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Method ranks across full-sample metrics and evaluation regimes
(a) Unweighted: ESS = 13,538 (100%)
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(b) Tempered a = 0.36: ESS = 4,061 (30%)
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(c) Raw a=1: ESS = 216 (1.6%; high variance)
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Cells show ranks of across-repetition means; rank 1 is best. Ranks do not encode uncertainty.



