
    
      Fig. 1 
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              Comparison of two measures of the Lyα strength, [image: equation] and EW(Lyα), of LCEs with that of GPs, LBAs, and LARS: strong LCEs, shown by large black stars, are more extreme than the comparison samples. The open symbols show the median of the distributions for each sample. The red star shows the location of the high-redshift strong LyC leaker Ion2. The dashed lines delimit the upper right panel containing all strong LyC leakers.

            

    

  
    
      Fig. 4 
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            Same as Fig. 3 for the remaining two sources.

          

    

  
    
      Fig. 5 
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              Comparison of the Lyα diagnostics for LyC leakage with the escape fraction of ionizing photons. The correlation between the peak separation and the escape fraction of ionizing photons is driven by the shift of the blue peak back to line center. The dashed lines correspond to the theoretical predictions for [image: equation]~ 30% (τLyC ~ 1) from Verhamme et al. (2015).
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              Comparison of the Lyα diagnostics for LyC leakage over the comparison samples of LBAs and GPs with the same measurements on LCEs. The dashed lines correspond to the theoretical predictions for [image: equation]~ 30% (τLyC ~ 1) from Verhamme et al. (2015). Black stars, green circles, and orange squares show the data of the LCE, GP, and LBA samples, respectively.
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              Correlation between [image: equation] and the SFR surface density. Same symbols as in Fig. 1.
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