Ratio

| Fake

rate vs collection

0.01
0.009
<
B.008
0.007
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003

ate

0.002
0.001

Q

I N T
i i i i i i L /)(I lobl T (; ’"ul T T
Gene s lials VP IR PR R lacy ClachXelpr e Xy g DTl OrereSeeoSed Ao iCatsy,
a/7,Ste,, (Qy 1T Tiole 180, 6aT, 'a”St ol SSS, lep 0 C0ie Lo IR,
TackeP aus[epn/ersfeSISIE,?tIaas,ggle/sféf; eSteptep ana/s,ggrep,zxgspg{zzlak
it

| Duplicates rate vs {

o 0.01
IS
£.009
jo!
®.008
=
2.007
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Q

Ratio

0.5

i i i
0 Gene, Nitig, TN
Q

I
70, W, n/g I

ra T ’C'Sktef roua’;g g
S »

"Ste

Vior S <degIRe
na/s,egfep/ngs}o

I S T
TetCorardond 4on Tpialicg,
> Sz(;f’ep CRe ;e g0 Ce0g S0l
ep

S

I S S T R T S R S
O e Tt O, Dot ey ke /26y 1B T6TSICo,Mop Top TSojg
ene,a/gg/sl 'Zlazoghp,r p’T’wa,\h acloxelp, f”D/eL 0 Corg 0N Uong,
i
0

sk S Steylen Rt edeqSe 32@5 //C%Me,
Sty 1S “Stgp P OIS Sepi

A 2
edOu g, AirSy, [epeglanaﬁ
Oy utin™

< i Ste,
Cks' 3 Srep gy, e’g/e,s i



	Contents
	Page 1


