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Designed with excellent hit resolution g5 = 0(0.01 mm)
But burdened by suboptimal precision of mechanical alignment 0,;5, = 0(0.1 mm)

Purpose of the Tracker:

The CMS Tracker . Aligning the largest silicon-based detector

 To perform precise measurement of the
trajectories (tracks) of charged particles
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Which 2023 alighment conditions do we compare? Tracker geometry in 2022? — Starting point for 2023 alignment!
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