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Comparing CTF to CoTF
* X2/ nDoF

* Residuals in PXB
* Geometry Comparison
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Absolute numbers are smaller than using CTF
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Alignment
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RWTH Geometry Comparison:
=1.'B Step1Adun CoTF vs. CTF
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Switch to CTF?
* Generally very similar performance

* Degradation in PXB Alignment in
StepO

* Overall small geometrical
differences

Outlook
 © Still refining Adun Strategy
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4
QUESTIONS
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