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Abstract. Deep-inelastice p scattering data, taken with the H1 detector at HERA, are used
to investigate jet production over a range of four-momenttansfers 156< Q? < 15000 GeV

and transverse jet energiesBEr < 50GeV. The analysis is based on data corresponding to an
integrated luminosity 0f; = 65.4pb ! taken in the years 1999-2000 at a centre-of-mass energy
VS = 319GeV. Jets are defined by the incluskealgorithm in the Breit frame of reference.
Dijet and trijet jet cross sections are measured with respethe exchanged boson virtuality
and in addition the ratio of the trijet to the dijet cross gmttR;/, is investigated. The results
are compared to the predictions of perturbative QCD calimuia in next-to-leading order in the
strong coupling constants. The value ofas(mz) determined from the study &), is as(mz) =

0.1175+0.0017stat) + 0.0050(syst) "5 S024(thea).

INTRODUCTION AND OBSERVABLES

Deep-inelastic scattering (DIS) at HERA is a precision tfmwl studies of Quantum
Chromo Dynamics (QCD). Jet cross sections at high tranevemnenta are in particu-
lar attractive, because perturbative calculations (pQ&B)recise and non-perturbative
hadronisation effects are weak. In the past inclusive ggxsections [1] 2], as well as
multijet cross sectionsi[3) 4] have been studied at HERA.

The aim of the present analysis is to check quantitativel pQredictions for di-
and trijet cross sections and to determine the value of tloagtcoupling at different
values of the relevant hard scale.

In the following, jets are defined by the inclusigecluster algorithml[5, 6] in the Breit
frame of reference. Accepted jets are required to have avease energy of more than
5GeV. These jets, boosted back to the laboratory frame,tbduéill the pseudorapidity
requirement-1 < nigp < 2.5 to ensure good detector acceptance. Events with at least
two (three) accepted jets are assigned to the dijet (tejght sample. In order to ensure
stability of the perturbative calculations, cuts on theamant jet masses are applied:
Maijet > 25GeV andViyjjet > 25GeV for the di- and trijet sample, respectively.

DATA SAMPLE AND ANALYSISMETHODS

The data this analysis is based on were taken with the H1 tdetecthe years 1999-
2000 and correspond to an integrated luminosityf = 65.4pb L. A DIS selection
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FIGURE 1. NC dijet and trijet differential cross-sections, with resptoQ?, shown with NLO pQCD
predictions including hadronisation corrections. Thedgltbbands show the effect of varying the renor-
malisation/factorisation scale by a factor of two.

in the phase space of four-momentum transfersd &% < 15000 GeV and inelasticity
0.2 <y < 0.6 leaves 5460 dijet- and 1757 trijet events.

To account for limited detector acceptance and resolutiomrection factors were
applied, which were determined with the Monte Carlo eveniegators DJANGOH [7]
(including ARIADNE [8]) and RAPGAPLI9]. The cross sectioneme corrected for QED
radiative effects with HERACLES [10].

Relevant experimental uncertainties include: the eletagnetic energy scale, the
hadronic energy scale, the scattering angle of the posiranodel uncertainty in the
acceptance correction and the luminosity measuremerit,tiagt hadronic energy scale
uncertainty being the dominant contribution.

RESULTS

Fig.[ shows the differential di- and trijet cross sectioasagunction ofQ?. The data
are compared to a calculation carried out with NLOJETH++ [LEjng parton density
functions of the proton from the CTEQ5M1 [12] set and assgnaivalue of the strong
couplingas(mz) = 0.118. The calculation includes matrix elements at nexetaing
order (NLO) for two and three partons in the final state, gpoading to orders of the
strong coupling up t@(a?). Hadronisation corrections are applied to the parton level
prediction, determined with the help of DJANGOH and RAPGA/ré¢ samples. An
uncertainty estimate for the prediction is provided by aaBoins of the renormalisation
and factorisation scale by a factor of two. The cross sestgpan several orders of
magnitude, where a good description of the data by the gdredits observed. At the
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FIGURE 2. Measured values d%;» againsiQ? compared with a NLO pQCD prediction with hadroni-
sation corrections. The dark shaded band shows the undgrésisociated with the hadronisation correc-
tions, while the light shaded band shows the effect of varytre renormalisation/factorisation scale by a
factor of two.

highestQ? bin electroweak effects, which are not present in the catimn, cannot be
neglected. Hence this point will not be used in the followndit.

The ratio of the tri- and dijet cross sectidRs/, = Otrijet/ Odijet iS Shown in Fig[R,
where again a good description by the perturbative calomad observed. Based on this
measurement, a fit of the strong coupling is performed: fon€% value at whictRs > is
measured (but the highest one) the pQCD calculation is tegedth the five variations
of the proton p.d.f.s, available within the CTEQ4A[13] skhis yields five predictions
of Ry, as a function ofxs(mz), to which a function of the forn€ias(mz) +CoaZ(my)
is fitted. Consequently, the function is used to obtain froenmeasured value &%),
and its uncertainty the corresponding value and unceytaintis(my).

The fit results are shown as points in Hi§. 3. From this diagtfaenrunning of the
renormalised strong coupling is clearly evident. In adaitan average value is obtained
from this values byy? minimisation, shown as a diamond at the referenc®%of- m%_
The presented result is well compatible with the world agerérom the PDG|[14],
which is shown as a band for comparison.

CONCLUSION

Differential di- and trijet cross sections measured at H@ghhave been shown. The
distributions are well described by NLO pQCD with hadrotima corrections, except
for the highesQ? data point, where electroweak corrections cannot be reglea fit
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FIGURE 3. as(my) values from eack? bin evolved to values at their respective valueQbé{points)
using the two-loop solution of the renormalisation groupa@pn. The averaged value af(mz), found
using ax? minimisation fit, is shown at the far right (empty diamondheTinner error bars show the
statistical errors alone and the outer error bars denotguhbdratic sum of statistical and systematical
errors. The evolution of the world average valuergfmyz) is shown as a shaded band.

of the strong coupling yields
as(mz) = 0.1175+0.0017stat) +0.0050(syst) F5-9024(thea),

well in agreement with the world average. Future improveisianthe understanding of
the hadronic energy scale will significantly reduce the expental uncertainty.
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