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Conf. MathPix confidence: 8>0.9 MO0.5-0.9 ME<0.5 — no value
LaTeX source MathPix’s reading, unchanged; Rendered the same reading, with a display environment (align/alignat/flalign/eqnarray/gather/multline/split) mapped to its in-math form so it can typeset in this cell — the two may legitimately differ
Residual render vs scan (inkdrill): ¢ C component W weak oS stable eNnoise eKclean X crop overran its region not measured

[refined: basis] beside an identifier: the LaTeX-source and Rendered cells both show a VERIFIED refinement, not MathPix’s own reading — basis names what verified it (e.g. ink, source). The original reading is unchanged in the model but is not the one drawn here.
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Conf. MathPix confidence: #>0.9 M0.5-0.9 HE<0.5

— no value

LaTeX source MathPix’s reading, unchanged; Rendered the same reading, with a display environment (align/alignat/flalign/eqnarray/gather/multline/split) mapped to its in-math form so it can typeset in this cell — the two may legitimately differ

Residual render vs scan (inkdrill): e C component
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o X crop overran its region

not measured

[refined: basis] beside an identifier: the LaTeX-source and Rendered cells both show a VERIFIED refinement, not MathPix’s own reading — basis names what verified it (e.g. ink, source). The original reading is unchanged in the model but is not the one drawn here.
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Conf. MathPix confidence: 8>0.9 M0.5-0.9 ME<0.5 — no value

LaTeX source MathPix’s reading, unchanged; Rendered the same reading, with a display environment (align/alignat/flalign/eqnarray/gather/multline/split) mapped to its in-math form so it can typeset in this cell — the two may legitimately differ
Residual render vs scan (inkdrill): ¢ C component W weak eSstable eNnoise eKclean X crop overran its region not measured

[refined: basis] beside an identifier: the LaTeX-source and Rendered cells both show a VERIFIED refinement, not MathPix’s own reading — basis names what verified it (e.g. ink, source). The original reading is unchanged in the model but is not the one drawn here.

120 more flagged rows below the band, stated as a count: 99 component, 21 weak; confidence high 30, mid 32, low 31, none 27




Low confidence
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Conf. MathPix confidence: B>0.9 M0.5-0.9 MHM<0.5 — no value
LaTeX source MathPix’s reading, unchanged; Rendered the same reading, with a display environment (align/alignat/flalign/eqnarray/gather/multline/split) mapped to its in-math form so it can typeset in this cell — the two may legitimately differ
Residual render vs scan (inkdrill): e C component W weak eSstable eNnoise eKclean X crop overran its region not measured

[refined: basis] beside an identifier: the LaTeX-source and Rendered cells both show a VERIFIED refinement, not MathPix’s own reading — basis names what verified it (e.g. ink, source). The original reading is unchanged in the model but is not the one drawn here.




