T <180 MeV and that the ∆M distribution is per
construction limited to values above the nominal pion mass. However, there is also a tail
on the left hand side of the ∆M distribution, which arises from tracks, that actually do
not correspond to the offline tracks that were used in order to reconstruct the D ∗ meson.
These FTT tracks were matched anyway to the offline tracks of the D ∗ meson, because
there were obviously no other, better fitting tracks found. This is already an indication
that apart from the resolution of the invariant mass, the single track finding efficiency
might impose limitations to the efficiency of the FTT as well.

6.4.3 Rate reductions and efficiencies
In order to estimate the rate reductions and efficiencies feasible with FTT L3, the online
code used on the Power-PCs was run offline on FTT Level 2 tracks. Beforehand it was
checked, that this FTT simulation and the online L3 finder bit delivered the very same
results, which was true for two independent samples, which differed from one another in
the run period covered and in the exact implementation of the code.
Fig. 6.24 shows the expectations for rate reductions and efficiencies with various cuts
of the invariant masses which varied from one to four σ. Also varied were the PT cuts
∗
Kaon
on the particles, being Pπ,Kaon
+PπT >1.5 GeV for the
>250 MeV, PD
T >1.5 GeV, PT
T
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Variable
harsh cut scenario
D reconstruction
PTKaon
> 0.45 GeV
P ion
PT
> 0.25 GeV
nominal
|mrec
−
m
|
< 0.14 GeV
D0
D0
Kaon
P ion
PT
+ PT
> 1.75 GeV
∗
D reconstruction
PTslowP ion
> 0.1 GeV
D∗
PT
> 1.75 GeV
∆M
< 0.18 GeV

wide cut scenario

0

> 0.4 GeV
> 0.25 GeV
< 0.25 GeV
> 1.5 GeV
> 0.1 GeV
> 1.5 GeV
< 0.25 GeV

Table 6.8: Cuts currently applied for the variated cut scenarios for the L3 finder on level 3.

∗

Kaon
>400 MeV, PD
+PπT >1.75 GeV
upper plot and PπT >250 MeV, PKaon
T
T >1.75 GeV, PT
for the lower plot. The latter PT cuts fall still within a region of three σ of the respective
resolutions, determined earlier for the PT of the D ∗ meson and for FTT tracks in general.
The light markers show rate reductions and efficiencies for the cuts on the D 0 meson
only (D 0 finder), while the darker markers show efficiencies and rate reductions including
the cuts on the slow pion, the D ∗ meson and ∆M (D ∗ finder). The rate reduction was
determined relative to L1 using L2/L4 transparent runs. The rate reductions span from
a factor of 1 (D 0 finders) to almost 30 (cut within 3σ for the PT s, but only 1σ for the
invariant masses). However, these rate reductions are of course accompanied by losses
in efficiencies as one would expect when cutting on standard deviations. The currently
implemented finder algorithm is not depicted in this picture, its rate reduction can be
estimated based on the data of fig. 6.24a to be around 12 with an efficiency of approximately 60%.

Fig. 6.25 shows the relative efficiencies for FTT Level 3 for three scenarios: Besides the
currently implemented cuts there were also two implementations tested, where the cuts
for some of the parameters were set to approximately one and three σ of the resolutions
determined in the preceeding sections, some of the cuts however were not varied because,
like the cut on slow pion for instance, they were already at the threshold. The actual
values of the former two scenarios are summarised in table 6.8, those for the current L3
implementation can be found in table 6.7.
The result of these efficiency studies is shown in fig. 6.25, where the efficiencies for the
different cut scenarios are plotted as function of PT of the D ∗ mesons, the number of
central tracks and of the offline determined ∆M mass. Their total relative efficiencies
amount to 0.707±0.006 for the wide cut scenario, 0.366±0.003 for the harsh cut scenario
and 0.616± 0.006 for the online finder currently implemented. When looking at their efficiencies as function of PT of the D ∗ meson and of the multiplicity of an event, it becomes
evident, that there is still a certain fraction of events, that are triggered accidentally.
This is reflected in the steady rise for the efficiencies as function of multiplicity and in the
drop in efficiency for the transverse momentum of the D ∗ meson. Whereas for a rising
number of tracks the combinatorial background also increases, it tends to decrease with
increasing PT . When a D ∗ meson possesses a very high PT , it is very unlikely that it
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Figure 6.24: Estimated rate reductions for the FTT Level 3 system.
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originates from a fragmentation process, in which a large number of further particles were
produced. The energy and the transverse momentum that went into the hadronisation
process was more or less fully transfered to that high PT D ∗ meson [94]. Therefore the
D ∗ meson and its decay particles are more or less isolated, which reduces the number of
possible particles that could be used in the reconstruction of the D ∗ meson instead of the
genuine decay particles. There is still most probably another hadronic final states (HFS),
which balances the momentum of the D ∗ meson and its decay particles respectively. But
it is quite unlikely, that the FTT L3 finder could accidentally reconstruct a D ∗ meson
candidate out of three of these HFS tracks not at all connected to the D ∗ meson candidate. Therefore, the probability of reconstructing a D ∗ meson out of two of its decay
particles and a false assigned third track decreases with increasing momentum. On the
other hand, L3 uses also cuts on the charges of the particles. Tracks with a PT above 5
GeV are already quite likely to be assigned a wrong charge during the track finding on
L2. This is yet another reason, why the L3 efficiency decreases for high momenta of the
D ∗ meson. The distribution for ∆M is however flat for all trigger setups, there are no
losses in efficiency visible for the distribution on its upper limit of 0.17 GeV. Hence, the
∆M cut could potentially be tightened.
It is worth noting, that even for the harsh cut scenario, the efficiency rises with the
event multiplicity. This tendency is not as pronounced as for the other setups, but it indicates nevertheless, that even in this setup, there is some accidental background collected.
However, there is still room for improvements and for the optimisation of both, cuts on
the event selection as well as cuts of the L3 finder. Investigations into these problems are
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on their way and will contribute to the future FTT L3 trigger [95].
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7 Summary
After the successful upgrade of HERAII, new detector subsystems at the H1 experiment
have successfully been put into operation. In order to make use of the gained yield in
luminosity and inclusive ep scattering rate, it is crucial to be able to select those events
which are of special importance to the physics programme of the H1 collaboration among
the occuring total physics and background events. The Fast Track Trigger (FTT), one
of the newly commissioned detector components of the H1 experiment, is dedicated to
supply the central data aquisitions system with fast signals, based upon which an online
selection of events can be carried out.
The FTT uses information from the central jet chambers of the experiment and reconstructs from this information track parameters. It is subdivided into three levels, which
deliver signals to the respective first three levels of the four level trigger system of H1.
While on the first level the track reconstruction is based on masks, on the second level
more precision is gained by carrying out a track fit from more refined mask information. The third level is based on commercial power PCs, on which track finder algorithms
are run, which use the level 2 track as well as information from other detector subsystems.
In the scope of this thesis the general performance of the level 2 system was analysed.
The resolution of all relevant track parameters, namely κ, φ and θ, was determined for
data collected in the years 2005 and 2006. Also, the effect of several influences on the
resolutions was investigated. The analysed effects are multiple scattering, the number
of linked segments and the missing energy loss corrections as influence parameters. The
resolutions were found to be of the expected order of magnitude. Furthermore, these
resolutions and also other parameters of the FTT L2 system were analysed for each run
as function of time. The resolutions were found to have much improved during the run
period 2005/06 due to an improved calibration of the drift time and the usage of the
nominal z-vertex for each run. With the help of the investigation tools, developed in this
thesis, periods of bad FTT performance, e.g. due to the usage of wrong masks, could be
excluded from further analyses.
Another part of this thesis covered the online selection of D ∗ mesons, which are produced in ep scattering via boson gluon fusion processes. These processes are sensitive to the gluon densitiy of the proton and thus represent an important possibility
to measure the gluon density of the proton. In order to detect the production of D ∗
mesons in boson gluon fusion or other production channels, its ”golden” decay channel
±
±
(D ∗± → D 0 πslow
→ K ∓ π ± πslow
) was chosen, where three charged particles are detectable
in the final state.
The analysis of the performance of trigger mechanism employing FTT track information
covered the kinematical regions of both DIS and photoproduction. The DIS subtrigger
S61 was analysed and found to be working with a high efficiency on level 1. Possible trigger setups for a second level DIS trigger were investigated in terms of efficiencies and rate
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reductions. The photoproduction trigger S56 was examined in terms of rate reductions
and efficiencies on the first and second trigger level. A proposal for tightened conditions
on the first level is made, that was finally implemented. It was shown, that subtrigger
S56 works quite successfully, too, although there might improvements still be possible.
The third trigger level of the FTT was investigated by determining the resolution of the
invariant masses of the D 0 mesons and the mass difference ∆M = mD∗ − mD0 obtainable
with the FTT level 2 tracks. With the start of positron running in 2006, the third trigger
level will be fully made use of.

94

Bibliography
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Christoph und Andy, die mir beim Zumüllen unserer drei Schreibtische behilflich waren,
und mir ansonsten stets mit Rat und Tat bei Computerproblemen (Christoph) oder beim
Vernichten von Schokolade (Andy) beistanden. Danke auch an die diversen anderen Bewohner unseres Büros für gute Laune und Unterstützung: Dirk (Scrubs), Jörg (auch
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Unstimmigkeiten in Plots sofort aufdecken kann, ungefähr alles über Heavy Quarks und
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