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Abstract

The inclusiveetp single and double differential cross sections for neutral eharged
current processes are measured with the H1 detector at HERAdata were taken ir999
and 2000 at a centre-of-mass energy ¢fs = 319 GeV and correspond to an integrated
luminosity of65.2 pb~!. The cross sections are measured in the range of four-mament
transfer squared)? between100 and 30 000 GeV? and Bjorkenz between0.0013 and
0.65. The neutral current analysis for the newp data and the earlier—p data taken in
1998 and1999 is extended to small energies of the scattered electrorhanefore to higher
values of inelasticityy, allowing a determination of the longitudinal structuredtion Fy,

at highQ? (110—700 GeV?). A new measurement of the structure functiah; is obtained
using the newe™p and previously publishee®p neutral current cross section data at high
Q?. These data together with H1 lo@? precision data are further used to perform new
next-to-leading order QCD analyses in the framework of tten@ard Model to extract
flavour separated parton distributions in the proton.
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1 Introduction

In 1992 the HERA accelerator began operation, colliding lepton@otbn beams within the H1
and ZEUS experiments. The phase space covered by HERA ivellsep inelastic scattering
(DIS) cross section measurements ranges from small Bjarkeriow 2, the four-momentum
transfer squared, to largeat () values larger than the squared masses offthand Z gauge
bosons. These measurements provide an insight into thenpastructure of matter and the dy-
namics of strong interactions and test quantum chromodigsa(@CD) over a huge kinematic
range.

Both neutral current (NC) interactionsy — ¢X via v or Z° exchange, and charged current
(CC) interactionsgp — v X via W exchange, can be observed at HERA, yielding complemen-
tary information on the QCD and electroweak (EW) parts of $t@ndard Model. The cross
sections are defined in terms of three kinematic variabigsr andy, wherey quantifies the
inelasticity of the interaction. The kinematic variables eelated via)? = szy, wheres is the

ep centre-of-mass energy squared.

Measurements of the NC and CC cross sections jnscattering have been made by H1 and
ZEUS based onr 40 pb~! data sets taken betwe&f94 and1997 [1, 2] with protons of energy
820 GeV and positrons of energy7.6 GeV, leading to a centre-of-mass energy = 301 GeV.
Here, newe*p NC and CC cross section measurements, based on data tagen-aB19 GeV

in 1999 and 2000, are presented with improved precision using a luminosityo2 pb—*.
The increased centre-of-mass energy stems from the charthe proton beam energy from
820 GeV to 920 GeV since 1998. These data sets together provide the most seaeatral
and charged current cross sections measured by H1 atHigh 100 GeV?) in the first phase
of HERA operation (HERA-I).

The NC analysis is extended to highgup t00.9 for 100 GeV? < @Q? < 800 GeV?. This
extension of the kinematic range allows a determinatiomefiongitudinal structure function,
Fr(z,Q?%), to be made at higi? for the first time. This analysis is performed on both the
99 — 00 e™p data and the ~p data, taken in998 and1999 with a luminosity of16.4 pb~! at
Vs = 319 GeV. The extended high-e~p analysis and";, extraction complement the inclusive
cross section measurements published in [3]. The differendlC cross sections betweehp
ande™p scattering at higtf)? is employed to update the measurement Bf, superseding the
earlier measurement [3].

The accuracy and kinematic coverage of the H1 neutral angjetiaurrent cross section data
enable dedicated QCD analyses, which test the predictitmgafithmic scaling violations over
four orders of magnitude i®? and allow parton distribution functions (PDFs) of the proto
be deduced. This in turn allows predictions to be made farréutacilities such as the LHC,
deviations from which may be due to exotic phenomena beylom&tandard Model.

A next-to-leading order (NLO) QCD analysis of the H1 datanaldés performed, using a novel
decomposition of the quark species into the up- and dowa-tymark distributions to which
the NC and CC cross section data are sensitive. The fit pagarsgace is narrowed using
theoretical constraints adapted to the new ansatz and gleximental and phenomenological
uncertainties are systematically approached. This lemdsdescription of the complete set of
NC and CC data as well as to new determinations of the PDFshaiduncertainties. For
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comparison, the QCD analysis is further extended to inctbdeaccurate proton and deuteron
data from the BCDMS muon scattering experiment [4].

This paper is organised as follows. In section 2 the defmstiof the inclusive NC and CC
cross sections are given. In section 3 the detector, simaolahd measurement procedures are
described. The QCD analysis method is explained in sectifwlldwed by the measurements
and the QCD analysis results in section 5. The paper is suis@dan section 6.

2 Neutral and Charged Current Cross Sections

After correction for QED radiative effects, the measured bdlGss section for the process
etp — e* X with unpolarised beams is given by

d20% 21 wea
SO~ T gt (14 AR, &

with b, = Y F, FY_xFy —°F, 2)

wherea = a(Q? = 0) is the fine structure constant. THe,““** corrections are defined
in [5], with o and theZ and ¥ boson masses (taken here as in [3] toldg = 91.187 GeV
and My, = 80.41 GeV) as the main electroweak inputs. The weak corrections guiedly
less thanl% and never more thas%. The NC structure function termy,, was introduced
in [1] and is expressed in terms of the generalised strudtnetions F», zF; and ;.. The
helicity dependences of the electroweak interaction antaioed inY, =1+ (1 —y)?. The
generalised structure functiods andz F; can be further decomposed as [6]

~ HQ2 A 2 2 '%Qz 2 Z
= F —v MF; + (ve +a) (m) F, 3)
s KQ? z RQ* Y
.Z'Fg = — e me’y —+ (2Ueae) (m ._'IZ'FBZ, (4)
with k=% = 4M2 (1-— —) in the on-mass-shell scheme [7]. The quantitieanda, are the

vector and aX|aI vector Weak couplings of the electramthe Z° [7]. The electromagnetic
structure function;, originates from photon exchange only. The functidts and 2 F# are
the contributions taF, andzF; from Z° exchange and the functlodg”Z and xFVZ are the
contributions fromy Z interference. The longitudinal structure functlﬁp may be decomposed
in a manner similar td. Its contribution is significant only at high

Over most of the kinematic domain at HERA the dominant cbntion to the cross section
comes from pure photon exchange ¥ia The contributions due t&° boson exchange only
become important at large values@?. For longitudinally unpolarised lepton beams the
contribution is the same far- and fore* scattering, while the:F; contribution changes sign
as can be seenin eq. 2.

LIn this paper “electron” refers generically to both eleos@nd positrons. Where distinction is required the
symbolse™ ande™ are used.



In the quark parton model (QPM) the structure functiﬁQsF;Z andF/ are related to the sum
of the quark and anti-quark momentum distributiong,z, Q) andzg(z, Q?),

(B, )2 Ff] =2 [e2, 2eq05, 00 + all{q + T} (5)

q

and the structure functionsFy” andzF{ to their difference, which determines the valence
quark distributionszq, (x, Q?),

['TF?:/Z7 'TF3Z] = 23: Z[eqafﬁ UqalI]{q - a} = 23: Z [eqa(p Uqaq]QU . (6)

q q=u,d

In egs. 5 and 6¢, is the electric charge of quakkandv, anda, are respectively the vector
and axial-vector weak coupling constants of the quarksedzth In the QPM the longitudinal
structure functior¥’, = 0.

For CC interactions the measured unpolariggdcattering cross section corrected for QED
radiative effects may be expressed as

20 G2 M2 2 vea
e = || ot Az, @
. 1
with O5o = §(Y+W§:FY_xW§E — Wi, (8)

WhereAég”eak represents the CC weak radiative corrections. In this amsly- is defined [8]
using the weak boson masses and is in very good agreementittletermined from the
measurement of the muon lifetime [7]. The CC structure fiandterm¢?,, [1] is expressed in
terms of the CC structure functioh®;", W5~ andzW;", defined in a similar manner to the NC
structure functions [8]. In the QPM (whel&;~ = 0), they may be interpreted as lepton beam-
charge dependent sums and differences of quark and ank-disdributions and are given for
an unpolarised lepton beam by

Wi =z(U+D), aW; =2(D-U), Wy =2(U+D), aW; =x2(U—-D). (9)

Below theb quark mass threshold[/, 2D, U andzD are defined respectively as the sum of
up-type, of down-type and of their anti-quark-type disitibns

U = z(u+c)
2U = x(u+70)
xD = z(d+s)
D = x(d+73). (10)

For the presentation of the subsequent measurements ivemient to define the NC and CC
“reduced cross sections” as

1 Q4 X dQO'NC
Y, 2ra? dzdQ?’

2rx [Mgv + Q2:|2 dza'cc

Goe (@, &) G2 | M2 | dzd@?

one(w, Q%) = (11)



3 Experimental Technique

3.1 H1Apparatusand Trigger

The H1 co-ordinate system is defined such that the positiagis is in the direction of the
outgoing proton beam (forward direction). The polar arfgkethen defined with respect to this
axis. A full description of the H1 detector can be found in12}: The detector components
most relevant to this analysis are the Liquid Argon (LAr)araheter, which measures the posi-
tions and energies of particles over the ratige: § < 154°, a lead-fibre calorimeter (SPACAL)
covering the rangeé53° < 6 < 177°, the Plug calorimeter covering the rangé° < 6 < 3.3°
and the inner tracking detectors, which measure the angtsrmmenta of charged particles
over the rangg°® < 6 < 165°. In the central region25°<0<165°, the central jet chamber
(CJC) measures charged track trajectories ir(the) plane and is supplemented by twalrift
chambers to improve themeasurement of reconstructed tracks. The forward tracketector,
6530°, is used to determine the vertex position of events when constructed CJC track is
found.

Theep luminosity is determined by measuring the QED bremsstrahiep — epy) event rate
by tagging the photon in a photon detector located-at—103 m. An electron tagger is placed
atz = —33 m adjacent to the beam-pipe. Itis used to check the lumyossiasurement and to
provide information orep — eX events at very low)? (photoproduction) where the electron
scatters through a small angle £ 6 < 5 mrad).

NC events are triggered mainly using information from therlcalorimeter. The calorime-
ter has a finely segmented geometry allowing the trigger lecscalised energy deposits in
the electromagnetic section of the calorimeter. For ed@stwith energy abovel GeV this is
100% efficient as determined using an independently triggeretptaof events. At lower en-
ergies the triggers based on LAr information are suppleetehy using additional information
from the tracking detectors. 1098 the LAr calorimeter electronics were upgraded in order to
trigger scattered electrons with energies as low@sV, the minimum value considered in this
analysis. This gives access to the higkinematic region. For electron energiescdfeV, the
overall trigger efficiency i96% for thee™p data set an€0% for the earliere™p data set.

The characteristic feature of CC events is a large missangstrerse momentud?**¢, which
is identified at the trigger level using the LAr calorimetexctor sum of “trigger towers”, i.e.
groups of trigger regions with a projective geometry paigtio the nominal interaction ver-
tex. At low Pi#s, the efficiency is enhanced by making use of an additiongdén requiring
calorimeter energy in association with track informaticonf the inner tracking chambers. For
the minimumP7ss of 12 GeV considered in the analysis the efficiencyi§%, rising to90%
for Prvss of 25 GeV. In terms ofQ?, the efficiency isT9% at 300 GeV* and increases t98%
at 3000 GeV?. These efficiencies are determined from the data using alsashplC events
in which all information from the scattered lepton is sumses, the so-callgogseudo-CGam-
ple. The trigger energy sums are then recalculated for tin@ireng hadronic final state. This
sample also provides a useful high statistics cross cheftiethier aspects of the CC analysis.



3.2 Simulation Programs

Simulated DIS events are used in order to determine acaaptamrections. DIS processes are
generated using the DJANGO [12] Monte Carlo (MC) simulagwagram, which is based on
LEPTO [13] for the hard interaction and HERACLES [14] for gli& photon emission off the
lepton line and virtual EW corrections. LEPTO combirf@&x,) matrix elements with higher
order QCD effects using the colour dipole model as impleeem ARIADNE [15]. The
JETSET program is used to simulate the hadronisation psdté$ In the event generation the
DIS cross section is calculated with the PDFs of [17]. Theuated cross section is reweighted
using a NLO QCD fit (H197 PDF fit) to previous data [1].

The detector response to events produced by the generabgnams is simulated in detalil
using a program based on GEANT [18]. These simulated eveathan subjected to the same
reconstruction and analysis chain as the data.

The dominant photoproduction background processes anglaged using the PYTHIA [19]
generator with leading order PDFs for the proton and phaa&ert from [20]. Further back-
ground from QED-Compton scattering, lepton pair productta two-photon interactions,
prompt photon production and heavy gauge bodéit (Z°) production are included in the
background simulation. Further details are given in [1].

3.3 Polar Angle Measurement and Energy Calibration

In the neutral current analysis the polar angle of the seattelectron{,) is determined using
the position of its energy deposit (cluster) in the LAr catwater, together with the interaction
vertex reconstructed with tracks from charged particlehéevent. The relative alignment of
the calorimeter and tracking chambers is determined ussgagrgple of events with a well mea-
sured electron track, using information from both the CJ@ the > drift chambers. Minimisa-
tion of the spatial discrepancy between the electron tradkctéuster allows the LAr calorimeter
and the inner tracking chambers to be aligned. The residsatepancy then determines the
systematic uncertainty on the measurementt.pfvhich varies froml mrad ford, > 135° to
3mrad forf, < 120°.

The calibration of the electromagnetic part of the LAr caetwter is performed using the
method described in [1]. Briefly, the redundancy of the deteimformation allows a predic-
tion of the scattered electron energy’f to be made based on the electron beam enefg) (
the polar angle measurement of the scattered electron anthd¢lusive polar angley,) [1]

of the hadronic final state. This prediction of the doublelarfA) kinematic reconstruction
method [21] is then compared with the measured electrontiager@ergy, allowing local cali-
bration factors to be determined in a finely segmented gricaind¢. The calibration procedure
is also performed on the simulated data. The final calibnascobtained by application of a
further small correction determined from simulation, whimccounts for small biases in the
reconstruction ofy,. The calibration is cross checked using independent datplea from
QED-Compton scattering and two-photene™ pair production processes. The total system-
atic uncertainty on the absolute electromagnetic eneralg s@ries from).7% in the backward
part of the calorimeter t8% in the forward region, where statistics are limited.
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Figure 1: Mean values of (aPr;/Pr. as a function o’y and (b)y,/ypa as a function of
vy, for neutral current data (solid points) and Monte Carlo (M@pulation (open points) for
v, > 15° and12 GeV < Pr; < 50 GeV. The curves correspond tatd % variation around the
simulation.

The hadronic final state is measured using energy deposite ibAr and SPACAL calorime-
ters supplemented by low momentum tracks. Isolated lowggnealorimetric deposits are
classified as noise and excluded from the analysis. The mespaf the detector to hadrons
is calibrated by requiring transverse momentum cons@wdtetween the precisely calibrated
scattered electron and the hadronic final state in NC eventiescribed in [1]. The electron
transverse momentum is definedds. = /p2 . + p; .. The hadronic transverse momentum
is determined fronPr;, = \/(>_, p.:)> + (O, py:)% Where the summation is performed over
all hadronic final state particléesassuming particles of zero rest mass.

Detailed studies and cross checks of the hadronic respdrbe @alorimeter using the en-
larged data sample have led to an improved understandinigeofiddronic energy measure-
ment. The calibration procedure is cross checked by regueghergy-momentum conserva-
tion,E — P, = (E! — p..) + (E, — P.s) = 2FE,, with E}, — P, ;, being the contribution of all
hadronic final state particlés,.(E; — p. ;). In addition, the reference scale may be taken from
the double angle method prediction rather than from thedeseat electron. These studies have
allowed the systematic uncertainty on the hadronic scabe t@duced with respect to previous
measurements [1, 3] in the regidd GeV < Prj; < 50 GeV and~, > 15°. The uncorrelated
part (see section 3.6) of the hadronic scale uncertaingdsaed ta % from 1.7% previously.

Fig. 1 demonstrates the quality of the hadronic calibratiotihe stated region oy and-,
showing the level of agreement between data and simulaften the calibration procedure.
In fig. 1(a) the mean value of the rati-,/ Pr. is shown. In fig. 1(b) the inelasticity,, de-
fined from the hadron reconstruction method [22}as= (E), — P.)/2E., is compared with
the DA variableyp 4. In this analysis, it is the relative difference betweeradatd simulation
that is relevant and good agreement is found to witlsin In addition al% correlated uncer-
tainty is considered, accounting for possible remainig®s in the reference scale used for the
calibrations.



3.4 Neutral Current Measurement Procedure

Events from inelastiep interactions are required to have a well defined interactenex to
suppress beam-induced background. Hiffmeutral current events are selected by requiring a
compact and isolated energy deposit in the electromagpattoof the LAr calorimete The
scattered electron is identified as the cluster of highesisirerse momentum. In the central
detector regiond > 35°, the cluster has to be associated with a track measured iimrtee
tracking chambers.

As mentioned earlier, energy-momentum conservation regil — P, = 2F,. Restricting the
measured” — P, to be greater thabb GeV thus considerably reduces the radiative corrections
due to initial state bremsstrahlung, where photons escageteicted in the backward direction.
It also suppresses photoproduction background in whiclstia¢tered electron is lost in the
backward beam-pipe and a hadron fakes the electron sigtia ibAr calorimeter. Since the
photoproduction background contribution increases wijtthe analysis is separated into two
distinct regions where different techniques are employeduppress this background. The
nominal analysiss restricted tay, < 0.63 for 90 GeV? < Q? < 890 GeV* andy, < 0.90 for
@Q? > 890 GeV?. This limits the minimumZ’ to 11 GeV. Thehigh-y analysisis performed
for B/ > 6GeV, 0.63 < y. < 0.90 and90 GeV? < @Q? < 890 GeV>. Herey, andQ? are
reconstructed using the scattered electron energy and,ahglso-called electron method.

The NC kinematics in the nominal analysis are reconstrugsaay thee>: method [23], which
usesk’, 6. and £, — P, and has good resolution and small sensitivity to QED raBati
corrections over the accessible phase space. In thejhagtalysis the electron method gives
the best resolution and is used to define the event kinematics

The nominal data sample consists of abbgi 000 events. The comparison of the data and
the simulation is shown in fig. 2 for the scattered electroergy and polar angle spectra and
the distribution ofE — P, which are used in the reconstructionzodnd@?. All distributions
are well described by the simulation, which is normalisedhi® luminosity of the data. In
the nominal analysis the small photoproduction contriyuts statistically subtracted using the
background simulation.

In the highy analysis, the photoproduction background plays an inacrggsmportant role, as
low energies of the scattered electron are accessed. Barihlysis, the calorimeter cluster of
the scattered electron is linked to a well measured trackbdtie same charge as the electron
beam. This requirement removes a sizeable part of the baakdr wherer® — v~ decays give
rise to fake scattered electron candidates. The remaimickgoound from photoproduction was
estimated from the number of data events in which the detdefgon candidate has opposite
charge to the beam lepton. This background is statistisalifracted assuming charge symme-
try. The charge symmetry is determined to(b@9 + 0.07 by measuring the ratio of wrongly
charged fake scattered lepton candidatesimandep scattering, taking into account the dif-
ference in luminosity. The charge symmetry is cross checis@ty a sample of data events in
which the scattered electron is detected in the electrogetagnd a systematic uncertainty of
10% on the charge symmetry is assigned. Further details are gij@4, 25].

2Local detector regions are removed where the cluster of ¢atiesed electron is not expected to be fully
contained in the calorimeter, or where the trigger is ndyfefficient.
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H1 Neutral Current Data
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Figure 2: Distributions ofE! for (a) Q> > 150 GeV? and (b)Q*> > 5000 GeV?, (c) 6, and
(d) E — P, for e*p data (solid points) and Monte Carlo (MC) simulation (opestégrams) in
the nominal analysis. The shaded histograms show the gealiackground (bg) contribution,
dominated by photoproduction.

In total about24 000 e*p events and> 000 e p events are selected in the highanalysis.
Figs. 3(a)-(c) show the scattered lepton energy spectriuenpolar angle distribution and the
E — P, spectrum for both the*p ande™p data sets after background subtraction. The simula-
tion, normalised to the luminosity of the data, provides adydescription of these distributions.
In fig. 3(d) the energy spectra of wrong charge lepton cane#dim the data sets are shown.
Good agreement is observed when the data are normalised to the luminosity of thiep
data set.

3.5 Charged Current Measurement Procedure

The selection of charged current events requires a largamgiransverse momentur;"s* =
Pr;, > 12GeV, assumed to be carried by an undetected neutrino. In addit®event must
have a well reconstructed vertex as for the NC selection Kiffematic variableg;, andQ? are

11



H1 Neutral Current’® and & High-y Data
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Figure 3:Distributions of (a)£, (b)0. and (c)E— P, for e™p data (solid points)~p data (open
points) and Monte Carlo (MC) simulation (histograms) in bigh-+ analysis after background
subtraction (see text). In (c) the — P, cut is not applied, but is indicated by the dashed
vertical line. Shown in (d) is the energy distribution of wigdy charged lepton candidates in
background events. In (d) thep data have been normalised to the luminosity ofd¢he data
set.

determined using the hadron kinematic reconstruction atei®2]. In order to restrict the mea-
surement to a region with good kinematic resolution the &vare required to haug, < 0.85.

In addition the measurement is confined to the region whexdrigger efficiency is> 50%

by demandingy;, > 0.03. Theep background is dominantly due to photoproduction events in
which the electron escapes undetected in the backwardtidimegnd missing transverse mo-
mentum is reconstructed due to fluctuations in the deteetspanse or undetected particles.
This background is suppressed using the ratig'V,, and the difference in azimuth between
ﬁT,h as measured in the main detector and the Plug calorim®tgry,, [3]. The quantitied/,
andV,, are respectively the transverse energy flow parallel anepanallel toﬁT,h, the trans-
verse momentum vector of the hadronic final state. The rakighibackground is negligible for
most of the measured kinematic domain, though it reatfigsat the lowest)? and the highest
y. The simulation is used to estimate this contribution, Whscsubtracted statistically from the
CC data sample with a systematic uncertaintp@f on the number of subtracted events. The
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non-ep background is rejected as described in [1] by searchingventetopologies typical of
cosmic ray and beam-induced background. For further deta# [26, 27].

After all selection criteria are applied, the final CC datapge contains about500 events. The
data and simulation are compared in fig. 4 for the, andE}, — P, j, spectra, which are directly
used in the reconstruction of the kinematic variahjesnd Q2. In both cases the simulation
gives a reasonable description of the data.

H1 Charged Current Data

_‘2200 i\ T T T ‘ T T T ‘ T T T ‘ T T T E g225 :\ 1T ‘ T T 17T ‘ T T 17 T T 17 T T \:
o B (@ -Hiccdata - 0200 - (b) =
wizs ; 1 MC (CC+ bg% w 175 ; é
150 * ] MC (bg) f 150 7 7
125 p 1 125- =
100 = = 100F 3
75 - - 750 E
50 |- 4 500 E
B ] Ex ]
25 + 1 HF a
0 i‘TLm_‘ Il ‘ Il Il Il ‘ Il Il Il 1 *ii 0 :H_Yﬁ_Y_‘_Y_U_U_Y_‘J—Q_h—M—‘! I A—‘—E

20 40 60 80 100 0 10 20 30 40

P, /GeVv E-P,, /Gev

Figure 4:Distributions of (a)Pr, and (b)E,, — P, , for CC data (solid points) and Monte Carlo
(MC) simulation (open histograms). The shaded histogramsgyghe simulated background
(bg) contribution, dominated by photoproduction.

3.6 Cross Section M easurement and Systematic Uncertainties

For both the NC and CC analyses the selected event samplesrageted for detector accep-
tance and migrations using the simulation and are convéustboh-centred cross sections. The
bins in the(x, Q?) plane are defined as in refs. [1, 3], based on the consideratitne detector
resolution and event statistics. The bins used in the measnt are required to have values
of stability and purity larger than30%. This restricts the range of the NC measurements to
y 2 0.005. The QED radiative corrections\(;,,) are defined in [1] and were calculated
using the program HERACLES [14] as implemented in DJANG(.[12

The systematic uncertainties on the cross section measutsrare presented in tables 6-13.
They are split into bin-to-bin correlated and uncorrelgtads. All the correlated systematic
errors are found to be symmetric to a good approximation amdssumed so in the following.
The total systematic error is formed by adding the individweors in quadrature.

The correlated and uncorrelated systematic errors arastied briefly below (see refs. [24—-28]
for more details). In addition, there is a global uncertawit1.5% and1.8% on the luminosity

3The stability (purity) was defined in [1] as the number of siated events which originate from a bin and
which are reconstructed in it, divided by the number of gatest (reconstructed) events in that bin.
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measurement for the"p ande~p data respectively, of which.5% is common to both (see
section 4.1).

e The total uncertainty on the electron energy scal&’isif the z impact position of the
electron at the calorimeter surfacg,(,) is in the backward part of the detectar,(, <
—150 cm), 0.7% in the region—150 cm < 2, < 20 cm, 1.5% for 20 < 2, < 100 cm
and3% in the forward part4,,,, > 100 cm). The correlated part of the total uncertainty
comes mainly from the possible bias of the calibration metrd is estimated to e5%
throughout the LAr calorimeter. It results in a correlatggtematic error on the NC cross
section which is typically belowt%, increasing at low; to ~ 3% for Q21000 GeV?
and~ 8% for largerQ?.

e The correlated uncertainty on the electron polar anglensad,2 mrad and3 mrad for
0. > 135° 120° < 0, < 135° andfd, < 120°, respectively. This leads to a typical
uncertainty on the NC reduced cross section of less thanincreasing up tev 5% at
high .

e A 0.5% (1%) uncorrelated error originates from the electron iderdtfan efficiency in
the NC nominal (highy) analysis forz;,,,, < —5 cm. For z;,,,, > —5 cm the uncertainty is
increased t@%. The precision of this efficiency is estimated using an irshejent track
based electron identification algorithm, limited fgy,, > —5 cm by statistics.

e A 0.5% uncorrelated error is assigned on the efficiency of the eseattelectron track-
cluster link requirement in the NC nominal analysis. In thghky analysis this is in-
creased td %.

e An uncorrelated % uncertainty on the hadronic energy measured in the LAr cakter
is assigned for the regiol® GeV < Pr; < 50 GeV and~, > 15°. Outside this region
the uncertainty is increased tor%. In addition, al% correlated component to the un-
certainty is added in quadrature, originating from thelrakion method and from the
uncertainty on the reference scale. This yields a total taicey of 1.4% and2% for the
two regions respectively.

e The uncertainty on the hadronic energy scale of the SPACAtricaeter is5%. The
uncertainty on the hadronic energy measurement due to thesion of low momen-
tum tracks is obtained by shifting their contribution &. The influence on the cross
section measurements from these sources is small compattedhat from the corre-
lated uncertainty from the LAr calorimeter energy scalee Tiiree contributions (LAr,
SPACAL, tracks) are thus combined, resulting in a singleetated hadronic error from
the hadronic energy measurement, which is given in thegaflee corresponding error
on the NC and CC cross sections is typicalyl %, but increases at lowto ~ 5%.

e A 25% uncertainty is assigned on the amount of energy in the LAorgakter attributed
to noise, which gives rise to a sizeable correlated systereator at lowy, reaching
~ 10% atz = 0.65 andQ?<2 000 GeV? in the NC measurements.

¢ In the CC analysis the correlated uncertainties due to the against photoproduction
onV,,/V, and A¢, pe are only significant at high, low Q? and low Pr,, reaching a
maximum of~ 7%.
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¢ In the CC and the NC nominal analyses the photoproductiokgsaand is estimated
from simulation. A30% correlated uncertainty on the subtracted photoprodudtamk-
ground is determined from a comparison of data and simulétioa phase space region
dominated by photoproduction background. This resultssyséematic error of typically
S1%.

¢ In the NC highy analysis the photoproduction background is estimatectitijrérom
the data by using wrongly charged (fake) scattered leptodidates, which leads to a
10% correlated uncertainty on the subtracted photoproduti@mkground. The resulting
uncertainty on the measured cross section$§i®or less.

e A 0.3% uncorrelated error is considered on the trigger efficiendp@ NC nominal anal-
ysis and2 — 6% in the CC analysis. For the NC highanalysis the uncertainty on the
cross section is- 2% at low (Q?, decreasing t6.6% at the highesf)? in the analysis.

e An uncorrelated error of% (NC) and3% (CC) is estimated on the QED radiative cor-
rections by comparing the radiative corrections predittgdhe Monte Carlo program
(DJANGO) with those calculated from HECTOR and EPRC [29].e Error also ac-
counts for a small missing correction in DJANGO due to thehexge of two or more
photons between the electron and the quark lines.

e A 3% uncorrelated error is assigned on the event losses due twothen background
finders in the CC analysis, estimated from pseudo-CC dagesgsstion 3.1).

e A 2% uncorrelated error5(% for y < 0.1) on the vertex finding efficiency for CC events
is estimated using pseudo-CC data.

Overall a typical total systematic error of ab@t (6%) is reached for the NC (CC) double
differential cross section. This precision has been aeddihirough detector improvements
for triggering and a better understanding of the hadrorspease of the detector, the electron
identification and its angular measurement.

4 QCD Analysis

The cross section data presented here, together with th€toprecision data [30] and high
Q? e*p data [1, 3] previously published by the H1 Collaborationyaroa huge range i)?
andz. The improved accuracy now available allows the predistioihperturbative QCD to be
tested over four orders of magnitude@ from aboutl GeV? to abovel0* GeV?, andz from
below 10~* to 0.65. The measurements of NC and GEp scattering cross sections provide
complementary sensitivity to different quark distributscand the gluon distributiomy(x, Q?).
This is used to determine the sum of up-tydé, of down-typerD and of their anti-quark-type
xzU andz D distributions, employing only H1 inclusive cross secti@tad

With the current beam energies, the HERA collider data dgjivat access to the largeregion
of deep inelastic scattering at medidph (~ 100 GeV?). Complementary information on quark
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distributions in this region is provided by fixed-targettimp-proton data. Lepton-deuteron scat-
tering data, which provide further constraints on the Pxfs,not yet available from HERA.
Therefore, in the subsequent analysis, the H1 data are @tsbined with the precise BCDMS
muon-proton and muon-deuteron scattering data and thésesa compared for cross checks
of the PDFs obtained from the analysis of the H1 data alone.

4.1 Ansatz

Traditionally, QCD analyses of inclusive deep inelastiatsring cross section data have used
parameterisations of the valence quark distributions dredsea quark distribution, imposing
additional assumptions on the flavour decomposition of #ee[&, 31-33]. The neutral and
charged current cross section data presented here, howeseensitive to four combinations
of up- and down-type (anti-)quark distributions which, @* less than the bottom quark pro-
duction threshold, are given above in eq. 10. Working in teafithese combinations weakens
the influence of necessary assumptions on the flavour dectigpoof the sea in the fit. The
valence quark distributions are obtained from

xuv:x(U—U), xdvzx(D—ﬁ) (12)
and are not fitted directly.

In the QPM, the charged current structure function tegis are superpositions of the distri-
butions given in eq. 10 according to

ot =2U + (1 —y)’2D, ¢go=2U+ (1—1y)*zD (13)

The neutral current structure function tergs. are dominated by the electromagnetic structure
function 5 , which can be written as

4 — 1 _
F2:§x(U+U)+§x(D+D). (14)
In the high@? neutral current data, complementary sensitivity is oletdiftom the interference
structure function:F;” = z[2(U — U) + (D — D)]/3, but still higher luminosity is required to
exploit this for a dedicated determination of the valencarks.

In the fit to the H1 and BCDMS data, the isoscalar nucleon stradunctionFy" is determined
by the singlet combination of parton distributions and alsoatribution from the difference
of strange and charm quark distributions,

FN:%x(U+U+D+E)+éx(c+6—s—§). (15)
The nucleon data obtained from the BCDMS muon-deuterorscsestions are measured for
x > 0.07. For these data nuclear corrections are applied followd4g.[In eq. 15 the charm
and strange quark distributions occur explicitly and magdestrained using experimental data
as provided by H1 and ZEUS on the charm contributiof1¢35, 36] and from NuTeV on the
strangeness content of the nucleon [37]. The analysis oHthédata, however, is rather in-
sensitive to these quark distributions. They are assumée tixed fractions of the up- and
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down-type quark distributions respectively at the inisahle of the QCD evolution (see sec-
tion 4.2).

The analysis is performed in tié S renormalisation scheme using the DGLAP evolution equa-
tions [38] at NLO [39]. The structure function formulae giMeere are thus replaced by integral
convolutions of coefficient functions and PDFs. An approechsed whereby all quarks are
taken to be massless, including the charm and bottom quahish provides an adequate de-
scription of the parton distributions in the hig)¥ kinematic range of the new data presented
here. The bottom quark distributionb, is assumed to be zero f@* < m? wherem, is the
bottom quark mass.

Fits are performed to the measured cross sections caluylitte longitudinal structure func-
tions to orden? and assuming the strong coupling constant to be equalfd2) = 0.1185 [7].

All terms in egs. 1 and 7 are calculated, including the weakeotions, Ay ¢ The analysis
uses anc space program developed inside the H1 collaboration [4@h wross checks per-
formed using an independent program [41]. In the fit procedan? function is minimised
which is defined in [30]. The minimisation takes into accotmtrelations of data points caused
by systematic uncertainties allowing the error paramdts table 2), including the relative
normalisation of the various data sets, to be determinetidyitt The fit to only H1 inclusive
cross section data, termed H1 PR#)0, uses the data sets as specified in table 1. The table
additionally lists the BCDMS data used in a further fit for qmamson with the H1 PDR000

fit.

data set process x range Q? range oF ref. comment
(GeV?) (GeV?) | (%)

H1 minimum bias97 eTp NC | 0.00008 0.02 1.5 12 1.7 [30] | /s =301 GeV

Hllow Q296 —97 etpNC | 0.000161  0.20 12 150 | 1.7 [30] | +/s=301GeV

H1highQ294 — 97 etpNC | 0.0032 0.65 150 30 000 1.5 [1] | V/s=301GeV

H1 highQ294—97 eTpCC | 0.013 0.40 300 15000 | 1.5 [1] | +/s=301GeV

H1high@Q?98 —99 e pNC | 0.0032 0.65 150 30 000 1.8 [B] | Vs=2319GeV

H1highQ298 —99 e~pCC | 0.013 0.40 300 15000 | 1.8 3] | v/s=319GeV

H1highQ298 —99 e pNC | 0.00131  0.0105 100 800 | 1.8 | thisrep.| /s = 319 GeV; high-y data

H1highQ299 —00 eTpNC | 0.0032 0.65 150 30000 | 1.5 | thisrep.| /s = 319 GeV; incl. highwy data

H1 highQ299—00 eTpCC | 0.013 0.40 300 15000 | 1.5 | thisrep.| /s = 319GeV

BCDMS-p uwpNC | 0.07 0.75 75 230 | 3.0 [4] | requirey,, > 0.3

BCDMS-D wDNC | 0.07 0.75 7.5 230 | 3.0 [4] | requirey, > 0.3

Table 1: Data sets from H1 used in the H1 PRHVOO fit and from BCDMS,-proton andu-
deuteron scattering used in the H1+BCDMS fit. As for the mesiH1 QCD analysis [30], the
original BCDMS data are used at four different beam eneigipssing the constrairi, > 0.3.

The inelasticityy,, was defined using BCDMS beam energies. The normalisatiogrtaicties

of each data sebtf) are given as well as the kinematic ranges: iandQ?. The uncertainty

0* includes a common error 6f5% for the H1 data sets (see text). The nominal analysis and
high+ analysis do not overlap in kinematic coverage (see sectiyn 3

The correlated systematic uncertainties for the H1 crossossemeasurements may be corre-
lated across data sets as well as between data points, lsgyomay arise from the same source.
They are thus not treated independently in the QCD analysisepted here. The relationship
between the error sources as used in the fitting procedutarimarised in table 2 for each of

the eight correlated systematics considered. This leatl$ itedependent error parameters. In
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addition, all H1 quoted luminosity uncertainties have a gwn contribution 0f0.5% arising
from the theoretical uncertainty on the Bethe-Heitler sresction. This common contribution
has been taken into account in the QCD analysis.

data set process 0 oF o7 o N 6B oV §°
H1 minimum bia®)7 e¢*pNC | L1 FE1 #1 hl N1 Bl — -
HllowQ?96 —97 e*pNC|L£2 FE1 61 hl N1 Bl — —
H1highQ?94 —97 e*pNC| L3 E2 62 h2 N1 B2 — —

H1highQ?94—-97 e*pCC|L3 — — K2 N1 B2 V1 -
H1highQ?98 —99 e pNC| L4 E2 63 h2 N1 B2 — Sl
H1highQ?98 —99 e pCC|L4 — — h2 N1 B2 V2 -
H1highQ?99 —00 e*pNC| L5 E2 63 h2 N1 B2 — Sl
H1highQ?99—00 e*pCC|L5 — — h2 N1 B2 V2 -

Table 2: Treatment of the correlated systematic error sources Hth data sets used in the
fits. For each of the eight correlated systematic error gsjrone or more parameters are
included in the QCD fit procedure. The sources consideredws¢o the luminosity uncertainty
(6©), the electron energy uncertainty?(), the electron polar angle measurement uncertainty
(6%), the hadronic energy uncertainty§, the uncertainty due to noise subtractioff ), the
photoproduction dominated background simulation er8)),(the uncertainty due to the cuts
against photoproduction in the CC analysis )\ and the error on the charge symmetry in the
high+; analysis §°). The table entries indicate the correlation of the errarses across the
H1 data sets. For example, the uncertainty due to the noigeastion is the same for all data
sets leading to one common parameter in theNit) whereas the electron energy uncertainty
has two independently varying parameters @ndE?2) for the H1 NC data sets only.

4.2 Parameterisations

The initial parton distributions; P = xg, zU, xD, 2U, zD, are parameterised @ = Q3 in
the following general form

rP(x) = ApxPr(1 — x)CP[l + Dpx + Epz® + Fpa® + Gpa). (16)

The QCD analysis requires choices to be made for the initeks()2) and the minimun©)?

of the data considered in the analysi¥ (). Variations of bothQ?Z and@? ,, are studied. As

in [30] Q2 is chosen to bé GeV? and@Q?,,,, = 3.5 GeV>. Reasonable variations of these choices
are considered as part of the model uncertainties on therpdistributions (section 5.3).

The general ansatz, eq. 16, represents an over-pararagterisf the data considered here. The
specific choice of these parameterisations is obtained §aturation of they?: an additional
parameteD, E, F or G is considered only when its introduction significantly impes they?.
The appropriate number of parameters also depends on taeselstincluded in the fit. The
H1 data requires less parameters than the combined H1 and/BCiata due to the precise
BCDMS proton and deuteron data in the largeegion, where the cross section variations with

x are particularly strong.
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The fit to the H1 data uses the following functional forms

rg(r) = AP (1—2)% -[1+ Dya]

2U(z) = ApzPv(1—2)% - [1 4+ Dyx + Fya®]

rD(z) = ApxPP(1 —x)°? . [1 + Dpa] (17)
2U(r) = AgaPv(1 —2)T

rD(x) = ApzPp(1—2)7,

in which the number of free parameters are further reduceduke constraints and assump-
tions detailed below.

The number of parameters required by the fit for the diffepamton distributions follows the
expectation. A high: term E 2% is not needed in the gluon distribution, since at largine
scaling violations are due to gluon bremsstrahlung, ieeiratependent of the gluon distribution.
The zU and zD distributions require more parameters than the anti-qdasttibutionszU
andxzD because the former are a superposition of valence and selsgiracontrast to the
latter. Due to the different electric charge$, = 4¢2, and they dependence of the charged
current cross section, the data are much more sensitive togtlguark than to the down quark
distributions. Thus less parameters are neededfbthan forzU.

A number of relations between parameters can be introduakdaily in this ansatz. At low

x the valence quark distributions are expected to vanish laade¢a quark and the anti-quark
distributions can be assumed to be equal. Thus theclparametersi, and B, are required to
be the same farU, =U and forzD, zD. In the absence of deuteron data from HERA there is
no distinction possible of the rise towards lavbetweentU andxD. Thus the corresponding
B parameters are required to be equal, Be.= Bp = By = By = B,. Further constraints
are the conventional momentum sum rule and the valence goarking rules.

The ansatz presented above allows the quark distributibns:D, zU, xD to be determined.
Further disentangling the individual quark flavour conitibns to the sea is possible only with
additional experimental information and/or assumptigkssuming that the strange and charm
sea quark distributionss andzc can be expressed asindependent fractiong, and f. of xD
andxU at the starting scale @2 = 4 GeV? (see table 5), a further constraint is used in the fit:
Ag = Az - (1 — f,)/(1 — f.), which imposes that/z — 1 asx — 0.

The total number of free parameters of the five parton digtiobs is thus equal to0 in the fit
to the H1 data. The? value is hardly improved by including any half integer powér. The
parametric form of eq. 17 is also found starting from an akéve polynomial inz*, which
includes half integer powers up #6/2. The addition of the large BCDMS p and ;D data
leads to two additional termé&;;2* and Fpz3, in the polynomials.

5 Reaults

5.1 NCand CC Cross Sectionsdo /dQ?, do/dx and o3,

The e*p single differential neutral current cross sectidn/dQ? measured fory < 0.9 is
shown in fig. 5(@). The data are compared with previouscHg measurements made at
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Vs = 301 GeV. The new cross sections are found to be higher than the nezaent from

94 — 97 as expected due to the increase in centre-of-mass enertfycBss sections, falling by
over six orders of magnitude for the measuégdregion betweer200 GeV? and30 000 GeV?,

are well described by the H1 PDIBO0O0 fit. The error band represents the total uncertainty as
derived from the QCD analysis by adding in quadrature theeewpental and model uncer-
tainty. The experimental uncertainty on the predictedsgestions is significantly larger than
the model uncertainty, which is discussed in section 5.§. H{b) shows the ratios of the mea-
surements to the corresponding Standard Model expec@ienmined from the H1 PDE)00

fit. Note that in this lower figure the H1 data are scaled by themalisation shift imposed by
the QCD fit given in table 3. The new data are given in table 6.

The Q? dependence of the charged current cross section frod%he 00 data is shown in
fig. 6(a). For consistency with the NC cross sections, tha ala presented in the rangec 0.9,
after correctiof for the kinematic cut$).03 < y < 0.85 and Pr;, > 12 GeV (section 3.5).
The data are compared with the previous measurement takewext centre-of-mass energy.
The ratios of data to expectations are shown in fig. 6(b) twgewith the Standard Model
uncertainty. Again in this lower figure the H1 data are scalethe normalisation shift imposed
by the QCD fit, given in table 3. The two data sets agree wel wéch other, though the new
data have a tendency to be higher than the fit result at@fgi he data are listed in table 7.

Fig. 7 shows the&)? dependences of the NC and CC cross sections representitgtdahe’ p
ande™ p data sets taken at HERA-I. Thép data have been combined after scalingdhe- 97
data to,/s = 319 GeV, using the H1 PDR000 fit and the procedure described in [27]. At low
(Q? the NC cross section exceeds the CC cross section by morévwbasrders of magnitude.
The sharp increase of the NC cross section with decredging due to the dominating photon
exchange cross section with the propagator term /Q*. In contrast the CC cross section
(~ [M2,/(Q? + M2,)]°) approaches a constant at IG)%. The CC and NC cross sections are of
comparable size @? ~ 10* GeV?, where the photon and® exchange contributions to the NC
cross sections are of similar size to thosél6f exchange. These measurements thus illustrate
unification of the electromagnetic and the weak interastiardeep inelastic scattering. While
the difference in NC cross sections betweép ande™ p scattering is due t9Z interference,
the difference of CC cross sections arises from the differdretween the up and down quark
distributions and the less favourable helicity factor ia ¢hp cross section (see eq. 13).

The single differential cross sectioris /dz are measured fof? > 1000 GeV? for both NC
and CC and also fap? > 10 000 GeV? in the NC case. The NC data are compared in fig. 8 with
the previous HEk"p measurement af’s = 301 GeV and the corresponding expectations from
the fit. A similar comparison for the CC data is shown in fig.rcreases with/s are observed

in both the NC and the CC cross sections, in agreement witexpectations. The fall in the
cross sections at low is due to the restrictiop < 0.9. The measurements are summarised in
tables 8-10.

The total CC cross section has been measured in the régdion1 000 GeV? andy < 0.9 after
applying a small correction factor af03 for they and Pr, cuts, determined from the H1 PDF
2000 fit. The result is

ol (etp;v/s = 319GeV) = 19.19 4 0.61(stat.) £ 0.82(syst.) pb,

4The correction factors are given in table 7.
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where thel.5% normalisation uncertainty is included in the systematiorer This is to be
compared with the value from the H1 PRE0O fit 055 (eTp) = 16.76+£0.32 pb. The difference
between the measurement and the fif.i3 standard deviations assuming the correlation of
uncertainties between measurement and fit is negligibleurnased theoretical expectation
for o5t (e™p) may be obtained by repeating the H1 PEIBO fit but excluding the new9 — 00

CC data, which leads t6.66 + 0.54 pb.

Additionally, the analysis has been performed ondhe 97 data set at the lower centre-of-mass
energy, yielding

ot (eTp; /s = 301 GeV) = 16.41 + 0.80(stat.) & 0.90(syst.) pb.

This is to be compared with the cross section obtained frarHth PDF2000 fit o{5% (eTp) =
14.76 4+ 0.30 pb. Assuming that the systematic uncertainties are fuliyetated and part of the
luminosity uncertainties are common (section 4.1),%e- 97 and99 — 00 measurements are
combined [27] yielding a value of

ot (eTp; /s = 319 GeV) = 18.99 + 0.52(stat.) & 0.81(syst.) pb.

5.2 NC and CC Double Differential Cross Sections

The double differential NC reduced cross sectidf (defined in eq. 11), is shown in fig. 10
for both the nominal and high99 — 00 e*p data. In addition the new high98 — 99 ¢~ p data
are presented. The data agree well with the expectatiomedii PDF2000 fit, which are also
shown?. The rise of the Standard Model DIS cross section towardsd@migh ;) departs from
the monotonic behaviour df, due to the contribution of the longitudinal structure fuootf7,.
This allowsF7, to be determined in the highregion (section 5.5).

In fig. 11 thee™p NC largex cross section data gts = 319 GeV are compared with the data
obtained previously [1] at/s = 301 GeV. The two data sets are found to be in agreement
with each other and with the H1 PDI0O fit. Fig. 11 also shows the data from the recent H1
measurement at low&p? [30] and the fixed-target data from BCDMS [4]. The fit desddpt

of the BCDMS data, which are not used in the fit, is remarkaldgdyexcept at very large

r = 0.65. A similar observation has already been reported in [1, 38]the highest)? a
decrease of the cross section is expected due to the negativeerference ire™p scattering.

In fig. 12 the reduced CC cross sectiop (defined in eq. 11), is shown for the new data and
the data taken at lower energy betwd®a4 and1997. These data are found to be compatible
with each other considering the weak energy dependence oétluced CC cross section. An
extension of the: range forQ? = 3000 GeV? and5 000 GeV? is achieved due to the improved
trigger efficiency. The combine#ll — 00 result is compared in fig. 13 with the expectation from
the H1 PDF2000 fit. Also shown is the expected contribution of thé® distribution, which
dominates the cross section at langeThe HERAe*p CC data can thus be used to constrain
thed quark distribution in the valence region.

All double differential measurements together with thetdbntions of each of the major sys-
tematic uncertainties are listed in tables 11-13.

5The normalisation factors as determined by the QCD fit (t@)lare not applied to the data shown in the
figure.

21



5.3 Fit Resaults

In this section, the results of the QCD analysis are predenftle x? value for each data set
is given in table 3 as well as the optimised relative nornasili; as determined from the fit.
The totaly? value® per degree of freedonxt/ndf) is 540/(621 — 10) = 0.88. The NLO QCD
fit requires the lowesf)? data (H1 minimum biad7, Q? < 12 GeV?) to be raised by.7%,
corresponding t@.3 standard deviations in terms of the normalisation unaetaxcluding the
common error 0f).5% (see section 4.1). In contrast all data &t > 100 GeV? are lowered,
by at most1.9%. It can not yet be decided whether this behaviour is due tdegaacies in the
theory (e.g. the missing higher order termérird)?) or experimental effects.

data set process data points 2 (unc. err.)| x? (corr. err.)| normalisation
H1 minimum bia®)7 e*p NC 45 37.5 5.9 1.037
Hllow@?96 —97 etpNC 80 71.2 1.3 1.008
H1 highQ?94 —97 etp NC 130 89.7 2.1 0.981
H1 highQ?94 —97 etpCC 25 18.0 0.4 0.981
H1 highQ298 —99 e pNC 139 114.7 1.0 0.991
H1 highQ298 —99 e pCC 27 19.5 0.7 0.991
H1 highQ?99 — 00 etp NC 147 142.6 2.6 0.985
H1 highQ?99 — 00 e*tpCC 28 32.4 0.9 0.985
Total 621 540 —

Table 3: For each data set used in the H1 PRBO fit, the number of data points is shown,
along with thex? contribution determined using the uncorrelated errors.(arm.). Each of the
correlated error sources (see table 2) leads to an addition&ibution [30], which is listed as
x? (corr. err.). Also shown is the optimised normalisationt tlata set as determined by the
fit. The H1 NC98 — 99 e~ p and H1 NC99 — 00 e*p data include the high-analyses.

The parameters of the initial parton distributions are giietable 4 (see also [42]) and the
distributions are shown in fig. 14. The inner error band dbssrthe experimental uncertainty,
while the outer band represents the experimental and modeltainties added in quadrature.

The experimental accuracy of the initial distributionsyipitally a few percent in the bulk of
the phase space of the H1 data. This accuracy has negligipendence of)? but a strong
dependence on. The best precision is achieved for th€ quark distribution, which amounts
to about1% for z = 0.01 and reache8% and7% atx = 0.4 and0.65, respectively. The:D
quark distribution is only determined with moderate priecigs it is predominantly constrained
by the CCe™p cross sections, which are still subject to limited precisidhe corresponding
uncertainties om D at the three quoted values are respectively 2%, ~ 10% and~ 30%.

These uncertainties reflect the kinematic dependence aaokihe measurement errors. How-
ever the error size also depends significantly on the fit apsans. If, for example, the con-
straint betweem;; and A5 on the lowx behaviour of the anti-quark distributions is relaxed,
the small uncertainty at low = 0.01 is much increased te 6% and~ 20% respectively for

8In the calculation of the(?, the assumption is made that the uncorrelated errors anitfagedt data points
within one data set stay uncorrelated with the correspandiata points from an independent data set.
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xU andxD. The measurement of the lowbehaviour of up and down quarks and their possible
distinction requires electron-deuteron data to be takéiERA.

The model parameter uncertainties on the PDFs are deteatnmesimilar manner to [30] and
the sources of uncertainty are specified in table 5. The maourtainties are relatively small
with respect to those from experimental sources exceptall srand low(Q?, where they reach
~ 2% and~ 6% respectively for:U andzD atz = 0.01 and@Q? = 10 GeV?.

Within the functional form considered (see eq. 16), the patarisation given in eq. 17 is found
uniquely. Possible variations within they? ~ 1 region of the parameter space do not lead to
noticeably different distributions. Thus in this analyars account is made of uncertainties
due to the choice of parameterisations. A completely difieansatz, however, may well lead
to different initial distributions, as seen, for example the complicated shape af; chosen

in [33]. The gluon distribution determined in this analysisconsistent with the distribution
obtained previously by H1 [30] if the effects of the diffetdreavy flavour treatments are taken
into account.

P A B C D F
zg | 0.0183 | —0.872 | 8.97 | 3450.
zU | 0.112 | —0.227 | 5.08 | 48.0 | 373.
xD | 0.142 | —0.227 | 4.93 | 23.5
zU | 0.112 | —0.227 | 7.28
xD | 0.142 | —0.227 | 4.36

Table 4: Parameters of the H1 PDF0O fit to the H1 data alone for the initial distributions
atQ? = 4GeV?. Equal parameter values reflect the constraints imposedebyitt (see sec-
tion 4.2). The uncertainties and their correlations arélavie in [42].

source of uncertainty | central value variation

2 (GeV?) 35 2.0 — 5.0
Q2 (GeV?) 4.0 2.0 — 6.0
ag(M2) 0.1185 | 0.1165 — 0.1205
f, strange fraction of D 0.33 0.25 — 0.40
f., charm fraction ofeU 0.15 0.10 — 0.20
me (GeV) 1.4 1.2 — 1.6
my (GeV) 4.5 4.0 — 5.0

Table 5: Model uncertainties considered in the QCD analysis.

The full curve in fig. 14 is the result [43] of the fit to H1 and B®I3 data, which gives a
2Indf= 883/(1014 — 12) = 0.88. Excellent agreement of the PDFs between the two fits is
observed. For large, the highQ? data of H1 allow distinction between up and down flavours
yielding results compatible with those from BCDMS protor ateuteron data. At low only
HERA data are available and thus the two fits are forced to bgrieement, apart from possible
small effects due to sum rules.
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The PDFs from the H1 PDEO00O fit are further compared in fig. 15 with recent results from
the MRST [32] and CTEQ [33] groups for two values@? at 10 GeV? and1 000 GeV?. The
H1 PDF2000 fit is in remarkable agreement with the MRST and in partictherCTEQ anal-
yses, given the many differences in terms of the data seth tise assumptions made and the
treatment of heavy flavours.

5.4 Extraction of the Proton Structure Function F5

The NC structure function tergy ¢ is obtained from the measured NC double differential cross
section according to eq. 1. Itis dominated by the structumnetionF; in most of the kinematic
range. The structure functiah is extracted using

Fg:%(l—FAlﬁ—FAFS—FAFL)_l. (18)
+

Here the correction termAr, and A r, account for the effects of® exchange orf, andx Fy
(egs. 2-4) and\j, originates from the longitudinal structure functié@. These corrections,
shown in table 11, are determined using the H1 PD®0 fit (see section 4). At higly and
Q? < 1500 GeV?, Ap, is sizeable and the extraction 8§ in this Q? region is thus restricted
to the kinematic rangg < 0.6. It is extended to highey at largerQ? (> 2000 GeV?) where
the predicted contribution of}, is small.

The extractedr, using the99 — 00 data is presented in table 11. Fig. 16 shows khalata
using the combinet4 — 97 and99 — 00 high Q? e p data sets. Also shown in the figure are the
recent H1F, data at lower)? [30] and structure function data from BCDMS [4] and NMC [44].
The full H1 data cover a range of four orders of magnitude andQ?. The H1 PDR2000 fit
provides a good description of the data over the whole regiaept for the BCDMS data at
x = 0.65, as seen in fig. 11. The fit also gives a good description of thérg violations
observed in the measurements.

5.5 Determination of the Longitudinal Structure Function Fp,

The structure function termy is used to determing;, aty > 0.63 andQ? < 890 GeV?. For
statistical reasons, the measured cross sections in twhlbmirringQ? bins are combined, as-
suming that the systematic uncertainties are fully coreelaThe longitudinal structure function
is then determined using the formula

. 1 . .
Fy= o [V Yook — 65c] (19)
for e*p scattering which, neglecting the small electroweak cbations in the region of this
extraction, reduces to the expression
1 +
Fi= 5 [YoFa = 63c] (20)
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The extraction off;, relies upon the extrapolation of the fit result #6y into the highy region,
that is, to larger)? for givenz. In order to avoid a possible influence of the higtata region
on this calculation, a dedicated NLO QCD fit (H1 Lawfit) is performed to H1 data with
y < 0.35 only and the results are extrapolated using the DGLAP enwlwgquations. This
method was introduced in [45].

Apart from they range restriction, the H1 Low fit follows the same procedure as described
in section 4. It results in & /ndf= 417/(455 — 10) = 0.94 and agrees very well with the H1
PDF 2000 fit over the fully range. The normalisation shifts of the data sets used arelftou
be within1% of those from the H1 PDBO00O fit.

In the extraction of the longitudinal structure functiohgetexperimental cross sections are
slightly modified using the results of the H1 Lawfit for the renormalisation and small shifts
from the correlated uncertainties common to the lpand the highy region. The combined
HERA-I measurements of the structure function tefgr and the extracted values 61, are
listed in table 14. The statistical precision is due direttl the cross section measurement
at highy. The systematic uncertainties arise from the measuremmsorseat highy and the
model uncertainties related to the extrapolatioofrom the lowy to the highy region. The
correlations in the systematic uncertainties between lovtaghy are taken into account.

In fig. 17 the determinations df;, at highQ? are shown for both the™p and thec~p data sets.
The results from both data sets are mutually consistent ignich agreement with the H1 Low

fit prediction for F;,, based on the gluon distribution derived from the scalirajations of F;

at largerz. The extreme values allowed féf, (£, = 0 andF, = F3) are clearly excluded by
the data. A model independent measuremenf;pand ther dependence can, however, only
be achieved with reduced beam energies at HERA.

5.6 Measurement of the Generalised Structure Function = Fy

At high Q?, the NC cross section i p scattering has been observed to be significantly smaller
than that ine~p scattering [3], confirming the Standard Model expectatibn 0 interference.
These earlier H1 data were used to obtain a first measurerhi® generalised structure func-
tion zF; in the kinematic rang@.02 < z < 0.65 and1 500 GeV? < Q2 < 12000 GeV? [3]. A
similar measurement has been reported recently by ZEUS [46]

Profiting from the enlarged statistics and the reduced syaie uncertainties, the previous
measurement of F; [3] is updated here by using the same publishiedand the fulle™p data
obtained by H1 at HERA-I. Fig. 18(a) shows the comparisomett p ande™p data for three
different? values atl 500 GeV?, 5000 GeV? and12 000 GeV?, together with the expectations
determined from the H1 PDEO0O fit. The generalised structure functimﬁg, givenin table 15,

is obtained from .

wFy = BVl [dne — kel (21)

and is compared in fig. 18(b) with the calculation. Since ghhi and low(Q? the expected
sensitivity tox F; is smaller than the luminosity uncertainty, the measurerisamot performed
in this region. The dominant contribution ¥} arises fromyZ interference, which allows
zF37 to be extracted (eq. 4) according4dy” ~ —zF3(Q? + M3)/(a.xQ?) by neglecting
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the pureZ exchange contribution, which is suppressed by the smatbveouplingv.. This
structure function is non-singlet and has little dependem)?. This is illustrated in fig. 18(c).
The measured:FQZ at these()? values can thus be averaged taking into account the small
Q? dependence. The two lowestbins atz = 0.020 and0.032 are averaged as well. The
averaged:FZ, determined for &2 value of1 500 GeV?, is shown in table 15 and fig. 18(d) in
comparison with the QCD fit result. The structure functid?fz determines both the shape and
magnitude of the valence quark distributions independéthesea quark distributions. The
calculation from the QCD fit, in which the parton densitieghia valence region are principally
constrained by the NC and CC cross sections rather than fleeedice between the® NC
cross sections, gives a good description of the measurefieataveraged structure function is
integrated [47] over the measuredange, yielding

0.650
/ F?(2,Q% = 1500 GeV?)dx = 1.28 4 0.17(stat.) + 0.11(syst.) ,
0.026

which is in agreement with.06 4+ 0.02, as predicted from the H1 PDI0O fit.

5.7 TheQuark Distributions xu and xd at Large x

The flavour composition of the proton at highmay be disentangled by exploiting the NC
and CC cross section measurements. #heCC cross section at largeis dominated by the
d quark contribution as may be inferred from fig. 13. Similathe « distribution dominates
thee~p CC ande*p NC cross sections at large Using data points for which theu or zd
contribution provides at leag0% of the cross section, as determined from the H1 PD®

fit, the up and down quark distributions are determined lgcalking the method described
in[1,27]. The extraction relies on weighting the differahtross section measurement with the
calculated local flavour contribution and is illustratedign 19, whereru is the combined result
from three independent extractions from the N and CCe~p data andvd is determined
from the CCe™p data only. This method is complementary to performing a QE€Bifice it is
based on théocal cross section measurements and is less sensitive to thegiarésations and
dynamical assumptions used in the fit.

The extractedru andxd distributions are further compared in fig. 19 with the reswit the

H1 PDF2000 fit by subtractingcc andzs from the fittedzU andzD. The two determinations
are in good agreement. They also compare well with the regarsmeterisations from the
MRST [32] and CTEQ [33] groups except for, at larger = 0.65, where the results of MRST
and CTEQ, being constrained mainly by the BCDMS data, yi¢&dger up quark distribution.

6 Summary

New measurements are presented of inclusive deep inet@stical and charged current scatter-
ing cross sections at high momentum transfgts> 100 GeV? from recente*p data recorded

in 1999 and2000 by the H1 experiment at HERA. This analysis, together wittvfmus analy-
ses of thel994 — 1997 eTp and1998 — 1999 e~ p data, completes the H1 measurements of the
inclusive cross sections at higpt from the first phase of HERA operation.
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The accuracy of the neutral current (NC) measurementsiexsbere has reached the level of
a few percent in the mediu®? range ofQ? < 3 000 GeVZ. The very highQ? NC and charged
current (CC) data are still limited by their statistical @sgon, which is expected to improve in
the high luminosity phase of HERA.

For bothe™p ande™p scattering data, the region of very large inelasticity iplesed, which
allows a determination of the longitudinal structure fioetF 7, (=, Q*) for the first time in the
large momentum transfer range,0 GeV? < Q2 < 700 GeV?. The observed interference of
the photon andZ exchange, differing betweertp ande~p NC scattering at higld)?, is used
to measure the structure functiois, superseding the earlier measurement.

The NC and CC cross sectionsdfip scattering are sensitive to the sums of up- and down-type
quark and anti-quark distributions{/, 2D, U andzD. Based on these quark distribution
decompositions, a novel NLO QCD analysis is performed,ltiespin a first determination of
the partonic nucleon structure from inclusive DIS scatigdata from H1 alone. The experi-
mental precision achieved in this analysis is al3¥atand 10% respectively for:U andx D at

x = 0.4. The resulting parton distributions are found to be in agrest with those obtained in
an analysis also including the BCDMS muon-nucleon datargela The QCD analysis leads

to a good description of all the fitted NC and CC cross sectaia dnd of the derived structure
functions over more than four orders of magnitude iandQ?.
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Figure 5: (a) TheQ? dependence of the NC cross sectibrydQ?, shown for the newe™p
(solid points) and previously publishéd — 97 e*p (open points) data. The error band and
full curve represent the Standard Model expectations afetexd from the H1 PDR000 fit at

Vs = 319GeV and./s = 301 GeV, respectively. (b) The ratios of tlgd — 97 and99 — 00
data to their corresponding Standard Model expectatiomgrevthe normalisation shifts as
determined from the fit are applied to the data (see tablel®.efror band shows the Standard
Model uncertainty for/s = 319 GeV by adding in quadrature the experimental uncertainty as
derived from the fit and the model uncertainty (see sectiBh 3n (a) and (b), the inner and
outer error bars represent respectively the statisticht@tal errors. The luminosity uncertainty

is not included in the error bars.
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Figure 6: (@) TheQ? dependence of the CC cross sectilerydQ?, shown for the new"p
(solid points) and previously publish®d — 97 ¢*p (open points) data. The error band and
full curve represent the Standard Model expectations ohtexd from the H1 PDE000 fit at
Vs = 319GeV and,/s = 301 GeV, respectively. (b) The ratios of tld — 97 and99 — 00
data to their corresponding Standard Model expectatiomgrevthe normalisation shifts as
determined from the fit are applied to the data (see tablel®.efror band shows the Standard
Model uncertainty fok/s = 319 GeV. The error bars and band are defined as for fig. 5.
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shown for the combine@id — 00 e*p (solid points) and8 — 99 e~ p (open points) data. The
results are compared with the corresponding Standard Mogbelctations determined from the
H1 PDF2000 fit. The error bars and bands are defined as for fig. 5.
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the newe™p (solid points) and previously publishéd — 97 e*p (open points) data. The error
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the H1 PDR2000 fit at /s = 319 GeV and./s = 301 GeV, respectively. The error bars and
band are defined as for fig. 5.
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Figure 11: The NC reduced cross sectiéfc(x, Q*), shown for the new™p (solid points)

and previously publisheglt — 97 e*p (open points) data. The results are compared with the
corresponding Standard Model expectations determingd fhe H1 PDF2000 fit at \/s =

319 GeV (error bands) and/s = 301 GeV (full curves), respectively. Also shown are data
from H1 measured at lowep® (open squares), as well as from the fixed-target experiment
BCDMS (open triangles). The BCDMS data are not used in tha fie error bars and bands
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Figure 16:The proton structure functioR, shown for the combine@it — 00 e*p (solid points)
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Figure 18: The measured NC reduced cross sectiofs(r, Q%) (a), structure functions Fs

(b) andxz Fy Z (c), shown for three differertp? values. The results are compared with the cor-
responding Standard Model expectations determined frarHth PDF2000 fit. In (d), the
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uncertainties of the™p ande*p data sets are included in the systematic errors.
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44



Q2 dUNC/dQ2 kcor 5smt 5unc 5007‘ 5tot 55; 52;7« 5?;« 5?;: 55):
(GeV?) | (pb/GeV?) (%) | (%) | (%) | (%) || (%) | (%) | (%) | (%) | (%)
y <0.9
200 | 1.835 - 10! 1.012 05| 14 06| 17| —-04| =051 0.0 0.2 —-0.1
250 [ 1.080-10' | 1.009| 0.6| 1.9| 0.9| 22 0.7/ -0.6| 0.0 0.2]—-0.1
300 | 7.076-10° | 1.006 || 0.6 2.0| 1.0| 2.3 09| =05 01| 0.2]—-0.1
400 | 3.565-10° | 1.000 | 0.8 | 1.6| 0.8] 2.0 0.8 03| 0.1 0.2 —-0.1
500 | 2.049-10° [1.000 | 09| 1.8| 1.0 | 2.2 1.0 -03] 0.0] 0.2 —0.1
650 | 1.065-10° | 1.000 | 1.1| 1.7| 1.1] 2.3 09| —-07| 00| 0.1 0.0
800 | 0.638 - 10° | 1.000 141 1.8 1.0 2.5 09| -06] 01| 0.1 0.0
1000 | 0.373-10° | 1.000 1.6 19| 1.1 | 2.7 09| -06] 00| 0.1 | —-0.2
1200 | 0.231-10° | 1.000 191 19] 13| 3.0 0.8 —-09] 0.1 0.1]-0.2
1500 | 0.125-10° | 1.000 | 2.3 | 1.9] 0.9 | 3.1 0.7 -061| 0.0 0.0]—-0.2
2000 | 0.580- 107! [ 1.000 || 2.8 | 2.4 | 1.3 | 3.9 1.1 -0.7] 01| 0.0] —0.2
3000 | 0.195-1071 | 1.000 | 2.7 26| 1.2| 4.0 1.1 -05] 0.0 00| —-0.2
5000 | 0.460-1072 | 1.000 | 3.7| 3.5| 0.8| 5.1 0.7-041] 01| 0.1]-0.2
8000 | 0.122-1072 | 1.000 | 5.7| 52| 1.5| 7.8 14| -03] 02| 0.1]—-0.2
12000 | 0.215-1073 | 1.000 || 12.0 | 6.6 | 0.9 | 13.7 09|-01} 01| 0.0]—-0.3
20000 | 0.250 - 10=% | 1.000 || 26.3 | 10.6 | 1.8 | 28.4 1.8 0.1 0.1 0.0 —-0.6
30000 | 0.119-107* | 1.000 || 38.7 | 18.7 | 4.3 | 43.1 2.6 341 01 0.0|-0.7

Table 6: The NCe*p cross sectiomloyc/dQ? fory < 0.9 after correction,..) according

to the Standard Model expectation determined from the H1 BRIDF fit for the kinematic cut
E! > 6GeV for Q* < 890 GeV?. The statisticalq,;,;), uncorrelated systematié,(,.), corre-
lated systematidi(,,) and total §;.;) errors are provided. In addition the correlated systamati
error contributions from a positive variation of one stamlddeviation of the electron energy
error ), of the polar electron angle errai’(.), of the hadronic energy erros’( ), of the

error due to noise subtractiof}( ) and of the error due to background subtractigff).( are
given. The normalisation uncertainty bf% is not included in the errors.
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Q2 dUCC / dQ2 kcor 6stat 6unc 6cor 5tot 65‘/;? 6?; 6?2: 65? AggD
(GeV?) | (pb/GeV?) (%) | (%) | (%) | (%) || () | (%) | (%) | (%) | (%)
y<0.9
300 [ 0.330-1071 [ 140 | 94| 68| 45| 124 38| =20 1.2|-0.1 1.4
500 | 0.198-1071 | 1.18 || 6.9 | 4.7| 25| 87| 22| 11| 0.8 00| —2.2
1000 | 0.106-107' | 1.05 || 56| 42| 21| 73| 1.8| -09| 04 00| —-24
2000 | 0.527-1072 | 1.03 || 5.0| 38| 1.3| 64 1.1]—0.3| 0.6 0.0 —5.0
3000 | 0.307-1072 | 1.03 || 53| 3.7| 1.3| 66 0.8 1.0 0.3 0.0 —7.1
5000 | 0.114-1072 [ 1.04 || 7.2 51| 3.1 | 941 0.6 27 14 0.0 —12.0
8000 | 0.347-1073 | 1.04 || 11.9 | 9.4 | 54 ]16.1| 0.3 5.1 | 1.8 00| —11.1
15000 | 0.492-107* | 1.06 || 21.7 | 16.9 | 6.5 | 28.2 || 0.2 6.4 0.9 0.0 | —15.7

Table 7: The CCe*p cross sectiodocc/dQ? fory < 0.9 after correctionk,,,) according to
the Standard Model expectation determined from the H1 BB fit for the kinematic cuts
0.03 <y < 0.85 andPr; > 12GeV. The statistical {;,;), uncorrelated systematié, ),
correlated systemati@dJ,.) and total §;,;) errors are also given. In addition the correlated
systematic error contributions from a positive variatidrone standard deviation of the error
due to the cuts against photoproductié}i (), of the hadronic energy erra¥’( ), of the error
due to noise subtractiod’), ) and of the error due to background subtracti&fy.() are given.
The normalisation uncertainty f5% is not included in the errors. The last column gives the
correction for QED radiative effecta\f2").

€ dO—NC/dx (pb) Ostat | Ounc | Ocor Otot 65; 52;; 5?(;; 651\0[: 55;
Q* > 1000GeV? || (%) | (%) | (%) | (%) || (%) | (%) | (%) | (%) | (%)
y < 0.9

0.013 0.138-10* 5.9 4.2 3.7 81| -08| —-1.0| —-15| -0.8 | —3.1
0.020 0.249 - 10* 3.0 23 14| 4.1 0.3 | —-1.2 0.4 0.3 | —0.6
0.032 0.215 - 10* 2.6 2.3 1.2 3.6 0.6 | —0.7 0.7 04| —0.1
0.050 0.147 - 10* 25| 20 1.0 3.3 0.3 | =0.7 0.5 04| —0.1
0.080 0.951 - 103 2.4 2.1 1.1 3.4 0.5 | —0.6 0.5 0.6 0.0
0.130 0.566 - 103 2.8 | 2.2 1.1 3.7 09| —-0.5 0.3 0.4 0.0
0.180 0.372 - 103 30| 26 1.6 | 4.3 1.3 | —-0.8 | —0.3 0.5 0.0
0.250 0.212- 103 33 34| 21| 5.2 20| -0.2] -06| —0.3 0.0
0.400 0.646 - 102 4.7 57| 53| 9.1 3.7 —-04|—-19| -3.5 0.0
0.650 0.650 - 10* 9.8 |1 13.3 | 11.6 | 20.2 7.4 0.8 | —4.0| —=8.1 0.0

Table 8: The NCe™p cross sectionlo - /dx measured foy < 0.9 and@? > 1000 GeV?.
The statisticald,;; ), uncorrelated systematic,(,..), correlated systematié.,) and total §;.:)
errors are provided. In addition the correlated systenatior contributions from a positive
variation of one standard deviation of the electron enemgred”’), of the polar electron
angle error{’,), of the hadronic energy errai’y(,), of the error due to noise subtractia{ )
and of the error due to background subtracti&f]. () are given. The normalisation uncertainty

of 1.5% is not included in the errors.
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x dO'NC/de' (pb) Ostat | Ounc | Ocor ot 55; 52(;» 5?;; 6%: 55):
Q*>10000GeV? || (%) | (%) | (%) | (%) | (%) | (%) | (%) | (%)| (%)
y < 0.9

0.130 0.544 - 10" 297 89| 19| 31.0 01|-12|-11|-06| —0.8
0.180 0.716 - 10" 18.9 421 221195 | —-1.1 | —-1.9 0.4 0.1 | —-0.5
0.250 0.411 - 10" 19.7 | 6.3 | 1.4 20.7 1.1 —-0.5 0.9 0.3 ]| —-0.1
0.400 0.162 - 10! 245 11.5 | 2.0 | 27.1 1.9 0.6 0.5 0.2 | —0.3
0.650 0.038 - 10* 316 | 30.5 | 84 | 448 6.3 51| —2.2 | -0.8 0.0

Table 9: The NCe™p cross sectionlo y¢/dz measured foy < 0.9 and@? > 10000 GeV?.
The statisticald;;), uncorrelated systematic,(,..), correlated systematié.,) and total §;.:)
errors are provided. In addition the correlated systenatior contributions from a positive
variation of one standard deviation of the electron enemgredZ’), of the polar electron
angle error{’, ), of the hadronic energy errai’(,), of the error due to noise subtractia}{ )
and of the error due to background subtracti&f]. () are given. The normalisation uncertainty

of 1.5% is not included in the errors.

X dUCC/ dz (pb) kcor 6stat 6unc 6cor 5tot 62?; 6?;; 6%: 65;
Q* > 1000 GeV* (o) | (%) | (%) | () || (%) | (%) | (%) | (%)

y <09
0.032 0.159 - 10° 1.05 69| 40| 23| 83| 21|-0.5 06| —04
0.080 0.946 - 102 1.02 46| 34| 12| 59| 09| 0.5 0.7 0.0
0.130 0.623 - 102 1.01 | 52| 37| 20| 67| 0.3 1.2 1.5 0.0
0.250 0.194 - 10? 1.00 721 58| 22| 95| 0.1 2.2 0.1 0.0
0.400 0.451 - 10! 1.06 | 16.6 | 11.3 | 6.0 | 21.0| 0.0 49| —-3.6 0.0
0.650 0.469 - 10° 1.26 || 70.6 | 24.5 1213 | 77.7| 0.0 | 92| —-192| 0.0

Table 10:The CCe*p cross sectioio ¢ /dx fory < 0.9 and@? > 1000 GeV? after correction
(k.or) @according to the Standard Model expectation determinewat the H1 PDF2000 fit for
the kinematic cut9.03 < y < 0.85 andPr;, > 12 GeV. The statistical ), uncorrelated
systematicd,,.), correlated systematié ,) and total §;.;) errors are also given. In addition
the correlated systematic error contributions from a pasitariation of one standard deviation
of the error due to the cuts against photoproduct&ﬁ |, of the hadronic energy erma?% ),

of the error due to noise subtractiail{ ) and of the error due to background subtractigfj.(
are given. The normalisation uncertaintyld¥% is not included in the errors.
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Q2 . y SnC | Setat | Ssye | Stor || Sune | 68 | 6 || Geor | 6EL | w00 | sht 1 sNT T SEL | 65T | encsvy Fp | Apy, | Apy | AR,
(Gev?) @ | @] @l ®w| w] @l ®w| @] @] ®| @] @ | ®% @ | @ | %
100 0.00131 0.750 1.6 3.6 4.0 3.5 0.6 0.0 1.2 0.4 0.5 —0.1 0.1 — 1.1 1.450 — — — —
100 0.00200 0.492 1.4 2.7 3.1 2.1 0.8 0.3 1.8 —0.3 —0.6 1.3 0.1 —0.9 — 1.388 1.442 0.1 0.0 —3.8
120 0.00158 0.750 1.8 2.7 3.3 2.7 0.3 0.0 1.1 —0.4 —0.3 0.2 0.1 — 0.9 1.404 — — — —
120 0.00200 0.591 1.5 2.5 2.9 2.0 0.6 0.3 1.5 —0.4 —0.3 0.8 0.2 —1.2 — 1.338 1.418 0.2 0.0 —5.8
120 0.00320 0.369 1.3 2.2 2.6 1.8 0.4 0.3 1.4 —0.3 —1.1 0.6 0.1 —0.5 — 1.220 1.241 0.2 0.0 —1.8
150 0.00197 0.750 2.0 2.8 3.5 2.7 0.7 0.1 1.2 —0.7 0.3 0.3 0.1 — 0.9 1.398 — — — —
150 0.00320 0.462 1.2 2.6 2.9 2.1 0.4 0.8 1.6 0.2 —0.7 1.0 0.9 —0.6 — 1.225 1.262 0.2 —0.1 —3.0
150 0.00500 0.295 1.2 2.2 2.6 2.0 0.5 0.4 1.0 —0.1 —0.6 0.4 0.7 —0.1 — 1.061 1.071 0.2 0.0 —1.0
150 0.00800 0.185 1.6 2.9 3.4 2.6 1.3 0.7 1.4 —0.6 —0.6 —0.9 —0.8 0.0 — 0.940 0.942 0.1 0.0 —0.3
200 0.00263 0.750 2.2 2.7 3.5 2.6 0.2 0.1 1.2 0.2 —0.9 0.1 0.1 — 0.7 1.285 — — — —
200 0.00320 0.615 1.9 2.5 3.1 2.2 0.2 0.2 1.2 —0.2 0.0 0.3 0.5 —1.1 — 1.242 — — — —
200 0.00500 0.394 1.3 2.5 2.8 2.1 0.2 0.8 1.4 0.0 —0.6 0.9 0.9 —0.2 — 1.091 1.111 0.2 —0.1 —1.9
200 0.00800 0.246 1.3 2.3 2.7 2.2 0.9 0.5 0.9 0.2 —0.6 0.5 0.6 0.0 — 0.956 0.961 0.2 —0.1 —0.6
200 0.01300 0.151 1.4 2.2 2.6 2.0 0.5 0.2 0.9 0.3 —0.7 0.0 0.5 0.0 — 0.801 0.802 0.2 —0.1 —0.2
200 0.02000 0.098 1.6 2.2 2.7 2.1 0.5 0.2 0.7 —0.4 —0.4 —0.4 0.2 0.0 — 0.713 0.713 0.2 —0.1 —0.1
200 0.03200 0.062 1.8 2.8 3.3 2.5 1.4 0.4 1.2 —0.7 —0.6 —0.8 0.1 0.0 — 0.583 0.583 0.2 —0.1 0.0
200 0.05000 0.039 2.0 4.3 4.7 3.4 2.6 0.1 2.6 —1.6 —0.7 —0.6 1.9 0.0 — 0.516 0.516 0.2 —0.1 0.0
200 0.08000 0.025 2.3 4.1 4.7 3.4 2.5 0.6 2.2 —1.7 —0.4 —0.6 1.3 0.0 — 0.401 0.401 0.1 0.0 0.0
200 0.13000 0.015 2.6 4.5 5.2 3.2 1.5 1.4 3.3 —0.9 —0.7 —0.9 —3.0 0.0 — 0.345 0.345 0.1 0.0 0.0
200 0.25000 0.008 3.7 7.5 8.4 4.2 0.9 2.8 6.3 0.2 —0.7 —2.0 —5.9 0.0 — 0.259 0.259 0.1 0.0 0.0
200 0.40000 0.005 4.8 12.3 13.2 4.3 1.8 1.7 11.5 —1.2 —0.8 —0.8 —11.4 0.0 — 0.129 0.128 0.1 0.0 0.0
250 0.00328 0.750 2.5 2.9 3.8 2.7 0.3 0.1 1.4 —0.3 —0.9 0.6 0.0 — 0.8 1.251 — — — —
250 0.00500 0.492 1.6 2.4 2.9 2.1 0.1 0.6 1.2 —0.1 —0.3 0.8 0.8 —0.4 — 1.120 1.155 0.3 —0.1 —3.1
250 0.00800 0.308 1.5 2.5 2.9 2.2 0.7 0.8 1.2 0.4 —0.5 0.6 0.9 0.0 — 0.943 0.951 0.3 —0.1 —1.0
250 0.01300 0.189 1.5 2.5 2.9 2.3 1.1 0.3 0.9 0.5 —0.4 —0.4 0.6 0.0 — 0.833 0.835 0.2 —0.1 —0.3
250 0.02000 0.123 1.5 2.6 3.0 2.4 1.3 0.3 1.0 0.6 —0.7 0.2 0.6 0.0 — 0.710 0.710 0.3 —0.1 —0.1
250 0.03200 0.077 1.7 3.2 3.6 2.8 2.0 0.0 1.5 1.0 —0.8 —0.4 0.6 0.0 — 0.577 0.577 0.2 —0.1 0.0
250 0.05000 0.049 1.8 3.2 3.6 2.6 1.6 0.2 1.8 0.5 —0.6 —0.4 1.6 0.0 — 0.513 0.513 0.2 —0.1 0.0
250 0.08000 0.031 1.9 3.5 4.0 2.5 1.5 0.2 2.4 1.0 —1.0 —0.5 1.9 0.0 — 0.420 0.420 0.2 —0.1 0.0
250 0.13000 0.019 2.0 4.0 4.5 3.5 2.7 1.0 1.9 1.2 —0.8 —0.8 —1.1 0.0 — 0.342 0.342 0.2 —0.1 0.0
250 0.25000 0.010 2.7 8.2 8.6 5.7 4.6 2.3 5.9 2.5 —1.1 —1.5 —5.0 0.0 — 0.273 0.273 0.1 0.0 0.0
250 0.40000 0.006 3.7 12.2 12.8 5.5 4.0 2.4 11.0 2.0 —1.0 —1.5 —10.7 0.0 — 0.137 0.137 0.1 0.0 0.0
300 0.00394 0.750 2.7 2.8 3.9 2.7 0.2 0.2 1.0 —0.2 —0.5 0.6 0.1 — 0.7 1.190 — — — —
300 0.00500 0.591 2.5 2.9 3.8 2.6 0.9 0.2 1.4 —0.9 —0.7 0.3 0.3 —0.7 — 1.133 1.186 0.4 —0.2 —4.7
300 0.00800 0.369 1.7 2.5 3.1 2.2 0.4 0.8 1.2 0.5 0.4 0.8 0.8 —0.1 — 0.995 1.008 0.3 —0.2 —1.4
300 0.01300 0.227 1.7 2.4 3.0 2.2 0.2 0.8 1.0 0.1 —0.1 0.7 0.8 0.0 — 0.842 0.845 0.3 —0.2 —0.4
300 0.02000 0.148 1.8 2.5 3.1 2.3 1.0 0.2 1.0 0.8 —0.6 0.1 0.2 0.0 — 0.708 0.708 0.3 —0.1 —0.2
300 0.03200 0.092 1.9 2.9 3.5 2.6 1.6 0.1 1.3 0.9 —0.2 —0.5 0.8 0.0 — 0.607 0.606 0.3 —0.1 —0.1
300 0.05000 0.059 2.1 3.3 3.9 2.9 2.0 0.0 1.5 1.0 —0.8 0.0 0.9 0.0 — 0.491 0.490 0.3 —0.1 0.0
300 0.08000 0.037 2.1 3.8 4.3 3.0 2.1 0.2 2.3 0.9 —0.8 —0.3 2.0 0.0 — 0.440 0.440 0.2 —0.1 0.0
300 0.13000 0.023 2.2 4.1 4.7 3.7 2.9 0.9 1.8 1.6 —0.6 —0.6 —0.2 0.0 — 0.355 0.355 0.2 —0.1 0.0
300 0.25000 0.012 3.0 9.8 10.2 6.4 5.2 2.6 7.5 3.4 —1.0 —2.2 —6.3 0.0 — 0.260 0.260 0.2 0.0 0.0
300 0.40000 0.007 4.1 11.3 12.1 6.8 5.8 1.6 9.1 3.9 —1.6 —0.9 —8.0 0.0 — 0.152 0.152 0.1 0.0 0.0

Table 11: The NCe*p reduced cross sectiagine(z, Q*), shown with statisticald(,.;), systematicd,s) and total §;.,;) errors.
Also shown are the total uncorrelated systematijg.§ errors and two of its contributions: the electron energpre”, ) and the
hadronic energy errobY,.). The effect of the other uncorrelated systematic erroisakided in §,,.). The table also provides
the correlated systematic errar. ) and its contributions from a positive variation of one starl deviation of the error on the
electron energyé@ﬁ) and polar angle5€;), of the hadronic energy errodijg:), of the error due to noise subtractioiﬁ( ) and
background subtractio:ziiﬁ ) and of the error due to charge symmetry background sulrait the highy analysis f; ). The
normalisation uncertainty df.5% is not included in the errors. The NC structure function taealed by the helicity factor’,
onc/ Yy is given as well as the electromagnetic structure fundtipwith the correctiong\,, Ar, andAp, as defined in eq. 18.

For@Q? < 2000 GeV?, the extraction oF, is restricted to the region gf < 0.6. The table continues on the néxpages.
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Q2 z y FnC sE | st sET 52; 55; 6§f dNc/ Yy Fy | AR, Apy | AF,
(GeV?) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
400 | 0.00525 | 0.750 1.162 2.9 3.0 - 2.9 0.0 0.2 ; 0.0 0.4 0.0 = 1.163 = = = =
400 | 0.00800 | 0.492 1.026 2.2 2.8 3. 2.4 0.5 0.7 1.5 0.5 0.8 0.6 | —0.4 1.027 1.053 0.5 | —0.3 | —2.7
400 | 0.01300 | 0.303 0.893 2.0 2.5 3. 2.3 0.0 0.7 1.0 0.1 0.7 0.8 0.0 0.894 0.899 05 | —0.3 | —0.8
400 | 0.02000 | 0.197 0.731 2.1 2.8 3.5 2.5 1.1 0.5 1.4 1.0 0.4 0.8 0.0 0.732 0.732 04 | —0.2 | —0.3
400 | 0.03200 | 0.123 0.608 2.1 2.4 3.2 2.3 0.6 0.4 0.9 0.6 . 0.2 0.5 0.0 0.608 0.608 04 | —0.2 | —0.1
400 | 0.05000 | 0.079 0.513 2.3 3.1 3.9 2.7 1.5 0.6 1.6 1.4 2 | —o7 0.5 0.0 0.513 0.512 04 | —0.2 0.0
400 | 0.08000 | 0.049 0.445 2.4 3.2 4.0 2.4 0.4 0.4 2.1 0.3 2 | —01 2.1 0.0 0.445 0.444 04 | —0.2 0.0
400 | 0.13000 | 0.030 0.356 2.4 3.2 4.0 2.8 1.5 0.8 1.5 1.3 5| —05 0.4 0.0 0.356 0.356 0.3 | —o0.1 0.0
400 | 0.25000 | 0.016 0.244 3.3 7.5 8.2 4.3 2.8 1.9 6.1 2.6 6 | —1.7 —5.3 0.0 0.244 0.244 0.2 | —0.1 0.0
400 | 0.40000 | 0.010 0.150 4.7 | 103 | 11.3 4.8 2.0 2.5 9.1 1.9 1| —1.4 —8.8 0.0 0.150 0.150 0.2 | —0.1 0.0
500 | 0.00656 | 0.750 T.021 3.3 3.1 15 2.9 0.1 0.3 T1 0.1 9 0.5 0.1 = 1.022 = = = -
500 | 0.00800 | 0.615 1.032 3.5 3.1 4.7 3.0 0.7 0.3 1.0 | —0.8 1 0.3 02 | —05 1.033 - - - -
500 | 0.01300 | 0.379 0.896 2.4 3.2 4.0 2.7 1.1 0.7 1.8 1.2 1 0.8 0.6 | —0.1 0.897 0.906 06 | —0.4 | —1.3
500 | 0.02000 | 0.246 0.720 2.5 2.9 3.8 2.5 0.4 0.8 1.4 | —0.4 .0 0.5 0.9 0.0 0.721 0.722 07 | —0.4 | —0.4
500 | 0.03200 | 0.154 0.619 2.5 2.6 3.6 2.5 0.8 0.2 1.0 0.9 2 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.619 0.619 06 | —0.3 | —0.1
500 | 0.05000 | 0.098 0.536 2.6 3.3 4.2 2.8 1.6 0.1 1.7 1.6 1 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.536 0.536 05 | —0.3 0.0
500 | 0.08000 | 0.062 0.440 2.8 3.0 4.1 2.6 1.0 0.1 1.4 1.1 4| —o06 0.8 0.0 0.440 0.439 0.6 | —0.3 0.0
500 | 0.13000 | 0.038 0.344 3.4 3.5 4.9 2.7 0.7 0.1 2.3 0.7 7| —0.4 2.1 0.0 0.344 0.344 04 | —0.2 0.0
500 | 0.18000 | 0.027 0.294 3.7 4.5 5.9 3.7 2.0 1.4 2.6 2.0 6 | —0.8 —1.3 0.0 0.294 0.294 0.4 | —0.2 0.0
500 | 0.25000 | 0.020 0.269 4.6 7.1 8.5 4.6 2.6 1.8 5.5 2.7 2 | —11 —a.7 0.0 0.269 0.268 0.4 | —0.1 0.0
500 | 0.40000 | 0.012 0.166 6.6 | 14.7 | 16.1 8.0 5.3 3.4 | 12.3 5.3 1| —3.3 | —106 0.0 0.166 0.166 0.3 | —0.1 0.0
650 | 0.00853 | 0.750 0.989 3.8 3.8 5.4 3.7 0.5 0.1 09 | —0.6 5 0.5 0.1 = 0.989 = = = =
650 | 0.01300 | 0.492 0.862 3.0 2.9 4.2 2.7 0.2 0.7 1.1 | —0.2 0.4 0.8 0.6 | —0.2 0.863 0.882 09 | —0.7 | —2.3
650 | 0.02000 | 0.320 0.750 3.0 2.9 4.2 2.8 0.2 1.0 1.0 0.2 2 0.8 0.6 0.0 0.751 0.755 08 | —0.7 | —o0.7
650 | 0.03200 | 0.200 0.609 2.9 3.1 4.2 2.7 0.8 0.7 1.4 0.8 7 0.5 0.8 0.0 0.610 0.609 0.9 | —0.6 | —0.2
650 | 0.05000 | 0.128 0.519 3.0 3.0 4.2 2.7 0.9 0.1 1.2 1.0 5 0.1 0.6 0.0 0.520 0.518 0.8 | —0.5 | —0.1
650 | 0.08000 | 0.080 0.442 3.2 3.3 4.6 2.8 1.1 0.1 1.7 1.1 9 | —06 0.9 0.0 0.442 0.441 0.7 | —0.4 0.0
650 | 0.13000 | 0.049 0.375 3.7 3.5 5.1 3.0 0.7 0.2 1.9 0.8 9 | —o01 1.5 0.0 0.375 0.374 0.7 | —0.3 0.0
650 | 0.18000 | 0.036 0.299 4.3 5.7 7.1 4.5 2.9 1.6 3.4 2.9 1| -1 —1.0 0.0 0.299 0.298 0.6 | —0.3 0.0
650 | 0.25000 | 0.026 0.253 5.2 7.8 9.4 5.6 3.1 2.8 5.5 3.1 0| —21 —3.9 0.0 0.253 0.252 0.6 | —0.2 0.0
650 | 0.40000 | 0.016 0.147 8.1 | 14.7 | 16.8 7.9 4.5 3.2 | 12.5 4.5 8 | —2.7 | —11.2 0.0 0.147 0.147 0.5 | —0.1 0.0
800 | 0.01050 | 0.750 0.948 15 11 6.3 12 1.2 0.1 15 0.9 2 0.2 0.0 = 0.949 = = = =
800 | 0.01300 | 0.606 0.864 4.6 3.8 6.0 3.5 0.2 0.2 1.5 0.3 5 0.2 0.3 | —0.3 0.865 - - - -
800 | 0.02000 | 0.394 0.755 3.4 3.3 4.7 3.0 0.1 1.1 1.3 0.0 5 1.0 0.8 | —0.1 0.756 0.764 1.1 | —1.0 | —1.1
800 | 0.03200 | 0.246 0.584 3.6 3.0 4.7 2.9 0.7 0.3 0.8 | —0.8 .0 0.2 0.3 | —0.1 0.585 0.586 1.1 | —0.9 | —0.3
800 | 0.05000 | 0.158 0.554 3.5 3.0 4.6 2.9 0.5 0.5 0.9 0.6 5 0.5 0.3 0.0 0.555 0.553 1.1 | —0.8 | —0.1
800 | 0.08000 | 0.098 0.451 3.8 3.2 5.0 3.0 0.7 0.2 1.2 0.7 5| —0.4 0.8 0.0 0.451 0.450 1.0 | —0.6 0.0
800 | 0.13000 | 0.061 0.358 4.5 4.1 6.1 3.5 1.1 0.9 2.1 1.1 4 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.358 0.357 1.0 | —0.5 0.0
800 | 0.18000 | 0.044 0.324 4.9 4.7 6.7 4.1 1.8 1.2 2.2 1.8 3| —04 1.1 0.0 0.324 0.323 09 | —0.4 0.0
800 | 0.25000 | 0.032 0.257 5.8 9.0 | 10.7 6.2 4.0 2.5 6.6 4.0 3| =20 —4.7 0.0 0.257 0.256 0.8 | —0.3 0.0
800 | 0.40000 | 0.020 0.128 9.5 | 12.1 | 15.4 8.5 5.0 3.4 8.6 5.2 8| —1.8 —6.5 0.0 0.128 0.127 0.7 | —0.2 0.0
800 | 0.65000 | 0.012 || 0.0186 16.4 | 16.5 | 23.3 10.4 2.8 2.2 | 12.9 2.9 7| —2.2 | —124 0.0 0.0186 0.0182 25 | —0.1 0.0
1000 | 0.01300 | 0.757 0.886 5.0 1.0 6.4 3.7 0.1 0.3 15 | —0.2 6 0.6 0.1 | —1.2 0.888 = = = =
1000 | 0.02000 | 0.492 0.745 3.9 3.4 5.2 3.0 0.0 1.2 1.5 0.1 7 1.1 0.8 | —0.2 0.746 0.761 1.6 | —1.6 | —1.9
1000 | 0.03200 | 0.308 0.653 4.0 4.0 5.6 3.3 1.5 1.0 2.2 1.5 5 0.7 0.6 0.0 0.653 0.656 1.5 | —1.4 | —0.5
1000 | 0.05000 | 0.197 0.556 4.1 3.6 5.5 3.1 1.4 0.0 1.7 1.3 1 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.557 0.557 1.4 | —1.2 | —0.2
1000 | 0.08000 | 0.123 0.461 4.3 3.1 5.3 3.0 0.9 0.0 0.9 0.9 .0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.462 0.460 1.4 | —1.0 0.0
1000 | 0.13000 | 0.076 0.412 5.2 4.0 6.5 3.4 0.7 0.0 2.1 0.8 1 0.3 1.9 0.0 0.413 0.410 1.3 | —0.8 0.0
1000 | 0.18000 | 0.055 0.319 5.7 3.8 6.8 3.6 1.1 0.0 1.2 1.1 6 | —0.3 —0.1 0.0 0.319 0.317 1.2 | —0.6 0.0
1000 | 0.25000 | 0.039 0.263 6.3 5.8 8.6 4.8 2.2 2.0 3.3 2.3 8| —1.4 —1.8 0.0 0.263 0.261 1.2 | —0.5 0.0
1000 | 0.40000 | 0.025 0.130 10.1 9.6 | 14.0 7.3 3.6 2.9 6.2 3.6 3| —1.3 —4.9 0.0 0.130 0.129 1.0 | —0.3 0.0
1000 | 0.65000 | 0.015 || 0.0221 17.7 1.6 | 27.9 12.3 5.4 4.8 | 17.7 5.4 4| —46 | —16.3 0.0 0.0221 0.0214 3.5 | —0.2 0.0
1200 | 0.02000 | 0.591 0.777 138 3.4 5.9 3.0 0.4 0.9 15 0.3 9 T1 0.7 | —0.1 0.779 0.803 2.1 | —2.3 | —2.9
1200 | 0.03200 | 0.369 0.648 4.5 3.0 5.4 2.8 0.2 1.2 1.2 0.2 2 1.0 0.7 0.0 0.649 0.655 2.0 | —2.0 | —0.8
1200 | 0.05000 | 0.236 0.476 4.9 3.2 5.8 2.6 0.9 0.3 1.8 0.9 6 | —0.3 0.4 0.0 0.477 0.477 1.9 | —1.8 | —0.2
1200 | 0.08000 | 0.148 0.468 4.8 3.1 5.7 2.7 0.9 0.3 1.5 0.9 2 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.469 0.467 1.9 | —1.4 | —0.1
1200 | 0.13000 | 0.091 0.422 5.7 3.8 6.8 3.3 1.7 0.4 1.8 1.6 7| —0.3 0.5 0.0 0.423 0.420 1.7 | —1.1 0.0
1200 | 0.18000 | 0.066 0.324 6.5 3.3 7.3 3.1 0.7 0.1 1.2 0.7 7| —0.1 0.8 0.0 0.324 0.322 1.6 | —0.9 0.0
1200 | 0.25000 | 0.047 0.268 7.0 8.3 3.8 1.6 1.3 2.1 1.6 8 | —1.0 —0.3 0.0 0.268 0.266 1.6 | —0.7 0.0
1200 | 0.40000 | 0.030 0.118 11.6 16.9 7.8 5.2 3.8 9.6 5.2 3| —3.2 —7.3 0.0 0.118 0.117 1.4 | —0.4 0.0
1200 | 0.65000 | 0.018 || 0.0238 19.6 28.2 13.6 9.1 5.4 | 15.0 9.0 | —2.8 | —4.0 | —11.0 0.0 0.0239 0.0230 3.9 | —0.3 0.0




0§

Q2 = y one | Setar | Soys | Stor || Sune | 6B, | 80 | beor | 6EL | 800 | siT [ oNT [ 6EL [ 655 || enc/vy P | Am
(GeV?) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
1500 0.02000 0.738 0.728 6.4 4.0 7.5 3.8 1.1 0.4 1.1 —0.6 —0.7 0.0 0.0 —0.7 — 0.730 — —
1500 0.03200 0.462 0.597 5.9 3.5 6.8 3.3 0.4 1.3 1.1 0.0 —0.5 1.0 0.4 0.0 — 0.598 0.609 2.6
1500 0.05000 0.295 0.585 5.2 2.9 6.0 2.8 0.5 0.4 0.8 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.0 — 0.586 0.590 2.5
1500 0.08000 0.185 0.427 5.5 2.9 6.2 2.7 0.3 0.5 1.0 0.3 —0.5 0.6 0.5 0.0 — 0.428 0.427 2.5
1500 0.13000 0.114 0.344 6.7 3.2 7.4 3.1 0.5 0.3 1.1 0.6 —0.6 —0.3 0.6 0.0 — 0.345 0.343 2.2
1500 0.18000 0.082 0.329 7.1 4.5 8.4 3.6 1.8 0.1 2.7 1.8 —1.8 —0.3 0.9 0.0 — 0.330 0.327 2.2
1500 0.25000 0.059 0.226 8.0 4.9 9.4 4.2 2.3 1.1 2.7 2.3 —1.0 —0.7 0.7 0.0 — 0.226 0.224 2.1
1500 0.40000 0.037 0.104 12.1 9.9 15.7 6.7 3.2 3.9 7.3 3.2 1.3 —3.5 —5.4 0.0 — 0.104 0.103 1.8
1500 0.65000 0.023 0.0166 30.2 19.4 35.9 14.4 8.4 5.6 13.0 8.5 —2.7 —3.9 —8.7 0.0 — 0.0166 0.0160 4.4
2000 0.03200 0.615 0.642 6.4 4.2 7.7 3.9 0.5 1.5 1.6 0.6 —0.5 1.3 0.5 0.0 — 0.644 0.671 3.8
2000 0.05000 0.394 0.472 7.4 4.0 8.4 3.7 0.9 0.9 1.7 1.2 —0.6 0.8 0.6 0.0 — 0.473 0.481 3.8
2000 0.08000 0.246 0.405 6.7 3.5 7.6 3.2 0.4 0.9 1.5 —0.4 —1.0 0.8 0.7 0.0 — 0.406 0.408 3.5
2000 0.13000 0.151 0.368 7.4 4.0 8.4 3.6 1.5 0.4 1.7 1.6 —0.8 0.1 0.0 0.0 — 0.369 0.367 3.3
2000 0.18000 0.109 0.342 8.3 3.9 9.2 3.7 0.3 0.6 1.0 0.3 0.2 —0.8 0.5 0.0 — 0.343 0.340 3.1
2000 0.25000 0.079 0.233 9.0 4.9 10.2 4.4 2.1 1.0 2.3 2.2 —0.3 —0.6 —0.3 0.0 — 0.233 0.230 3.0 .
2000 0.40000 0.049 0.108 12.4 10.1 16.0 7.5 5.3 2.6 6.8 5.3 —0.9 —2.4 —3.3 0.0 — 0.108 0.106 2.8 0.0
2000 0.65000 0.030 0.0294 23.6 20.5 31.3 14.7 7.4 6.9 14.2 7.4 —1.4 —3.9 —11.4 0.0 — 0.0294 0.0287 3.2 0.0
3000 0.05000 0.591 0.551 5.6 3.9 6.8 3.6 0.4 1.4 1.5 0.0 —0.7 1.2 0.6 —0.1 — 0.553 0.585 6.3 1.7
3000 0.08000 0.369 0.439 6.2 4.0 7.4 3.6 0.5 1.1 1.8 1.2 —0.5 0.9 0.8 0.0 — 0.441 0.452 6.0 0.4
3000 0.13000 0.227 0.340 7.3 3.8 8.2 3.7 1.0 0.5 0.9 0.8 —0.4 —0.4 0.1 0.0 — 0.341 0.343 5.7 0.1
3000 0.18000 0.164 0.313 7.8 5.9 9.8 5.0 3.3 1.0 3.2 3.1 —0.3 —0.5 0.1 0.0 — 0.314 0.312 5.3 0.0
3000 0.25000 0.118 0.195 9.7 4.7 10.8 4.0 1.1 0.7 2.4 2.3 0.4 —0.7 0.0 0.0 — 0.195 0.192 5.1 0.0
3000 0.40000 0.074 0.108 11.5 6.4 13.1 5.5 2.8 1.4 3.3 2.9 0.3 —1.2 —1.1 0.0 — 0.108 0.106 4.6 0.0
3000 0.65000 0.045 0.0118 28.9 16.8 33.4 12.4 6.7 5.4 11.4 6.6 1.2 —3.5 —8.6 0.0 — 0.0118 0.0113 5.7
5000 0.08000 0.615 0.422 7.0 4.3 8.2 4.1 0.9 1.6 1.5 0.1 —0.6 1.3 0.5 —0.1 — 0.425 0.475 11.0
5000 0.13000 0.379 0.339 8.3 4.3 9.3 4.3 1.2 1.0 0.9 0.6 —0.2 0.6 0.2 0.0 — 0.341 0.359 10.4
5000 0.18000 0.273 0.263 9.4 4.7 10.5 4.7 2.2 0.3 0.5 —0.5 —0.1 —0.1 0.0 0.0 — 0.263 0.269 9.9
5000 0.25000 0.197 0.301 9.6 9.4 13.4 9.0 7.5 1.3 2.9 2.8 —0.5 —0.6 0.3 0.0 — 0.302 0.300 9.4
5000 0.40000 0.123 0.130 12.3 6.1 13.7 5.9 2.5 0.3 1.2 1.1 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.0 — 0.130 0.127 8.3
5000 0.65000 0.076 0.00760 40.9 25.0 47.9 21.3 17.1 7.9 13.2 8.9 2.4 —6.3 —7.1 0.0 — 0.00761 0.00721 8.9
8000 0.13000 0.606 0.344 11.0 5.5 12.3 5.4 1.8 1.2 1.0 0.6 0.3 0.7 0.1 —0.1 — 0.347 0.419 17.0
8000 0.18000 0.438 0.361 10.7 6.5 12.5 6.3 3.1 1.7 1.6 0.9 —1.0 0.9 0.1 0.0 — 0.364 0.406 15.8
8000 0.25000 0.315 0.224 13.1 7.1 14.9 6.7 3.9 0.0 2.5 2.4 0.4 0.2 0.7 0.0 — 0.224 0.234 15.2
8000 0.40000 0.197 0.0982 18.0 10.3 20.7 9.8 7.2 1.2 3.2 3.2 —0.3 —0.3 0.0 0.0 — 0.0984 0.0971 13.4
8000 0.65000 0.121 0.0228 28.9 28.7 40.7 26.6 22.7 6.3 11.0 8.2 4.1 —4.7 —4.0 0.0 — 0.0228 0.0213 14.5
12000 0.18000 0.656 0.233 19.5 5.0 20.1 4.6 2.8 0.4 2.0 —0.9 —1.8 0.4 0.2 —0.3 — 0.236 0.320 22.7
12000 0.25000 0.473 0.117 23.6 7.3 24.7 7.1 6.1 1.5 1.5 1.0 0.6 0.9 0.3 0.0 — 0.117 0.139 21.1
12000 0.40000 0.295 0.0424 35.4 11.8 37.3 11.6 11.1 0.2 2.0 1.8 0.7 —0.3 0.1 0.0 — 0.0425 0.0441 19.1
12000 0.65000 0.182 0.0179 40.8 28.9 50.0 27.4 26.2 4.8 9.0 6.4 5.1 —3.6 —1.1 0.0 — 0.0180 0.0170 19.1
20000 0.25000 0.788 0.106 38.3 5.2 38.7 4.8 2.9 0.6 2.0 1.1 —1.5 0.9 0.1 —0.4 — 0.109 0.192 29.5
20000 0.40000 0.492 0.0381 50.0 11.7 51.4 11.5 11.0 1.6 2.4 2.1 0.7 0.9 0.3 0.0 — 0.0385 0.0490 26.7
20000 0.65000 0.303 0.0110 70.7 38.7 80.6 38.0 37.5 1.0 7.7 5.9 4.9 —0.7 —0.3 0.0 — 0.0110 0.0113 26.2
30000 0.40000 0.738 0.164 46.1 13.7 48.1 13.4 12.5 0.9 2.4 —0.5 —2.2 —0.4 0.2 —0.9 — 0.168 0.319 32.4




TS

Q? @ y || Poco/dedQ? | doc || Gstar | Osys | Otor || Ounc | e || dcor | 6%, | 08 | SN | 6B, || AZEP
(GeV?) (pb/GeV?) (%) | (%) | (%) || (%) | (%) || B) | (%) | (B) ]| (%) | (%) (%)
300 | 0.0130 | 0.227 || 0.703 - 10° 1.184 20.3 | 11.8 | 23.5 8.2 1.5 8.6 6.7 —2.2 | —-0.3 | —4.9 0.3
300 | 0.0320 | 0.092 || 0.283-10° 1.171 13.7 5.9 1| 149 4.6 1.3 3.8 26 | —14 1.0 | —2.1 0.4
300 | 0.0800 | 0.037 || 0.585 101 0.606 19.0 74 1204 6.0 2.9 4.5 1.0 —24 1.6 | —3.2 5.2
500 | 0.0130 | 0.379 || 0.570 - 10° 1.018 14.6 851 16.9 6.5 2.3 5.4 49 | —14 04| —-1.8 —4.4
500 | 0.0320 | 0.154 || 0.189 - 10° 0.829 12.1 4.8 | 13.0 3.9 1.2 2.8 1.8 —-1.1 0.8 —1.6 —0.7
500 | 0.0800 | 0.062 || 0.465- 101 0.511 134 441 141 4.0 0.4 2.0 04 | —-0.7 1.9 | —-0.1 —-0.7
500 | 0.1300 | 0.038 || 0.194 - 101 0.346 25.1 7.2 1 26.1 6.4 2.2 2.9 0.2 —-16 1| —-2.2 | —-0.9 -3.5
1000 | 0.0320 | 0.308 || 0.121-10° 0.609 10.5 4.7 | 11.5 3.8 1.3 2.5 19| —-1.3 04 | —0.8 —3.1
1000 | 0.0800 | 0.123 || 0.406- 1071 0.512 10.2 3.5 | 10.8 3.3 0.6 1.2 0.6 | —0.7 0.8 0.0 —0.4
1000 | 0.1300 | 0.076 || 0.162- 101 0.332 16.5 6.1 | 17.6 5.9 0.5 0.9 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.0 -2.5
1000 | 0.2500 | 0.039 || 0.794-10~2 0.313 23.5 | 16.8 | 28.9 16.1 2.0 4.9 0.0 24 | —4.2 0.0 —4.9
2000 | 0.0320 | 0.615 || 0.762- 101 0.495 9.8 4.5 | 10.8 4.0 0.2 2.3 2.1 0.1 0.8 | —0.2 —5.6
2000 | 0.0800 | 0.246 || 0.228 - 101 0.370 9.9 3.8 1 10.6 3.6 0.6 1.2 0.8 | —0.8 0.4 0.0 -3.1
2000 | 0.1300 | 0.152 || 0.168 - 101 0.442 11.1 5.7 12.5 5.2 2.0 2.6 0.1 —-1.3 2.2 0.0 —-5.0
2000 | 0.2500 | 0.079 || 0.337-10"2 0.171 18.4 7.3 1 19.8 6.9 0.3 2.0 00| =14 ]| —-1.5 0.0 —-10.0
3000 | 0.0800 | 0.369 || 0.201 1071 0.407 8.7 4.3 9.7 4.2 1.2 1.4 0.9 0.9 0.2 0.0 —7.5
3000 | 0.1300 | 0.227 || 0.107-101 0.354 10.7 45| 11.6 3.8 1.1 2.1 0.2 1.2 1.7 0.0 -3.9
3000 | 0.2500 | 0.118 || 0.251-10"2 0.159 16.3 6.1 | 174 6.0 0.4 1.1 0.1 1.0 | —-04 0.0 —5.7
3000 | 0.4000 | 0.074 || 0.531-10"3 0.054 37.8 | 17.1 | 415 || 14.2 3.9 9.6 0.0 1.8 —94 0.0 —12.6
5000 | 0.0800 | 0.615 || 0.842-102 0.250 13.8 8.1 1] 16.0 5.9 1.8 5.6 1.4 3.8 3.8 0.0 —-13.0
5000 | 0.1300 | 0.379 || 0.530-10"2 0.256 12.3 5.6 | 13.5 5.1 2.5 2.3 0.4 2.2 0.5 0.0 —13.8
5000 | 0.2500 | 0.197 || 0.192-10"2 0.179 14.2 5.7 15.3 5.3 3.0 1.7 0.1 1.4 0.9 0.0 -9.8
5000 | 0.4000 | 0.123 || 0.261-10"3 0.039 33.3 104 | 349 9.5 4.0 4.6 0.0 4.5 | —-0.5 0.0 —4.6
8000 | 0.1300 | 0.606 || 0.178-10~2 0.137 20.3 | 12.6 | 23.9 114 5.1 5.4 0.6 4.7 2.7 0.0 —-13.0
8000 | 0.2500 | 0.315 || 0.903-10"3 0.134 17.3 | 11.0 | 20.5 9.5 8.1 5.8 0.0 5.3 2.2 0.0 —8.6
8000 | 0.4000 | 0.197 || 0.152-10"3 0.036 40.8 | 26.0 | 484 || 25.2 | 14.5 6.6 0.0 6.6 0.2 0.0 —14.8
15000 | 0.2500 | 0.591 || 0.126-103 0.041 37.8 | 164 | 41.2 15.0 | 13.6 6.8 0.3 6.5 1.7 0.0 —-16.0
15000 | 0.4000 | 0.369 || 0.117-103 0.061 28.8 | 23.2 | 37.0 || 22.0 | 134 7.6 0.0 7.4 1.3 0.0 —14.7

Table 12: The CCe™p double differential cross sectiattocc/dxdQ? and the structure function tertir.c, shown
with statistical §..), Systematicds,s) and total §,,.) errors. Also shown are the total uncorrelated systematir e

(6.nc) @nd its contribution from the hadronic energy eridy, (). The effect of the other uncorrelated systematic errors

is included in §.,.). In addition the correlated systematic errér,() and its contributions from a positive variation
of one standard deviation of the error due to the cuts agaimstoproductiond’,"), of the hadronic energy error
(0" ), of the error due to noise subtractiail’{ ) and of the error due to background subtractigff.( are given. The

cor

normalisation uncertainty af5% is not included in the errors. The last column gives the aioa for QED radiative

QED

effects (\¢
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z GNC | Stot | Ostat || Sunme | 0E,. | o" Scor e

L C cor cor or cor cor
(Gev?) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
100 0.00130 1.368 7.0 4.0 5.5 1.5 0.2 1.2 —-0.7 —1.0 0.5 0.4 — —0.9
100 0.00200 1.293 5.3 3.4 3.3 0.5 0.3 .4 0.5 —1.8 0.9 0.6 —1.1 —
120 0.00160 1.342 6.6 4.2 4.8 0.1 0.2 1.7 —-0.3 —-1.5 0.6 0.3 — —-0.7
120 0.00200 1.325 5.0 3.3 3.2 0.5 0.2 2.1 —0.4 —1.4 —0.3 0.3 —1.4 -
120 0.00320 1.198 4.8 3.1 3.3 1.1 0.4 1.9 0.8 —1.7 0.5 0.5 —0.3 —
150 0.00200 1.339 6.7 4.4 4.8 0.9 0.2 1.2 0.8 —0.8 0.5 0.4 — —0.6
200 0.00260 1.188 7.1 4.9 4.8 0.1 0.4 1.9 0.4 —1.7 0.6 0.4 — —0.6
250 0.00330 1.126 7.9 5.7 4.9 0.6 0.2 2.1 1.0 —2.0 0.5 0.3 — —0.7
300 0.00390 1.068 8.0 6.1 4.9 0.2 0.2 1.4 —0.4 —1.3 0.4 0.3 — —0.7
400 0.00530 1.101 8.3 6.4 5.1 0.7 0.3 1.5 —0.6 —1.4 0.3 0.3 — —0.6
500 0.00660 1.099 8.7 6.9 5.2 0.2 0.3 1.0 —0.3 —0.8 0.5 0.4 — —0.2
650 0.00850 1.056 9.9 8.2 5.6 1.0 0.0 0.5 —1.0 —0.2 —0.2 0.2 — —0.4
800 0.01050 0.938 10.9 9.2 5.9 0.4 0.3 1.1 —0.6 —1.1 0.3 0.0 — —0.1

Table 13:The NCe™p reduced cross sectianc(z, Q*) from the highy analysis, shown with
statistical §.:.;) and total §;.;) errors. Also shown are the total uncorrelated systematic)(
error and two of its contributions: the electron energy (g, ) and the hadronic energy
error ¢" .). The effect of the other uncorrelated systematic erroigdkided in §,,.). In
addition the correlated systematic erréy,() and its contributions from a positive variation of
one standard deviation of the electron energy efg )\, of the polar electron angle errafy.),

of the hadronic energy erra¥’(.), of the error due to noise subtractia?( ), of the error due to
background subtractio:ﬁiﬁ ) and of the error due to charge symmetry background sulgiract
(03") are given. The normalisation uncertaintylo§% is not included in the errors. Al p

data not previously reported in [3] are given, includingtiegv highy data and three data points
at@Q? = 100 and120 GeV? from the nominal analysis phase space.

Q2 x Yy ¢NC’ FL 6stat 6sys 5tot
(GeV?)

e~ p data
110 0.00144 | 0.75 | 1.440 | 0.298 | 0.074 | 0.133 | 0.154
175 0.00230 | 0.75 | 1.346 | 0.298 | 0.077 | 0.113 | 0.139
280 0.00368 | 0.75 | 1.162 | 0.390 | 0.085 | 0.099 | 0.132
450 0.00591 | 0.75 | 1.164 | 0.117 | 0.097 | 0.101 | 0.140
700 0.00919 | 0.75 | 1.072 | 0.042 | 0.117 | 0.098 | 0.153
etp data
110 0.00144 | 0.75 | 1.518 | 0.198 | 0.032 | 0.083 | 0.092
175 0.00230 | 0.75 | 1.426 | 0.164 | 0.038 | 0.064 | 0.076
280 0.00368 | 0.75 | 1.292 | 0.171 | 0.041 | 0.057 | 0.072
450 0.00591 | 0.75 | 1.163 | 0.133 | 0.045 | 0.052 | 0.070
700 0.00919 | 0.75 | 1.037 | 0.096 | 0.053 | 0.062 | 0.082

Table 14:The NC structure function terty - (z, Q) and the structure functialy,, shown with
its statistical {...), systematicds,s) and total §,,;) absolute error. The total error includes
a contribution arising from the model uncertainties in thécolatedF,. These are obtained
by varying the assumptions of the H1 LawQCD fit as listed in table 5. The luminosity
uncertainties of thetp ande™p data sets are included in the systematic error.
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Q2 x .I'Fg 5smt 5sys 5tot
(GeV?)
1500 | 0.020 0.052 | 0.036 | 0.025 | 0.044
1500 | 0.032 0.074 | 0.032 | 0.026 | 0.042
1500 | 0.050 0.076 | 0.039 | 0.028 | 0.048
1500 | 0.080 0.067 | 0.050 | 0.035 | 0.061
5000 | 0.050 0.088 | 0.037 | 0.024 | 0.044
5000 | 0.080 0.150 | 0.031 | 0.020 | 0.037
5000 | 0.130 0.160 | 0.036 | 0.023 | 0.043
5000 | 0.180 0.099 | 0.041 | 0.025 | 0.048
5000 | 0.250 0.089 | 0.049 | 0.039 | 0.062
5000 | 0.400 0.027 | 0.045 | 0.034 | 0.057
5000 | 0.650 | —0.008 | 0.015 | 0.011 | 0.019
12000 | 0.180 0.149 | 0.077 | 0.021 | 0.080
12000 | 0.250 0.113 | 0.053 | 0.017 | 0.056
12000 | 0.400 0.035 | 0.038 | 0.019 | 0.043
12000 | 0.650 | —0.007 | 0.015 | 0.011 | 0.018
Q? x Fy 7| Ostar | Osys Otot
(GeV?)
1500 | 0.026 0.59 | 0.22 | 0.17 | 0.28
1500 | 0.050 0.38 | 0.13 | 0.09 | 0.16
1500 | 0.080 0.57 ] 0.12 | 0.08 | 0.14
1500 | 0.130 0.61 | 0.14 | 0.09 | 0.16
1500 | 0.180 0.37 | 0.12 | 0.06 | 0.13
1500 | 0.250 0.29 | 0.11 | 0.05 | 0.12
1500 | 0.400 0.09 | 0.08 | 0.05 | 0.09
1500 | 0.650 | —0.02 | 0.03 | 0.02 | 0.04

Table 15:The upper part of the table shows the generalised struainiénz F; with statisti-

cal 6stqt), Systematicd,,) and total §,,;) absolute errors. The luminosity uncertainties of the
etp ande™p data are included in the systematic error. The lower parheftable shows the
structure functiorc Fy/ Z obtained by averaging over differe@f values and transforming to a
Q? value atl 500 GeV?.
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