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Compact Muon Solenoid
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Alignment Formalism \ / Alignment at CRAFT* \

In the CMS Tracker alignment formalism the hit position in local coordinates of the module . A ’global run’: all CMS subdetectors participating to

is q = (u,v,w) and r =(x,y,z) w.r.t the global reference frame of CMS. \\ the data taking
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Major milestone demonstrating CMS capability of
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q=(u,v,w)= local coordinates
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combining the two:

« A complex system of equations to be impact point
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efficiently
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Visit the CMS tracker alignment homepage: http://cmsdoc.cern.ch/cms/performance/tracker/




