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Figure 3. REFF versus ¢ for MA(l) model using WND .
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Figure 4. REFF versus o for AR(1) model using 25;2@ .
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Figure 3a. REFF versus ¢ for MA(l) model using zpq) .
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Figure 4a. REFF versus o for AR(l} model using Vg -
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Figure 5. EFF versus ¢ for MA(l) model using wND .
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Figure 6. EFF versus ¢ for AR(1l) model using @XB .
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Figure 5a. EFF versus ¢ for MA(l) model using w® .
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Figure 6a. EFF versus ¢ for AR(l) model using $$ .




