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Abstract

The Standard Model of the Electroweak Theory can be tested at HERA, the
electron-proton collider, through the study of the deep-inelastic ep scattering at the
center of mass energy of about 300 GeV, complementary to the previous experiments
by extending the kinematic domain to a region where the weak propagators of W and
Z play a predominant role.

This work presents an analysis on the charged current and the neutral current
processes from the 1993 and 1994 electro(positron)-proton interaction data at HERA
acquired by the H1 detector. We have measured the ratio between the integrated cross
sections of the neutral current and the charged current processes, and the integrated
charged current cross sections, with a cut at 25 GeV on the hadronic transverse mo-
mentum. The charged current and the neutral current events were selected in parallel,
i.e. following the same vertex, trigger and technical requirements, and the background
rejection cuts were applied to the NC and CC samples in the same way. The kinematic
variables were calculated only using the informations from the hadronic energy flow.
We have also measured the differential cross sections as a function of the momentum
transfer variable in four bins for both processes.

The results agree well with the Standard Model predictions. The mass of the
weak intermediate W boson implied by these results is also in good agreement with
the previous measurements in other laboratories. The effect of the W-propagator in
the Deep Inelastic charged current process is observed, for the first time, in these
measurements.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

The theoretical framework to describe the fundamental electromagnetic, weak and
strong interactions is the Standard Model. The electromagnetic and weak interactions
are unified under the gauge group SU(2); ® U(1)y, where the interactions are me-
diated via the exchange of the corresponding spin-1 gauge fields: 1 massless photon
for the electromagnetic interactions, and 3 massive bosons W=* and Z° for the weak
interactions. The Standard Model is one of the most outstanding achievements in mod-
ern physics, which can successfully explain most of the experimental facts in particle
physics.

‘The electroweak Standard Model is a renormalizable gauge field theory with several
free parameters. Besides the fermion masses and the mass of the Higgs scalar, there
are three free parameters in the gauge sector. To test the theory, three independent
experimental input data are required to fix the SU(2) and U(1) gauge coupling con-
stants g, ¢', and the vacuum expectation value v of the Higgs field. For deep inelastic
scattering, a practical choice of the electroweak parameters are the electromagnetic
fine structure constant o and the masses of the Z and W bosons characterizing the
photon,neutral current Z and charged current W exchanges. The masses My, m; of
the Higgs boson and of the top quark enter the higher order calculations as additional
free parameters.

The electroweak Standard Model is continuously tested by the precise measurements
in the neutrino sector together with weak boson W, Z sector in ete™ and pp colliders.
The kinematic domain relevant for the electroweak physics is given by Q2 of the arder
of MZ,. Previously, all direct knowledge on the properties of the W came from pp

1



2 CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

colliders at CERN and Fermilab. Information on the mass is deduced from the observed
transverse mass distributions and jet analysis.

The HERA collider, which is composed of a 30 GeV electron (positron) beam
and a 820 GeV proton beam cumulated in a storage ring, provides an opportunity
to study the deep-inelastic electron-proton scattering at the center of mass energy of
about 300 GeV, complementary to the ete™ range by extending the low @? lepton-
nucleuon interactions to values of order Mg, ,. At HERA, the weak interactions can
be investigated by exploring the charged current process e*p — v,X and the neutral
current process e¥p — e* X’ (X, X’ arc the final hadronic states) in an energy regime
where the weak propagators of W and Z play a prominent role. Thus, the study at
HERA provides an additional, important check of the Standard Model and Electroweak
Theory.

New informations on the electroweak parameters can be extracted from the exper-
imental observables based on the differential charged current and neutral current cross
sections. The Q? distribution of the weak charged current cross section can be used
to study the effect of the W propagator, which will provide information about the
W mass. The weak neutral current process provides a check of the overall coupling
strength at high Q2 (the p parameter).

This work presents an analysis on the charged current and neutral current processes
based on the 1993 e~p and 1994 e¢*p interaction data at HERA acquired by the H1
detector. We have chosen a simple quantity: the ratio between the integrated cross
sections of neutral current and charged current processes R (defined as oV¢/o%C with
a cut on the hadronic transverse momentum), as the experimental observable to study
the electroweak parameters. The advantages of using the R ratio are that, while the
sensitivity to the electroweak parameters is kept, the systematic uncertainties from
the luminosity measurement and fromn the energy calibration of the calorimeters are
canceled or diminished by forming the ratio. Moreover, the theoretical prediction of
the ratio is little sensitive to the choice of the structure function parameterization and
to the initial state radiation. '

In order to get a compromise between the sensitivity to the electroweak parameters
and a reasonable statistics, we apply a cut on the transverse momentum of the final
hadronic system Pped Phed > 95 GeV (corresponding to Q% > 625 GeV?), in the
selection of charged and neutral current events. The quantity P is measured directly
from the experiment, thus by applying this cut the event selection procedure is also
simplified. Our choice of P cut also excludes automatically the low Bjorken-z and
high Bjorken-y region which are subject to experimental problems.



The charged and neutral current events are sclected in the same way, to ensure
that the information on the dependence of the ratio 17 on the weak interaction can be
extracted properly. The same pre-requirement on beam conditions and run selections
(thus the same luminosity) and on the trigger conditions and interaction vertex position
are applied to both charged and neutral current events.

In Chapter 2 we will review some theoretical aspects of the electroweak physics,
where we will firstly outline the construction of the Standard Model of the electroweak
interactions and the derivation of the differential cross sections for charged and neutral
current processes in the deep-inclastic-scattering, then we will discuss the measiure-
ment of the electroweak parameters at HERA. Chapter 3 gives a brief description of
the HERA collider and the H1 detector, where the emphasis is put-on the energy mea-
surement in the calorimeter and on the direction measurement in the tracker. The
selections of the charged and the neutral current events are discussed in Chapter 4,
where we summarize the selection procedures in various steps: the P4 cut, the calcu-
lation of the event interaction vertex based on the hadronic tracks, the charged current
trigger conditions, the background rejection, and after the visual scan, finally we give
the numbers of the selected events for 1993 and 1994 data. The ratio R is given in
Chapter 5, where firstly the efficiencies and migration factors from various selection
criteria are calculated, and the numbers of events are corrected accordingly. Then the
statistical and systematic uncertainties of the R mcasurement are investigated in de-
tails. The integrated cross sections of the charged current process for 1993 and 1994
data are also given in this chapter. The physics implications of the results are discussed
at the end. In Chapter 6, we will give the ) distributions of the charged and neutral
current processes for 1993 and 1994 data. The cfficiencies, the uncertainties on the @2
measurement and the comparison with the theory are discussed. Finally we give some
conclusions of this analysis in Chapter 7.

NEXT PAGE(S)
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Chapter 2

Electroweak Interactions In Deep
Inelastic e — p Scattering

The deep inelastic lepton-proton scattering at HERA collider provides important
means to study the fundamental electromagnetic, weak and strong interactions at the
quark-lepton level. In this chapter, we will first briefly review the general aspects
of the electroweak physics in the framework of the Standard Model [1]; then we will
outline the calculations of the neutral current and the charged current cross sections in
the deep inelastic ep-scattering process, and discuss the possible measurement of the
electroweak parameters at HERA.

2.1 Theoretical Aspects of the Electroweak Physics

The theoretical framework which describes the electromagnetic and weak interactions
is contained in the quantum field theory of the Standard Model. In the following we
will trace back the construction of the Standard Model of the electroweak physics - a
gauge theory with four spin-1 gauge ficlds: 1 massless photon for the electromagnetic
interaction and 3 massive bosons W+ and Z° for the weak interaction, based on the
non-Abelian symmetry gauge group SU(2) @ U(1). We will end by a discussion of the
electroweak Standard Model parameters.

<t



2.1.1 Standard Model of the Electroweak Interactions

Electromagnetic and weak interactions

The prototypical weak intcraction process is #-decay n — pe~ .. In 1930’s Fermi de-
veloped a theory for the weak processes. In postulating a four-point fermion interaction
for the weak processes, he guessed that, by analogy with QED, in weak interaction one
would have similar vector currents .J,, which leads to “current - current” Lagrangian:

—_ Gl;‘

L= —ﬁ’](/:’)'](n)“ + h.c. (21)
17’ P 4
neutron el
electron

proton

Fig.2.1 B-decay: n — pe~,.

where G is the Fermi coupling constant, .]’;) is the current from neutron to proton,
J(’fj) is the current from electron to neutrino:

1 - i J‘ - ,}/
‘](I(:) - I/r’."/” ( 9 )(3 (22)

The value of G-, which can be derived from the measurement of the muon lifetime
[2] taking into account the leading radiative QED corrections, is known very precisely:

) 1
- = (1. .00002) x 107°GeV ™% oo 2.3
Gr = (1.16639 4 0.00002) x e CEREE (2.3)
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The main differences of this ¥V — A type interaction with QED are, -

e the range of interaction;
e the current is charged (charge rising ¢~ — v, or charge lowering v, — e );

e it violates maximally the parity conservation ( the term #(1—~°) was postulated
and discovered by Mrs. Wu et.al. of the parity violation in the °Co decay
experiment.)

Several difficulties appeared in the extended Fermi theory:

e unitary violation for processes such as neutrino scattering on electrons;

e the theory is not renormalizable: the higher order diagrams for v,e” — v ,e”
lead to divergent integrals.

In QED, these divergences are solved by the renormalization procedure owing to the
presence of the photon propagator. This brings the idea to introduce the intermediary
bosons W* for the weak interactions which will play a similar role as the photon in
QED, as shown by the following diagram:

e 2
Y
’ e
4
4
’
4
4
4
’
4
4
4
4o L= 1=
'] _V7u( 2 )C, ][L —C’)’“( 2 )I/

Fig.2.2 Charged current in weak interaction.



For example, to describe the low cnergy 3-body muon decay p~ — eiev,, the
amplitude will contain a propagator term [3]:

5

— 195 /tl_ﬂ’/s L 9wl 92 4

where ¢ is the dimensionless charged cuwrrent Standard Model constant, and ¢2 is
the four momentum transfer in the interaction. For values of |¢?| < MZ,, the condition

9 _ Gy
8MZ, V2

(2.5)

leads to the Fermi theory.

The new intermediary bosons W¥ allow to keep the cross sections limited at high
energy, but the theory is still not renormalizable. Only the appearance of the gauge
theories, together with the Higgs mechanism, permitted the construction of the renor-
malizable models.

Electroweak Standard Model

An attempt to unify electromagnetic and weak interactions (charged and neutral
currents) was proposed by Glashow [4] in 1961. The Glashow model was based on the
non-Abelian symmetry group SU(2);, ® U(1). It is a chiral theory, as the left and right
chiral components of the fermion ficlds arc treated differently.

To construct a combined weak and electromagnetic theory an additional extra cur-
rent JIY has been introduced to account for interaction with right-handed electron. Jg’
was called weak hypercharge current and is related to the weak hypercharge Y by:

Y
Q=7+ 5 (2.6)

where (@ is the electric charge in units of ¢, T is the third component of the weak
isospin.

The known leptons and quarks arc grouped in a 3-fold generation structure, which
has identical propertics (gauge interactions) but different mass and flavour quantum
numbers. Each generation of leptons and guarks have similar weak isospin doublet with
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the same quantum numbers (I stands for (e, j¢, 7), u stands for (u, ¢, t) and d stands for

(d, 5, b)):
( : ) ( " ) (2.7)

completed by their right-handed singlets:

lno (@) (@a)ns (2.8)

The weak current has three components in SU(2) and is completed by the JY . The
basic electroweak interaction Lagrangian is therefore:

Lew = QWz‘“'];iL + %B“J;)zf (i=1-3) (2.9)

where g and ¢’ are two different coupling constants corresponding to two different
symmetry groups: Wli equals to the isotriplet weak field and B, equals to the single
electromagnetic vector field.

To identify physical fields - the photon and the vector bosons W, Z° ( the neutral
boson Z° is introduced as a mediator of the neutral weak interaction), an orthogonal
mixture is used:

L1 o

Wi = E(W,j T WD) (2.10)
Zg = (:0.99‘4/1/1’3 — sinfw B, (2.11)
A, = sinbu W) + cosfy B, (2.12)

The angle 8\ is the weak mixing angle. Tdentifying A to the photon implies:

gsinbw = g'cosby =e, or, —+ — == (2.13)
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Thus the neutral current piece comprises the standard QED electromagnetic in-
teraction mediated by v with strength ¢ and a weak interaction mediated by Z° with

strength g/cosfyy .
Finally, the EW Lagrangian in SU(2);, ® U(l)y {rame is:

G vt 1— e
Low = —ﬁ[.liw“ +ITWT () (2.14)
em A g 3 2 em 4 .
—e AN — p—— (], = sin“Ow 2" (NC) (2.15)
where
em 1 Y
Jom = g3 4 = > (2.16)

The relative strength of the neutral current part to the charged current part can
be expressed by the parameter p defined as p = M3, /(MZ2cos?6y ). In the Standard
Model the value of p equals ta 1.

So far, the Lgw describes massless gauge bosons and massless fermions. Adding
mass terms to the Lagrangian (which breaks symmetry) will generate (unrenormal-
izable) divergences for loop diagrams. To gencrate the particle masses in a gauge
invariant way, the Higgs mechanisin was used. In the Weinberg-Salam model [5], [6]
the masses of the gauge bosons W Z° are gencrated by the Spontaneous Symmetry
Breaking mechanism, ensuring the conservation of U(1)e, (m., = 0).

¢ (z)

For a SU(2),, doublet of complex scalar ficld [5] ¢p(z) = ( 50 () ), a gauge scalar
Lagrangian Lg, which is composed of a covariant derivative and a potential of the
scalar field (7], is added to the massless Glashow model:

Ls= (D) D"¢p V() (2.17)

V(g) = 1126 p+ Mo'$)? (2.18)

When a particular ground state is chosen, the SU(2);, ® U(1)y symmetry is spon-
taneously broken, and the neutral ficld part acquires a vacuum expectation value v?
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(v* = §?/X). The Higgs potential is then introduced to account for the field interac-
tions. As the result of this procedure, the Higgs boson acquires a mass

M3 = =242 >0, (2.19)

as well as W* and Z° bosons

1 1 ; '
My = 397 My = 5 (9% +9¢7) v, (2.20)

while the photon still remains massless. These expressions give rise to the relation-
ship between the heavy boson masses:

]\1267()89[,1»' = ]\,{W = ?).(1/2. (221)

This relation (which implies p = 1) holds if the Higgs sector of the theory contains
only one Higgs doublet. The p value different from 1 would reflect the presence of
other heavy bosons, such as W’ or Z’, coupling to fermions with different strength and
mixing with W and Z° with another angle.

On the other hand, the higher order weak corrections arising from graphs like:

which occur in the computation of the running coupling of «(M32,), lead to the
expression:
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Ty Ty 1
M?2

= ) = 2.22
W 2G e sin20 f V2G psin?fy 1 — Ar ( )

where the correction factor Ar to pis of the order of a few %.

In conclusion, by introducing the massive boson fields W+ and Z°, together with
the massless photon, the weak and clectromagnetic interactions are successfully unified
and described in the Standard Model.

2.1.2 Electroweak Parameters in the Standard Model

The Standard Model of electroweak interactions is a renormalizable gauge field theory
with several free parameters. Ignoring the quark sector and the QCD parameters, there
are overall fifteen parameters which may be divided up as:

e couplings: e(a),g,¢", Ge, G, Gr;

masses: Mw, Mz, My, me, m,, m,;

Higgs sector: p?, A(v? = pu?/))

mixing angle: sinfy .

Seven out of those fifteen paramnmcters are independent which need inputs from the
experiment; the others can be derived from the relationship between them, such as
Mw /Mz = cosbw, My = %gv, e = g - sinfy cte. The set of the seven independent
parameters {f} can be chosen in various ways, for example,

{7} ={9,¢,G., G, G,, 1i*, A}; or
{7} = {a, Mw, Mz, My, me, my,m.}; or

ﬁ = a?‘gin?gwiNj”?’l)’GGaGMGT .
/

Thus, apart from the fermion masses, there are four free parameters in the gauge
and scalar sector of the clectroweak SM.

Including the electroweak guark scctor will give rise to ten extra parameters from
the CKM matrix V (three angles and one complex phase, plus quark mass matrices).
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Including QCD we have two more parameters: Agep and QCD y-parameter involved in
the strong CP problem. Thus, the complete SU(3)c®SU(2), ®U(1)y Standard Model
Lagrangian is determined by at least 19 free parameters, since the possible parameters
from neutrino mass and mixing are not counted here.

A model with at least 19 undetermined parameters, in which the particular repre-
sentations containing fermions and scalars are a mysterious replication of three gen-
erations, does not seem to be a likely ultimate fundamental theory. There are still
pieces of the SM Lagrangian that have not been precisely analyzed by the experiment
and there are still many unanswered questions. On the other hand, the achieved par-
tial unification of weak and electroinagnetic forces leads to a product of simple groups
each with its own coupling constant g and ¢ related by the weak mixing angle, not
determined by the theory.

The new physics beyond the present electroweak SM frontiers should exists, it is
possible that the new gauge interactions become visible already at TeV energies. Var-
ious extensions of the gauge SM theory are suggested on different theoretical grounds
in the frame of Grand Unified theory, in which all of the particles would lie inside
bigger irreducible representations. The models with an additional U(1) symmetry
(SU(2),®U(1)y ®U(1)y- group) contained in the unified group Fg [8], and the models
with right-handed currents based on the symmetry group SU(2);, ® SU(2)r®@U(1)p_L
[9] have attracted particular attention in the study of the electroweak physics at HERA
[10].

2.2 Deep Inelastic ep Scattering at HERA

The electroweak interaction can be studied in the deep inelastic scattering processes:
the neutral and charged current interactions. The HERA collider, which has a 820
GeV proton beam and a 30 GeV clectron beam, opens a new kinematic domain for
such study.

2.2.1 Kinematics Variables In Deep Inelastic Scattering

The neutral and charged current deep inelastic lepton-proton scattering process

l4p ol +X (2.23)
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is a four-fermion scattering process between the lepton and the quarks inside the
nucleon. Here { and p represent the incoming lepton and proton, I’ represents the
scattered lepton and X represents the final state hadronic system. In the Standard
Model, this process is of pure electroweak origin inediated by the exchange of a photon,
Z% and W* bosons in the lowest order.

Fig.2.3 illustrates the lepton-proton deep inelastic scattering, where the four-vector
for the incoming and outcoming leptons and the incoming protons are denoted as k&, &'
and P respectively, and the four-vector carried by the exchanged baoson (v/Z° for
neutral current interaction and W for charged current interaction) is denoted as q.

_-)I Id

_.)
kIp,, E|]
(lepton)

Fig.2.3 Basic diagram for deep inclastic scattering.
We have:

q=k—k (2.24)

The total invariant mass squared is

s=(k+P)’ = ALE, (2.25)
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here E, and F, are the energies of the incoming lepton and proton. This is a good
approximation at HERA energy where the masses of the incoming proton and lepton
and of the outcoming lepton can be neglected.

The positive momentum transfer variable Q? is defined from the four-momentum
transfer:

Q= —¢* = —(k—k)? (2.26)

The value of Q2 is between 0 and the total invariant mass squared s. The dimen-
sionless scaling variables Bjorken-z and y are defined as:

Q?
T (2.27)

Hl

P.q 2P-q @
Pk s  zs

(2.28)

il

Y

The values of z and y are always between 0 and 1.

The momentum transfer variable ()? and the dimensionless scaling variables ¢ and
y are used as the kinematic variables in the deep inelastic physics study. There are only
two independent variables in the overall event kinematics, all other kinematic variables
can be derived from these two. For example, Q?, z,y can be derived from the energy
E] and polar angle 8] of the scattered lepton:

YA '
E\E}sin® 2+ E, — Ejcos*

0’ b y
E,(E, — Ejcos®3) £

9/
Q? = 4E1El’sm251; T = (2.29)

The momentum conservation gives that the transverse momentum of the lepton P}
equals to that of the hadrons % From the above formulae we can easily get the
relation between (%, z,y and the transverse momentum:

(Pht)2 = (P? = (Fjsind)? = Q*(1 — y) = sxy(1 — g) (2.30)

For cross section formulae, the two iudependent variables are frequently chosen as

(z,y) or (z,Q%).
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2.2.2 Cross Sections In NC and CC Processes

The electroweak part of the ep interaction can be extracted from the measured
differential cross sections for the charged and neutral current processes: do®‘ and
do™C. Other quantities formed with do™“ and do®®, such as the integrated and
differential ratios between NC and CC processes, the ratio between cross sections from
different incoming leptons (e~ or ¢t) and asymmetries due to the polarization of the
incoming lepton, can also be used for the comparison with the Standard Model.

To calculate the NC and CC cross sections one may use the Fermi's “Golden Rule”:

2
do = —;—TIAI2 x (phase space) (2.31)
)

where A is invariant amplitude for a given process, it contains all dynamics of the
reaction and can be determined from Feynman diagrams [11].

Low energy case - structure functions

Considering the inelastic scattering process ep — eX via photon exchange:

scattered electron P’
k’ (X)

electron proton

Fig.2.4 ep — eX scattering via photon exchange.
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the invariant amplitude Ay is a product of the leptonic and hadronic currents with
coupling factors and propagators. It’s square can be expressed as a product of the
leptonic and hadronic tensors and the photon propagator:

(}2

[Ax]? = C—é(—‘L“"’I'V,,,, (2.32)

The leptonic tensor L* is completely calculable, as discussed in previous section:

D" = 2(kMK" + k7k™) — g™ (k- & — mz) (2.33)

where m, is the electron mass. The hadronic tensor W, (X) is an “unknown”
quantity describing the subprocess v* + 1> — X. The most general form of Wy, can
be constructed from linear combinations of P and ¢ variables: ”

W = Cigu + Caguqy + C3P.P, + Co(Puqy + ¢, 1) + Cs(Puty — 4, Py) + CotuapPq”
(2.34)

The 6 complex coefficients can only depend on independent scalars constructed with
P and ¢: ¢* and P - ¢q. The symmetry properties of W,,, and the current conservation
leads to only two independent coefficients. As Bjorken x and @* are both Lorentz
invariant, one may use them as variables in the 1V, expression:

1 P-q. P-q 2
VMP(Pu“_qqu)(PV_ pr qv) Fo(z, Q%) (2.35)

1 99y
Wy = 'M;(—gpu+;T)Fl(m’Q2)+

The proton is not a simple point charge particle, and the function Fj(z, Q?) are
interpreted as electromagnetic structure functions of the proton. Finally the differential
cross section can be written as [12] [13]:

d?o 2.
d’ECL’QQ = l:;;i [.T/Z«TFJ (*T"a Q2) + (1 - U)FQ(CI"s Q2)] (236)
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The Parton Model

The parton model is introduced by Feynman in 1969 [14] to explain the particle
spectroscopy, first postulated by Gell Mann and Zweig in 1964. The model is based
on the assumption that the proton is a bound systemn of fundamental point-like spin
1/2 particles, and that in the deep-inelastic-scattering region the interactions between
the constituents of the proton (the partons) and the mass effect can be neglected. The
partons can be understood as the sub-constituents of the proton, i.e. the valence quark
or the sea quark. The deep-inelastic-scattering process is viewed as the scattering
between an electron and a parton, confined inside the proton which is considered to
be free during the interaction. Fig.2.5 illustrates the electron-proton deep-inelastic-
scattering in the parton model: '

P

Fig.2.5 Diagram for deep inelastic scattering in quark-parton model.

To see the physical meaning of the Bjorken x variable in the parton model, assume
that the current couples to a quark with four-vector p; = £(E,, 0,0, —E,), and assume
the initial and final quark to-be massless (p? = p3 = 0), by definition,

Q° —q¢ — -q>

— = = = 2.37
2P g f211,:(1 (pi +q)* —q* 6793'—(12 : (2.87)

z
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thus Bjorken x can be interpreted as the momentum fraction of the proton carried
by the struck quark under these assumptions. The variable y is actually the fraction
of the energy transfered to the proton in the proton rest system.

The scale invariance, i.e. the independence of the structure functions on Q?, was ob-
served in the deep-inelastic scattering experiments in the 1960’s [15]. The parton model
leads to exact scaling of the structure functions which depend only on the variable z.
In the later electron-nucleuon DIS cxperiments and also in the neutrino experiments,
the violation of the scale invariance, i.c. the ? dependence of the structure function,
was discovered. The Q2-dependence of the structure functions can be derived from the
quantum chromodynamics (QCD), which is based on the concept that hadrons consist
of quarks and that interactions between quarks are mediated by massless vector parti-
cles, the gluons. Taking into account the interactions between quarks and gluons, the
corrections to the parton model predictions can be calculated. The observed deviation
from scaling is relatively small and can be considered as a correction to the main effect.

Cross sections of deep-inelastic scattering at high energy

For the neutral current process ep — eX (X are the hadronic final states) in the deep
inelastic scattering, the interactions are mediated by the exchange of the neutral vector
bosons Z and photon. In the lowest order of the perturbation theory, the amplitude
for NC process is given by a sum of these two contributions: one from photon exchange
(A7) and the other from the Z° exchange (A*°). The square of the invariant amplitude
in this case is an extension of the equation (2.32):

AxIP= > L, Wy (2.38)

i=y,v20,2°

The factors ¢ collect some kinematic quantities such as coupling constants and
the relative weights of different propagators. As the weak interactions appearing with
increasing energy are parity violating, the tensor W/ needs to be expressed by three
form factors. The third structure function Fs(z,(@?) is introduced to describe the
parity violating part due to the vZ° interference and Z° contributions. Consequently,
the Born cross section is given by [16]:

d? /i: 2 . ?
ZIZ;ZS? 2 ?54 [ (2, Q%) + (1 - y) Fale, Q%) + (y - %—)mfs(x,QQ)] (2.39)
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Assuming the Callan-Gross relation 2z, = F3, which holds for spin 1/2 partons
neglecting quark masses, the intrinsic transverse momenta and the QCD effects, the
NC differential cross section can be written as:

2 + Tl , .
Eonele D) - B+ (1 )k, @) F (- (1~ e, @) (2:40)

The structure functions F;(z, Q%) arc the so-called generalized structure functions
containing the proton structure functions and also the electroweak coupling constant
and propagator terms:

Folz, Q%) = Fy — K5(Q*)v.Gy + K2(Q%)(v? + o) H, (2.41)
F3(z, Q%) = +K;(QHe.aGy F 2K%(Q*) vea.0Hs (2.42)

As presented in the previous section, the clectroweak coupling constants for the
electron are

1 . 1
Ve = *5 + 25"1;”29[/‘1, e = —-5 (243)

In the quark-parton model these structure functions are related to the parton dis-
tributions:

[, Go, Hol = 23 [e2, 2e40,, 02 + al)[q(z, Q) + q(z, Q)] (2.44)
q

[2Gs, xH3) = 22 ) [eqaq. venglla(, Q%) — Gz, Q) (2.45)

q

v and ay are the vector and axial couplings of the quarks, which take the general
form:

vy =T} = 2Qpsin’Ow, a; =T} (2.46)

The function
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()? 1

2y __
Kz(Q7) = (Q2 + ]\J%)lei*nz()WC()szOW (2:47)

determines the relative strength of the contributions due to the Z° exchange. Fig.2.6
[17] presents the relative contributions of ¥ (pure electromagnetic term), vZ° (inter-
ference term) and Z° (pure weak term) to the cross sections as a function of Q2. A
sizable effect maybe observed at HERA for % > 10* GeV?. :

'HERA:-‘i

15 L FNAL ]

ag T T
O'Yk-

10F-.....2F20 oo [

05

o
£

o -
1 10 10 10° 10 0
Q%(Gev?)

Fig.2.6 The contributions from y,vZ" and Z" to the NC cross sections as a function
of Q% [17].

For the charged current process ep — vX’ (X' are the hadronic final states), the
interaction is a pure weak process mediated by charged vector bosons W+ exchange.
The CC differential cross section can be derived in the similar way. In the QPM frame

it can be written as:

d*occle’p)  Gh 1

. ) . 2,7 ~ T
dzdQ? _§(1+C‘)2/A1{i,)2[(” + )+ (1 —y)*(d + 5+ ] (2.48)
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d?c et G'2 1 - ~ :
difzig“‘z D s (14 Q2/ME)? [a+ e+ (1—y)*(d+ s +b)] (2.49)

where G = ma/(v/2sin®0y - M%) is the Fermi coupling constant, and ¢,q (g =
u,c,d,s,b) are quark (anti-quark) densities, which are actually obtained by the pa-
rameterization of experimental data. Previously, such parameterization of the quark
distribution are obtained from lower Q? experimental data on Fy and F3[18] which are
independent of the electroweak paramecters, and has been extrapolated to higher (2
ranges. Recently F5 at high @? has been measured from the neutral current process in
the H1 experiment. Several parameterizations have been done based on the fixed target
- lepton scattering data with a @? dependence described by the Altarilli-Parisi equations
in the leading logarithm approximation of perturbative QCD [19]. The effect of the
precision of the parameterizations on thic measurements of the electroweak parameters
will be discussed in the following section.

At HERA energy, when Q% > 10° GeV?, the pure electromagnetic contribution
to. NC is sufficiently suppressed, and NC and CC cross sections become comparable.
Since the transverse momentum of the final hadronic states P/**® is related to the
kinematics 2%, z,y as indicated in formula (2.30) (P? = Q*(1 — y) = szy(l — y)), a
similar tendency can be seen with respect to P4 Fig.2.7 gives the differential cross
section of NC and CC as a function of I’/*? for ¢ p and e™p interactions respectively.
The distributions were calculated using the generator HERACLES [20] where the QED
and weak corrections are taken into account.

2.3 Measurement of the Electroweak Parameters

The electroweak SM can be tested at the e — p collider HERA by a simultaneous
measurement of the deep-inclastic neuntral current process and the charged current
process, with the options to choose ¢ or ¢ beans, and in the future the foreseen
options to choose longitudinally polarized e* beams. The simultaneous measurement
of the e*p and e p neutral and the charged curreut cross sections provides additional
constraint on the W mass determinations, as it will be discussed the Chapter 5.



2.3. MEASUREMENT OF THE ELECTROWEAK PARAMETERS _ 23

2 2
< 10 < 107E
VL VL
S e p interaction | § i e p interaction.
) )
S 10 = N 10 =
= - ~ o
[— NC i
I \'\‘ I p<
- CcC . n
i N N
af \. 1|
10 = \ 10 3
- \. -
- \ =
2 \, 2
10 = \ 10 =
- \ -
i v )
10-3 lillljllll'l!llllll\lll 10-3ll!![lllllllllllll!llll
25 50 75 100 125 25 50 75 100 125
P [GeV) ' P, [GeV]

Fig.2.7 The differential cross section of NC and CC as a function of P, for e™p
and eTp interactions respectively.

The kinematic region covered at HERA energics reaches a Q? range of order of Mg,
and beyond where electromagnetic and weak effects are of comparable magnitude. The
informations on the electroweak interaction can thus be extracted from the experimen-
tally measured quantities at HERA. By fixing some of the electroweak parameters to
values measured previously with higher precision in other more specialized experiments,
one can obtain more accurate results on the remaining parameters values.

To relate the electroweak paramecters with the experimental measurable quantities
in the lepton-proton scattering experiment, a particular normalization scheme should
be chosen and a parameterization of the proton structure functions should be adopted.
The experimental measurable quantities can then be predicted in terms of these pa-
rameters.
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2.3.1 Choice of the Set of Electroweak Parameters at HERA

Besides the mass of the Higgs scalar in the four free parameters in the gauge and
scalar sector of the electrowcak SM, three parameters in the gauge sector will determine
two gauge coupling constants and one vacuum expectation value. As discussed above,
not all electroweak parameters are independent. We have the relation:

G 2

ﬁ — 8MPE, sin? Oy
THCHP2.TEX To get a numerical prediction of the electroweak experimental observ-
ables, such as the differential cross scction of the NC and CC process, one needs to
specify a set of independent paramecters to which these cross sections are sensitive.

(2.50)

In the on-shell renormalization scheme [21], a practical choice of the three elec-
troweak parameters in deep-inelastic ep scattering experiments is the electromagnetic
fine structure constant «, together with the weak boson masses My and Mz. In the
higher order, the parameters get contributions from self energy and vertex correction
diagrams, which leads to additional parameters entering the calculation: the Higgs
mass My and the fermion masses my, including the mass m, of the top quark. Thus,
with the set of the parameters

{ﬁ} = {(}fv A/IZ*, ]\41’1/7 A/[H’Tn't} (251)

this scheme gives the amplitudes for 4-fermion processes in terms of Mz and My
besides «, together with m;, My in the loop contributions.

Various efforts were made in different experiments recently to measure the elec-
troweak parameters:

e the results from LEP give the Z° mass M; = 91.1884 £ 0.0022 GeV;

e the direct measurement of the W mass by CDF at Tevatron (1995) gives My, =
80.41 + 0.18 GeV, and the indirect measurement by LEP1 gives 1o limit My, =
80.32 £+ 0.06 GeV [22]. Taking into account all previous direct measurements
(CDF(1990), UA2(1992), D0(1994 prelini.), CDF(1995)), the world average is
My = 80.26 £ 0.16 GeV;,

e the first result on the top quark mass measurement from CDF gives m, = 174 +
10713 GeV [26], while the LEP+SLD+(pp and vN) data gives m; = 17848117
GeV [23];
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e the present bound on the Higgs mass My is My > 65 GeV {22].

The Fermi constant G is well measured from the muon lifetime, and it is related
to the electroweak parameters as given in equation (2.50). When higher order con-
tributions are considered, My can be expressed as a function of other electroweak
parameters (see Section 2.1.1):

Ty 1

2.52
\/EG}NS?:TLQHH/ 1 - Ar ( )

ME =

where Ar measures the deviation of p parameter from 1. The contribution from
a Z’ to the neutral current differential cross section in e*p-scattering would give a
sensitivity for Mz up to ~ 400 GeV at HERA [24]. The possibility to derive bounds
on my, My, or to predict My for given my, My values were studied at HERA [25].
It has been found that, corresponding to the top mass range of 100 to 200 GeV, the
sensitivity of the NC/CC ratio has the order of a few % for the high luminosity samples
(100 - 200 pb~1). The sensitivity to the Higgs mass scems to be less clear.

Based on a set of electroweak parameters chosen as in equation (2.51) and the re-
lations (2.52), the predictions on My, m; and My can be made, which will reflect
their intrinsic uncertainties. Confronted with the values measured in previous experi-
ments, the new experimental results from HERA will lead to a constraint among these
parameters, and a non-trivial test of the electroweak theory of the Standard Model.

2.3.2 Measurement of the 0"¥¢/s“C Ratio

Any prediction of the electroweak quantity has to be obtained from the experimen-
tal measurable double differential cross section, which is the function of a set of the
electroweak parameters p:

d*c

= (2, ylp) (2.53)

dx dy

or in terms of z,@? as discussed in the above section. To study the hadronic

transverse momentum pf%? dependence of a DIS process, the differential distribution

as a function of p? can be written as:
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d
———dp'id = //dmdzﬁ(})f‘”’d - m)(ﬂ(x>ylm (2.54)
t

Here the relation P? = szy(1 — y) as indicated in formula (2.30) is used. The
sensitivity of the cross section relative to the input clectroweak parameters is studied
in [27], where the results show that the integrated unpolarized cross section a¥¢ (Q? >
500 GeV?) and o€ (Q? > 1000 GeV?) are very insensitive to the values of My which
varies from 60 GeV to 1000 GeV. ¢“C is more sensitive to the input electroweak
parameters and has a variation at the level of 1% or more.

The NC cross section includes the contributions from both Z boson and photon
exchange, the latter dominates at low Q? (< 1000 GeV?). The available statistics of
NC is about 7 to 12 times larger than CC for ep interactions for the pi*¢ > 25 GeV
range as predicted by the electroweak theory. In the high Q? region one gets high
sensitivity to electroweak physics, but the statistical precision decreases.

The kinematic range chosen is cither the region of Q% > @2, with @2, around
typically 1000 GeV'?, or a region above a cut on the transverse momentum of the total

hadronic system (p}??). The latter choice is more favoured experimentally, since ple?

can be measured directly and the lines of constant pp*® = /Q%(1 —y) in the z — y
plane (as shown in Fig.2.8) allow as well as (J? to characterize the region of interest.
Further it excludes automatically the regions of large Bjorken-y and of small z which
are subject to experimental problems.

The shape of the differential cross section of CC process o©“ can be exploited

to extract the W mass. An analysis performed in [25] predicted that assuming an
integrated luminosity of 1000 pb~! (the systematic effects being kept under control),
and setting the p®? cut to 15 GeV, a £500 MeV constraint on the W mass can be
derived from the @Q? distribution analysis of the charged current data, which is almost
independent of the top mass.

However, using absolute cross section of CC and NC to test electroweak SM or
to get informations on the electroweak parameters is limited by the systematic uncer-
tainties. Using the NC/CC ratio as the experimental observable will give rise to some
advantages.
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Fig.2.8 Kinematics distribution in the z,y plane. The p®¢ = 25 line is indicated.

e Integrated NC/CC ratio

In order to reduce the large systematic errors in the overall normalization of the
cross section caused by the uncertainty in the luminosity £ measurement, the
integrated cross section ratio of NC and CC is considered:

oVC (e~ p — e~ X)

~ 2.
oCCle p = v, X) (2.55)

R=

where oV¢ and ¢ are obtained after a cut on the hadronic transverse mo-
mentum p}*?. This way any systematic uncertainty coming from the luminosity
measurement is eliminated. The accepted kinematic region by the high pte¢ cut
excludes events in low z region. This turus out to be of advantage when the
dependence of R on the nucleuon structure is investigated [25].
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The crass section is determined essentially by My, as the relevant electroweak
parameter in the W propagator. The dependence of R on My, mainly comes
from ¢®C. By the normalization of 0 to oV, the systematic uncertainties
in the cross section measurements are partially suppressed. On the other hand,
the My dependence of 0% in the ratio I? is partly compensated by the very
weak My, dependence of o™ via the form factors [10]. Thus, compared to the
sensitivity of 0““ with respect to A, the sensitivity of R to My is slightly
diminished. By forming the ratio, the effect of the initial state radiation is also
decreased. This is confirmed by the study of the QED radiative effects in the
leading log approximation in [28].

The pte? cut should be chosen high enough such that the integrated cross section
is sensitive to the electroweak parameters, nevertheless a reasonable statistics of
the NC and CC process should be guaranteed. Actually pPe? > 25 GeV is chosen
in our analysis, which corresponds to Q% > 625 GeV2. From the experimental
point of view, a directly measured pl?¢ is sufficient to decide whether a NC or
CC events is counted or not, this will simplify the events selection procedure.
The requirement of large pi? values leads to event topologies which are easy to

detect. At large pf® a rcliable separation of NC and CC events is possible.

Physics implications of I? measurement,

From the expressions of the NC and CC cross sections in the above sections,
the interdependence of the integrated ratio 2 and My can be obtained straight-
forwardly, with My and m, as the input parameters. The result in [27] shows
that, for twa values of My, (which was chosen to be 60 GeV and 1 TeV), the
twa curves generated in the IR — My plane by varying m; at fixed My are not
separable, which yield a unique dependence of 2 on M. A shift in R by AR/R
= 0.011 is observed by a variation of m, from 90 to 200 GeV, which corresponds
to AMwy = 675 MeV. The error 4 £ can inversely be converted into a range for
Mw. 6R/R = 1% will lead to 6 My, =630 MeV [27].

Fig.2.9 shows the implications of a 1% uncertainty on the measurement of R,
where R is interpreted as a function of My in the minimal SM with m; as a
parameter and Mj; fixed to 300 GeV. The direct measurement from pj collider
provide a band My, = 80.26 + 0.16Gel” on the My scale, which restricts the
allowed values for the top mass to an accuracy of £30GeV, almost as stringent
as the low Q? constraint from G'-. In both cases the fit value of m, is correlated
with A{[H-
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Fig.2.9 The correlation of R and Mw as a function of m,; for fixed My = 300
GeV. The world average of the present direct My, measurement from pp collider
is indicated. A possible 1% R mecasurement from HERA results in the shaded
area. The combination of low Q? data (muon lifetime) with Mz from LEP give

rise to the 7, constraint (solid line).

The above information on My is extracted from the W propagator, thus it
can be interpreted as a “direct” W mass measurement. Although the coupling
strength given by Gy contains indirect information of My, (see equation (2.50)
and (2.52)), but even the most precise measurement of G from muon lifetime
can not be regarded as a measurcment of My, since the relation between My
and G is model dependent. In clectrowcak SM this relation depends on m,, and
at least one additional parameter (hesides v and M) is required to get a bound
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on M. At HERA this independent experimmental input can be provided in terms
of the ratio I.

Confronted with low Q? constraint. from the muon lifetime, the combined high 2
measurements of i and My, at HERA provide a non-trivial test of the electroweak
SM.

Systematics due to structure function

The theoretical prediction of I? not ouly depends on the electroweak parameters,
but also on the knowledge of the proton structure functions. The systematic
effect in R due to the latter dependence is studied in [25], where the dependence
of R on quark distribution functions is derived in the following way. First, a few
notations are introduced in terms of the individual quark and antiquark cross
section:

" dx ,
. Uévc(eq —eq) = / ~7(1Q2:1:q(:17,QZ)CNC(J:,QZ) =€ Q (2.56)
. “dx ‘ o .
aqcc(eq = vg) = / 7(1Q2.‘1,‘(](.’13, QHC (2, Q) =1, Q (2.57)

where the function C(z,@Q?) is independent of the quark distribution function
but directly related to the electroweak amplitudes. The integration is performed
over the relevant domain in x and Q? defined by the pls® > 25GeV cut. €, n,
and Q are defined as:

B ] %(1Q251f(](117, CQZ)C'NC(JS, Q?)

€g = i %:"]QZ:I.'(](m, Q?) (2.58)

_ I Qg (r, 070 (2, Q)
= / %dQZ.’IT(](;II, Q?) (2.59)
Q= /(fidcg wq(z, Q%) (2.60)

Hence the dependence of o, on the structure functions is separated into two parts:
Q is the integral of the quark distribution, while 5, and €, contain the electroweak
physics weighted over the quark distribution. Since the quark distribution enter
both in the numerator and in the denominator of n, and €, expressions, the
uncertainties are somewhat reduced.
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Thus the ratio V¢ /o““ can he expressed in terms of individual quark contribu-
tions:

oNC 4o+l + o+ N+ N+ 0N+ N+ o)C + 0] C
o8¢+ 0§¢ 4+ 000 + 0§C + o€

R=
(2.61)

To see more clearly the contributions from different quarks to ratio R, the above
formula can be rewritten in the following form:
NCO
€. o 14+ ANC
R=->2(1+ 4

The a[LVC) 1+ ACC (262)

Thus the contributions to R from u and d quarks are represented only in the first
two terms, while the third term accounts for a small modification to R value due
to sea quarks and antiquarks. As an example, from KMRS parameterization one

gets [25]:

1+ ANC
1+ ACC

A 1% difference in R is predicted for a change of 10% in D/U, little effect on R
is expected for even large uncertainties in S/U,C'/U and B/U. In particular, the
influence of the strange quark distribution is strongly suppressed

in the ratio R.

In the u and d quarks contributions, the first term R, = €,/n, in equation
(2.62) depends on the shape of the up quark distribution, since the NC and CC
couplings cause a different weighting via their propagator. The second term is
determined by ¢}’ /oN¢ and thus sensitive to D/U ratio, to keep the uncertainty
of R lower than 1% requires the D/U ratio to be known to better than 10%.

=1.153 (2.63)

Using this strategy, a large variety of the structure functions available in [29] has
been tested, and the resulting uncertainties on R are found to be about 0.5%[25].

In our analysis, the CC and NC events are selected from 1993 e p and 1994 e*p
data at HERA in parallel, i.e., the same criteria are applied to the final hadronic
system of the CC and NC events. The NC/CC ratio after the P¢ > 25 GeV cut is
calculated and the physics implications are investigated. The CC and NC integrated
and differential cross sections are also calculated and compared with the theoretical
predictions from the Standard Model.
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Chapter 3

HERA And H1 Experiment

The e — p collider HERA at the DESY laboratory in Hamburg is a unique facility
for the study of elementary particle physics using high energy electron-proton inter-
actions. Many new interesting physics topics which are crucial in understanding the
fundamental forces and the structure of the nucleon can be studied at HERA [30]. The
H1 detector [31) measures the energy and the direction of the produced particles in the
ep-interaction, which are used later for the study of the experimental distributions.

3.1 The HERA ep Collider

HERA consists of two storage rings designed for 820 GeV proton beams and 30
GeV electron (positron) beams, which has the highest collision energies for lepton-
proton interactions ever attained in the world. The high momentum transfer Q*(<
4 x 10*GeV?) at least two magnitudes more than before and low Bjorken z down
to ~ 107° are achieved at these high cnergics. Fig.3.1 shows the kinematic domain
extended by HERA in terms of @? and =, together with the kinematic ranges covered
by some other experiments and by experiments forescen in the future.

For the study of the photo-production (@ ~ 0), the center of mass energy realized
at HERA is approximately one order of magnitude larger than in the fixed target
experiments. At this high energy, a clean separation of the direct (photons interacting
directly with proton through the point-like coupling) and resolved component (via

33
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the so called hadronic or resolved component of the photon) can be achieved, and
clear jet production and jet structures similar to high energy hadronic interaction
become visible. Thus the photo-production interaction at HERA can be used for
detailed QCD tests and to investigate the partonic structure of the photon. In the
deep inelastic scattering (DIS) region (Q* > few Gel'?), the proton structure can be
studied at x values down to ~ 107° where new physics is expected to be observed.
Besides the extended tests of the Standard Maodel to regions of high Q2 and to higher
families of quarks and leptons, the kinematic region reached at HERA opens up a fresh
regime for many topics in particle physics study, such as super-symmetric particles,
leptoquarks, lepton and quark substructures, massive new bosons, heavy leptons and
quarks associated with right-handed currents.

Fixed torget experiment 674—-} Collider experiment
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Fig.3.1 The kinematic ranges of current particle physics experiments. The excluded
domains due to the beam hole size in HERA are also indicated.
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Fig.3.2(b) The layout of HERA pre-accelerators.
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HERA also has a rich potential in the study of clectroweak physics. For the first
time, the weak interaction can be investigated throngh charged current (ep — vX') pro-
cesses in the high energy kinematic region where the W propagator plays a prominent
role. The charged current process is actually the inverse neutrino-nuclenon scattering,
where the electron energy at HERA corresponds to a 50 TeV beam energy if considered
as fixed target experiment. This energy is more than two orders of magnitude higher
than in vV experiments.

As shown in Fig.3.2(a), the two counter-rotating proton and electron beams may
collide head on in four interaction points spaced uniformly around the 6.3 kmi cir-
cumference of the ring. Two large detectors, the H1 detector in North Hall and the
ZEUS detector in South Hall, arc currently in operation. Fig.3.2(b) shows the pre-
accelerators, where the electron (positron) beams are produced and pre-accelerated in
LINAC II, PIA, DESY II and PETRA I, then injected to the main storage ring of
HERA. Due to the limit of the maximum available RF voltage [32], for 1993 running
period the actual electron beam enecrgy is 26.7 GeV, and for 1994 running periods the
electron and positron beam cuergies are 27.6 GeV. The proton beams are produced
and pre-accelerated in LINAC I1I, DESY III and PETRA II before injected to HERA
ring. A multi-bunch mode of running is adopted to deal with the low ep physics cross
section (about one genuine ep-interaction every 10° bunch crossing). The designed
total beam currents for the 210 circulating p and ¢* bunches are I, = 160mA and
I, = 60mA. The time interval between two successive bunches is 96 ns. There is
always at least one bunch for each type without collision partner (pilot bunches) for
background suppression purpose.

3.2 The H1 Detector

The H1 detector was designed for the detection and measurement of the energetic
particles and jets emitted in the reaction taking place in collisions between electron
(positron) and protons. It is devoted for the advanced study of the internal structure
of the proton and for the search of hitherto unobserved particles. Such purposes put
some requirements on the design and construction of the H1 detector: it should have a
good hermeticity to absorh all of the energetic particles emitted from the ep scattering;
the dead material and cracks between sub-detector parts have to be minimized to get
a good homogeneity and to ensure a precise measurement of the energy; and it should
have good granularity to ensure a precise measurement of the direction of the emitting
particles and jets.
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The general structure of the H1 detector is shown in Fig.3.3 and Fig.3.4, which give
the longitudinal and the transverse scctions of the H1 detector respectively. Taking
into account the forward boost of the center-of-mass system of the interaction due
to the asymmetry of the beam energics, the H1 detector is asymmetrical and more
massive and highly instrumented in the proton direction, in order to provide a smooth
and homogeneous detector response fromm small forward angles up to backward angles.

As shown in Fig.3.3 and Fig.3.4, H1 detector consists of a number of sub-detectors
which are complex systems by themselves. The particles emitted from the ep interac-
tion point traverse subsequently the beamn pipe; the inner tracking system consisting of
multi-wire proportional chambers (MWPCs) and the drift chambers for charged par-
ticle measurement; the liquid argon calorimeter (LAr) with 45,000 physical channels,
surrounded by a super-conducting coil of 6 m diameter that provides a field of 1.2 T
parallel to the beam direction. The iron return yoke is instrumented with a 160,000
channel streamer tube system for the identification of escaping muons, and also serves
as a tail catcher (TC) for hadronic showers. An clectromagnetic backward calorime-
ter (BEMC), a forward plug (PLUG) caloriineter and a forward muon spectrometer
further cover most of the remaining solid angles thus complete the detection of the
asymmetrical ep interaction events. These detector parts will be introduced in next
sections.

The raw data size of one event amounts to 3 MBytes. After front end data compres-
sion, 50 to 100 kBytes per event arc logged. The full data from all components allow
a detailed reconstruction of the physics quantities of the ep interaction final state, i.e.
the precise energies and flight directions of particles and jets.

3.2.1 Calorimeter

As shown in Fig.3.3, the complete solid angle range is covered by four parts of the
calorimeters: the liquid argon calorinicter which is composed of an electromagnetic
part with Pb absorber plates and a hadronic part with stainless steel absorber plates,
covers most of the solid angle 4° < # < 153° in a single cryostat. The backward lead-
scintillator sandwich electro-magnetic calorimeter (BEMC) situated in the electron
beam direction covers the remaining backward space of 151° < 8 < 177°. The beam
hole in the proton beam direction (§ < 4°) is partly covered by a small plug calorimeter
with copper-silicon sandwich structure. The tail catcher in the outmost position, which
is composed of iron plates interleaved with plastic streamer tubes, provides a rough
estimation of hadronic energy leaking out of the LAY as well as a measurement of muon
tracks.
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The liquid argon calorimeter

The liquid argon technique was chiosen for its advantages of good stability and ease
of calibration, fine granularity for ¢/7 separation and energy flow measurements, also
for its good hermeticity and homogencity of response.
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Fig.3.5 The segmentation of the LAY

¢ Segmentation

The segmentation of the LAr is shown in Fig.3.5. There is no dead material
between the fine grained layer of the electromagnetic part and the coarser outer
layer of the hadronic part. The whole LAr is segmented into eight self supporting
“wheels” along the beam axis named according to their position with respect to
the proton beam; i.e. BBE in backward barrel region (this wheel only contains
electromagnetic part since the chance of the hadronic jets produced in e — p inter-
action emitted in this direction is small), CB31, CB2, CB3 in central barrel region,
FB1, FB2 in forward barrel region, OF1, OF2 (outer forward) and IF1, IF2 (in-
ner forward) in forward region. Except BBE wheel which is electromagnetic and
OF2(IFH) wheel whiclt is hadronic. CB, F'B and OFI(IFE) wheels contain both
electromagnetic parts and hadronic parts. The LAy are segmented in ¢ into eight



3.2. THE H1 DETECTOR 41

identical octants in the six barrel wheels (FB,CB,BBE), and into two half rings
in the two forward wheels (OF IF).

Throughout the calorimeter, the ¢ cracks in electromagnetic parts are pointing
to the beam line while the cracks in hadronic parts are strongly non-pointing
as shown in Fig.3.4. This way a good containment is achieved and the energy
deposited around the crack region can be corrected on an event-by-event basis.
In order to obtain good hermeticity and homogeneity, a great effort has been
made to minimize the cracks between stacks of LAr, which includes the z-cracks
(between different wheels), the ¢-cracks (between octants in a wheel) and 7-cracks
(between electro-magnetic and hadronic parts of a wheel).

In the hadronic stacks of LAr, the signals are readout from independent cells
inserted between welded stainless steel absorber plates, which are oriented in
such a way that the incident particles cross them with angles not smaller than 45°
[33][34] (shown in Fig.3.3 by vertical plate lines in FB, OF, BBE and horizontal
plate lines CB). The hadronic showers are fully contained in hadronic stacks
with the help of tail catcher for very energetic jets. Each electromagnetic stacks
is composed of piled up sandwiches of G10(epoxy- fiberglass)-Pb-G10 separated
by spacers defining the liquid argon gaps. The electromagnetic showers are fully
contained in this part. The granularity of the cells is determined to clearly
separate the electromagnetic and hadronic showers and to precisely reconstruct
the emitting angles. The gencral 8-granularity of the readout pads is shown in

Fig.3.5.

e Trigger, electronics and DAQ

The LAr trigger system is illustrated in Fig.3.6, and is divided into an analog
part and a digital part. In the analog part, the signals from 45000 LAr read-
out channels are reordered and combined in an analog form into 256 projective
towers (“big tower” (BT)), which are divided into electromagnetic and hadronic
sections. Various energy sums employing programmable threshold functions are
yielded from the digital summing electronics which is fed by the digitized signals
from these 2x 256 big towers, providing the trigger bits for the central trigger
logic. The quantities derived from these energy sums include topological energies
in various parts of the calorimeter (forward, barrel etc.) and the transverse energy
and missing transverse energy. Further, the electron trigger can be derived by
comparing the energy depositions in clectromagnetic section and hadronic section
of a given big tower, applying a minimum and a maximum threshold for these
two sections respectively. The exact bunch crossing of the energy deposition (¢)
should also be decided by the trigger, which is done in the analog part by a pulse
delay and crossing technique [34].
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Fig.3.6 Schematic layout of the LAr trigger system:.

The calorimeter trigger is built from sums of the neighboring segments. To ensure
that the calorimeter trigger of large collected energies belong to a unique bunch
crossing to with short time intervals (96 ns), the capacities of these segments
should be equal within £5% [34].

The situation of large energies being deposited at short time intervals into detec-
tors with large capacitances and long charge collection times is also the major
concern in the design of the electronic system, together with the requirements that
the information has to be stored until the arrival of the trigger signal (~ 2.9us)
and that the LAr has to be operated in a large magnetic field. Two electronic
calibration systems have been built into the calorimeter: a “cold” system with
the calibration capacitors in the LAr close to the stacks and a “warm” one with
the calibration capacitors at the preamplificr level, to ensure that the calibration
of the electronic chain is known and to keep the electronics system to be stable
at a few per thousand level.
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Most of the data readout by the calorimeter data acquisition system comes from
LAr. At the preamplifier level, the LAr readout data is split into a data path
(the outputs of slow shapers are processed) and a trigger path (the ontputs of
fast shapers are processed), where the first level trigger (L1) (and a planned
level 2 trigger (L2)) decision is made. Two event builders collect the formatted
data for both paths within independent VME branches. A third processor is
planned to reject background events by running a fast trigger L3 algorithm.
Finally, a level 4 filter farm based on the calorimeter information together with
the informations coming from other sub-detectors is performed, and the data size
is further reduced. The maximum data taking rate of 200 Hz is achieved with
event size of 20 Kbyte in calorimeter and 1.2 ms first order dead time.

The front end electronics and the clectronic calibration system is situated as close
as possible to the H1 detector [34]. The charge collection efficiency of the LAr
calorimeter stacks depends on the actually applied high voltage as well as on
the purity change of the liquid argon due to pollution. The calorimeter output
ADC counts are also affected by the clectronic effects such as pedestal drift. A
high precision determination of the calorineter response curves is done whenever
the current calibration constants are no longer valid due to the changes in the
hardware or electronics. The signal in cach cell after pedestal offset correction
is converted ta charge using a third order polynomial. The necessary offline
corrections to resulting charge converted from ADC counts are then performed.
In 1994 running period, about 13% of high voltage supply channels of BBE
calorimeter have not functioned properly, which severely affected the homogeneity
of the energy measurement, and needed to be corrected accordingly [35].

The calibrated charges for cach LAr cell are then fed into LAr reconstruction
program, where the noise eclls arce suppressed, the charges are converted to en-
ergies for both electromagnetic and hadronic showers, the dead material effect is
also corrected, and the clusters are formed from groups of cells, which correspond
closely to the particle showers.

e Energy measurement

The LAr calorimeter is a non-compensating one, i.e. the signals from electrons
are on average higher than those from pions of the same energy, thus the hadronic
energy has to be reconstructed by applying weighting functions to the measured
signals.

The energy is first given at electromagnetic scale in cell level for both electromag-
netic and hadronic scctions of LAr, which is performed by applying an electron
calibration constant to the charge signal on the cell level as described below.
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The calibration constant has been determined for the electromagnetic sections
by calibration measurements with clectron beams at CERN, and corrected for
dead material using detailed Monte Carlo simulation [36].

Electromagnetic energy scale: Several factors determine the scaling from the
charge to energy in individual cells: a charge to cnergy calibration constant
determined for each stack in the calibration runs at CERN [36], the correc-
tion for the charge collection efliciency of the calorimeter at operating high
voltage of 1500 V, and the correction factors for local variations of gap and
absorber thicknesses measured during the stack construction [34]. '
The absolute electromagnetic calibration constant c.,, for each module is
defined by:

Erm' = Coqp Z Qi (31)

where F,.. is the reconstructed encrgy in clectromagnetic scale, and the
sum runs over the channel ¢ with charge @J; which remains after electronic
noise suppression cuts. In the CERN calibration test beam runs, ce;; was
extracted iteratively by equalizing the reconstructed energy from measure-
ments and from detailed Monte Carlo simmulation [36].

The energy equivalents at clectromagnetic scale of the standard electranic
noise deviation EY for a channel 4 is obtained from random events. The noise
level depends on the region of the detector, it varies from 10 MeV in IFE
module to 30 MeV in CB wheels, from the measurement during the electron
calibration. The signal in a cell is only kept if it exceeds a noise threshold
2 x E7. To further suppress noise cells, the negative noises presented in
the Gaussian shaped noise signals after pedestal subtraction are used for an
automatic compensation to the positive noise contribution to the measured
signals. The cells above +4£7 are kept as “signal seed”, all neighboring cells
exceeding the 2 x E7 threshold in a 3 x 3 x 3 cube around the signal seed are
also kept in order to cover small signals at the fringe of the showers. The
noise picked up in this step is automatically compensated by keeping also
the signals from the cells below —2E7 around the signal seed. Cells below
—4FE7 are kept to compensate +4E£7 seed cell from noise, while no signal
from the cells around —4E7 cell is kept since they are purely noise [34].
The cells passing cell level reconstruction are subject to clustering. Firstly, a
search for connected regions in the ecuergy distribution of the two-dimensional
(2D) longitudinal section of cach calorimeter module is performed, and sev-
eral separated maximuin in this region are found; then these 2D clusters
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are merged into three-dimensional (3D) clusters step by step, i.e. first in-
side calorimeter module, then across the module boundaries, finally the 3D
clusters are formed. This merging is based on the dispersion in direction
seen from the interaction point. The energy distribution pattern of the clus-
ters in the electromagnetic part is firstly checked before merging them with
clusters in hadronic calorimeters. By checking the fraction of the energy
deposited in the first layer for carly shower development, and checking four
most energetic cells for compactness [37], the clusters which show obvious
characteristics of an electromagnetic shower will not be merged further. The
clustering gives an additional information to further reduce the noise in the
hadronic part of the calorimeter: the scattered small signals far away from
the prominent clusters (a cluster is called prominent when the significance

Y (Fi/Onoise)? 1s above 8) are suppressed.

Another important uncertainty in encrgy measurement of the calorimeter is
the energy loss in dead material in front of the calorimeter and in cracks
between the calorimeter stacks, which account for ~ 10% of the energy
deposited in low Q2 DIS events. About 90% of the missing energy is lost in
the dead material in front of the calorimeter. This loss is corrected using
Monte Carlo simulations. The correction is done by adding the lost energy
to the cells in the first inner layer of LAr or to the pair of cells in the layers
nearest to the crack and at both sides of the crack, according to the locations
of the cells, the geometry and property of the dead material, and the energy
deposited in the cells.

Hadronic energy scale: The cenergy derived in electromagnetic scale as de-
scribed above has to be corrected for the 30% loss for hadrons due to the
non-compensating response of LAr. The correction is to equalize the re-
sponse to the electromagnetic and purce hadronic components of a hadronic
shower, and therefore to suppress the influence of the large fluctuations
in the hadronic shower composition on the reconstructed energy. A lin-
ear hadronic response to the encrgy is also desirable. The hadronic energy
scaling is done by applying a weight to signals in individual cells within a
hadronic object. The primary electromagnetic clusters which already have
correct energy scale are filtered, according to their characteristics such as
the containment in electromagnetic calorimeter, the early shower develop-
ment and the compactness. Then the hadronic object is formed by cells not
included in electromagnetic cluster and located around the direction defined
by the barycenter of the hadronic cluster (a cluster is called hadronic if it is
prominent and if it is not classified as electromagnetic in the filtering, or if



46

CHAPTER 3. HERA AND H1 EXPERIMENT

it penetrates deeply into the calorimeter for lower energies) and the nominal
interaction point.

A software weighting technique which was initially proposed by the CCFR
Collaboration and further developed by H1 in CERN test runs is applied.
The weighted energy E?_ . in cell 7 is given as a function of the cell energy
on the electromagnetic scale Ef [38]:

E:,. = {ap + arexp(—aEL V) } E} (3.2)

rec

where V* is the cell volume. The weighting parameters ag, a;, and o are
different for electromagnetic and hadronic parts and should be determined
respectively. These paramecters are determined using the response to the
hadrons in Monte Carlo simulated jets, and expressed as functions of the re-
constructed jet energy. The same results are obtained using simulated single
pion response. The formula can be simplified for jets with energy less than 7
GeV to E} multiplied by a simple factor corresponding to effective e/ ratio
in EMC and HAC. In energy range between 7 and 10 GeV, the correction
was done with both methods to ensure a smooth transition between the two
weighting expressions.

The absolute electromagnetic scale constants c., of different calorimeter modules
were carefully calibrated using e, 1~ and 7~ test beam at CERN. For electro-
magnetic part of LAr, the calorimeter response turns out to be uniform in space
within £1 % and linear with energy within £1%, a total systematic uncertainty
of about 2% of the electromagnetic scale is expected [36]. For the hadronic
part, the electromagnetic energy scale are derived from the ones measured in the
electromagnetic sections, corrected for the difference in the sampling fractions
by detailed electron shower simulation [38]. After the weighting procedure, the
hadronic scale in LAr calorimeter is estimated up to +4%.

The dependence of the relative resolution o(F)/E on the energy can be expressed
by

with a stochastic term a/+/F, a noise term b/E and a constant term c. The
energy resolution for electron was found to be 10% to 13%/+'E for various stacks
and amounts to about 11.5%/+v/E on average, with the constant term below 1%.
The resolution for pions are determined by a Gaussian fit to the reconstructed
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energy distribution after the weighting procedures, thereby the low energy tails
are excluded. The same resolution function as above is used to fit the data points,
which yields a hadronic cnergy resolution after weighting of about 50%/+/E, with
the energy independent term below 2% which indicates a good compensation is
achieved [38). The tail catcher is included for beam energy larger than 80 GeV
in deriving this value to cover the cnergies leaking out of LAr. The transverse
momentum p; balance of DIS events can be used as a direct check of the electro-
magnetic and hadronic energy measurement.

Tail catcher

The iron yoke of the main solenoid magnet cncloses the H1 detector. It has an
octagonal barrel made up of ten 75 mm thick laminations separated by 25 mm air gaps
except one of 50 mm, and both flat endcaps made up of ten 75 mm thick laminations
separated by 35 mm air gaps except one of 50 mm. The iron is interleaved with 16
layers of limited streamer tubes (LST) to catch the energetic hadronic jets leaking out
of the calorimeters, as well as to detect the tracks of penetrating muons.

Eleven of the sixteen LST layers are equipped with readout electrodes (pads) to
measure the hadronic energy. The front (back) tower signals are formed by summing
up the analog pad signals from five inner (six outer) layers with tower builders, then
grouped, amplified, integrated and stored. The hadronic energy Fpqq; in a tower 7 is
given as a function of the measured charge Qpnaq; [40]:

C vad,i
Eheds = €103, ha, (3.4)

Co

The general calibration constant ¢, is determined using test beams of pions and
muons at CERN [41]. The parameter ¢, gives the tower charge of an average minimum
ionizing particle (muons) at an incident angle of 0° with respect to the normal of the
LST chamber. The parameter c;; describes the tower to tower variations of the charge
measurement, it is determined together with parameter ¢, using cosmic muons triggered
by opposite pairs of barrel or endcap modules. An energy resolution of 100%/\/E is
obtained using 10 to 80 GeV 7 and p test beams at CERN [41].

The energy lost in dead material outside calorimeter should be taken into account
when combine the hadron clusters in tail catcher and LAr. The lost energy FEj, is
described as a function of Ey 4,4 (energy deposited in the last layer of LAr) and
Erc,first (energy deposited in the first layer of tail catcher):
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Eloss - (Y((}) El,xlr,last + ﬂ(())E'I‘(},first (35)

where a and f depend on the thickness of the dead material between the two
calorimeters, and were determined using CERN test beams [42]. This calculated Ejpg
is then distributed among the cells in proportion to their energy. Similar procedure is
applied when linking the TC cluster with non-clectromagnetic cluster in BEMC.

BEMC and PLUG calorimeter

The solid angle near the beam hole left out by LAr calorimeter are further partially
covered by a backward electromagnetic calorimeter and a forward plug calorimeter.

The DIS events with Q? < 100 GeV'? dominate the cross section observed in H1
detector. The energy and direction of the electrons scattered in small angle in these
events are measured by BEMC (up to 1994 data taking runs, replaced by 'SPACAL’
from 1995), which also contributes to the measurements of hadronic final states with
medium to low-z, high y and of the hadrons emerging from photo-production. BEMC
is a conventional electromagnetic lead-scintillator sandwich calorimeter, located 144
cm upstream from the nominal interaction point in electron direction, and segmented
into 88 multi-layer lead-scintillator sandwich stacks aligned parallel to the beam axis.
The entire structure corresponds to 22.5 radiation lengths or 0.97 hadronic absorption
lengths.

Two contributions are taken into accounts in the calibration of BEMC. The first
contribution, the electronics gain is determined using a pulser system. The testpulse
is injected at the preamplificr level on the BEMC stacks, and each stack is connected
to an individual pulser channel, the pulser system measures the response of the entire
electronics chain including all cables. The entire electronics is calibrated once per week
during the data taking period, and a good stability of the electronics at a few per
thousand level is achieved. To calibrate another contribution, the light collection and
detection in the stacks, first the absolute encrgy scale for individual stack is determined
using testbeams at the DESY synchrotron, then this scale is confirmed and improved
in situ using electrons scattered under small angle in the kinematic peak.

An energy resolution of 10%/vE lLas been found using testbeams with 1 GeV to
80 GeV electrons, the constant term for a single stack is well below 1%. Using DIS
events with electrons scattered in BEMC, the cluster position reconstructed in BEMC
is linked with the track reconstructed in tracking detector. A 1.3 cm resolution in
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position is achieved according to the attenuation properties of light in the scintillator
plates.

The main task of plug calorimeter is to catch thie energy of hadrons emitted close
to the beam pipe to minimize the loss in total transverse momentum measurement. It
is also used to separate the proton jet and to veto beam gas and beam wall background
events. Due to the limited available space and the physical requirements, PLUG is
made of nine copper absorber plates interleaved by eight sensitive layers of large area
silicon detector [43]. ‘

In energy calibration of PLUG calorimeter, the ADC output in units of visible
energy is calibrated based on an absolute energy measurement using a-particles, then
converted into total absorbed energy using detailed Monte-Carlo simulation in compar-
ison with test measurements. The coarse sampling and lateral and longitudinal leakage
restrict the energy resolution of PLUG calorimeter to be about 150%/\/E, which is
nevertheless sufficient for the goals within H1 experiment.

3.2.2 Tracking System

According to the event topology particular to HERA electron-proton collisions, and
the asymmetry of the forward boost of the emitting jets to the incident beam proton
direction, the H1 tracking system, which composed of a central tracker (CTD) and
a forward tracker (FTD), provides simultaneous track triggering, reconstruction and
particle identification over the whole solid angle. The general layout of the H1 tracking
system is given in Fig.3.7.

CJC1 and CJC2

Central jet chambers provides an accurate measurement of the charged track param-
eters in the (z,y)-plane, and the z-coordinate measurement with moderate resolution
and dFE/dx measurement. As shown in Fig.3.8, the track reconstruction in the central
region is realized through two large concentric drift chambers CJC1 and CJC2. The
wires in the CJC chambers (about 2200 inm long) strung parallel to the beam axis are
read out at both ends yielding a z-measurement via charge division. The resolution
of this z-measurement is achieved at 1% of the wire length in 2. This 2-measurement
gives a link between CJC tracks and z-chamber hits, which gives a much more accu-
rate z-coordinate. The drift cells are tilted by about 30° with respect to the radial
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direction, which allows for compensation of the Lorentz angle . This tilt optimizes the
track resolution, since in the preseunce of the maguetic field the ionization electron drift
approximately perpendicular to stiff. high momentum tracks from the center. A space
point resolution of 170;m in the drift coordinate (r¢ plane) has been measured.
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Fig.3.7 The HI tracking system (1 — z view).

Tn the track reconstruction, five helix paramcters are used to describe the tracks
of charged particles in the magnetic field: the signed curvature x = +1/r (where r
is the radius of the track circle in (x,y)-plance, the positive sign means the direction
é coincides with a counter-clockwise propagation along the circle), the signed closest
distance d,, from the z-axis in the (2, y)-plane (positive means the vector from the z-
axis to the point of closest approach and the trajectory direction form a right handed
system), the z-position at tlie point of closest approach, and azimuthal angle ¢ and
polar angle #. The paramecters #,d., and & are fitted nsing the non-iterative algorithm
of Karimiki [44] for the fitting of circular arcs, and ¢ and z are fitted using a linear

least-squares fit.
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Fig.3.8 Central tracking system (transverse view).

The drift time data in the zy-plane is used to find tracks. Two versions are used
in the track finding and fitting:

1) For background rejection and fast event classification on the fourth trigger level
farm (L4) , a fast version which is efficient for tracks originating from the primary
vertex and with a momentum larger than 100 MeV/c is used. The bunch crossing time
t0 is determined from the threshold in the drift time histogram. Firstly, the hit triplets
with a wire distance of two within angular cells as track elements are searched, and
curvature ¥ and track angle ¢,, at a mean radius 7, of CJC1 or CJC2 are defined.
Then by sorting and clustering the hit triplets according to ¢,, and &, the tracks are
defined, and the standard track parameters are calculated from the coordinates of
triplets. Further the track candidates are checked in the order of decreasing number of
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triplets to resolve drift sign ambiguities and to discard mis-fitted tracks.

2) The standard version, which is about a factor of ten slower than the fast one,
is efficient for all kinds of tracks and uscd in general reconstruction. It starts from
the time reference t0 and tracks determined in the fast track finding. To improve
t0 measurement, a special fits to the drift length values of long tracks is performed.
This is done by comparing and fitting the difference of the expected drift length values
calculated from the circular parameters in the (z,y) plane and the measured drift
length values. The fit parameterizes the effect of a t0 difference and yields an accurate
value of $0. Meanwhile, by performing another circular fit, the track definition is also
improved. At the first phase, the hit triplets are also searched as in fast version, but at
adjacent wires instead of two wires distance. Chains of hits are extracted and checked
by a fit to drift time after all hits within an angular cells are analyzed, then stored
as track elements. Those track elements are merged step by step, from the same or
the neighboring cell,to the whole ring (CJC1 or CJC2), finally the whole CJC (CJC1
and CJC2). The algorithm is similar in different step, which starts from a comparison
of pairs of track element. By performing a x2-fit to track elements with similar helix
parameters and combining two acceptable elements, longer and more accurate track
elements are formed. To further improve the quality of track fitting, the expected drift
length values on all possible wires calculated from the circular parameters are compared
with the measured values, by a simple fit to the difference, the hits not compatible with
a track are discarded. The fits to determine track parameters are repeated using all
acceptable hits. As last track parameter the mean energy loss dE/dz are determined
from the single-hit value of the amplitudes, which could help in identifying electron,
or in identifying proton to reject beam-gas events.

The mean vertex coordinates (z,,y,) in (z,y)-plane is quite stable for a sequence
of runs, and can be fitted using long high momentum tracks with small d., from many
events. This is done by minimizing the sumn of squares of the distance b of the tracks
to the vertex(b = z,sin¢ — y,cos¢ — d.,). The fitted z,,y, are then stored in the data
base, which can be used to improve the track parameters originating from the primary
vertex.

CIZ and COZ

Another two thin drift chambers, the central inuner z-chamber (CIZ) positioned inside
CJC1 and the central outer z-chamber (COZ) positioned in between CJC1 and CJC2,
provide a precise z measurement and a complementary measurement of the charged
track momenta.
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CIZ has an average radius of 180 mm and covers the polar angle 16° < 8 < 169°,
while COZ has an average radius of 460 mm and covers the polar angle 25° < 8 < 156°.
In some angular regions (16° < # < 25°,156° < § < 169°), the polar angle measurement
can only be realized through accurate CIZ track segment information. The sense wires
in these chambers are perpendicular to the beam axis, thus the drift direction of CIZ
and COZ are perpendicular to the drift direction of CJC. In CIZ the sense wire plans
are tilted by 45° from the normal to the chamber axis according to the tracks crossing
the respective cells.

Typically the resolutions of 300 pm in z and 1 to 2 % of 27 in ¢ are achieved in these
two chambers. By linking the track elements with accurate r¢ from CJC and accurate
z from z-chambers, the final accurate longitudinal as well as transverse momentum
components are obtained.

Forward tracking detector

When charged tracks are produced at direction close to beam axis (forward 6 < 30°,
backward ¢ > 150°), the track length and the number of hits in CTD will decrease,
which consequently cause the the deterioration of accuracy in track pattern recogni-
tion. To compensate this loss, the forward tracking detector provides a higher radial
density of accurate space points measurement. The layout of the forward tracking de-
tector is displayed in Fig.3.9. It consists of three nearly identical super-modules, each
super-module includes three planar wire drift chambers rotated at 60° to each other
in azimuth ¢ for the accurate measurement of #, a multi-wire proportional chamber
(FWPC) for fast triggering, a passive transition radiator consisting of 400 polypropy-
lene foils and a radial wire drift chamber to measure the accurate r¢ (drift coordinate)

information.

The transverse view of the sense wire arrangements of each drift chamber is shown
in Fig.3.10. All drift chambers in forward tracking detector have sense wires strung
perpendicular to the beam axis, while the planars contain parallel wires and the radial
wires radiate outward from the beam pipe. Each planar drift chamber has 32 cells with
wire length between 460 mm and 1410 mm. Typically 150 - 170 um for the single point
spatial resolution and < 2mm for the double track resolution are achieved in planers.
The radial drift chamber which has 48 separate sectors of 7.5° width is situated at the
most forward (positive z) position in each super-module, each drift cell has 12 parallel
wires staggered alternatively 287 um each side of a plane which bisects the sector and
separated 10 mm to each other. A resolution of 150 - 200 um is achieved in the radial
drift chamber. The radial drift chamber is also designed and operated for optimal



54 CHAPTER 3. HERA AND H]1 EXPERIMENT

efficient X-ray detection. The combination of the radial drift chamber and the passive
transition radiataor can be used to for clectron-pion discrimination.

L N
Teansiion ywpe Planar =~
Radiator Chambers

Fig.3.9 Schematic view of the H1 forward tracking detector.

electronics cables cryostat wall

A L. 2

Rodial chambe Planar chamber MWPC TRO radiator

Fig.3.10 Axial view of one sensc wirc plane of the components in a super-module.
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The pattern recognition in the forward trackiug detector starts by finding line seg-
ments after the Q(charge) t(time) analysis of the raw data [45] in the drift chambers.
This is done independently in the planar and radial chambers due to their different

geometries.

In the planar chambers, first one finds as many candidates for tracks (referred to
as “clusters”) as possible in each of the three orientations. These clusters shauld be
disconnected, i.e. they don’t share the same digitization. Each of the clusters can only
define a plane instead of a line due to the one end readout of the wires. It is found that
about 70% of digitizations are assigned to clusters after a full search, the remaining
30% are due to track related noise arising. The next step is to find segment of tracks
in a module. If three planes defined by clusters from each orientation intersect to the
same line within measurement tolerances, this is a line segment candidate. Most of
the false candidates are removed by selecting the disconnected line segments (i.e. no
shared digitizations).

The line segment finding in the radial chambers is done by searching for straight
line segments by joining the triplets of adjacent points in each wedge which satisfy the
criteria |(d; + d3)/2 — dy| < Py, where d,, dy, d3 are signed distances to the wire plane
and Py is a parameter (~ 1 mm). The joining is doue if the triplets have points in
common with the same drift sign, and lie within a certain tolerance along a straight
line by linking the first and last point of the group. Then these triplets are fitted to
a straight line. The searching switches to next wedge if the remain digitizations are
insufficient to form a line.

An approximate track model representing a helix is used in linking the line segments
to save computer time. The tracks are formed through four steps: first linking the
tracks from the merging of the line segments in the planar chambers to radial line
segments, second linking the tracks from the merging of the line segments in the radial
chambers to planar line segments independently, then the best tracks found in above
two steps are stored, finally a try to join the unlinked planar and radial line segments
is performed. This procedure reduces the loss of tracks due to chamber inefficiency and
two-track limited resolution.

To determine the optimum track parameters, a Kalman filtering technique [46] is
used. This technique fits the parameters gradually by adding the measurements succes-
sively to an initial set of track parameters. The helix representation z,y, ¢/p, tan8, ¢, z
is chosen in track fitting.
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Multi-wire proportional chambers

The forward multi-wire proportional chambers (FWPC), the central inner propor-
tional chamber (CIP) and the central outer proportional chamber (COP) provide a fast
first level (L1) trigger decision over all the solid angle from 5° to 175°, which can he
used to distinguish between successive bunch crossings. They also provide moderately
accurate space point for charged tracks at L1, and give an accurate track element in
the backward region where the drift chamber fails.

The FWPC's provide a fast (At < 96ns) signal for bunch crossing timing and trigger
decision by the coincidence of two planes of pad readout. Each of the FWPC’s has two
wire planes interleaved with three cathode planes with 4 mm spacing. For a track which
cross all three or at least two FWPC modules, an effective timing resolution of 20 ns
(FWHM) and 47 ns (base width at 10% of the maximum) was achieved, which is better
than the separation of two successive bunch crossings. The double layers of chambers
of CIP consists of three concentric cylinders: the inner cylinder serves as the inner
cathode of the inner chamber and provides the electromagnetic shielding, the middle
cylinder forms the outer cathode of the inner chamber and the inner cathode of the
outer chamber, and the outer cylinder forms the outer cathode of the outer chamber.,
COP has similar structure and similar behavior, the time resolution is slightly larger
than CIP but well bellow the required separation of two bunches. The combinations
of pad hits in CIP, COP and FWPC in the central and forward region are also used to
trigger on tracks coming from a nominal interaction vertex.

In backward region, BWPC which covers the front surface of BEMC has four dif-
ferently oriented anode planes and five graphited cathode planes, with wires rotated
45° to each other in four layers. It has the same magnitude of time resolution as other
MWPC and gives an accurate track clement in angular range of 155.5° < 8 < 174.5°.
This information can he used to reconstruct electron in low @? events, as well as to
discriminate electrons and photons.

Scintillators

The scintillator arrays TOF (time-of-flight counters) and the veto wall are located in
the backward region to reject proton bheani associated background at L1 level. This
background showers of energetic hadrons and halo muons are produced by proton beam
gas and beam wall interactions, and hit H1 sensitive detector at a frequency of a few
MHz.
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Two planes of TOF are made of 3 cm NE102A plastic scintillator, mounted per-
pendicular to the beam pipe and situated at z = -1.95 m (TOF1) and -2.25 m (TOF2)
respectively. The inner plane has 16 butted counters and the outer plane has 8 larger
counters. The counters measure the time structure and the radial distribution of the
beam related background. According to the time of flight difference between the arrival
of the background particles (distance to the interaction point ~ 2.2 m) and the bunch
crossing time given by the RF system, the signals are collected and discriminated in
three time windows: background, interaction and global, based on the logical OR of
the signals from each of the two walls. Any coincidence gives a corresponding trigger
which will be sent to the central trigger logic (CTL) for use in L1. The background
trigger is used to suppress triggers from other sub-detectors, it effectively reduces 99%
of the overall trigger rate, and subsequently reduces the dead-time.

Further upstream from the interaction region, two double scintillator veto walls
with 4 and 10 scintillation counter pairs each, were installed at z = - 6.5 m and -8.1
m respectively. The information on the amplitudes, signal arrival times, rates and
efficiencies of all counters is used to study the background condition after each filling
of the beams and during runs. Two trigger signals with HERA clock timing from each
of the two veto walls are sent to the trigger logic, which can be used to trigger on real
or veto on background events.

3.2.3 H1 Trigger And Data Acquisition System

H1 adopted a multilevel trigger system to allow decisions of increasing complexity.
A very sophisticated deadtime free first level trigger (L1) has been built with the
calorimeter which allows the selection of the physics events, and with the tracker which
is used essentially to reject the background. Following L1 two synchronous trigger
systems 1.2 and L3 are foreseen to operate during the primary deadtime of the front
end readout, and one asynchronous event filter system L4 which collects the full event
information and reconstructs event online is operational from the beginning.

To discriminate ep interactions from background, the most important feature that
the physical events originate from the nominal fiducial volume of the ep interaction
region is exploited. This origin position information is obtained from time of flight
wall, the CJC tracks and the MWPC tracks. The energy deposition pattern also
indicates the class of the physics events: the charged current event has imbalanced
transverse momentum while the neutral current event has an electron candidate present
which deposits energy in the electromagnetic part of LAr or BEMC; the low Q? photo-
production has an electron scattered under small angle into electron tagger of the
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lumi-system; and a heavy quark or exotic physics candidate has muons penetrated into
instrumented iron or forward muon system.

In the first trigger level, the fast trigger data from sub-detectors are fed into a
centrally clocked front end pipeline, and the fast information is sent to the central
trigger logic [47] where the global decision on acceptance for readout of the whale event
is made and distributed again to the sub-detectors to stop the pipelines. The trigger
data are encoded in the so-called trigger elements after pre-processed in the trigger
subsystem [48). These trigger elements consist of quantities depicting the character
of the event, such as the interaction vertex coordinate reconstructed from MWPC
system, multiplicity and momenta of drift chamber tracks, topological quantities like
the imbalance of transverse momentutm observed from the calorimeter, and even some
combined information from several detector components in the form of “big rays”
from MWPC system, which matched locally to the energy deposition given in “big
tower” calorimeter granularity. The final L1 trigger decision is available about 24
bunch crossing interval (BC) after the ep interaction time, where the delay is caused by
long detector response time in LAr or CJC, the processing times in trigger subsystems,
and the experimental and electronic trailor. Further time is needed to distribute this
signal around to stop the various subdectector pipelines. Such long response time
can be tolerated since the interaction probability per BC is less than 107% at design
luminosity. The chosen concept of a pipelined front end system makes the L1 trigger
decision completely deadtime free. A trigger element called t0 bit is available for most
trigger subsystems, which identifies the bunch crossing that trigger the event.

Two trigger elements enter our selection of the charged current events: the Z,,, —
trigger and E;_ s trigger. To formm 2, — ¢y trigger, first the cathodes pads signals
from CIP, COP or FWPC which lie on a straight line are combined into a “ray”,
which is treated separately in 16 fold sectors in azimuth ¢. A particle originating from
nominal interaction point should pass through four layers of chambers in CIP, COP
and FWPC. The z-positions of the rays arc then filled into a histogram with sixteen
5.4 cm wide bins along beam axis, the Z,,, — f; trigger is activated if there is at least
one entry in this histogram. As mentioned in previous section, F; ., is from the
calorimeter trigger system, where the analog signals from each stacks are added to
trigger towers (TT), which segments LAr into 23 vertex oriented 6 bins and < 32 ¢
bins. The big tower (BT) is formed by summing up 1,2 or 4 TT depending on the 8
region. The total missing transverse energy is build by weighting BT energy with sind,
i.e. By, E, are obtained by multiplication with sinfsing and sinficos¢. The E;_;ss is
activated if the total missing transverse energy surpass the threshold.

The so-called subtrigger conditions are formed in central trigger based on the logical
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combination of the 128 trigger elements (1993) using RAM look-up tables:

si=[1fi(f3) (i = 0,127) (3.6)

where the f; are arbitrary Boolean expressions of 11 trigger elements £;. The trigger
elements are synchronized at the input to the central trigger logic before the formation
of subtriggers. At least one ¢y bit must be included in every condition in order to
uniquely assign the correct bunch crossing. A L1 keep decision can be made fram each
single subtrigger to stop the pipelines and prepare the event readout. Three types of
subtriggers are formed: the physics trigger for a given physical event class, the monitor
trigger for needed experimental data such as efficiency measurement, and the cosmic
trigger for calibration.

Considering the data size and transfer speed, some triggers with high rate for mon-
itoring purposes need to be downscaled, also some desired physics processes can only
be recorded with prescaled rate. Beam information is also used to gate the logic, for
example, to distinguish cosmic triggers and physics triggers. Only the rising edge of
a subtrigger condition leads to subtrigger, if it is not suppressed by prescaling or gat-
ing. The level 1 trigger accept is constituted of the logical OR of all subtriggers after
prescaling:

127

level 1 keep =Y s; (3.7)
0

This set of conditions is optimized iteratively by analyzing the results from actual
running, taking into account the background rejection power, the robustness with re-
spect to varying beam condition and the implications to the system load in terms of
trigger rate or average event size.

Two intermediate trigger levels are proposed to further reduce the primary event
rate: the L2 decision based on more detailed trigger data which will actually start the
front end readout processor ; and a parallel flexible L3 system with software algorithms
which will refine the trigger and aborts the readout operation if necessary. L2 and L3
will operate during primary deadtime which begins when L1 keep signals are sent to
the front end electronics of all sub-detectors to stop the pipeline. The events pass these
intermediate trigger levels will be taken over by the central data acquisition system.
These trigger levels are studied carefully and are foreseen to be operational in the
future.
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H1 data acquisition proceeds in several partly parallel stages. Primary readout
takes about 1-2 ms, then the front cnd pipelines are released again. Further subsystem
readout and formatting is done in a parallel and asynchronous manner [49]. Data are
placed in multi-event buffers. The so-called “event huilder” processor collects the data
from each subsystem over an optical fiber ring and assembles the full event,

As shown in Fig.3.11 [50], the system is composed of three logical components. The
role of the central trigger is twofold: to provide the decision on acceptance of each event
based on the trigger elements, and to distribute the synchronized timing signals that
control the subsystem readout such that data in the pipelines are properly assigned to
the correct bunch crossing.

Central
Event
Builder

asynchronous

buffered

Central
Trigger

Fig.3.11 The three logical components of the HI trigger and data acquisition sys-
tem. While synchronization between central trigger and subsystems is vital, the event
building is allowed to proceed asynchronously, since the event parts have already been
marked with a common identification from the central trigger [50}.
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The level 4 processor farm integrated into the central DAQ system acts asyn-
chronously as a filter on the full data to reduce the logging volume. The sub-trigger 66
and 77 far the electroweak processes entering our analysis will be reset by the L4 filter
farm in some situations; such as, no reconstructed track was found in CIC (d. < 4
cm) or in the forward tracker (1 planar segment) (for ST 77 only), there is only one
significant peak in the CJC z-vertex histogram and situated at z > 60 cm or z < —100
cm; the transverse energy E; measured in LAr is less than 1 GeV; the Eymiss measured
in LAr is less than 5 GeV, there is at least 1 upstream {z < —80 cm) track and no
good track (d., < 2 cm, |z < 40 cm).

The characteristics of the events filtered by L4 farm indicates the non-ep interaction
arigin of the events. An average of 70% of the input events are rejected as background
by L4 filter based mainly on the technical quantities. Typically, 5 events/second are
sent to permanent storage [51].

The trigger level 1 and 4 have been operational since the beginning of H1. Under
the background rate of about 10 kHz, the physics selection power of the first level
trigger information alone has made it possible to limit the acquisition rate such that
secand order deadtime effects could be avoided. On average, the system runs with
30~40 Hz level 1 input rate and deadtime around 10-15% while maintaining efficiency

for physics.

H1 trigger and DAQ system has been successfully and reliably operated during the
running period of 1992 - 1994,
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left BLANK



Chapter 4

Selection of The Charged and
Neutral Current Events

Qur analysis is based on the e”p and e*p interaction data taken during 1993 and
1994 luminosity runs in H1 detector at HERA.

In the neutral current process ep — eX, a scattered electron will be detected in
the LAr electromagnetic calorimeter or BEMC calorimeter, its transverse momentum
P¢ will balance that of the hadronic system P/**¢. The differences between energy and
longitudinal momentum (£ — P,) for electron and hadronic system satisfy the following
relation:

(E—-P)%+(E - P)" =2E, (4.1)

where F, is the incident electron beam energy. For the charged current ep —
v X' process, only the hadronic system can be recorded by the calorimeter, the most
prominent observable feature being the imbalance of the total transverse momentum
due to the emitted neutrino.

In the selection of the charged current events, the P ;. > 25GeV cut is used as the
major criteria, which will strongly suppress the contaminations from the F; balanced
neutral current, yp and beam gas events. The events are also required to be triggered
by a charged current trigger, and to have an interaction vertex within the nominal
interaction region. More selection cuts based on the topologies of the CC process are

63
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applied to remave the contamination from various sources of background.
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Fig.4.1 Process flow in event selection.
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Considering the coherence of the electrowcak physics analysis, the neutral current
events are selected in parallel to the charged current events, i.e. with the same lumi-
nosity and technical requirements for data runs. For NC events, the P® > 25GeV
is required and the same selection cuts as in CC selection are applied to the hadronic
systems after removing the scattered electrons (its energy and track informations re-
moved).

The general program flow in the CC and NC event selection is illustrated in Fig.4.1.
The basic selection procedures are the same for 1993 e~ p and 1994 e* runs, while for
the 1993 data we have done a pre-selection and obtained a pre-selected data sample.
The conditions applied in this step include: events are classified as EW class (class 8)
and satisfy the technical requirements, the missing transverse momentum of the event
P miss should be larger than 15 GeV, or there exists a cluster (electron candidate)
which has transverse momentum P, . cana. larger than 15 GeV. All further selection are
based on this sample. The reason was to avoid staging large amount of tapes each time
because of the limited computer power.

Four Monte Carlo simulation samples, the CC and NC samples for e”p and etp
interactions respectively, are used to study the event topology in data selection and to
calculate the correction factor for various selection steps. Each Monte Carlo sample
contained 5000 generated events. These MC events are generated using the generator
DJANGQ21 where the parton distribution parameterization MRS-H is used. For NC
events the generated transverse momentum of clectron is cut at 14 GeV. The energy and
track information deposited in the H1 detector by the outgoing particles are carefully
simulated according to the performance of the detector during the running time.

We will describe both 1993 and 1994 selections at the same time in the following
sections, only mentioning the difference when it is necessary.

4.1 Techmnical requirements on luminosity runs

The integrated luminosity during the 1993 and 1994 data taking at HERA is shown
in Fig.4.2(a) and Fig.4.2(b) respectively. The H1 data runs are classified as “good”,
“medium” or “poor”, according to the operational sub-detectors, and the situation of
the energy calibration and of the data reconstruction. Only “good” and “medium”
runs has been chosen in our analysis.
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Fig.4.2(a) Luminosity of 1993 data.

4.1.1 Event Classification

In order to provide a fast access to the interesting events for different physics anal-
ysis, an event classification based on well measured and well understood quantities is
performed after the full reconstruction of H1 data. The event class for electroweak
processes is the class 8, which cousists of high @Q? charged current and neutral current
candidates satisfying the following requirements:
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Fig.4.2(b) Luminosity of 1994 data.

e The missing transverse momentum /7%, from the energies deposited in LAr
and BEMC is calculated. The electron candidate with transverse momentum P,
greater than 5 GeV is found and excluded, then the “modified” missing trans-
verse momentum P, niss moq Of the remaining particles in LAr and BEMC is re-
calculated. If more than one electron candidate is found, more than one P miss.mod
values will be obtained. Event is accepted on POT sample if P 55 (CC candi-
date) or the largest of P is6.moa 1 greater than 10 GeV (NC candidate).
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e An additional requirement on track for DST selection is added: at least one
“good” central track { |z| position < 100cm, radius at track beginning < 30cm,
track length in £ — y plane > 10c¢m, at least one CJC hit and d,, < 5cm) or
“good” forward track ( at least one planar segment) exists.

We use class 8 in our analysis, which is composed of a CC subclass (B nigs > 10
GeV) and a NC subclass (Pr.miss.moa > 10) GeV as indicated above.

4.1.2 Technical requirements

To ensure the data quality in the electrowcak analysis, several more technical re-
quirements related to the running conditions are applied. These conditions include:

e All of the runs with shifted interaction vertex are excluded. The run periods with
noise and other operational problems in the sub-detector’s analog boxes, trigger
or readout systems are excluded in 1994 data. For 1993 data, the runs withaut
magnetic field during summer period are excluded.

e The trigger phase should be set up to normal luminosity running conditions and
the charged current subtrigger (subtrigger 77) should be enabled. The events are
also required to be detected during the colliding bunch for 1994 data, while the
events in pilot or empty bunches are excluded.

e An event which has a high voltage failure in sub-detectars LAr, CJC,CIP, COP
or u systems will be discarded, in order to get a reliable measurement of the
energy, of the direction and vertex, as well as trigger information. The high
voltage information could be got from the slow control system, which checks and
records the HV situation of cach sub-detector every time interval of 10 seconds
during the running period. The luminosity for each run is adjusted according to
the percentage of the HV tripped events (typically about 10%) discarded in this
run.

e The runs with “coherent noise” events due to analog boxes problem in 1994 data
were excluded online. This kind of events in 1993 data were subject to an offline
treatment of the noisy cells and were kept in the sample previously. Here we
remove them to treat the 1993 and 1994 analysis coherently. However, a quite
large fluctuation of CC event number is observed when removing these events
due to the poor statistics.
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The luminosity of the data sample is affected by these requirements, thus should
be corrected. The following table summarizes the integrated luminosities of different

periods in 1993 and 1994 data:

Table 4.1 Integral luminosities (unit in nb™1):

Tuminosity (76 1] 1993 1991
e”pruns || e pruns | etp runs
L(HERA total) 998.4 938.2 4977.4
L(H1.runs) 699.8 714.23 4111.7
L(H1.physics) 528.6 492.51 3424.0
L(H1.ew.physics) 330. 360. 2700.

In the above table, a part of the luminosity accepted by the H1 detector were used
in monitor mode for detector study, or in cosmic ray mode to take background data.
The luminosity used in our electroweak analysis only accounts for about a half of the
total luminosity accepted by the H1 detector for 1993 and 1994 e p runs, and about
two third for 1994 e*p runs. The conditions applied when choosing the luminosity runs
for electroweak analysis will be discussed in the following section.

4.2 Selection of Charged current events

The main characteristics of a charged current ep interaction recorded by the H1
detector are: a large missing transverse momentum and no isolated electromagnetic
energy deposition with large P, both measured in LAr. As an example, Fig.4.3 shows
the longitudinal and transverse view of a CC events in 1994 data recorded by the H1
detector.

4.2.1 B, cut

The essential quantities for this analysis,the scalar sum (S) the vector sum (V) of
the transverse momentum of the individually observed final state particles, are defined
as:
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Fig.4.3 An example of CC event in H1 detector.

S = Y Il (1.2

V= (4.3)

Py

where the momentum gy, is calculated from the energies measured in all calorimeter
cells taking the direction with respect to the pritnary interaction vertex. All final state
particles (hadrons, leptons and photons) contribute to the summation. As illustrated by
the diagram, for a charged current event, S~ V = pfed = p,_ .. since the momentum
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carried by the neutrino in direction opposite to the jets can not be observed; while for
neutral current and yp events, V =~ 0 and S = 2p{*? since the measured scattering
lepton balances the transverse momentum.

CC process NC process
neutrino P electron
7
4
d
4
d
4
4
//
electron L7 proton electron proton
jets jets

As in some old neutrino experiments, the transverse momentum p?*¢ is chosen as the

criteria to select the CC and NC samples. For CC candidates, we require p;miss > 29
GeV, which corresponds to Q% > 625GeV 2. The distribution of S .vs. V for CC and
NC Monte Carlo are shown in Fig.4.4, the py e > 25 GeV cut is also indicated. Note
that since the generated NC events have an electron P, cut at 14 GeV, most of the NC
events have S larger that 2/%, i.e. S > 28 GeV. Although the energy resolution of the
detector causes the non-zero valuc of V' for NC events, the py i cut at 25 GeV clearly
separates the NC from CC events, as can be scen from the plot.

Most of the hadronic energy from the ep interaction is deposited in the LAr calorime-
ter. Some very energetic jets may have small part of energy leak out of LAr and deposit
in Tail Catcher.

In the selection, we only use the energy in LAr calorimeter in P** calculation, in
order to avoid the noise signal founds in Tail Catcher. The measured value of P4 is
calculated from the direction of the LA calorimeter cell and the energy deposited in it.
Assuming 6; and ¢; are the polar angle and the azimuth angle of the cell 7 respectively,
FE; is the energy deposited in it, then
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Fig.4.4 The S .vs. V distribution for CC and NC Monte Carlo. The NC sample
has P55 > 14 GeV.

Pt = ‘Z(ﬁt)zl = \ﬂz Eisinficosd;)? + (O Eysind;sing;)? (4.4)

where the summation runs over all LAr cells with energy deposited. The direction
is determined from the geometrical bary-center of the cell position and the interaction
vertex.

The event selection strongly depends on the value of P/*?) which is the only kine-
matic variable used in the selection. We use several different checks to estimate the
effect of the different calculation of pP* on the selection results. Since pPed is calculated

only from the LAr calorimeter cells, inevitably, part of the energy from very energetic



4.2. SELECTION OF CHARGED CURRENT EVENTS ' 73

jets leaking out of LAr calorimeter is lost, althaugh there is some energy compensated
to the outmost layer of cells in LAr for the dead material correction.

We have compared P%¢ calculated from three different method: from LAr cells,
from clusters which include the energies in all of the calorimeters, and from electron,
to study the effect on the event selection.

e Different approaches in P/ calculation

The “official” H1 reconstruction package has done a clustering of the energies de-
posited in the calorimeter cells, where the cuergetic cells from different calorime-
ters (LAr, BEMC, PLUG or Iron) are merged together to form a “cluster” accord-
ing to the geometrical position of the fired cells and of the interaction vertex. For
each event a list of the clusters is produced, and the total transverse momentum
Phed(clyster) can be calculated by a summmation of P, over all of the reconstructed
hadronic clusters. This way the energy escaping LAr is included, but the F; value
may get an additional bias due to the imperfect energy calibration in Iron.

We also use a compromised method to estimate the systematic effect in Pfe?
measurement, where we try to include the escaped energy in the Tail Catcher
from energetic jets and reject the noise energy. In this method, firstly the di-
rections of the five most energetic clusters are determined, then the cones from
the interaction point with the axis in these directions are built. The energy de-
posited in the cells of TC located within these cones will be counted in the PPed
calculation, and the scattered energy cells outside these cones which being more
likely to be noise are excluded. '

Using Monte Carlo simulation, we have compared the reconstructed P*** with the
true one (generated P*?) for CC, NC and for e~ p, e*p interactions respectively.
These comparisons are done for the above mentioned three methods, namely,
only from LAr cells, from clusters which comprise all calorimeters, and from LAr
cells and cells in jet directions in Tail Catcher.

In order to get a reasonable statistics, we also use the selected NC 1994 e*p data
for comparison here.

Fig 4.5 shows the distribution of P4 calculated from these three methods using
NC e*p Monte Carlo with a cut at P*¢(LAr) > 25 GeV, where we see a good
agreement. The Pt distribution from 1994 e*p NC data using these three
different methods are displayed in Fig.4.6 , which is in good agreement with
the Monte Carlo. Fig.4.7 gives the distributions of the ratio p, defined as p =
(P) 100,/ (PP yen. which describes the precision of the calculation method, for
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these three methods and for e™p and e”p NC Monte Carlo respectively. The
PPed(LAr) > 25 GeV cut is applied in these plots.
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Fig 4.5 The distributions of P}*¢ calculated from three different methods using
NC e*p Monte Carlo.
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Fig 4.6 The distributions of Pl calculated from three different methods using
1994 NC e*p data.
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76CHAPTER 4. SELECTION OF THE CHARGED AND NEUTRAL CURRENT EVENTS

By a Gaussian fit to the distributions of p = ((—?j;—i,))’"—:— for the three methods,
we see that the resolutions in these calculations ‘are of the same magnitude of
about 10%, and the mean value of shifts from the measured P*¢ ta true value
are about 2%. From CC Monte Carlo we got similar results on the resolutions
and shifts of the measured P using these three methods. The comparisons of
the two PPe? calculations, from the LAr cell or from the cluster, are displayed
through the ratio (P2 4, /(P! usier in Fig 4.8 for CC e*p Monte Carlo and
1994 CC e*p data respectively. The two distributions are in good agreement.

P S
- — CC (e*p) MC
20 —
- 0 1994 CC (e*p)
I data
5 k-
0 |- L
s L
- T
| o
0 L el Bl P R B
08 085 09 095 i LS 11 L5 L2
d ad
P:"’ {LAr/P:' (cluster)

Fig.4.8 The comparison of I/'* calculated from LAr cells and from cluster, for
1994 CC e*p data and Monte Carlo respectively.

e p, measurement from electron and from hadrons for NC events

In the neutral current process, the balance of the transverse momentum provides
a good check of the systematic cffect of the hadronic energy absolute calibra-
tion, since the energy and the position of the electron are well measured in the
calorimeter. By a careful study on the I’ measurement in the data and Monte
Carlo, a 2.5% increase of energy scale is applied to the hadronic jet energy for
1994 data in order to obtain a best P, balance between the electron and the
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The distribution of the ratio ppe¢/p¢t for 1994 NC etp data and Monte Carlo
are compared in Fig.4.9, for two p*¢ calculation methods (cluster and LAr cell)

respectively.

erl‘lIlllﬁlrrllTl‘[‘r]l‘rl]Tlll

140 {—
(cluster) . T (LArcell) :
— NC(e*p)mc| 120 - — NC(e'p)MC
O 19+94NC 100 = O 1994 NC
(e p)data - (e'p) data
80 [:— ﬁ
ok |
w0 -
t .
20 —
0 _ NI BTV R ST NS N D { 1oy
0 0.5 ] 15 2

P:Iad /P:!

Fig 4.9 The comparison of the distribution of the ratio P /p¢' between 1994 e*p
data and Monte Carlo, using cluster and LAr cells to calculate P¢ respectively.

After the 2.5% hadronic energy rescaling, the Gaussian fit to the pe¢/p¢ ratio
distributions ( given in Fig.4.10) shows the mean shift value are within 1% for
both NC data and Monte Carlo, and the resolutions are about 10%. The different
pad calculation methods give the same magnitude of the uncertainties.

We can conclude that using LAr cells only to calculate P/*%¢ didn’t bring any addi-
tional systematic shift or worsen the resolution, and the effect is correctly simulated by
the Monte Carlo, thus the correction factor for the efficiency and the migration effect
can be calculated, which will be discussed in next chapter.
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Fig 4.10 The Gaussian fit to the p}?/p? ratio, for 1994 e*p data and Monte Carlo

and using two p}*® calculation methods.

4.2.2 Vertex requirement

A primary vertex requirement is a clear indication of the ep interaction origin of the
individual event, and suppresses a considerable amount of contaminations from halo
muon and cosmic muon induced background. The position of the interaction vertex is
also important for the determination of the direction of the energetic particles deposited
in the calorimeter, thus it is important for the calculation of the kinematic variables.

The vertex is reconstructed from the tracks iu the drift chambers induced by charged
particles, which are produced in the ep interaction, or products of the secondary in-
teractions or from electromagnetic showers caused by the penetrating muons. For the
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charged current process, most of the final state hadrons are emitted in forward and
barrel direction and leave tracks in the central drift chamber (CJC) or forward tracking
detector (FTD). The jets emitted near the beam pipe (6 < 5°) are totally lost. CJC
covers most of the polar angle (10° < # < 140°) and provides a good measurement
of track parameters for vertex finding, while the quality of the tracks reconstructed
in FTD is not so good. However, as shown in Fig 4.11, the CC process which have
quark emitted in the forward region covered by FTD (5% < 6 < 20°) makes up to 15%
of the total cross section in our high Q? (P, < 25GeV) CC selection, thus can not be

neglected.

@
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polar angle of the final hadronic jets 8

Fig.4.11 The polar angle distribution of the final hadronic jets for CC.event(P; >
25GeV )
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By studying the track characteristics and distribution pattern in CJC and FTD
using Monte Carlo and real data, we propose a simple method to estimate the position
of the primary vertex combining the tracks reconstructed from CJC and FTD, which
has been proved to be quite efficient. It has moderate precision and offers an easy way
to remove the electron contribution in the vertex decision demanded in parallel in the
NC selection.

Selection of good tracks in CJC and FTD

The principle of this method is quite straightforward: the z position of the primary
vertex is defined as the weighted average of the 2 position of all “good” tracks in CJC
or FTD. The criteria for “good” track is defined from the track parameters measured
in the drift chambers.

For CJC track, the H1 reconstruction package gives a series of track parameters to
describe the geometrical position (deq, zaca, 0, ¢, 5, track starting and ending position
etc.) and reconstruction quality (crrors, covariance, x* in the fit, number of hits on
the track etc.). The most relevant parameters are:

e d.,, the closest distance in ¢ planc from the beam line to the track. This is
an important quantity to discriminate the tracks from primary vertex and from
background tracks (i.e. tracks from secondary interaction such as v — e*e™ and
K% — ntn~, or from charged particles in electromagnetic showers induced by
incoming muons etc.), since the latter don’t necessarily come from the beam axis.
Fig.4.12(a) shows the distribution of d., in CJC, the mean value and o of the
distribution from a Gaussian fit is also indicated. We see that d., for most of the
CJC tracks are near 0, the mnean crror is less than 0.2 cm.

e The z position of the track at d.,. The nominal interaction point is at 2 = 0,
the actual primary vertex lays in |2z,,| < 50 c¢m range. Considering the error
in the measurement, the z of the track from the primary vertex should not be
too far away from this range. The tracks from upstream direction (z < —80cm)
with small d., most probably originate from beam-gas interactions. Fig.4.12.(b)
shows the z distribution of the tracks in CJC, where the shadowed histogram
shows the z distribution after requiring d., < 2 ¢m. The mean values and o
before and after the d., cut are also indicated in the plot. Fig.4.12.(c) shows the
relationship between d., and z of the tracks in CJC.
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Fig.4.12 Distributions of 24, and d., of the tracks in CJC (from e*p CC Monte
Carlo).
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e The track length which is calcnlated from

Rvn(l - I?'start

[/!.7'(1 ck = |7

| (4.5)

sind

where Ryt and Re,q are the radius at track starting point and track ending
point. A short track may come from background such as low momentum sec-
ondary particles or from wrong matching of hits in pattern recognition. As shown
in Fig.4.13 the track length L. is also correlated to other parameters such as
the number of hits on the track, the momentum of the track etc., thus a cut on
track length has an effect on other parameters.
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Fig.4.13 The relationship of track length to hit number in CJC (from e*p CC Monte
Carlo)
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Fig.4.14 Distributions of z4.q and d., of the tracks in FTD (from e*p CC Monte
Carlo).
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For forward tracks, a different set of parameters (k,8, ¢ at first and last point,
(z,y, 2) at first and last point etc.) arc adopted in the track reconstruction (chapter
3), dee and zg4., are not given explicitly, thus they must be calculated from the original
set of parameters.

Compared to CJC tracks, there are more background tracks present in the forward
tracker due to multiple scattering in the housing material of FTD. The reconstruction
of tracks is more difficult in FTD than in CJC due to its geometrical location, for
example, the zg4,, of a track has to be extrapolated more than 1 m. The d., and zge,
of the forward tracks are more dispersed than in CJC as shown in Fig.4.14(a) and
Fig.4.14(c), where the mean value and o fromn a Gaussian fit to the central part of
the d., distribution is indicated. From these distributions we see there are a lot of
background tracks with large d., and 24, a considerable amount of these background
tracks have large polar angle 6 and have z4., at very forward region (z > 100c¢m) (as
shown in Fig.4.14(b)). Maost likely these tracks are from the multiple scattering in the
C4 collimator situated in the beam pipe region [52]. Here an important parameter
to describe the quality of the reconstructed tracks is the number of planar segments
Nptanar of the track. The tracks from C4 collimator are often quite steep and don’t
pass any planar segment (Npjan. = 0). By requiring at least one planar segment, most
of these tracks are discarded and the tracks coming from the interaction vertex with
more forward polar angle are kept.

Based on the observations described above, a set of simple criteria for selecting
good tracks has been chosen considering both the efficiency of vertex finding and the
precision of the vertex calculation. For CJC tracks, we require:

o d. < 2 cm,

° |cha| < 60 cm,

e track length > 15 cm.
For forward tracks, we require:

e at least one planar segment cxisting,
e d. < bcm,

o 24| < 60 cm.
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Fig.4.15 shows the distributions of z4, of forward tracks after the Npqaner > 1 and
deq < 5 cm requirements. Together with |z4| < 60cm requirement, the tracks selected

are more likely coming from the primary vertex.

90
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72 F
54 F
36 F 5 all tracks
18
-100 -15 70 155 240

z distribution (FTD)

Fig.4.15 z4,, Distributions of the tracks in FTD ( from etp CC Monte Carlo),
require a).d., < 5cm and b).at least one planar.
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Vertex calculation

As a first order approximation, we suppose that all the tracks which passed the
good track criteria are coming from the primary vertex and have the same weight.
The difference in 2z position of the tracks reflects the error in the track parameter
measurement. Thus the “true” z position of the interaction point is simply the average
of z over all good tracks:

. Zgoo(iiracks Z3,g00d (46)

Zytz.mean
Nq()()(LiT{Lck

where Nygod.track 1S the number of good tracks. The vertex calculated using the above
formula gives a good approximation of the true vertex. The efficiency and background
rejection power are also quite satisfactory. However, the assumption of all good track
coming from primary vertex is not always true, thus it is needed to suppress the
contribution from the tracks not coming from the primary vertex (background tracks)
in the vertex calculation, this can be done by introducing a weight to every good track
according to their d., and zy.,.

For the good tracks in the individual event, there are some correlation of dg, and
Zdea Fig.4.16 gives some examples of the d., and z,4, distributions for several typical
events in central and forward tracker respectively. We see that for CJC tracks, the
de, and z4., distributions for good tracks are more probably concentrated in a unique
cluster which may come from the primary vertex, the scattering background tracks are
easily identified. But for the forward tracker, the good tracks are more dispersed in d¢q
and zg., and the number of good tracks is lower, which makes the vertex calculation
more difficult. However, some unigue clusters of good tracks can still be found in those
events, which are likely to come from a primary vertex.

From the distributions of d., and z4., of good tracks, we assume d., and zg., have
Gaussian distributions around their mean value. The probability of d,., to have a value
at d can be represented by

& ad, (4.7)

2
20dca

I)dcaAdca = 6*7:])(_

1
V 27r(7(l(rn.

here o4 15 the standard deviation of d.,, and the mean value of d., is 0.

The probability of z4., has a value at z is:
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for some events in CJC and FTD (CC

in cm, the horizontal coordinate is z In
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1 (Z - zmean)2
m(ﬁ(ll])(———%Q——)Az (4.8)

P,Az =
here o, is the standard deviation of z4.,, and 2. 1s the mean value of the measured
Zdea- Actually zyean is the event vertex calculated in our first order approximation, for
different event z,,.0n are different. Note that o4, and o, are different in the central
tracker and in the forward tracker, as demonstrated in Fig.4.12 and Fig.4.14. The
values of g4, and o, can be obtained by doing a Gaussian fit to the distributions of d.,
and 2geq — Zmean for good tracks. This was done using CC Monte Carlo as well as data,
the results for etp Monte Carlo are given in Table 4.2 for CJC and FWD respectively,
together with the “Pseudo-CC” data, i.e. the e*p NC data with only hadronic tracks
being taken into account. We also give the results from finally selected CC data for
reference, since the statistics of good tracks of CC data in FTD is too low to get a
reasonable distribution, only the results in CJC are given in the table. For e™p run we
got similar results.

Table 4.2 g4, and o, for data and MC (cm):

Sample etp CC etp Data
Monte Carlo CC | PsCC
CIC | 0yea 0.13 0.15 0.15
o, 4.6 8.7 9.3
FTD | 04c 2.7 3.9 (statistic
a, 12.8 14.3 too paor)

We see that while o4, are quite in agreement for data and Monte Carlo simulation,
the z distribution in data is more dispersed. The o4, and o, fitted from the tracks in
data will be used is the selection.

The d., and z measurements arc independent, thus these two probability functions
are not correlated. The weight PP assigned to cach track can be written as:

1 T 4mean 2 2
PUCAdCaAz = Pd(:a ! Pz = "—(IZTT])(— (z i ) d

2 T 9.2
2T 4ea s 202 2075,

)Ade Az (4.9)

and the event vertex is calculated from the weighted good tracks:
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Egood tracks % goodPtk 4.10
= (4.10)
Egood.tracks tk

Zytz.weighted =

The precision of the calculated vertex is improved after this weighting procedure.

A more general treatment of the weighting is proposed [53], where a maximum
likelihood approach is used to fit the event vertex. In this approach, a flat distribution
in z,d, plane defined by the good track selection criteria is used to approxxmate
probability for the badly measured tracks or the background tracks:

d
PoAde Ay = S0l (4.11)

4d7TL(LCI? zma:r:

where dy,.; and z,., are the criteria for d, and z4., in the selection of good tracks,
having different values in central and forward tracker. A probability b (0 < b < 1) is
assumed for the tracks with flat distribution, and the probability for a track to have.
the measured values is:

P = (1 - b)Ptk + be (412)

Using maximum likelihood approach, and defining the likelihood as W = —2 x
Y (good tracks) 10g(P), the best estimation for the event z vertex position is given by:

> ik = Zgood.tracks thk (4 13)
mazx.lik — .
Zgood.tmcks Wtk

where

1

02(1 _ b(l 2d7|'0'dcaﬂ' e$p((z_z"2’;§'“'°) + 20dca)))

Zmaxr

Wtk = (414)

The vertex zmq;ux and the factor b can be obtained iteratively, and they converge
very fast after a few iterations. The valuc of b is different for central and forward tracks
due to their different track parameters, thus should be treated separately. We use the
b values obtained from data, which are 0.14 and 0.4 for central and forward tracks
respectively.
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Fig.4.17 The track weight distribution as a function of a). z — 2y, and b). de,
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The weight in this approach of vertex fitting is not only a function of the uncer-
tainties of 24, and deq, but also a function of the fitted vertex value. Thus the weight
for a track is different in different iteration steps. Fig.4.17 shows the weight value
distributions as functions of (24e, — 2uiz) and dg, in the last iteration loop, i.e. zyy is
the fitted vertex. It should be noted that the weight is not normalized in the plots.

Fig.4.18 shows the distribution of the simulated vertex (true vertex) and calculated
vertex using mean method and maximum likelihood method respectively. The distri-
bution of true vertex is well reconstructed by both methods. As to the precision of the
vertex calculation, Fig.4.19 gives the difference between the calculated vertex and the
true vertex, where we can see an obvious improvement on the precision of the vertex
calculation after the weighting using maximum likelihood method.

The comparison of vertex calculation between data and Monte Carlo is given in
Fig.4.20, where the CC data sample is 48 CC events selected from 1994 e*tp runs, and
the Monte Carlo is normalized to the same luminosity of 1994 e*p data. Also given in
the plot is the vertex from the H1 reconstruction package, where a x* multi-vertex fit
is performed in the early stage of data reconstruction. Large fluctuations are shown in
the distributions due to the limited statistics of the CC data.

150
L A mean vertex
120 + O weighted mean vertex
trite vertex

9 |

60 |

30

0 i

Fig.4.18 The distribution of calculated vertex and the true vertex (CC Monte Carlo).
“Mean vertex” is calculated using equation (4.6); “weighted mean vertex” is calculated
using equation (4.13).
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Fig.4.19 Comparison of calculated vertex with true vertex (CC Monte Carlo).
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Fig.4.20 Comparison of the reconstructed vertex (weighted and “official”) from 1994
CC e*p data (points) and Monte Carlo (histogram).
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The calculation of the transverse momentum P, depends on the direction of the
final state jets, which is determined by the barycenter of the energy cluster of the jet
and by the position of the interaction point. Using CC Monte Carlo, we can compare
how the values of the 2 vertex defined by different approaches affect the P calculation,
thus affect the event selection. This is discussed in detail in the next chapter. The
conclusion is that, compared with the generated P, value, the P; calculated from the
vertex defined by the maximum likelihood and the vertex given in H1 package have
the same magnitude of uncertainties.

Based on the knowledge of the vertex distribution of ep interaction data at HERA,
the vertex criteria is given by:

|2ute — Zm| < 35 em (4.15)

here 2,, is the difference between the actual average z position of the ep interaction
point in 1993 and 1994 runs and the nominal interaction vertex. The value of 2z,
depends on the beam conditions. For 1993 and 1994 runs z,, is determined to be 5 cm.

The z vertex calculated from a maximum likelihood method are used in our event
selection. We also use the “official” vertex in the selection procedures for comparison.
As to background rejection power, our vertex method removes 30% more background
than the “official” vertex after the Pyniss = 25GeV cut, if no other cut (trigger, back-
ground filter) is applied. The same background rate is kept after applying all of these
selection cuts for the two vertices.

4.2.3 'Trigger requirement

Based on the topology of the high ? CC events, a special hardware trigger is
applied in charged current event selection. This CC trigger requires two conditions to
be satisfied simultaneously:

e The missing transverse momentum /7% ;5 cvaluated at the first level of the trigger
should exceed a minimum threshold. The P, ;.. 1s the vector sum of momentum
of the final state jets from the coarsely scgmented LAr calorimeter big tower

. trigger readout. The threshold is 6 GeV, which is just above the noise level and
well below the 25 GeV cut in the physics analysis such that the good CC events
are not lost due to the error in the estimation of P ;s from LAr big tower.
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e The time of the event should be identified by the fast track trigger from the multi-
wire proportional chambers, which requires hits in at least 3 out of 4 proportional
chamber layers, and the z position of the tracks are restricted to £80cm around
the nominal interaction point which is very loose compared to the expected in-
teraction region (£35cm) to ensure no good event will be lost.

These two conditions can be fulfilled accidently by the overlapped background: the
energy deposited by a cosmic or halo muon induced showers fulfill the P ;s require-
ment, and a underlying beam-gas event provides the ¢, trigger. A cosmic muon passing
the interaction point can also fire the CC trigger. Thus these kinds of backgrounds can
not be rejected by the CC trigger.

4.2.4 Background rejection

The background at HERA comes fromn three major sources: the synchrotron radiation
from the electron beam, which produces about 10 low energy photons per beam crossing
in the central region of the interaction; the interactions between primary protons or
electrons with the residual gas in the beam pipe; and the particle showers produced
by off momentum beam particles hitting the beam tube and other apparatus. The
background coming from these sources has been already efficiently suppressed by the

H1 trigger system.

Source of background in data samples

Most of the non-ep interaction background events presented in the data sample for
CC and NC event selection are of two major sources: the cosmic ray muon induced
background where p enters the detector from all the directions, and the upstream
produced halo muon induced background where the trajectory of p is always parallel
to the beam axis. Other insignificant sources include the noise due to technical reasons,
such as the abnormal energy signals caused by the failure of an analog box or readout
systemn.

For cosmic or halo muon background events, the energy deposited in LAr calorime-
ter by the interacting u induces an electromagnetic shower which is localized and con-
centrated along the trajectory of the incoming p. The momentum of these events are
not balanced with respect to the nominal interaction point. The tracks of the incom-
ing ’s are usually detected in the muon system and in LAr, which do not necessarily
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pass through the nominal interaction point. A considerable amount of background is
excluded by the vertex requirement. However, the tracks from the charged particles
from the secondary interaction or from the overlapped beam-gas events may accidently
provide a vertex for the muon induced background events.

The CC sample is also contaminated by the backgrounds from the beam interac-
tions, such as the interactions of beam-gas, beam-wall, vyp, or neutral current event
with electron not well measured due to technical reasons. These events are balanced
in the transverse momentum, i.e. V = 0. The P, loss due to energy measurement is
well below 25 GeV. Most of these backgrounds are removed by the Py i > 25GeV
cut, the remaining background like bad measured NC is discarded by visual scan in

the final step.

Some of the background events are from different sources which overlap to each
other, and satisfy accidentally the P ..., trigger and vertex requirements, therefore
more selection criteria are needed to remove them. The longitudinal view and trans-
verse view of a typical overlapped halo-muon event and a cosmic-muon event in the
H1 detector is shown in Fig.4.21(a) and Fig.4.21(b) respectively.

Fig.4.21(a) A typical halo-muon event overlapped with beam-gas interaction in H1
detector.
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Fig.4.21(b) A typical cosmic-muon event overlapped with beam-gas interaction in
HI detector. '

Selection cuts for background suppression

At the first step. for the straight forward cosmic muon and halo muon induced
events with their unique energy deposition patterns and track characteristics, a primary
background filter 100% transparent for good CC event with loose cut criteria is applied
[54] |

This filter exploits the localized energy deposition pattern of the background. For
halo muon background rejection, first the cluster in calorimeter which has the largest
transverse momentum P, is found, and the position of its barycenter in r¢ plane is
determined. Then a cylinder parallel to the beam axis with a radius of 15 cm around
the barycenter position is built, and the total energies deposited inside and outside of
the cylinder are calculated. For simple halo muon event, most of the energy of the u
induced shower will be deposited inside this ¢ylinder. The event which has the energy
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deposited outside the cylinder E,,; less than 10 GeV will be discarded.

To discard cosmic muon events, a similar “tube building” technique is used: first
the positions of all muon candidates in the muon tracking system surrounding the
LAr calorimeter are found, then by combining the muon candidates one by one, a
set of axis is defined by two point positions of these muon candidates. A tube is
constituted around these axes, and the energies deposited inside and outside the tube
are calculated. If the energy deposited inside the tube accounts for more than 90% of
the total energy deposited in LAr, the event is rejected. Special care is taken in the
very forward region to avoid mistaking the hadronic jets as cosmics.

However, different sources of background are often superimposed to each other and
mimic topologically a charged current event, which make the background recognition
difficult. The criteria based on the localized energy deposition are not effective any more
due to dispersed energy from different sources. By studying further the difference of
the topological structure between genuine CC event and background from experimental
data and Monte Carlo simulation, we developed several more criteria of the selection
cuts, which are efficient for these kinds of background applied finally to the selected
data sample.

o As described above, for charged current event, the scalar momentum sum S =
vector momentum sum V(= P, ;s5), Due to the dispersion of the directions of the
final state jets and the energy resolution, .S is larger than V but within certain
limit. Some of the noise cvents has .S much greater than V, a criteria of S5 < 3V
is a safe cut to remove these events.

e Two quantities y.,, and R,, defined as following (where E¢j peam is the energy of
incident electron)

il — pai)
cap = o : 4.1
Ye: P 2E(z[.bcam ( 6)
R, = 2k (417

are used to reject background. Actually, for genuine CC events, yezp, equals to the
scaling variable Bjorken-y (Jacquet-Blondel method, see chapter 6), and R,, is
the normalized longitudinal hadronic momentum. Fig.4.22 gives the distribution
of Yezp and R, for Monte Carlo and for 1994 data. We see that most of good
CC events have 0 < yyp < 1 and R,, > 0. There is also a correlation between



98 CHAPTER 4. SELECTION OF THE CHARGED AND NEUTRAL CURRENT EVENTS

these two quantities, all good events are situated above the solid line drawn in
the plots. Due to the energy resolution and the error in direction measurement,
Yezp Of some events may exceed the [0,1] range a little, but for non-physical
backgrounds it may be situated far beyond the range. Finally the safe cuts at
ysp < 1.2, R,y > —0.1 and y 5 > (0.66 — (.7R,,)(the solid line in the plot) are
applied. The finally selected CC events in 1994 data are also plotted in Fig.4.22.
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Fig.4.22 The distributions of Yeg, .vs. R, for Monte Carlo and 1994 etp data.

e Another two distinet features distinguishing halo muon or cosmic muon events
from genuine CC events concern the track-cluster link and the position of the
energy cluster with respect to the inner surface of the LAr calorimeter. We
always pay attention to the energy cluster with the largest Py for genuine CC
events, the charged particles within the jets always leave some tracks in drift
chambers which point from the interaction vertex to the energy cluster deposited
in LAr. In some occasions there may not exist any track pointing to the largest
P, cluster. These occasions include: the failure of the tracker, the direction of the
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jet is in some special angular region where the tracker has low efficiency, or the
largest P, cluster happened to be a photon. Nevertheless, from data and Monte
Carlo study, these possibilities are very small and well below 1%. For background
events, the logical link of track-cluster does not exist necessarily, a requirement on
the link effectively removes many of them. However, for overlapped background,
the track from beam-gas interaction may incidentally point to the energy cluster
of halo or cosmic us, thus can not be removed by this requirement.

Another criteria uses the energy deposition pattern: for the highest F; jet emitted
from the interaction vertex of the CC event, it traverses the tracker, the electro-
magnetic and hadronic part of LAr calorimeter successively, the energy deposited
in LAr calorimeter distributed within a cone with respect to the vertex. The in-
nermost layers of LAr along the trajectory of the jets where the jets enter the
LAr calorimeter always have some energy deposition. For halo and cosmic muon
backgrounds, the trajectory of 4 do not necessarily pass the primary vertex, if a
cone is built with the direction of the axis defined by the vertex and the barycen-
ter of the highest P cluster, there may not be any energy deposited between the
inner surface of LAr and the first fired cell of the cluster along the cone.

To reject background exploiting this feature, a distance d is calculated as follows
(Fig.4.23): first a cone from the interaction point along the direction from the
vertex to the barycenter of the highest P, cluster is constituted, then the position
of the first fired cell within this cone to the inner surface of LAr is located, Thus,
there is no any energy deposition between this cell and the inner surface of LAr.
The distance d is calculated depending on the position of the cluster in LAr: in
the barrel region (CB1,CB2,CB3,FB1,FB2),

d= T1st.cell — TinnerLAr (418)

is the radius difference between the first cell and LAr inner surface. In the inner
forward region (lower part of IFE,IF1,1F2),

d= Z1st.cell — ZinnerLAr (419)

is the 2 difference between the first cell and LAr inner surface. In the outer
forward region (0F1,0F2,0F3, and upper part if IFE,IF1,IF2),

d= \/(zlst.cell - zinnerLAr)2 + (Tlst.cell - TinnerLAr)2 (420)

is the distance in 7¢ plane between the first cell and the intersection of barrel
and forward region.
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Fig.4.23 The definition of the distance d in the calorimeter.
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Fig.4.24 The distribution of the distance d for CC Monte Carlo and 1994 data.
The selected CC events from data are also shown.
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Fig.4.24 shows the distance d for 1994 data and for Monte Carlo respectively.
The true CC events found in 1994 data are also plotted in the shaded histogram.
It is clear that d for most of CC event is near Zero, some has larger d due to
energy or position resolution of LAr, but well below 40 cm. We choose a safe cut
d < 40cm to remove the backgrounds.

e For halo muon and beam gas overlapped events which escaped the above filter
based on energy deposition pattern ( a typical event is shown in Fig.4.21(a)), a
simple and effective criteria can be applied: for a large part of the halo muon
events, there is a muon cluster or track in the backward instrumented iron, and
its position in 7¢ plane is in coincidence with the barycenter of the energy cluster
of halo p induced shower deposited in LAr calorimeter, since the trajectory of
the halo p is parallel to the beam axis.

For CC event, it is unlikely to find a g candidate in the backward endcap corre-
sponding to the high P, cluster, there exist the possibility of random coincidence
due to technical noise, but the chance is very rare. This is confirmed by studying
CC Monte Carlo and real data, the coincidence possibility for good CC event is
nearly zera. The rejection procedure is to find first the barycenter position in
r¢ plane of the energy cluster in LAr which has the largest P, then to check if
there is a y candidate present in the backward iron endcap corresponding to this
position; only events without such u’s are accepted.

After this set of selection cuts, most of the background surviving the simple cosmic
and halo muon filter are removed. However, there are still some overlapped background
which has very similar topology as real CC event and escaped the above cuts. They
will be removed by visual scan in the final step.

4.3 Selection of Neutral current events

A neutral current event is defined as a ep interaction which leaves a clearly identified
electron in H1 detector. The observed transverse momentum of a NC event is balanced,
and the P; of hadrons should be high cnough to pass the 25 GeV cut in our high Q2
analysis. A typical NC event recorded by the H1 detector is shown in Fig.4.25.

The neutral current events are selected fromn the same luminosity data and the
same class of event for electroweak process (class 8) as in charged current selection.
To ensure a parallel selection of CC and NC cvents, the same criteria applied in the
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CC selection as described above were applied to the final state hadronic system of NC
events.

The selection procedure is: first the scattered lepton (electron or positron) should
be found, then the energy deposited by the lepton in the LAr calorimeter and the
tracks from the lepton in drift chamber will be removed, and the vertex should be
reconstructed from the remaining hadronic tracks. The hits from the lepton in the
MWPC trigger system are also removed, and the trigger conditions are re-simulated.
The remaining final hadronic systemn has the same topology as the CC event. The
same set of criteria as in CC selection are then applied to these “pseudo-CC” events.
The selected “pseudo-CC” event sample from data is also used to calculate various
efficiencies since the Monte Carlo may not give a precise simulation of the detector
response.

AB Run 87735 Event 221968 Class: 2 8 9 11 12 14 17 20 22 28 Date 15/02/1996

H1 Event Diaploy 1.16/00 €= =276 x 819.9 Ce¥ B~ 0.0 kC | M1 Event Disploy 1.16/00 €= -27.6 x 819.9 Cav D= 0.0 kC
OSM=/shilt/dice2/datod/h1/h1/datod4/nc_pre94.mpotSoluetdAdB4/09/25 16:36 | OSN«/ehift/dice2/datad/h1/h1/datad4/nc_pre9s.mpotSolautdnd®@4,/09/25 16:3
X AST = 0 J910 [} 0
RST = S553F00 hI:31 20010 o

Fig.4.25 A neutral current event from 1994 e*p data.

4.3.1 Electron identification

The essential task in neutral current event sclection is to find the scattered lepton.
An electron finder should be as efficient. as possible to increase the statistics of the
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selected data sample, and should have low mis-identification rate, i.e. to find the true
electron to avoid the wrong calculated kinematics due to mis-identification.

‘The LAr calorimeter has a fine granuity and good e — 7 separation power. Most
of the energy of the scattering electron is deposited in the electromagnetic part of the
LAr calorimeter, or in BEMC for low Q? cvent. Because of the momentum balance of
the neutral current process, the electromagnetic shower from electron is isolated and
in the opposite direction of the final state jet system in r¢ plane, and concentrated in
several adjacent LAr cells. These characteristics are exploited by our electron finder.

The basic strategy of the electron finder is quite simple and straightforward: the
electron candidates are searched from all the energy clusters reconstructed from the
energy deposited in H1 calorimeter system, where individual cluster may have energy
contribution from several sub-calorimeters. The searching procedure is described step
by step in the following:

o Firstly, from all the energy clusters reconstructed in this event, the clusters which
deposited most of their energies in LAr or BEMC calorimeter are found. For
high ? electroweak process which we are interested in, most of the electrons are
scattered in the barrel region of the detector and are recorded in LAr calorimseter.
The fraction of NC events with scattered electrons in a polar angle not covered
by LAr is negligible.

e Secondly, if the energy cluster is in LAr, only the clusters which have 75% of the
energy deposited in the electromagnetic part of the calorimeter are kept. Other
clusters are excluded as being hadronic jets candidates.

e Then the cluster which has the largest transverse momentum F; from the clusters
passing through the above two steps was found. Most likely the true electron
always has the largest P; since it should balance the transverse momentum from
the final state hadronic jets.

e Finally the calorimeter cluster mass m,, was used to further remove the wrong-
identified electron candidates. It is defined as follows:

mer, = \/(Z By —(Lp)R (4:21)

where the summation is done over all the calorimeter cells within the cluster, i.e.
within a cone around the axis defined by the interaction point and the barycenter
of the cluster. Actually the quantity m; reflects the compactness of the cluster.
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Fig 4.26 shows mc as a function of the transverse momentum of the electron
candidate B ¢ from neutral current Monte Carlo and real data. We see that m¢r
of true electron cluster always lie below the line represented by the function

mer = 1GeV + (pro — 15GeV) - 3/35, (4.22)

where the mis-identified electron from background events are situated beyond
this region. By applying the m¢y, cut, the backgrounds from mis-identification

are strongly suppressed.
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Fig.4.26 The cluster mass mc¢y, as a function of the transverse momentum of electron
candidate P, ., for Monte Carlo and 1994 data respectively.

This simple electron finder works satisfactorily and gives a good efficiency (~ 97%)
and very low mis-identification rate (< 0.1%). However, there is still room for further
increase of the efficiency, which is demanded by the low cross section of the high Q?
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process. By checking the characteristics of the lost NC events using Monte Carlo,
we found there are twa major reasons causing the loss, namely the scattered electron
happens to be emitted in a ¢ crack between the LAr calorimeter stacks, as the NG
event shown in Fig.4.27, and the largest P, cluster is not the true electron but hadrons.

Thus the following treatments are applied:

Fig.4.27 A NC event with an electron scattered in the ¢ crack region of the calorime-
ter.

e In the second step described above, if the cluster points to a ¢ crack (|Peiyster —
Gerack] < 3%), then we only require that 10% of the energy should be deposited
in the electromagnetic part of LAr calorimeter instead of 75%, since most of the
energy of this cluster may leak out of the electromagnetic part and be deposited
in the hadronic part of LAr. Since this kind of events only account for a small
fraction of the total NC events, the background rate will not be increased by this

procedure.

e The two largest P, clusters are kept in step 3. In case the largest 74 cluster
didn’t satisfy the mcy cut, the second to largest P, cluster will be taken, thus
the possibility of loss due to the largest [’ requirement is reduced.
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These modification indeed increase the cfficiency. Table 4.3 gives the efficiency and
misidentification rate calculated from NC Monte Carlo (the P, jeq cut at 25 GeV is
applied):

Table 4.3 Efficiency and misidentification rate of electron finder:

| Monte Carlo | e”p Neutral Current | e*p Neutral Current |
efficiency of e finding 99.0% 99.0%
mis-identification rate 0.009% 0.007%

These values show that our electron finder has good efficiency.

4.3.2 Pt.had.v cut

After the electron is found and discarded, the topology of the NC (so- called “pseudo-
C(C”) is similar to that of the CC event. Let’s denote the electron as particle “e”, then
the scalar and vector sum of the transverse momentum are:

Snoe = 3P4, (4.23)
i#te

Vioe = |Y_ 11, (4.24)
ite

here we have Vo = Pijed and Syoe = Vioe as in the charged current case. The
P, balance requires Pi .. = P;jpeq., the measured values may differ a little due to the
energy resolution and the detector respouse. This is also a way to check the hadronic
energy scale.

We applied the same 25 GeV cut on the transverse momentum of the hadronic
system P pqq. in our NC selection. The procedure is, first the direction of the electron
candidate is found using the electron finder described above, then a cone of half angular
size 7.5° from the interaction point is built around the electron direction. The F; .4 is
calculated by summing over all the energy cells in LAr calorimeter except the energy
cells located in the cone., using the formula (4.4). Here the vertex position fitted from
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the hadronic jets is used to determine the direction of the fired cell. As in P miss
calculation in CC selection, the energy deposited in tail catcher is not used due to
technical reasons. Fig.4.28 shows the relationship between the reconstructed P . and
P, paq. for NC Monte Carlo and 1994 data respectively, note that a P, peq. > 25 GeV

cut is applied to data.
Unlike in CC selection, the P, .4 > 25GeV cut has significantly suppressed the

background events. In fact, after this cut, the background ratio of the NC sample is
about 5%. The remaining background events are further removed by the P, balance

requirement, i.e. Pyniss < 25GeV.
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Fig.4.28 The transverse momentum from pgsitron and from hadron for NC events.
A Piyea > 25 GeV cut is applied to data.

4.3.3 Vertex requirement

As described in CC selection, here we use the same simple method to calculate
the event vertex position. The difference with NC events is that, the track of the
electron should be excluded in the vertex calculation in order to get vertex only from
the hadronic system as in CC case.
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The high Q? NC events always have a reconstructed vertex if the electron track is
included. In most of the cases, the tracks of scattered electrons in high ©? NC event
are well defined due to their isolated high momentum and long trajectories in the drift
chambers, which point directly to the primary interaction point. It can be expected
that after the electron track has been excluded, the precision on the reconstructed
vertex will deteriorate. In some cases, the jets in NC events emitted in very forward
region can not provide any good tracks, thus no vertex can be reconstructed after the
electron tracks were excluded. The vertex requirement is the same as in CC sslection:

|th:v.1md - Zm' < 35 cm (425)

where 2z, = 5 cm for 1993 and 1994 runs. Fig.4.29 shows the calculated vertex
compared to the true vertex for NC Monte Carlo with electron tracks or without
electron tracks. Compared with the true position of vertex, the calculated vertex are
more spread after the electron tracks are excluded. The vertex can not be reconstructed
for less than 2% of NC events after clectron tracks are excluded, thus these events are
lost after the vertex requirement.
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Fig.4.29 The effect of electron track in the vertex reconstruction.
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4.3.4 Trigger requirement

To see if the hadronic system of a neutral current event could fire the CC trigger,
firstly the electron contribution to the trigger elements should be removed and the
trigger elements should be re-simulated. This procedure includes: the removal of the
energy deposition from the electron candidate in the LAr big tower trigger readout,
and the recalculation of the missing transverse momentum P ,;s,; also the removal of
the track of the electron candidate in z-vertex histogram of MWPC trigger readout
and the re-simulation of the event ¢3. Then the same CC trigger condition is applied
to the “pseudo-CC” event.

In the same kinematic range of P n.q > 25GeV as for the CC events, the hadronic
system of NC events is more boosted to the forward direction where the CC trigger
efficiency is a little lower than in the barrel region, thus it is expected that the percent-
age of NC events discarded by the CC trigger requirement after removing the electron
contribution will be higher compared to the CC events.

4.3.5 Background rejection

Unlike the situation in CC selection, the contamination in high Q% NC sample is
very small. The electron finder, which requires the existence of an isolated high P
electromagnetic energy cluster, has already strongly suppressed the background from
incoming interacting muons and from beam induced background. Actually, after the
P, balance requirement (P ;55 < 25GeV) was applied to the NC sample selected by
the electron finder, the remaining background events are all filtered out.

However, in order to get a NC sample selected parallel to CC selection, the selection
criteria used to suppress background in CC selection are applied to the hadronic system
of NC events. This procedure will cause the loss of good NC events, and will be
compensated by an efficiency factor which will be discussed in the next chapter.

4.4 Final CC and NC sample

In order to check the quality of our selected sammple and to remove the residual
background events surviving the above selection procedure, we have performed the
visual scan on the selected samples at the final step of the selection. While the NC
sample is very clean, the CC sample is contaminated by some background events.
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These background include the non-ep background such as superimposed events from
halo p, cosmic y and beam-gas interactions, the high I, NC events with badly measured
electron and noise events which have similar topology as CC events due to technical
problems such as hot analog boxes.

Table 4.4 Result in Charged Current Selection:

Selection Procedure || 1993 e~ p Data | 1994 ¢ p Data 1994 etp Data
Total Number 12408 71356
of Class 8 Event 3193
, (pre-selected
After Technical sample)* 8366 53719
Requirements
Require 793 2301 14871
Pt'mi‘g‘g > 25G6V
Apply a Loose 710 869 4996
Cos. & Halo Filter
Require Vertex 285 235 1288
|Zvertez| < 35em
Require CC Trigger 133 138 639
Apply 21 23 75
Selection Cuts
13 CC 12 CC 48 CC
Scan Results ( + 3 Cosmic | ( + 4 Cosmic ( + 8 Cosmic
+ 5 Halo ) + 6 Halo + 15 Halo
+ 1 Noise ) | + 3 NC + 1 Exatic)
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Table 4.5 Result in Neutral Current Selection:

Selection Procedure

1993 e7p data

1994 e~ p data

1994 e*p data

Total Number : 12408 71356
of Class 8 Event 3193
(pre-selected
After Technical sample)* 8366 53719
Requirements
electron finding,
Require 108 92 631
Pt.had. > 25GeV
Require Vertex 90 88 595
|2pertez| < 3Bcm
Apply selection cuts 86 84 580
Require CC Trigger 81 76 530
Scan Results 81 NC 76 NC 530 NC

111

* : Requirements: 1) EW class (class 8), 2) satisfy the technical requirements, 3)
Pt.miss > 15 GeV or Pt.el.ca,nd. > 15 GeV.

Six final samples are obtained after all these selection procedures, i.e. the charged
current and neutral current samples for 1993 e p data, 1994 e~ p data and 1994 e*p
data. We summarize the event numbers after each selection criteria in table 4.4 and
table 4.5 for CC and NC selection respectively.

The next pages show some comparison between the 1993 and 1994 data and Monte
Carlo distribution. Fig.4.30 shows the comparison of the distributions of P hetween
- the final CC (NC) data and Monte Carlo. Fig.4.31 shows the comparison of the polar
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angle of the hadronic system between CC (NC) data and Monte Carlo. Fig.4.32 shows
the comparison of the polar angle and the transverse momentum of the electron of
the NC events between data and Monte Carlo. All these distributions are in good
agreement.
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We have compared the CC and NC samples obtained with those selected using
different procedures by other groups, and found a good agreement. Our final samples
have 1 more CC event in 1993 data, and 1 more CC in 1994 e*p data than the DESY
samples. The reason is the difference in vertex calculation giving a different efficiency.
For NC samples, the total number of events is in agreement, while there are some
differences in the composition of the final sample. By checking event by event, we
found out that more than 90% of events are in-.common, the different events are due to
mainly the P, 4. calculation which depends on the z position of the interaction vertex.
Other reasons are the different efficiencies of the electron finder, the vertex definition
and the background filter.

NEXT PAGE(S)
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Chapter 5

Measurements of NC/CC Ratio
And CC Integrated Cross Sections

The calculation of the NC/CC Ratio and the CC integrated cross sections are based
on the numbers of final selected charged current and neutral current events, for 1993
e~p data and 1994 e*p data. The P > 25 GeV cut is used in the selection to get
an optimum between the sensitivity to electroweak physics and reasonable statistics,
also this cut excludes automatically the regions of large Bjorken-y and of small z
which present additional difficulties in theoretical interpretation. The P is measured
directly in the experiment which makes the selection straightforward, and at P4 > 25
GeV the CC and NC events are clearly separated and the backgrounds in the selection
are strongly suppressed.

In this chapter we will calculate the NC/CC ratios and the CC integrated cross
sections for 1993 e~p and 1994 e*p H1 data at HERA. First, the procedures in the
calculation are described, then the efficiencies in various selection steps are studied
and the numbers of events in the final selected CC and NC samples are corrected. The
statistical and systematic uncertainties in the selection and calculation are estimated
afterwards. Finally the results of NC/CC ratios and the CC integrated cross sections
are given, and their physics implications are investigated.

117
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5.1 Measurement of NC/CC Ratio

The NC/CC ratio is interesting for electroweak physics study, since it cancels the
systematic uncertainties from the luminosity measurement, and partially suppresses
the systematic uncertainty from the absolute energy calibration. The NC and CC
events are selected in parallel as described in the previous section. The number of NC
and CC events should be corrected for the efficiency and migration effects. The main
sources of the error in the ratio come from the poor statistics of the CC events and the
systematic effect of energy calibration in NC samnples. ‘

5.1.1 The NC/CC Ratio Calculation |

Procedure

The measured number of events N, in a certain kinematic region is affected by
several factors: the limited acceptance of the detector response, the resolutions in
energy and direction measurements, the selection criteria applied in different steps,
and the contamination of background cvents in the final sample.

Some effects, like wrong absolute energy calibration or misalignment of the detector,
generate a systematic shift in the P/**¢ calculation and limit the accuracy of the mea-
surement. These effects are not known a priori and the uncertainties will be estimated
in the next section. Other effects, such as the acceptance of the detector, the migration
of events due to the resolution of momentum measurement, or loss of events due to
different cuts, can be corrected by studying the Monte Carlo or real data. The true
number of events Ny in a kinematic range can be obtained by applying a correction
factor € which corrects for these effects:

Nyps.(Phad > 95GeV, other cuts)

.0bs.

Nirue( P > 25GeV) = (5.1)

£

In our selections of CC and NC events, each criteria applied introduces a loss or
migration of the events due to detector efficiency or measurement resolution. The € in
above formula actually includes all these individual correction factors:
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€= Hsi (5.2)

the multiplication runs over all the selection procedures and ¢; is the efficiency in
each step as described in the previous chapter.

The pre—requirements of data runs where the technical cuts are applied do not cause
any inefficiency, since the luminositics are corrected according to those requirements.
As to the ineficiency due to class 8 requirement in NC selection, we have done NC
selection from class 9 in 1993 data and reached the same number of events. The NC
selected from data sample of exotic physics group of 1994 data do not give additional
events either. Thus we concluded that the efficiency in this step is 100%, i.e.:

Epre. = Ecls = 1. (53)

The loose cosmic and halo muon filter used in the early stage of selection should
not cause any loss of good event. This is confirmed by both Monte Carlo and data.
The more strict selection cuts applied later to further reject overlapping background
(see Chapter 4) cause a small inefficiency, which should be corrected by a factor € ;..
Thus, the correction factor € can be written as:

€ = Emug. " Eutx. * Etrig. " Efilt. (54)

where €m0, is the correction factor for the migration due to P > 25GeV cut,
which depends on the energy and direction measurements, €., is the vertex efficiency
which compensates the loss due to vertex requirement; €444, is the efficiency of the CC
trigger requirement. For NC event, the cfficiency of the clectron finder €44, is given
in Table 4.3, the correction for the inefficiency of electron finder is included in the
migration correction factor €,,;,., since we should first identify the electron in order to
calculate P,

Once the correction factor is determined, the NC/CC ratio R for pfs? > 25 GeV
can be calculated as:
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NNC LCC | 0C  cco | cC

__ “Vobs. ( mig. * Evtz. " Etrig. Efilt.) (5 5)
- NCC’ ENC . ENC K ENC . ENC '
obs. mig. vix. trig. filt.

here NG¢ and NJC are the numbers of the CC and NC events selected from the

obs.
data. The correction factors will be discussed in next sections.

Correction factors in various selection steps

The correction factors can be calculated from Monte Carlo simulation or from real
data. The correction factor &,,;, for the migration effect due to P*? cut can only
be calculated from Monte Carlo, since the true momentum of the particles (generated
values) are given there. For other correction factors the data samples can be used. The
statistics of the CC and NC events from data is limited by the relatively small cross
sections at high Q? values, while Monte Carlo can provide a larger number of simu-
lated events which greatly reduce the statistical uncertainties in efficiency calculation.
However, sometimes it can not give a very precise simulation of the detector response
and of the actual experimental situation, thus usiug real data to calculate these factors
is needed, especially in the calculation of trigger efficiency.

To reduce the statistical uncertainties in correction factor calculation, the “pseudo-
CC” (see Chapter 4) event sample are constructed from the NC events in which the elec-
tron is removed, and the same selection criteria are applied to the remaining hadronic
system. The statistics of these 'pseudo-CC’ events are higher than the CC events by
a factor of V(P > 25GeV)/a®C(P; > 25GeV), roughly 7 and 12 times higher for
e~ p and e'p interactions respectively. Although the energy deposition pattern and
the track information of the hadronic system in the individual “pseudo-CC” event
are similar to the CC event, the kinematic distributions of the “pseudo-CC” sample
are different from the CC sample in the P! > 25 GeV range owing to the different
differential cross sections of NC and CC processes. Thus a weighting procedure for
the different differential cross sections is needed to get the integrated correction factor
for CC in Pfe4 > 25 GeV range from 'pseudo-CC’ (NC) sample. A weighting factor
€co/ne is assigned to each 'pseudo-CC’ event which has the kinematic values z, Q%

ek O 56

sooineg = ————%
e aye(x, Q?)

where acc(r, Q%) and onc(z, Q%) are the differential cross sections at (z, @?) for
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CC and NC processes respectively. The uncertainty caused by the assumption in the
differential cross sections calculation is small and will be taken as a systematic error.

In our analysis, the migration factor €,,;,, is calculated from the Monte Carlo sim-
ulation, the trigger efficiency €4, for CC selection is calculated from the 'pseudo-CC’
data sample. The vertex efficiency €,,., the background filter efficiency €4y and the
electron finder efficiency e.;;4. for NC events are calculated from Monte Carlo simu-
lation, and are verified with data samples. A good agreement between these factors
from data and Monte Carlo is found, which indicates that the real detector response is
successfully simulated by the Monte Carlo. '

The value of the correction factor is affected by the statistical error due to the
limited number of events of the Monte Carlo samples and pseudo-CC data samples,
and the systematic uncertainties mainly coming from the imperfect knowledge of the
energy resolution and absolute calibrations. These effects both from Monte Carlo and
from data are checked and compared.
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Fig 5.1 The-resolution of P/"*¢ measurement ([25)).



122

e The P/*® migration factor

The main migration effect comes from the transverse momentum p*¢ measure-

ment which is dominated by the energy resolution of the LAr calorimeter. The
pe? resolution has been cstimated in [25] where the average polar angle 8 of the
hadronic jets was taken into account, and an approximation of gyre/p*¢ was
given to be 32%/\/—19—{“‘7. Fig.5.1 ([25]) gives the pl*d resolution with respect to
P4, where we see a 7% resolution for pf? is obtained at pP¢ = 25 GeV, and the
resolution becomes smaller when po? increases, and finally reaches about 4% at

very high phed,

Theoretically, the total number of the charged current events NSS, with PPed
greater than 25 GeV is:

NCC (Phed 5 95GeV) = £ [ docc | phad (5.7)

t t
Tue Jphadsas dplhad

where L is the integrated luminosity, and ff—,”,ﬁ% is the differential cross section for
t

CC process with respect to P*?. The actually measured P/*¢ deviates from the
true one due to the resolution in ** measurcment. Fig 5.2 gives the difference
between the measured hadronic transverse momentum and the true one from the
etp CC Monte Carlo, where plot (a) shows the difference with respect to the
measured value of P**¢ and plot (b) gives a Gaussian fit to the difference for CC
events with P greater than 25 GeV.

The number of observed CC events with mecasured P/**¢ greater than 25 GeV
Nops. (Ped > 25 GeV) depends on the energy resolution of the detector which
causes the migration of events across the P2* cut, and of the acceptance of
the detector which causes the loss of events. These effects are corrected by the

correction factor €.

. Nys. (PPt > 25GeV) (5.8)
e ]Vtrue(Pt}md > 25) '

Four Monte Carlo samples, the CC and NC Monte Carlo for e”p and e*p in-
teractions respectively, are used in the calculation of €,,;,. Each of them has
5000 simulated high @? DIS cvents. The true hadronic P*¢ is the generated
value, i.e. the vector sum of the transverse momentum of all generated stable
particles except the scattering lepton and the radiative photons. The measured

value of Pt is calculated from LAr calorimeter cell using formula (4.4), where
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the vertex position used in direction determination is only fitted from the tracks
of hadronic particles.
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Fig 5.2 (a) The difference between measured and generated PP*® with respect
to the measured Pl* for CC events; (b) a Gaussian fit to the difference for CC

events with Pj*** greater than 25 GeV.

The migration of the events around the p*’ cut can be seen from Fig 5.3, where
the distributions of the measured P/*® and true P/*%¢ are given for CC and NC
events with a cut at measured P**® > 25 GeV. The slope of the original p}®
distribution also affects the amount of migrated events. As shown in the plots,the
steeper the distribution around the p*® cut, the larger the migration across it.
For neutral current process, the cross section for Q? < M% falls off very rapidally
with 1/Q*, thus roughly with 1/p} since p? = Q*(1 — y). On the other hand, the
cross section of the charged current process falls with 1/(1 + Q?/M3,)?, therefore
the pfe? distribution is flatter than the nenfral current case. As a consequence,

more migration effect is observed in NC process.
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Fig 5.3: The distribution of the ph*® for CC and NC events with a cut at measured
ppet > 25 GeV. The corresponding true p'® arc given by the shaded histograms.
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Fig.5.4 gives the distribution of the true p!* versus the measured pf®¢. Two
different flows of events contribute to the migration: a “gain” of events when the
measured P/ is larger than the true one, and a “loss” of events when the mea-
sured P/ is smaller than the true one. The resolution in energy and direction
measurement contributes to both “gain” and “loss”. The limited acceptance of
the detector also causes a “loss” of events. The factors of “gain” and “loss” are

calculated from the event numbers according to the value of measured and true
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Fig 5.4: The distribution of the true p*® versus measured pf*® and the definition
of the events in different p*? range.

Using the number of events Ny (gain), N;(loss) and N.(common) in different Phed
ranges as defined in Fig.5.4, we have

N(P/f5. > 25) = N.+ N N(Pt >25) = N, + N, (5.9)

t.true
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]Vg Ng

ain — - = .10

s NP/, > 25 N.+ N, (5.10)
_ N, _ N,

Mo = NPt > 25) ~ N, + N (5.11)

The smearing correction factor is obtained from formula (5.8), which comprises
the migration effect caused by the inaccuracy of the energy reconstruction and
the acceptance effect caused by the detector inefficiency:

N(Piops. > 25)  N.+ N,

mig. — = 5.12
Fmis = NP, > 25) | Ne+ I, (5.12)
From these definitions, we havce:
N, + N, N, - N,
Emiyg. + Mioss — Ngain == (l - g) + 1 = 1 (513)

N:. + N,

To estimate the statistical error, it should be noted that there are three indepen-
dent event samples entering the £,,;,. calculation, namely, the /V; lost events, the
N, gained events, and N, common events which have both PP¢ and PPsd > 25
GeV. Assuming the errors in these samples are AN;; AN, and AN, respectively,
the statistical error of €44, 1s given by:

O€ i . O€ i O€ i
; 2 — mig. \2 AN, 92 ™mig.\2 AN 2 mig.\2 ANC 2 14
(Bt Vo = (GREVAND + (GRE AN + (GREV(ANS (514
By a simple derivation we get,
1 N — N, .. N.+ N,
Ami sta = XTTTRT _—gz'N(‘ =92 N, N, 5.15
(B Jo NC+N1\/(N,,+NZ) Ny NN B15)

here we assume that the statistical error for a sample with N selected events is
V/N. The estimated statistical errors Aegi¢ for the four Monte Carlo samples
are in the magnitude of 1 to 2 %.

The values of the “gain”, “loss” and migration factor €,,;,. calculated from the four
Monte Carlo samples are summarized in table 5.1, together with their statistical
uncertainties.
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Table 5.1 The migration factors:

1

27

Monte Carlo e~ p interaction etp interaction
cC ] NC CC NC
Tgain 0.046 0.126 0.071 0.104
Mioss 0.086 0.259 0.129 0.283
| Emig. ]| 0.960 £ 0.007 | 0.853 & 0.021 | 0.942 £ 0.010 | 0.799 & 0.021 |

For CC or NC processes, there are some difference between the correction fac-
tors for e"p and etp interactions, which mainly come from the different phed-

dependences of the cross section for e”p and e¢*p processes, as shown in Fig.5.3.

e Vertex efficiency

The vertex criteria requires that there exist a vertex reconstructed from CJC or
F'TD tracks within + 35 ¢cm fromn the nominal interaction point along the beam
line. Two reasons cause the inefficiency of the vertex: the event has no “good”
track because of the final hadronic jets emitted near the beam pipe outside the
acceptance range of the tracker or some tracker parts is temporarily dead, or
the event has reconstructed vertex outside the £+ 35 cm range because of the
uncertainties in track fitting and vertex calculation, or the e*p interaction has
actually happened outside the 4+ 35 cm range.

For the CC event which has the final state jets emitted in the barrel region well
covered by CJC, the vertex can always be constructed from the tracks left by
hadrons in the drift chambers. However, about 10% of CC events in the Pe¢ >
25 GeV region have very forward jets and doun’t leave any “good” track in the
CJC. Most of these CC events are in low ()? and small y region. The vertex can
only be constructed from the tracks in the forward tracker in this case. Compared
with the central vertex, the precision of forward vertex deteriorates due the large
uncertainties in track fitting in F'TD as explained in Chapter 2. The probability
of the calculated vertex situated outside the £ 35 c¢m range is larger in FTD
comparing to CJC.

For NC events the vertex is also recoustructed from the hadronic tracks. In the
same Pl > 25 GeV range, the final hadronic system of NC event are more
boosted in forward direction than in CC case, which can be seen in Fig 4.25.
This implies that more NC events have vertex (without electron tracks) only
from forward tracks than CC events. Fig 5.5 gives the precision of hadronic
vertex in CJC and FTD from e”p NC Monte Carlo, where the distributions of
the differences between reconstructed vertex and simulated vertex (true vertex)
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are given. Plot (a) shows the difference for vertex from CJC or from both CIC
and FTD, which is more precise than vertex only from FTD (plot (b)).
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Fig 5.5 The distributions of the differences between reconstructed vertex and
simulated vertex (true vertex). (a). vertex from CJC or from both CJC and

FTD, (b). vertex only from FTD.
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Fig 5.6 The vertex efficiency for (a) CC and (b) NC as a function of the polar
angle of the final hadronic jets, for CJC only or for both CJC and FTD.
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The vertex efficiency can be calculated from

N(zye < 35em)
vt = 3.16
Epta. N(all) ( )

Fig 5.6 shows the vertex efficiency as a function of the polar angle of the final
hadronic jets, for CJC only or for hoth CJC and FTD. We see that the vertex
efficiency is always near 1 at large jet angle, while decreases at small jet angles.
The loss in very forward angle is mostly compensated when FTD tracks are
included in vertex calculation.

Fig 5.7 shows the comparison of the hadronic vertex efficiency of the 1994 e*p NC
data and NC Monte Carlo using CJC and CJC+FTD tracks respectively. The
vertex efficiency is about 100% for NC events if the electron tracks are included
in the vertex calculation in P4 > 25 GeV range. For data the vertex efficiency
is calculated by comparing the number of events with vertex from hadronic tracks
and the the number of events with vertex from all tracks. We see a good agree-
ment between the data and Monte Catlo.
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Fig 5.7 The comparison of the vertex cfficiency as a function of 8., between 1994

etp NC data and NC Monte Carlo, for CJC and CJC+FTD respectively.
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The overall vertex efficiency for P! > 25 GeV is listed in table 5.2, together

with their statistical uncertainties. As a comparison, the efficiencies for vertex
only from CJC tracks are also given in the table.

Table 5.2 The vertex efficiency:

Monte Carlo e~ p interaction e’ p interaction
CcC [ NC CcC ] NC
vtz (CIC) 0.910 £ 0.006 | 0.827 £ 0.015 | 0.918 £ 0.007 | 0.825 £ 0.002
Eotp. (CJC + FTD) | 0.984 £ 0.003 | 0.965 £ 0.007 | 0.990 + 0.002 | 0.970 £ 0.007

o Trigger efficiency

The efficiency for CC trigger is calculated from the “pseudo-CC” (NC) data
in order fo avoid the Monte Carlo dependence in the simulation of the trigger
response. The statistics of the NC final sample in 1993 e~p and 1994 e*p data
made it feasible to get a reliable results. Firstly the tracks and energies from an
identified electron are removed from the two trigger elements of the CC trigger:
the “Z,—to" and “Fy_p,,s" trigger. Then the trigger conditions are simulated for
the “Pseudo-CC” events. In the trigger efficiency calculation, we use a reference
sample which was selected from the “Pseudo-CC” sample requiring the “LAr —
electron — 1" trigger fired. This trigger, which requires that the energy deposited
in the electromagnetic part of a Big-Tower of LAr is above some threshold and
the energy in the hadronic part is below a threshold, is very efficient for high Q2
NC event. Suppose Ny is the number of the “Pseudo-CC” events in the reference
sample before the CC trigger requirecment, and &, is the number of “Pseudo-CC”
events having CC trigger fired, then the trigger efficiency is:

N
Elig. = ]7; (5.17)

However €7, is not the CC trigger cfficiency since the kinematic distributions of
CC and Pseudo-CC (NC) are different. The CC trigger efficiency can be obtained
by a weighting according to this difference. Denoting the differential cross section

in terms of z, @

Covele, @) coy, gz - Locels &) (5.18)

NC 2y _
o @) = drdg? dzdg?
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For a CC event at z,Q?, one may assume the trigger efficiency to be €““(z, @?),
then the integrated efficiency €44, for CC events cut at P, > 25 GeV is:

co_ JRss [ [€9° (2, Q%)% (2, Q*)8(P, — \/szy(1 — y))dzdQ?d P,

(5.19)
J8002s 1 0°C(2,Q1)8(1, = \[swy(1 ~ y))dadQ?dP,

here we exploit the relation between P, and Q?, z, y as indicated in formula (2.29)

(P = @Q*1—y) = szy(1—y)), and use ¢ function §(P,—y/szy(1 — y)) to represent
the correspondence between z,y and P, in order to convert the integration in
terms of P;. It can also be written as:

oo _ JEas €0 (@, Q)R )0 Q) (Py = sy (1 = y)dedQPdP,

Iesas [ ] 056 (2, Q2)oNC (2, Q2)8(P; — \/szy(l — y))dzdQ?dP,
(5.20)

where

cC T, Q2
550 @) = Do) (5.21)

For an individual Pseudo-CC event, ¢““(x, Q%) either equals 0 (CC trigger not
fired) or equals 1 (CC trigger fired). The above integration can be converted into
the summations over all Pseudo-CC events:

cC _ Zi,trig. pfc\}g($7 Qz) -
3 = o 5 = Eyrig, (522)
¥ e, QF)

where the summation in numerator runs over only the PPseudo-CC events which
have CC trigger fired. The kinematic variables z, Q? for an individual Pseudo-
CC event can be calculated using scattercd electron energy and polar angle, or
using Jacquet-Blondel method (see Chapter 6). The differential cross section
0%(z,Q?) and oN¢(z, Q?) are calculated using the package HERACLES [20].
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Fig 5.9 The CC trigger efficicncy as a function of Pl for 1994 e*p Pseudo-CC
data, with or without weighting.
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Fig 5.8 shows the trigger efficiency as a function of Pt* for “Z,, — t¢” and
“Fi_miss trigger element (see Chapter 4) respectively. We see that there is no
obvious dependence of “Z,, — t," trigger on P*? while the “E;,_,.;,," strongly
depends on it. Fig 5.9 gives the efficiency of CC trigger, which is a combination of
the above two trigger elements, as a function of PP from 1994 e*p Pseudo-CC
data. As a comparison, the efficiency before the weighting is also shown in the
plot.

The CC trigger efficiency for 1993 and 1994 e*p data calculated from Pseudo-CC
sample are summarized in Table 5.3. The efficiencies for CC and NC are from
the same Pseudo-CC samples, but using formulae (5.19) and (5.17) respectively.
We see that the weighting causes the increase of the efficiency as expected, since
the hadronic system of NC events is boosted in more forward region where the
CC trigger is less efficient than in the barrel region. The trigger efficiency for e™p
runs is more efficient than for e*p runs.

Table 5.3 The CC trigger efficiencies from Pseudo-CC data:

Data sample Eirig.

CC PsCC
1993 e™p 0.934 + 0.028 | 0.932 + 0.028
1994 e7p 0.957 + 0.029 | 0.904 + 0.029
1994 etp 0.920 + 0.014 | 0.886 *+ 0.014

Correction for loss due to the background filter

A small loss of events due to the background rejection cuts is found using NC and
CC Monte Carlo, the results are listed in Table 5.4, together with their statistical

uncertainties:

Table 5.4 The efficiency for selection cuts:

Monte Carlo e~ p interaction etp interaction
CC [ NC CC | NC
| €pm. |1 0.981 +0.003 ] 0.995 & 0.003 | 0.973 & 0.004 | 0.990 + 0.004 |

These results are in good agreement with the NC data. The statistics of CC
sample is limited and no loss due to the selection cuts is found in CC data, which
is also in agreement with the above values within statistical uncertainty.
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Results of NC/CC ratio

The following table summarizes the observed event numbers of six data samples, and
the values of various correction factors. Here only statistical errors are indicated.

Table 5.5 CC and NC Event numbers and correction factors (in %):

Data 1993 e~ 1994 e~ 1994 et
sample CC | NC CC | NC CC NC
Nps. [ 13.£36 | 81. +£9. [[13. £3.6 [ 76. +8.7 | 48 + 6.9 | 530 & 23. |
Emig. || 96.0 £0.7[853+21[960+0.7]853+21]942+1.0[79.9+2.1
oz, || 984 £03]965+0.7(984+03[965+0.7]99.0+0.2[97.0+0.7
Eirig. | 934+ 2.8 [0932£28[957+29[904+29(920+14[886+ 14
Erie. || 981 +£03]995+03]981+03][99.5+03]97.3+0.4]99.0=+0.4
| €. [[866+£27|763+30]887+28[740+30][835+1.6][680+2.1)|

From the Table 5.5, we see that the overall factor £, is smaller for the NC sample
compared to the CC samples, which leading to a larger correction. This is due ta the
fact that for NC samples, the PM¢ distributions are steeper than for the CC samples
which cause the €., to be smaller, and the hadronic system in NC samples are boosted
more forward which leads to a smaller trigger efliciency.

From the equation (5.4), the NC/CC ratios can be calculated for different data
samples. The results for 1993 e~p data and 1994 e*p data are given in the following:

Data sample: NC/CC ratio:
1993 e™p 71+ 2.1
1994 ™ p 7.0 4+ 2.1
1994 etp 13.6 + 2.0

The errors in the NC/CC ratios are the statistical only. The systematic uncertain-
ties of the ratio measurements and the comparison with theory will be discussed in the
next sections.
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5.1.2 Systematic Effect In Ratio Measurement

In our analysis, the main source of the systematic effects comes from the ph®® mea-

surement, which in turn comes from the uncertainty in the hadronic energy calibration.
Other sources of the systematic uncertainties are due to the imperfect Monte Carlo
simulation and the limited statistics of the Monte Carlo used for the correction factor
calculation, and the background contamination in the final data samples.

Systematic errars in p/*® measurement

The systematic shift in p* measurement, which mainly comes from the absolute
hadronic energy calibration, will cause the migration of events in or out of the pf*¢ >
25 GeV cut, as shown in Fig 5.10 for CC and NC events respectively. By doing a
ratio of NC/CC, the systematic effect from the energy calibration is diminished than
in the NC case, and only affected by the difference between the differential cross section

distribution of NC and CC processes.
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Fig 5.10 The migration of events due to the systematic uncertainty in p'*¢ mea-

surement. Solid line is the 25 GeV cut, dashed lines are +4% shift around the cut.
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. In Chapter 4, we have done several different checks to estimate the systematic
effect of pP* measurement. As we have described before, the results from the study of
phe4 calculated using three different methods (from LAr cells, from clusters and from
electron) show that: using LAr cells only to calculate P**¢ didn’t bring any additional
systematic shift, and the effect is correctly simulated by the Monte Carlo.

The value of pf*? is also affected by the measurement of the direction of the jets,
which in turn depends on the geometrical position of the calorimeter cells and the
interaction vertex. Thus the precision in the alignment of the detector parts and
the vertex calculation also affects the ratio measurement. This systematic effect is also
studied by comparing the event migration using different type of vertices: from multiple
vertex x? fit (official vertex) or from the weighting of good tracks using maximum
likelihood (used in our analysis). For NC events the migration using vertex fitted
from all tracks or only from hadronic tracks are compared. The systematic effect from
direction measurement is found to be minor compared with the effect from the energy
calibration.

¢ Systematic effect from hadronic energy scale

It was foreseen that the H1 LAr calorimeter will provide the absolute energy
calibration for electrons at the precision of ~ 1%, and for hadrons at the precision
of ~ 2% [31]. At present, the hadronic energy scale is known at 4% [56]. This
may cause a significant shift in the cross section calculation due to the migration

of events above p*? cut, and also affect the ratio calculation.

We have calculated the corresponding migration of the event numbers in the NC
and CC samples with P*¢ > 25 GeV cut after the hadronic energy scale shifted
by +1%, +2%, +3%, and +4% respectively. The results are shown in Fig.5.11.

We can see that the NC samples are affected much more severely by the hadronic
energy scale than the CC samples, and this effect is not symmetric in +/—
directions around the P/*® cut. For +4% of hadronic energy scale shift, up to
15.8% of change in the event number of NC sample can be observed, while for CC
events of corresponding event migration can reach 5%. Also the e~ p interaction
is affected by the hadronic energy scale slightly more than e*p interaction, which
comes from the different P/e¢ distributions of the e”p and e*p interactions. The
same observations can be made for the data samples.
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Fig 5.11 The percentage of the migration of the NC and CC event numbers
corresponding to the percentage of the hadronic energy scale shift.

e Frror estimation in p?*® from vertex definition
t

phed is calculated from both cnergy and the direction of the jets, which is deter-
mined by the geometrical position of the fired calorimeter cell and the interaction
point of the event. The effect of the reconstructed vertex position on the pfe

calculation can be seen from Fig.5.12, where the precision of the measured pfe?

described by the ratio (p),,casure/ (P Virue is plotted versus the precision of
the reconstructed vertex which is represented by the difference between the re-

constructed and the true vertex position.
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In Fig.5.12, the e*p NC Monte Carlo is used. We have two kind of vertices: the
vertex fitted from all good tracks and the vertex fitted only from the hadronic
tracks. The precision of the former is always better since the well measured
electron tracks are included in vertex determination. From Fig.5.12 we see that
the vertex in plot (b) (only hadronic tracks are used) are more dispersed than in
plot (a), the corresponding p?® ratios are distributed in an inclined area between
the two dashed lines in plot (b), while in plot(a) they are more concentrated.
This can be understood that, in the region of the plot (b) where (Zy(had.) —
Zyz(true)) > 0, the reconstructed z-vertex position (Z,,(had.)) is larger than the
true z-vertex position (Zy(true)), which means that the reconstructed vertex
is shifted to the proton beam direction. Since most of the outgoing hadronic
particles are in the forward direction, this in turn causes the calculated polar angle
of the hadrans 6,4 to be larger than the true one, thus the calculated pi*¢ shift
to the larger side (pf*® = E"? x sinfp,q), and the ratio () measure/ (PP true
shifts to larger than 1 region in plot (b). The reverse effect can be seen in the
left region of the plot (b), where the reconstructed z-vertex has position lower

than the true position.
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Fig 5.13 The distribution of pl® using three methods of the vertex calculation:

Z3,, Is the weighted vertex including all tracks, Z\, is the weighted vertex using

only hadronic tracks, Z2, is from multiple vertex x? fitting. (a) 1994 e*p data,
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(b) Monte Carlo. Cut at p}** (from Zy.(1)) > 256 GeV.

The distribution of pf*® calculated using different vertices for NC events are
shown in Fig.5.13, for Monte Carlo and 1994 e*p data respectively. Here three
reconstructed vertices are used: Z0,, is the weighted vertex using all tracks, thz
is the weighted vertex using only hadronic tracks, Z2, is from multiple vertex x?
fitting. A cut at pe? (calculated using Z,,, > 25 Ge\/) is applied in these plots.

The distribution of the ratio (pI( Zy.(0)/pF*( Zow (1) and (pF*( Zy1a(2) /Pt (Zuta (1)

are shown in Fig.5.14. Compared with the difference between pp? calculated us- ’
ing different energy summation approach, these differences are much smaller. All
of these ratios are well centered at 1, for both data and Monte Carlo, and we
see that the distributions in data are shght,ly more dispersed than in the Monte

Carlo.
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Fig 5.14 The distribution of the ratio PP Z (0)) /00N Ze (1)) and

P Zy2(2)) /P19 Zup (1)), for 1994 ¢*p Monte Carlo and data respectively.
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The migration of events due to the cut at p?*? calculated from different vertex are
found to be very small (less than 0.2%), both data and Monte Carlo present good
agreement. Thus compared to the hadronic energy scale effect on the event migration,
the effect from the uncertainty on the vertex is negligible.

Other sources of systematic errors

In the above analysis we have compared the effects on the migration from different
phe? calculation methods, and the result shows that the data and Monte Carlo are
consistent. No obvious systematic deviation from Monte Carlo simulation has been
found with respect to the data. Therefore, different pfe? calculation will give a slightly
different observed event numbers, but can be corrected by a correction factor calculated
from Monte Carlo which can successfully simulate the true data.

The CC trigger efficiency is calculated from the Pseudo-CC data sample by dis-
carding the electrons and weighting by a factor 0¢“/o¥¢. The main uncertainty is
the statistical error due to the limited event number, which was estimated above. The
uncertainty from the different method of calculating the kinematic variables z, Q? in
the weighting procedure is found to be negligible. ‘

The final CC data samples were visually scanned and the muon-induced background
was removed. However, the yp event , which is a NC interaction (at very small Q?)
having a lepton scattered in the beam pipe not detected by the BEMC calorimeter, may
have final hadronic jets simulating the CC process. Generally the missing transverse
momentum of yp events is near zero, thus it is suppressed by the P, > 25 GeV cut. The
«vp events may enter the data sample if a large part of F; carried by the forward jets
escaped the detection, or P; is incorrectly measured due to the the energy resolution
of the detector. This effect was quantitatively studied: within present luminosity, the
contamination from «p events to the CC samples seems negligible [57).

From Fig.4.1 we see that the CC and NC events are well separated by the P, > 25
GeV cut. NC events contaminating the CC sample are mainly due to the semileptonic
decays with energetic missing neutrinos prodicing a transverse momentum imbalance.
This contamination is estimated as less than 0.1%. Several NC events were found in CC
sample with the electron poorly measured in the LAr calorimeter, and were removed

by the visual scan.
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The cluster mass criteria in our electron finder allows to select events with a true
electron with high efficiency. The effect of electron misidentification is well below
1% from the NC Monte Carlo study. The contamination of NC sample from the
misidentified CC events due to a fake clectron is estimated to be less than 0.01%.
Actually, in the visual scan of the final NC data sainples, no CC event were found, and
no muon-induced background was found cither.

Systematic uncertainties on the NC/CC ratio

In summary, the conclusions on the systematic uncertainties in the CC and NC
selections are:

e The main systematic error comes from the uncertainty in the hadronic energy
scale. For a +4% shift of the hadronic energy scale, the changes in the number
of NC events are +13.0/-15.8% for e p interaction and +11.4/-14.7% for e*p
interaction, while the changes in the number of CC events are -5.0/+4.9% for
e”p interaction and -4.5/+3.9% for ¢*p interaction.

e P]ad calculated using different approach can cause several percent change in the
event number with a P/ cut, which can be corrected by a correction factor
calculated from Monte Carlo, and finally lead to the same values after the correc-
tion. The effects in the data and the Monte Carlo used are found to be consistent,
which means that the Monte Carlo events correctly simulate the true data, thus
no substantial systematic error is expected from this source.

e The effect of the different vertex calculation on the total number of events after
Phed cut is negligible (< 0.2%), and correctly described by the Monte Carlo.

e The muon-induced or <yp-induced background contamination rates in the final
CC and NC sample are negligible.

e Finally, the errors in the event numbers come also from the statistical uncertain-
ties of the correction factors due to the limited number of Monte Carlo events,
especially due to the the limited “Pseudo-CC” data samples when calculating
trigger efficiency. These uncertainties are included here as another systematic
effects. '
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The estimated relative systematic errors for the selected CC and NC event numbers
and the NC/CC ratio measurement are listed below:

Table 5.6 The estimated relative systematic errors for Number of events ((AN)qys)
and NC/CC ratio ((AR)ys):

Data | 1993 e~ 1994 e~ 1994 et
sample CC ] NC cC | NC CC NC
(AN)gys | +5.8% +13.6% +5.9% +13.6% +4.3% +11.8%

-5.9% -16.3% -5.9% -16.3% - -4.9% -15.0%
(AR)sys +8.9% +8.9% +8.0%
-12.2% -12.2% -11.2%

5.1.3 Conclusions and Physics Implications of NC/CC Ratio
Measurement

Since the electron beam energies are slightly different for 1993 e~p runs (F, =
26.7GeV) and 1994 e~ p (E, = 27.5GeV) runs, a very small difference (about 1.5%) on
the predicated theoretical ratios is expected. Thus, a corresponding correction should
be done when combining these two data samples.

The theoretical prediction for the NC/CC ratio in the frame of Standard Model is
calculated using the package HERACLES [20], where the parton distribution parame-
terization MRSH is used, and the radiative effects are taken into account.

Here we have combined 1993 e~ p data to 1994 e~ p data and the theoretical predicted
ratios are corrected according to the luminosities of 1993 and 1994. Table 5.7 gives the
final results of the measured NC/CC ratios for 1993 and 1994 data with the estimated
statistical errors and the systematic errors, together with the theoretical predictions
from the Standard Model.

These results of NC/CC ratio from 1993 and 1994 data are in good agreements with
the theoretical predications from the Standard Model. Fig 5.15 gives the predicted
NC/CC ratio as a function of the propagator mass M., (M value in the propagator
term 1/(1+Q?/M%2,)?) for e"p and e*p interactions respectively. The measured NC/CC
ratios from (199341994) e~ p data and 1994 e*p data are shown in the plots.



1

(NC/CC) ratio

44
Table 5.7: The results of the NC/CC ratio measurement:
Da-ta Sample ([\[C/CC)nwasured, (NC/CC)theary
1993 7.1 4 2.1(stat.) T55(syst.) 6.75
e’ p 1994 7.0 & 2.1(stat.) T05(syst.) 6.85
199341994 || 7.0 & 1.5(stat.) T05(syst.) 6.80
etp 1994 13.6 + 2.04(stat.) T1(syst.) 15.57
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Fig.5.15 The predicted NC/CC ratio as a function of the propagator mass Mpy.q, for
e"p and etp interactions. The measured NC/CC ratios from (1993+1994) e~ p data

and 1994 e*p data and the 1o band are shown in the plot.
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The NC/CC ratio is more sensitive to W mass in the e”p interaction than in the
e*p interaction. From Fig.5.15, the W inass implied by the NC/CC ratios can be
estimated to be 8172) GeV for e~p interaction, and 93F1; GeV for e*p interaction.
These results are in good agreement with the previous resonance mass measurements.

5.2 The Integrated Charged Current Cross Sections

The charged current process in deep-inelastic scattering is mediated by the exchange
of the W vector boson. As discussed in Chapter 2, the W mass is the most sensitive
Standard Model parameter that could be looked for in the deep-inelastic-scattering.
Thus, the measurement of CC cross section provide a consistency check of the vector
boson mass interdependence.

The integrated cross section for the charged current process with a cut at PP >
25 GeV is given by:

NCC(phad 5 95GeV)

57 (5.23)

oCC (PP > 25GeV) =

where NCC is the observed number of CC events which has P > 25 GeV (Table
4.4), L is the luminosity, and €“C is the correction factor for the efficiencies in different
selection steps and the P**¢ migration and detector acceptance effects (equation (5.4)),
as given in the previous section (in Table 5.5).

The integrated luminosity £ is measured by a luminosity system using the rate of
the small angle bremsstrahlung ep — epy [58]. The electron and proton are detected
in crystal calorimeters positioned at 33 m and 103 m, respectively, from the nominal
interaction point along the incident ¢ beam direction. The value of £ for 1993 and
1994 data is given in Table 4.1. The systematic error of £ arises predominantly from
the uncertainty in the acceptance of the detector and its statistical error is negligible.
The precision of the luminosity determination is 1.5% [58].

The integrated cross section of CC process with pP®? > 25 GeV for 1993 e~ p and
1994 e*p data are given in the Table 5.8, together with the theoretical predictions from
the Standard Model.

In combining 1993 and 1994 e~ p data, the different luminosities are taken into
account. In Table 5.8, the first error in ¢¢¢ is the statistical uncertainty of the

measure
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number of events, the second error comprises all known systematic effects as given in
Table 5.6, and also includes the uncertainties in luminosity measurement.

The theoretical predictions are calculated using the HERACLES generator [20], as
for the calculation of the theoretical prediction of the NC/CC ratio. The measured
oCC for e p interactions are in good agreement with the theoretical predictions within
the error limits, while 0 for e*p interactions scems to be more than 1o higher than
the theoretical prediction. Again, we sec that the main source of the error in the cross
section measurement is the limited statistics.

Table 5.8: The integrated cross section of CC process(pb)
(for Phed > 25 GeV)

(e cC
Data samplo Tineasure Utheory

1993 45.5 + 12.6(stat.) T3i(syst.) | 41.3

e p 1994 40.7 £ 11.3(stat.) T25(syst.) | 42.1

199341994 | 43.0 + 8.4(stat.) *29(syst.) | 40.7

etp 1994 21.3 £ 3.1(stat.) T (syst.) | 17.2

Fig.5.16 and Fig.5.17 show the sensitivity of the predicted CC cross sections to the
propagator mass M., for e p and e'p interactions respectively. The measure cross
sections with 1o bands are shown in the plots. The 1 mass implied by the measured
values can be estimated to be 83"17 GeV for e p and 103139 for e*p interactions. The
result of e”p experiment agrees well with with the known mass value of 80.35GeV [23],
while the e*p result seems to he 1o larger.
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Fig.5.16 The CC cross section as a function of My, for e”p interaction, The mea-
sured 0®C from (1993+1994) e~p data and the 1o band is also shown in the plot.
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Fig.5.17 The CC cross section as a function of My, for e*p interaction. The mea-
sured o“C from 1994 e*p data and the 1o band is also shown in the plot.
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The effect of the W propagator can also be seen when comparing our results to those
measured at lower energy experiments. Fig.5.18 shows the deviation from the linear
dependence extrapolated from the low energy data of the neutrino-nucleon experiments,
where the two total cross sections at the corresponding E, at HERA (by equalizing
the invariant mass squared of e*p and vN interactions) transformed from the two
measured charged current cross sections of ¢ p and e*p interactions are shown, together
with some measured values of the total cross sections of% in the neutrino-nucleon

experiments.
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Fig.5.18 The two total cross sections transformed from measured CC cross sections
for e*p interactions compared with the linear extrapolation of the low energy data of
neutrino-nucleon interactions.

The ratio between the e”p and e*p CC integrated cross sections is:

05y (PP > 25GeV)

T 0CC (P> 25GeV)

=0.50£0.12 £ 0.01 (5.24)
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where the common systematic errors are canceled. The ratio R, can be interpreted
qualitatively in terms of the relevant e* — guark and antiquark subprocesses mediated
by the weak vector bason W in the quark-parton model. As a good approximation,
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Fig.5.19 The CC cross section as a function of My for e"p and e*p interactions.
The measured o“C from (1993+1994) ¢~ p data and 1994 e*p data are shown in the
plot. The 39.4% (10) and 90% CL contours arc given by the two ellipses, which are
tilted slightly due to the correlation of the systematic errors.
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o(etd) +oletu) _D—(EJ,_I_ L g), (5.25)

af{e ) “U'ay D

R, ~

where D/U and U/D are the ratios of the corresponding integrated parton dis-
tributions, a; = {(1 — ¥)?) and ag = (1) account for the W helicities averaged over
the appropriate parton distributions. The sea in the proton contributes little to e™p
scattering, but it has the same size of contribution to e*p scattering as the one of the
valence d-quark. The effect of the W propagator on R, is reduced although it strongly
affects each CC cross section separately [31]. Fig.5.19 gives the the predicted c““ (e~ p)
and 0%“(e*p) as a function of the W propagator mass, together with the measured
values from 1993 and 1994 data.

In conclusion, the results from 1993 e~ p and 1994 e*p data collected by H1 at HERA
show, for the first time, the effect of the W-propagator in deep inelastic charged current
interactions. The measured NC/CC ratio is consistent with the theoretical prediction of
the Electroweak Standard Model. With present statistics, the W mass estimated from
the NC/CC ratios are 81375 GeV and 93*1] for e~p and e*p interactions respectively.
Here, the W mass estimation comes indirectly from the measurement of the ratio of
the coupling constant of the NC and CC cross scctions.

The limited statistics of the selected Charged Current events is too poor to conclude
on the higher order effect or measurable deviation from the Standard Model. The My
values estimated from e~p and e*p charged current cross sections are 83*17 GeV and
103739 GeV respectively. With increasing cumulated luminosity, more precise measure-
ments of the electroweak parameters at HERA are foreseen in the future, However,
with decreasing statistical error, more effort is needed to lower the uncertainty on the
hadronic energy scale, this will become possible also with more NC events at high Q2.



Chapter 6

The Cross Sections of CC and NC
as a Function of Q? |

The inclusive cross sections of the Deep Inclastic scattering process are usually ex-
pressed in terms of kinematic variables Q?, x, y, because of their simple interpretation in
the electroweak theory and the Quark-Iarton model. These variables can be calculated
from the experimentally measurable quantities such as the energy and the direction of
the scattered lepton (as indicated in formula (2.28)) or from the final hadronic energy
flow (Jacquet-Blondel Method).

The differential cross sections for the Charged and the Neutral Current processes
measured at HERA may provide information on the weak propagators, which is im-
portant for the electroweak study. Despite the limited statistics of the charged current
data samples, the differential cross sections can still possibly be obtained in several
kinematic bins. In this chapter, we will calculate the differential cross sections as a
function of % in 4 bins, for the Charged and the Neutral Current processes for 1993
e”p and 1994 e*p data collected by H1.
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6.1 Experimental Measurement of the Kinematic
Variables

6.1.1 Jacquet-Blondel Method

The kinematic variables (%, 2,y can be calculated from the precisely measured en-
ergy and angle of the scattered electron (positron) in the Neutral Current process,
while for the charged current process, these quantities can only be obtained from the
measurement of the hadronic system, since the scattered neutrino cannot be recorded
by the detector.

Using the method proposed by A.Blondel and F.Jacquet [59], the kinematic vari-
ables can be derived from the information of the final hadronic energy flow, without
any jet identification or proton structure assumption. Denoting the energies of the
incident lepton and proton as E; and [, respectively, this method gives:

. _ Zi(Ei - Pu‘)
Yin —“———2 E,

(6.1)

i 72' 2 i Pt 2 + 7 7 2
Q.QIB — (> )ﬁ _ (32 Das) (> py) (6.2)
I —yin I —ysm

o Qi
Ty — (63)

S-Yyin

where pi; is the transverse momentum of the outgoing hadronic particle i, s = 4E, E,
is the total invariant mass squared, aud the sun runs over all observed hadronic final
states. Equation (6.1) actually reflects the longitudinal energy conservation.

We use the Jacquet-Blondel method to reconstruct the kinematic variables of both
Charged Current and Neutral Current. events, to get a coherent analysis of the elec-
troweak processes as well as to reduce various systematic effects. Meanwhile we also
use the electron (positron) informations to reconstruct the kinematics, as a check to
the precision of the Jacquet-Blondel method.
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6.1.2 The Kinematic Distributions of CC and NC events

The precision of the reconstruction of the kinciatic variables using Jacquet-Blondel
method depends on the energy and angular resolutions of the final hadronic states,
and of the size of the beam hole which causes the loss of energy flow in the forward
direction. The later effect only has minor influence, since the hadrons emitted in the
forward direction near the beam pipe contribute little to (£ — p,) and p; (thus to y;p
or @%z), as shown in equations (6.3) and (6.4).

Only the hadronic energy deposited in the LAr calorimeter cells are used in the
calculation of y;5 and Q%5 in our analysis, as in the case of the P3¢ calculation (see
Chapter 4). For both charged and neutral current events, the vertex used in the polar
angle calculation is reconstructed only from the hadronic tracks.

The precision of the @? reconstructed using Jacquet-Blondel Method (Q%5) can be
checked by a comparison to % reconstructed from the scattered lepton (Q%). From
equation (2.28), we have:

0Q, AL Q% 0,
Clp = -, o ) = —tg—Af 6.4

where E] and 6] are the energy and the polar angle of the scattered lepton. It is
clear that the resolution of Q% is determined by the resolntion of the measured electron
energy except in a very small #] range, where the angular resolution has decisive effect.
Since FEj is precisely measured, the resolution in Q% is very good except for lepton
scattered in very small angle.

Using a Neutral Current Monte Carlo simulation, we can see the precision of the
@Q? reconstruction using these two methods. Fig.6.1 gives the ratio between the recon-
structed @* and the generated Q?, for )%, and )%, respectively. We can see that the
relative resolution of Q% is much better than that of the Q%.

In the calculation of y;5 and Q2 using formulae (5.1) and (5.2), the summation
can also run over the clusters (where the cells from different calorimeters are grouped
into a object pointing to the interaction vertex), instead of LAr calorimeter cells. Using
clusters will include also the energy of hadrons deposited in other calorimeters (Tail
Catcher, PLUG and BEMC). Fig.6.2 shows the comparison of these two approaches
using the charged current Monte Carlo.
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Fig.6.1 The distributions of the ratios between the reconstructed Q* and the true @,
using informations from scattered lepton and from hadrons respectively. The statistic

errors are also shown.
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Fig.6.2 The distributions of the ratio between reconstructed Q* and true Q* using
CC Monte Carlo, using clusters and cells in ()%, calculation respectively. Also shown
are the statistical uncertainties.



6.1. EXPERIMENTAL MEASUREMENT OF THE KINEMATIC VARIABLES 155

From the distribution of the ratio between the reconstructed @2 and the true @2,
we see that, the Q%5 calculated using cluster gives a slightly larger result than using
cells (which can be seen from the mean values in the plots). From the study in the
previous chapter, we know that the data are correctly described by the Monte Carlo,
therefore this effect can be taking into account using the Monte Carlo simulation when
calculating the cross sections. Little difference can be seen in terms of the resolutions
between these two approaches, thus the precisions are the same.

Using the final selected data samples listed in Table 4.4, the y and Q? distributions of
the Charged Current events using Jacquet-Blondel method are displayed in Fig.6.3 and
Fig.6.5 respectively, for (1993 4+ 1994) ¢ p and 1994 ¢*p data. The similar distributions
for the Neutral Current events (listed in Table 4.5) are displayed in Fig.6.4 and Fig.6.6.
In these plats, na correction factars for the smearing and acceptance effects are applied.
The errors indicated in these plots are statistical uncertainties, which is the dominant
source of error in the Charged Current case. The systematic error (mainly comes
from the energy scale) plays a more important role in the Neutral Current case. The
distributions from the corresponding Monte Carlo simulations are also shown by the
histograms in the plots. These Monte Carlo distributions are also reconstructed using
the same conditions as in the data case.
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Fig.6.3 y;p distributions of the charged current events for (1993 + 1994) e”p and
1994 e*p data, compared with the Monte Carlo distributions (histograms). The error
bars in data points are statistical only.
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Fig.6.4 y;p distributions of the neutral current events for (1993 + 1994) e”p and
1994 e*p data, compared with the Monte Carlo distributions (histograms). The error

bars in data points are statistical only.
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Fig.6.6 Q% distributions of the neutral current events for (1993 + 1994) e”p and
1994 e*p data, compared with the Monte Carlo distributions (histograms). The error
bars in data points are statistical only.

Fro

Finally, the ratio between Q% reconstructed using Jacquet-Blondel Method and
using electron method (Q35/Q%) can be used as a consistency check between the data
and Monte Carlo simulation. Fig.6.7 gives the ratio Q% 5/Q? for the NC 1994 e*p data
and for Monte Carlo respectively. We see that the systematic shift of this ratio in the
data sample due to the hadronic energy measurement are correctly simulated by the

Monte Carlo.

6.2 Differential Cross Sections

The differential cross sections for the high Q2 neutral current process have been mea-
sured precisely at HERA, using the informations from the scattered electron (positron)
[60] or using also the informations from the hadrons [61]. We will calculate here the
cross sections for both Charged Current and Neutral Current processes in four Q? bins,
using only the informations from the hadronic flow.
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Fig.6.7 The distributions of the ratio Q5 /Q%, for 1994 e*p NC data and for Monte
Carlo respectively. A good agreement can be seen from the plot.

¢ Binning
In the experimental measurement of the differential cross section, the kinematic
range is divided into several bins, taking into account the precision in the mea-
surement of the kinematics and the statistics of the data sample. Let (Q?)! and
(Q2)% be the lower and upper limit of the bin ¢, the “bin center” (Q?)* in defined
as the Q2 value where do/dQ? equals to the average value over this bin:

2)i

do L 1 9% do
(G =) = @@ Doy 9

Thus once the binning is defined, the “bin center” (Q?)* can be calculated from
the Monte Carlo using the above formula.

The observed event number in a certain bin is not the true one, since due to the
error in the measurement of the kinematic variables, some of the events in the
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neighboring bins may migrate across the bin limits. Besides the smearing effect,
the limited detector acceptance and the efficiencies when applying the trigger,
vertex requirements and the selection cuts also affect the number of events in

each bin.

Considering all these effects, the measured differential cross section at (Q?)* can
be expressed in terms of the measurable quantities:

— 102=(Q?);) = . - -
dQ? T T e (%)% — (@)
where £ is the luminosity, V; is the observed number of events in a given bin,
and ¢;(@?) is the correction factor for the smearing effects, the limited detector .

acceptance and the efficiencies caused by various criteria applied in the event
selection.

(6.6)

The @? range is divided into 4 bins in our calculation, namely:

625-1900],  [1900-5000],  [5000—12000],  [12000—s] (GeV?) (6.7)

where s is the total invariant mass squarced. The binning was chosen such that the
majority of the Monte Carlo generated events in each bin remain in the same bin
after reconstruction. The Charged and the Neutral current data samples selected
in parallel from 1993 e~p and 1994 e*p interactions (summarized in Table 4.4
and Table 4.5 in Chapter 4) are used in the cross section calculation.

The bin center (Q?)!(i = 1,2,3,4) can be calculated using formula (6.5). How-
ever, since there are 4 distributions (CC, NC for e"p and e*p interactions), for
each distribution we may get different bin center (Q?)'. In order to compare the
differential cross section at the same fixed (Q?)* values, we chose the bin center
(Q%)* a priori for each bin as follows:

1250, 3400, 7500, 25000 (GeV?) (6.8)

and apply a factor ¢}, to the measured differential cross sections in each bin
to correct for the effect of the cross section variation over the finite bin. i, is
calculated from the Monte Carlo, for example, the correction factor for the first

. 1 * e
bin ¢, is:

el — (do/ng)l(szwso) (6.9)
o [fﬁlzgsoo(do/ng)dQ2]/(1900 — 625) ‘
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e Correction for migration effect

The “true” number of events in each (J? bin can be obtained from the observed
number of events in this bin, by applying correction for the migration effect with
a factor computed from the Monte Carlo simulation:

NQ().¢, (NMC)Z-
Nitrue — 1N , £; = L gen. /b 6.10
€4 (NoMbsC)z ( )

where (NJ7%); is the number of MC cvents with the generated @ in bin 4, and
(NMCEY, is the number of MC events with the reconstructed Q? in the same bin
after all of the criteria in the selection procedure have been applied. The factor
g; depends on the precision of the experimental measurement as well as on the

cross section of the process.

Fig.6.8 shows the migration of the events between different ? bins due to the
measurement error and detector acceptance. The effects from four Monte Carlo
samples - the charged and the neutral current events for e"p and e*p interactions
respectively - are shown, where the number of events in 4 generated Q? bins (true
Q?) are displayed versus the number of events in 4 reconstructed (? bins.

From the plots we see that, compared to the Charged Current events, the number
of the Neutral Current events decreases drastically with the increasing Q? and
are mainly concentrated in the first two Q2 bins, due to the 1/@Q* dependence
(photon dominance) of the cross section for low Q2.

e do/dQ? for CC and NC processes

The differential cross section at (Q?)* is calculated using equation (6.6), multiplied
by the bin center correction factor ;. The results of the differential cross section
calculation for charged and ncutral current processes are summarized in Table
6.1 and Table 6.2, for (1993+1994) ¢ p interaction and for 1994 e*p interaction
respectively.
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Fig.6.8 The migration of the charged and the necutral current events between
different (Q® bins from Monte Carlo simulation, for e"p and e*p interactions
respectively. The number of events in 4 generated Q% bins versus 4 reconstructed
Q? bins are shown. The values of the (Q? of the bins are shown in equation (5.7).
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Table 6.1 The differential cross scctions for (1993+1994) e~ p interaction:
(luminosity £ = 0.69 pb™!)

I Process i CC NC |
NUJ().S‘. 7 103
Q* = 1250 GeV? €| 0.937 0.705
I
Chin 1.191 0.956
(do /dQ?)[55%] 10.1 162.
(625 — 1900] Gel/? +A g, + 3.8 + 15.8
+ st + 0.9 + 20.7
[V(‘fh S, 13 44
Q? = 3400 GeV? £ 0.842 0.786
7 0.990 0.703
(do/dQ*)[ 5] 7.1 18.4
[1900 — 5000] GeV? +A g, + 2.0 + 2.8
: Ayt + 0.3 + 2.9
N(?bs. o 9
Q% = 7500 GeV? £3 0.828 0.614
3
e 1.129 0.949
(do /dQ?)[ %] 1.4 2.9
[5000 — 12000] GeV? +Aar, + 0.6 + 1.0
+A0. + 0.1 +04
Ngbs. 1 0
@Q* = 25000 GeV? €4 0.876 1.84
T
Chin 1.47 1.142
(do/de)?) =5 0.03 0.
[12000 — s] GeV? A, + 0.03 0.
+ Ayt + 0.01 + 0.02

In Table 6.1 and. Table 6.2, the svstematic uncertainties for each bin include
the errors in the luminosity measurements, the errors in the calculation of the
correction factors for various sclection criteria, and the uncertainties from the
hadronic energy scale. The later is the main contribution to the uncertainties in
the neutral current cross section measurerments, while in the charged current case
the statistical errors are predominant.
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Table 6.2 The differential cross sections for 1994 etp interaction:
(luminosity £ = 2.7 pb™1)

r Process H CC NC 4]

NL. 25 375

Q? = 1250 GeV? £ 0.873 0.669
el 1.213 0.95
[ i (do /dQ?)[ L] 10.1 154.8
625 — 1900] GeV +A g0, + 2.0 + 8.2
+A gyt + 0.3 + 19.3

N2 13 129

(% = 3400 GeV? £ 0.804 0.658
Ch 0.939 0.674

(do/dQ?)[=5] 1.9 15.8
[1900 — 5000] GeV? +A . + 0.5 + 1.4
+Agyst. + 0.1 + 2.4

N3 6 20

Q?* = 7500 GeV? £3 0.768 0.768
Coin 1.099 0.894

(do/dQ?) [ =5 0.5 1.2
[5000 — 12000] Gel? +A 0. + 0.2 + 0.3
+ A gyt + 0.1 + 0.2

N(/)lbs. 4 7

Q? = 25000 GeV? £4 1.738 1.772

cz. 0.654 0.848
bin

(do/dQ*)[ 5] 0.007 0.02
[12000 — 5] GeV'? +A g0, + 0.004 + 0.01
+ Ayt + 0.002 + 0.01
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The comparison of the results with the theoretical predictions are shown in Fig.6.9
and Fig.6.10, for e”p and e’ p interactions respectively. The Standard Model predic-
tions of do/d@? for charged and the neutral current process are calculated using the
HERACLES generator [20], where the MRSH parton distribution parameterizations
[62] are used. The predictions for neutral current cross scction from photon exchange
alone are also indicated in the plots.
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Fig.6.9 The differential cross sections do /d()* in four @Q? bins for (1993+1994) e p

data, for charged and the neutral current processes respectively. The Standard Model
predictions are also shown
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Fig.6.10 The differential cross sections do/dQ)* in four Q* bins for 1994 e*p data,
for charged and the neutral current processes respectively. The Standard Model pre-

dictions are also shown
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From the plots we see that the cross sections of the Neutral and the Charged Current
processes are of comparable magnitudes at the large Q? range (Q? > 5000 GeV?). The
Charged Current cross sections arc always lower than the Neutral Current cross section
in the whole Q2 range for e*p interactions, while they exceed the Neutral Current cross
section at very large % in e~ p interactions. This difference comes from that, in the
etp interactions, the main contributions to the Charged Current cross sections come
from the d and @ quarks in the proton scattering with et while in e~ p interactions the
main contribution comes from u quark scattering with e”. The y-dependences of the
contributions from these quarks in the cross scction formula are different, as shown in
equations (2.46) and (2.47).

A good agreement between the measured cross sections and the Standard Model
predictions can be observed in the plots. The neutral current cross sections are also in
good agreement with the previous measurements at HERA based on the informations
from the scattered lepton [60]. Due to the limited statistics of the data sample, the
contributions to the neutral current process fromn the dominant y-exchange and from
the y—Z9 interference or Z%exchange can not be distinguished at present. Moreover, in
the neutral current case we would expect variations due to the different weak interaction
of the e~ and e™ via Z%exchange (sce formula (2.38), Chapter 2). This effect will also
be studied with the forthcoming increase of the HERA luminosity.

6.3 W Mass from the Fit to the Q*-Distributions of
the Charged Current

A x? fit to the Q2-distributions for the charged current processes can be used to
derive the mass of the W boson. Assuming n; (i = 1,2,3,4) is the observed number
of CC events in bin i, the function x?(Mw ) can be constructed as following:

1 o (My) — n;
X?(M”/) — Z[__(.__L_

2 N 1, (6.11)

where ni*(My,) is the theoretical prediction of the number of events in the bin 4,
as a function of the propagator mass My :

ni*(My) = L g oi(Mw) (6.12)
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Fig.6.11 The x* fit of the shape of the differential cross sections do /d@Q? for e”p and
etp interactions respectively. The masses of W derived from the fits are also indicated
in the plots, where the errors statistical arc onlv. The combination of the two fit gives

My = 831% GeV (with the statistical errors).
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L is the luminosity, €; is the correction factor for the detector response in bin i,
and o;(My ) is the theoretical cross sections integrated over Q? range of bin i.

The results of the y2-fits performed for e"p and e*p interactions are shown in
Fig.6.11 respectively. We see that the e”p processes are more sensitive to the parameter
My. The values of My corresponding to the minimum of the x? curves (x2,,) are
then obtained, the statistic uncertaintics are determined from the increase of x? by 1.
We obtain:

My (e™p) = T (GeV), My (e'p) = 9241345, (GeV),

where the first error is statistical and the second error reflects the systematic un-
certainties. These two results are compatible, and a combined fit result is

My = 8317+8 (GeV).

These W mass results are in good agreemeut with the previous measurements at
HERA [58][57]{64], with improved precision. The shape and the cross section analysis
confirms that, the charged current processes in e”p and etp interactions are both
mediated by the exchange of the W boson with the same masses and different charge
states.



Chapter 7

Conclusions

We have presented here the analysis of the electroweak part of the charged current
etp — v, X and the neutral current e*p — e* X’ processes at high hadronic transverse
momentum (P74 > 25 GeV). The charged current and the neutral current events
were selected in parallel, i.e. following the same vertex and trigger conditions, and the
background rejection cuts were applied to the final NC and CC samples in the same
way. The kinematic variables were calculated only using the informations from the
hadronic energy flow.

The results from 1993 and 1994 data were combined. The etp interactions were
only available in 1994. The measured integrated charged current cross sections o0¢¢
and the NC/CC ratios are summarized below, compared to the theoretical predictions
from the Standard Model:

(199341994)e™ p-interaction ' (1994)e*p-interaction

Integrated L[pb~"]: 0.69 2.7

Num. of CC: 25 48

Num. of NC: 157 530

NC/CC: 7.0 & 1.5(stat.) Too(syst.) 13.6 + 2.04(stat.) 71 (syst.)
(NC/CC)ineory: 6.80 15.57

a®[pb]: 43.0 &+ 8.4(stat.) T55(syst.) 21.3 + 3.1(stat.) 55 (syst.)
(69 theory|PY): 40.7 15.2
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The above results are in good agreement with the parallel work performed in other
groups of H1 for the same analysis, with diflerent strategy in data selection and kine-
matic variable reconstruction. The measured NC/CC ratios and the CC integrated
cross sections agree well with the Standard Model predictions. The mass of the weak
intermediate W boson implied by these vesults is also in good agreement with the Col-
lider mass measurements, and excludes the asymptotic case where the propagator mass
— 00. The effect of the W-propagator in the Deep Inelastic charged current process is
observed, for the first time, in these measurements.

At present integrated luminosity, the statistics of the selected charged current events
is poor and constitutes the main contribution to the measurement errors. The system-
atic uncertainties in the hadronic energy scale (4%) is also a significant source of error,
and affects mainly the neutral current measurcinent due to its steep transverse mo-
mentum distribution.

The differential cross sections do/dQ? at four ()? values are also calculated, for
the charged current and the neatral current processes and for e”p and e*p interactions
respectively. The results agree well with the Standard Model predications, and confirm
that, at large momentum transfer, the weak and the electromagnetic interactions are of
comparable strengths. The measurcd do/dQ? for the neutral current process is also in
good agreement with the early measurcments at HERA based on the informations from
the scattered lepton. A x? fit to the shape of the charged current distribution gives
the mass of W boson My = 83112 GeV, which is in agreement with the previous
measurements at HERA, with improved precision. It is also in agreement with the
values measured in pp experiments or LED.

The limited statistics of the selected data samples at present made it difficult to
conclude on the higher order effects and the possible deviation from the Standard
Model. With increasing cumulated luminosity and future efforts to reduce the sys-
tematic uncertainties, more precise measurements on the electroweak parameters are
foreseen. For example, W-mass may be fitted from the shape of the charged current Q?
distribution with more precision. Using y-distributions of the charged current one may
study the helicity structure of W*, while using z-distributions one may investigate the
interactions due to different parton contributions in the QPM frame.
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Résumé

Le Modéle Standard de la Théorie Electrofaible peut étre testé dans les interactions
e*p 3 HERA. L'énergie de ~ 300 GeV dans le centre de masse permet d’atteindre le
domaine cinématique ol les interactions via Z° ou W+ deviennent prédominantes.

Ce travail présente ’analyse des processus des courants neutres et chargés dans les
données ep collectées en 1993 et 1994 par I’expérience H1. Aprés une coupure sur le
moment transversal de 25 GeV/c pour le systéme hadronique, nous avons déterminé
le rapport des sections efficaces des courants neutres et chargés, ainsi que la section
efficace intégrée des courants chargés. Les événements courants chargés et neutres
ont été sélectionnés suivant les mémes critéres techniques, de rejet de bruits de fond,
de déclenchement et de détermination du vertex d’interaction (pour ce dernier nous
avons proposé une méthode originale). Le calcul de variables cinématiques & partir des
variables du systéme hadronique, a permis de mesurer les distributions des rapports
courants neutres et courants chargés en fonction du transfert du moment, ainsi que
pour les courants chargés seuls.

Les résultats sont en accord avec le Modéle Standard. La masse du boson W
déterminée dans cette analyse confirme les résultats de mesures dans les autre expérien-
ces. L’effet de propagateur du boson W dans les interactions courants chargés pro-
fondément inélastiques a été observé pour la premiére fois.

Mots clés:

HERA

H1
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