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fakerate vs seeding layers

Ratio

1_

0.4

0.21-

fRvs)

.

0.95

©0.02

o

Ratio

o duplicgies rateys ssediag laye

018

016F

014
012

0.07F
008E
006F
.004F
.002

FRve)

0.95

—
——
-+

Oy Oz 7
B 0824y, 70, . 70,
085 O

»0.05
(0]
®.045
(@]
£0.04
=]
(0]
9.035
g
2008
9.025
Q.
=]
20.02
o
0.015

0.01F
0.005F - - -tmemrrrmarr e
o +Bf ; | j
p—1 . .
] [ H :
N PR LR N
Y S S | :
IR N
5L L i H
0.95 - o, - . T



	Contents
	Page 1


