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INTRODUCTION

The Inner Detector of the ATLAS experiment comprises its tracking system, used for the reconstruction of the charged particles trajectories. The accuracy of the trajectory
reconstruction is determined by the precision of the detector elements, the amount of material in the detector and the precision of the alignment of the detector elements.
Misalignments of the detector modules can lead to systematic biases in the measured trajectories and a degraded measurement resolution. A precise alignment of the Inner
Detector is therefore essential.

Unlike in the LHC Run 1, in which the Inner Detector was relatively stable for long periods of time, during Run 2, some subdetectors of the Inner Detector have undergone
time-dependent deformations or movements that required to introduce a new dynamic alignment scheme. The Inner Detector alignment corrections are updated promptly after
the data is collected using a new fully automated system.
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ALIGNMENT RESULTS IN EARLY 2016 DATA
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS REFERENCES
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