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23 A
u(t) =t + ay exp(—aq(t — a3)2), (a1 =0.5,a; = 50,a3 = 0.5). (16)

2% B
p(t) = arexp(—ast), (a1 =5,a; =5). (17)

23 C
p(t) = exp(—t/a1) cos(t/az), (a1 =2.0,ay, = 1.0). (18)

23D

u(t) = exp(—t/a1) cos(t/az), (a1 =0.5,a; = 0.05). (19)
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A Linear Smoothing Spline Estimation and

Applications ®

Yonghwa Yoon - Kyungmu Kim - Jongtae Kim *

Abstract

A Simple, closed form expression is derived for a linear smoothing spline by Eubank
(1994, 1997). We introduced his estimator and studied how well examples are fitted to
this estimator with the values of minimum generalized cross validation.

Key Words and Phrases : Fourier series, Kernel estimators, Smoothing splines, Non-

parametric regression, generalized cross validation

3This paper was supported by research fund, Taegu University, 1997
“Dept. of Statistics, Taegu University, Kyungbuk 712-714



