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Diagnostics for Estimated Smoothing Parameter by
Generalized Maximum Likelihood Function

Won Tae Jung. In Suk Lee . Hae Jeong Jeong

Abstract When we are estimate the smoothing parameter in spline regression model, we
deal the diagnostic of influence observations as posteriori analysis. When we use
Generalized Maximum Likelihood Function as the estimation method of smoothing
parameter, we propose the diagnostic measure for influencial observations in the obtained
estimate, and we introduce the finding method of the proper smoothing parameter
estimate .
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