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3: 19

F F

1239/1874 (66.1%) 1239/1460 (84.9%) 0.743 68.4% 87.8% 0.769
+ 1270/1874 (67.8%) 1270/1495 (84.9%) 0.754 69.7% 87.4% 0.776
+ 1308/1874 (69.8%) 1308/1573 (83.2%) 0.759 72.1% 86.0% 0.784
+ 1412/1874 (75.3%) 1412/1657 (85.2%) 0.800 78.0% 88.2% 0.828
+ R 1495/1874 (79.8%) 1495/1726 (86.6%) 0.831 82.9% 90.0% 0.863

4:

F F

22/ 136 (16.2%) 22/ 43 (51.2%) 0.246 16.9% 51.2% 0.257
1 R1 + P F 105/ 136 (77.2%) 105/ 135 (77.8%) 0.775 79.4% 80.0% 0.797

+P F R 133/ 136 (97.8%) 133/ 140 (96.4%) 0.964 99.3% 96.4% 0.978

15/ 82 (18.3%) 15/ 46 (32.6%) 0.234 25.6% 45.7% 0.328
R2 + 47/ 82 (57.3%) 47/ 69 (68.1%) 0.623 65.9% 78.3% 0.715

+P F R 73/ 82 (89.0%) 73/ 81 (90.1%) 0.896 92.7% 93.8% 0.933
35/ 181 (19.3%) 35/ 81 (43.2%) 0.267 22.1% 49.4% 0.305

R3 + 74/ 181 (40.9%) 74/ 125 (59.2%) 0.484 49.2% 71.2% 0.582
+P F R 138/ 181 (76.2%) 138/ 166 (83.1%) 0.795 86.2% 94.0% 0.899

2 25/ 97 (25.8%) 25/ 37 (67.6%) 0.373 26.8% 70.3% 0.388
R4 + 39/ 97 (40.2%) 39/ 59 (66.1%) 0.500 47.4% 78.0% 0.590

+P F R 63/ 97 (64.9%) 63/ 78 (80.8%) 0.720 70.1% 87.2% 0.777

22/ 98 (22.4%) 22/ 40 (55.0%) 0.319 26.5% 65.0% 0.377
3 R5 + 24/ 98 (24.5%) 24/ 55 (43.6%) 0.314 32.7% 58.2% 0.418

+P F R 33/ 98 (33.7%) 33/ 66 (50.0%) 0.402 42.9% 63.6% 0.512

R 1036/1320 (78.5%) 1036/1167 (88.8%) 0.833 80.2% 90.7% 0.851
4 + 1045/1320 (79.2%) 1045/1227 (85.2%) 0.821 80.5% 86.6% 0.835

+P F R 1076/1320 (81.5%) 1076/1209 (89.0%) 0.851 83.0% 90.7% 0.867

5: 30

F F

589/2443 (24.1%) 589/ 904 (65.2%) 0.352 25.7% 69.6% 0.376
+ 614/2443 (25.1%) 614/ 955 (64.3%) 0.361 26.9% 68.8% 0.387
+ 671/2443 (27.5%) 671/1106 (60.7%) 0.378 29.6% 65.3% 0.407
+ R 983/2443 (40.2%) 983/1551 (63.4%) 0.492 45.9% 72.3% 0.561

6: 30

F F

852/1937 (44.0%) 852/1070 (79.6%) 0.567 45.1% 81.7% 0.581
+ 868/1937 (44.8%) 868/1101 (78.8%) 0.571 46.2% 81.2% 0.589
+ 927/1937 (47.9%) 927/1205 (76.9%) 0.590 49.4% 79.3% 0.609
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