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Kinematic variables ‘FE %

ALICE

o jetp;

e splittings:
E ., — emitting particle
0 — emission angle

kT — momentum of the emission transverse to emitter direction

z — fraction of emitter momentum carried by emission
KT=E_,*z*8
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kT vs 8 — “Lund Plane”
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Relative ratio to gluons and light flavor quarks Relative ratio to gluons and light flavor quarks
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c¢) Hadron level with a relaxed cut on kr - demonstration of the impact of non-perturbative effects
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https://arxiv.org/pdf/2004.05968.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1812.00102.pdf

Relative ratio to gluons and light flavor quarks
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Detector efficiency correction

ot ALICE

How to select particles findable in the final state from TreeK in the Kinematics.root?

df.head(10)
executed in 781ms, finished 09:47:22 2020-09-08
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09
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09
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df.query('fStatusCode == 1 and fPdgCode != 22').query('fPt > 0.15")

yields too much (~50-100 particles per event in pp)
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