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ABSTRACT

In Gen—2 Q—algorithm, the values of weight C, which is the parameter for incrementing or decrementing the
slot—count size, are not defined in the standard. In this case, if the reader selects an inappropriate weight,
there are a lot of empty or collided slots. As a result, the performance will be degraded because the frame
size does not converge to the optimal point quickly during the query round. In this paper, we analyze how the
performances of Gen—2 Q—algorithm will be affected by the weight value.
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Tari 12.5ms
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