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ABSTRACT

Regression analysis is becoming more and more of a topic in most
research, particularly those in the fields of economics and medicine.
One of the most significant and well-known regression models utilized
in recent years, which have seen significant expansion, particularly in
the economic and environmental aspects, is the multiple nonparametric
regression model. One of the key estimators in the multiple
nonparametric regression model is the multivariate Nadaraya-Watson
estimator. This estimator, in turn, depends on a matrix of parameters
known as smoothing parameters to estimate the multiple nonparametric
regression model. Estimating these parameters is crucial to obtaining a
decent fit for the estimated curve in the multiple nonparametric
regression model. In this study, it was suggested to use a modified crow
search algorithm as a method inspired by nature to estimate the
smoothing parameter matrix (Bandwidth matrix) in the Ndaria-Watson
multiple estimator. A variety of distinct nonparametric regression
models were employed to generate data using the Monte Carlo
simulation approach. The mean square error was used as a benchmark
for comparison, and the simulation results demonstrated the superiority
of the suggested method over alternative estimating techniques.
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adaial) ¢ gl g Ly I jaBa A A jad) e JLEAY e lihuaY) plSH) Cili g

Jleall amy LS L0 ] Jiall alae s2e.p.a Dl AL s
Slaalilly Cigulall asle IS ALY aslall 2l deasall daals 2l
ua&'u.u.d\

GpalaBY) ald il jal) alana b eal 55 e slaialy JlasiY) Jidad g sange Jany
IS aamiall aleadl lani¥) zdsaiy sle (S abead) Jlani¥) 73 gai ey Aadall 5 Lia
oS L 53 g Gl 5 35 @l gl g deadiadl) jlaasVl z3la s sl e pala
é“d aaf Gl paaiall 2ania Nadaraya-Watson e ey Al g dabaid¥) il ol 4 4als
alaa S laniV) 3 gad padi 4 daatall aleall pie jlasiV) 23 el A Aedddiall G il
D Al g oailadll S3labaa et Slalaall (1o 48 ghian o6y n jatall 138 aaday 2234l
elaad) aniV zisai b ol iaiall sl 33 gad 35S dpeal 13 Ly
4 sina i Aglee 3 Aaplal (ha Bla ginse Ape )l sa AR ) 3 Candl 138 6 20widl)
SIS g 3lSlae Ay aladiud &5 ddeiall (el s Lla aie b g2 GUaill i e
BlSlaall gilis o yedal 5 Badeiall dpaleadl) lasi¥) il e 2o glaly Gl 2l gl W
DbaS Ul o pe Jaws i aladialy el g o5 AY) ol (§ yhay 45 jl8e A yiial) 45, Hhall (5

A5 el
aniadl andly - Lola i daall moe dbshias ol gl G i sAoalidal) cilals))

:\.’_JJH\ (e a\AM\ QQ.A_)J\);J\

dadiall =1
Aol ) degall dlany) cadluY) aal a2y (Regression Analysis) Jlasa¥) Jias &
A83al) i b sy 3 el e g Al 5 AlaBY) 5 Lo Lin Y15 Aumdal) ol 5Bl (e 2p0al
Aol L e ginall ) dplly ff Ao Ao ) Sonaily aliad) 49 pal il piall
bl e 4830 @l A (e L) Jia sy ) dagall Calaal) (e S0 gaia] dlian)
Ol e A lasi¥) il gl 3 dglan) ziladll ol dlee L 3ade jlaasY)
z3iy (Parametric Regression Models) (oaleall jlasi¥l =3l bl danla sy
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¢ .(Rencher, 2002) (Nonparametric Regression Models) (al=ea>dl jlasiyl
A8l alay) e » 585 (Nonparametric Regression Models) (el lasa¥l =M
Galll Gl 1A A el Caay (Jaie P (e dpaa 5l G il 5 Aladu) e G
DVl Al Aada) Jualdll Aul oy Guds ARl ale Caag sllaely Laige (55
Slo itV g Aigpe JSI 0S5 Zilall oda g ddg e e 0sSE AL Al Gl el
(Data) <lbdl o ibe s (ool IS5 33y epalaal JlaniV) (3 LS Ailas (g 8
(2011 ¢2ena) laasyl il ‘_Aﬁj\ AN pdy il g9 ol s
& (H) ueadll ldaa 48 shinny ani o 5l (Bandwidth) 4eall (= e 48 siias 3aai ()
DoVl Al O G Eiy aad 3 oeS el I daeddl aadly - Lola die e
Loaind  uaill g o) Gy 350 gall el 48yl ala) IS e dglial) AN 1 adeaU
35 050 138 5 S 46 ol s I a5 a5 psm vgal dabeal dal () 5SS
ST U85 0 5Sy5 Gl sy ¢ Opatl et e Jean 4nSay A1 S5 538 )
Alaliall A (e s (H) Adsgaill dalee 48 ghinn al aall LAY dlee () 3 (D) Tangas
(MSE) Wad il yo Jas sia il e J suanll bl 5 yatl
dipar) g Gl in -2
L ey )l d Cala 5 DA e elihal) oS Cadh g I Chagy caadl 1aa )
A sha ad pisl (modified crow algorithm ) dasall G jall 4l sa o8 5 4083
2 Cpaad e dexd (a1 @k e & e 3068 ST (5585 Gy (H) gl dalza
Apar) Lal 5 ddlide ralad Jlanindy 5 8Slaall o jlad IS (e (H) 48 staall a8 0 dlee 8
DR (8 KA by ) AN any Gulal Apeal e gall Jaluy 4568 8 (eS8 Candl 128
padi Al sl Aglan ¥ @kl Al @3l (saalS Lediat s Ao jall iz je 48 hias

& s sl
Nonparametric estimator 4slaadd) < juial) -3

Sl g b g Ll Y L ST s dpalaad) ol kel Ly et A0 Alall 455 5all )
Jitel) sl Tl 5 «m s il (ro e gana ol Al 5 dpalacall il ol Ll il 35
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Dl g smsa Alaiadl 5 aY) sl 4 ialll due ) ol candsall 5 eal
(simple dasd) caleadU) jlasiV1 23 s o) 5l (e g o Balalll dyeail) (33 ka5 ¢ calzaUl
ALY paie G A8 Ay e a8 3 s Nonparametric Regression Model)

(Kola¢ek & Horova, 2017) ik LS diasa 5 chadd sl g avia i piia g

y. =m(X)+¢g I =12,...,n 1)
ciaania gl G il (e 23e 5 dalainl) jaate Gu ABR) Alag) e sh 23 gadll IS 1Y) Wl
(Multivariate Nonparametric 2aziall caleadll jlass¥) =3 sy (s diaind

sae 3k Jleniuly s 508 oy g b g jaa e (5S3 483l 228 o 3) Regression Model)
Smoothing ) Aue<ill il a0 45, 50 5 ((Kernel estimation) .l sl 48 )k :leie

5 dana) (SY) JSAILS S5 alilas Aapa 5 «(Wavelet estimator) dag sall 48 )l 5 «(Splines
(2012¢8lia g (e ;2018 ¢ punllne

Yi Sm(Xy,Xy.00Xy) TE i =12,...,n )
Aoaa il Gyl o linadl Cilgatia 48 shina Jidd o G
RER ..T)L‘A-‘A“ij

3

Asalaa D) (331l s yua o gladll 48 5 jaall yae lassI A Jias

(1) Aalaall & s gall 5 3a gl e Aol o3 il ApaleadU (53 Hhall (e a0al) Gllia
syl Ally A 8l calaa3BU) lass) Al 8 s medll (e cagl o) 3 ¢(2)
Zasar bl lo iy 33kl o3 G Y cclalidl daed e Jaslls dddall duadaedll
O i daadaad 3kl alaae o) 5 eainaally il g a8l Ui Tadgai Jand ¢ aia
Continuous 3 <iwe Alla & adlly o5 23aa Gpliiy heall gl Jassias ¢ 5k Undll
A bty Al ddlaal) dualaad & 3all a5 «(Smoothed) 32«5 (Function)

s (Data) Sl e ool (S8 aciad Alad 3ol 2y 535 caaina) a5 gliy s 2

(Hardle, 1994). (Nadaraya-Watson estimator) ¢ sl s-bjlai jaia jaia
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Multivariate Nadaraya- Estimator (MNWE)axiall ¢ g g-by jlai ja8a -4
Watson

A s A& aladiul) 23l o asall ST e 2 Nadaraya-Watson s o
‘Watson s Nadaraya osisld) Jid o (1964) ale asall 138 asl sl o3 ¢ calaadl lassy)
il VA (e aaall (8 e desiin Lo Ul 1Y) ccilagaad) gl il Jandl (e 22y 4l LS
A s Alee ) (4) dapall & LS 5V udiie Ayl e slaie YL 4ilasy)
( Aydin, 2007)¢crssal Jaws siall aladinly 25 48 5 jaall s M(X) alaadl laaiy)
Ciae 9 LSy A5 ) sall (g anall ey yall 48y Hlal dgiliia Ll 55 sall Jons siall 38y yla oyt
;AY) Aalad)

Mn(x,) = n‘lznlwi (X:)Yi; i=12...,n %)

Ols asidl il JS o aaiad ) das gall D) )Y e Aldes Jiai 1w (;) O 3
(Boente, et al.,1997) 2a) 5l (s sk ) 55V 028 & sana

Zn:wi(xi):l ;W =0 (%)

(Hardle, 1994) :AsY! Gaibadll Led o 55 Al o
(1
s FaW(X) sl Ala el 13 x>0 (2
w(x)=0 for|x|>1(3

Y JSEll S ) 500 Al dapall g X bl & ALl Ay Jiad o) 5Y) e2a ) 3
:(Hardle, 1990& Aydin, 2007)
kh (Xi _Xo)

w; (X;) = 7 x)

i =12...n (6)

Ol
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f (00 =n"Y Kk, (% —X,) (7)

*

k, W)=h?ku/h) @8)
2o )
05855 «Bandwidth el (= e o ((Smoothing Parameter) 4uesdl daladl :h
il (e ST Lgied

L) by Al Al )59 Al o WS dalll sl gaa) i k(u/h,) o Cus

n
olo a3 G Al §oclaalaal 5 a sl o)L Jiass Aw, (Xi)}i=1)...43';d1_3
AL bl S 13) 3,08 o)) 35V eda ()5S e sale 3 Ko dadlly Xidkaal oy dild)
A1y U8 Ciagy (A o2 () 35V Ay Jitadl 43 Hla Jasad 5 66 € cliluadll oS s & i

Go oAl Y aas Jaay s a s Al Al dalaay 5 80N Al (X) O 5

(Hardle, 1990): 45 &apually 3l ¢ 5Soms JUlL 5 X0 ddaiil

STk, (% —X0)Y,
M (x) =2 )

Skl -xp) 2K

©

n

>k T0)y,

M (X) =12 . h>0 (10)
Sk (o)
5 h

agpall O 55 daa il il e d @l eana s saie e ST s s Alla b lld araniy
:(Soméa & Kokonendjia, 2015) 5¥\< Nadaraya-Watson il
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CK(HY (X -%,))y,
T K(HY(X-%,))

rﬁ (X)MNW -

(1)

saamiall 4l A i ; K() of Cas
iy al) A g g Alilaia g Ayl (S5 (d x d ) 200 QI3 Aejal) i e A8 shiae H
0 s

!

Jh=[h hyonhy ] (12)

(13)

Bandwidth 4ajall sa e -5

o 8 8 Asaal SV 5 5kall a3 ( Bandwidth) deall (ase il ddee o
Ge 2 Y A g el il e Jsandl dal ey dlal) Al ) aleadl) jlassy)
JE Uadl) e 05Ky Cumy il 5 Gl e S O AS1sall oY B A5kl alsy)
s Mean Squared Error(MSE) aall ey jo Jasie Jlanay (old 33le 315 (Saila
o2 s Squared Error(MISE)  Mean Integrated (lelSill Uaddl Ciley yo Jaus s
O8O g el oda sl o Y e all G pal ded Jumdl aladia) YA (e 43 )) )
Mg i O3SE5 e iaiall yead e i Tan 3 psall dadl) (S0 @lldg dag ling
a4 (Over Smoothing)adi » wai aie o385 ¢« (Under Smoothing) oxadaie
(Schimek, 2013& Chn ,1995). Tas 5 S dagll i<

Dhia) et s i) galal aadid <l 13 (h) el dajall (e je dadral Je g
el ey desnll (e ddghian Ll Gecat O i) daie Ala Ll Ba ke dalea
Jstad Al 5 (Bandwidth) e all (el JHEal dedll HUEAY culld 320 2 5 o(H) el
«Cross Validation(CV)ee 1l [ seall 4k 1 oa 5 73 gaill Uadl) Cilas ja £ sana JlES

558



oo W e s Generalized Cross Validation(GCV) ol e 5all sl 45 5k
.(Mustafa & Algamal; 2022)cs »2Y) il kll

Cross Validation(CV) =&l jgall 48k -6

el 3 (h Aeadl) Aaleall A ol alag) ¢alasin¥) Aails 33 el (e aab 45y Hlall oa
) ) i el e o 58548 Hlall o385 ,S8 o) L aRall (i G Laga 52 Al 028
On gobie 220 o (gsiad e saae JS o) Cuny (@), 0,,...,0,) RO galaall e L
e sanall (5855 8 e IS (G Banls Ao pene daiin) & den, =(n,,N,,...,N) Sl
Leave One (oo L=1 Laie Lala AlaS 5¢ j=12..,1 Of Sumy g, oo aniasdl
g il Gl i) Ge d gl st e 0o S8 asas Als 4 W «Out Method
(Kolacek & Horova, 2017): (Hardle, 1990 & :SYK dpall Jarivs

2

R .
CV(H) :EZ[yi _m—l(xi;k)] (14)
i=1
Balie alain) s & Nadaraya-Watson < 8 Jisi - (x;)

AV Aaal) Jertind H GBAY Lneaill Cilalaall o 48 inn slagY
H=argminH (15)

HeH

Generalized Cross Validation (GCV) sl & sddl )gall 48 3k -7
Arpa (e Lo Jsaall ol Cua (CV (oo il ) saall 43y )k (40 3adise GCV A3kl 220
M) i ) il jealic Jaid Gk e by (14) dhpall b dauasdl CV
(Kauermann, & Opsomer, 2004,; Mustafa& ol ¢l e S, el 48 ghind
Algamal;2022)
18| m(x)- ’

GCV,, ZHE{W} (16)

Y1 Casingg AN el lalaall ais Aalall H 48 sioaall 2as¥
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0 (17)

modified crow search Algorithm sl cil i 4ua 3l sa -8
bl e Bl ghosal) 4 ) phaill a3l AN Gaaal e saaly QAN e Caadl) dua ) sA 2ad
« CSA 2 . Askarzadeh ddaul 52 2016 ale (8 daa ) ) sall ol i a3 ol jall e laiay)
2O ) Lol o5 elgal) oSl b 0 alaall 585 ddee (g 5SE sl oy
ey 43 s agalade (s8R0 a8 5 G AY) Gl LD LSS il Gl Rl O Gag el (e

il (8 Ll dnin g 86l Cuiail (085 ¢ A8 jud) QS ) day gl jalaa

OSe Jadn oy X1 gat ) SH die aBgeal |l e S5 gloall g Ny ek Ll oK)
as Juadl e Hdiall Jlags Gndl (s giue (B oty Al andhy Al alakall olial
iy (53 5 plaal
ae clalh dlle o ga Js¥) ¢ Olaine b s )l 4l CSA (b ndll mes o) LM | —
Gllle eliial olSa N galll Gl ) Geay @Al axiy Gkl il ol of Caymg Y M el
Ao g1 Gl Al (el g e Cuaali dilee o5l |

(18)

1 50558 Gaa S sde o8 ) 8 7 s Ol sl sk Jiad £l o) G
Gllall ) 8 Al ¢ axdty Galll ) e o Gayry ol el Gllle o s S g 5Ll L

QA mge Enaat oy Gadl dalie (B AT dise (o I Gladll sl g sy

(19)
Ao sl o AP Wl 1 508580 Gena Jlsdie 85 8 0 O Cus

(Sayed, Hassanien, & <l all ge Gl 40008 4 ) )l & ) 581 5 ¢ puatall lial ¢ 2y
sai Gl dale & Jslall Guoad Qi s o i@l CSA S e Azar, 2017)
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il Al 3805 IS8 e Canl) Aaliss anenad a3 ¢ BCSA (o ¢ 5 aiusall dagill il pual 5l
OaSS AlSaal) oY 1500 ¢ elld ) ALYl @) sl W55 e Jslall Guaad Jiig 0 aladl
OS I Le e T G805 Cam ¢ Jall U5 dnie aladind aly ¢ e ke paadaae Lol b
¢ A Rae A (g b lld DA 0 s ¢ suaall llal) Ao pane (oS e s i
JShy dosaill ity i ¢ pudal sall s ddladial sl 3 ghadll dadia ¢ all padiuy Cus
Y 5 LESELYY G ) ) e s
(Islam & Mei,2017),( Mafarja, et al, 2018)

Adas aanal aig ¢ A0l dalue () 3 aiie iny dabis cpunl Jail) i g 223505 ¢ BCSA (&
Sl Aaid) 138 el Jal e AU sl clalise 3 1 50 O psad) &l go Jaaill Cupaail
add 4l aally 128 sl dall (580 Cus ¢ Lgaladiind (S (20) Adaleal) & Jaill ddds g

Xit:{l if T(x?>a (20)
0 otherwise

Jasadll Al o Jisai dlla (A T (x) Ol (Hsde &8 0 3)ke (A ae[0,1] O G
() JSAIL s s

(21)

8 g 038 (o gaill Ay ) LS\ el DA B e @}ASM\J?\A;.M" \C\)ﬁ\éuﬂh \\JA‘_A
Y CL\;.! INYZ) @}#M&M@L«A\ d)&wc\)ﬁ‘j\ \&e_,d;j\ J‘ﬂdvﬁ)&’-‘d
(st 9 Lo Aalal) Aalaal)l A (e Led Lid dad g Lle 4ad ) dalzall

(22)
el Ol ds il g sall Al ol (o gus 4le

(23)
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G (He) paie IS dpEl s e alaie Yl ddidady caadl Gaan alai) Jal (e
S Jlaadl 23 gadl (8 daia gill ) ppatall 2ae Sl Al 28] gall e d 4 G sSe de ganal)
AU ) shaall (385 ()5S ol Ll de )l sa ka5 Gl celly e 2y sSadl)
A oS e JS ) G e 30 sa o (CLual) 2xe) Ao sanall aas st : 1Y) Bghadl)
G &l A& Jal S sae aaas Gl e Sl Al G paiall 2o (e 4aia
500 LSl wie giliall ¢yl Cua
AV el Jiaie G e lsall Lealiag ) V) Al g ASEY el
0,17 358l 385 saiasall akaiiall a5 il (o O s Lo 53 (8 ¢ Aual yidY)

Lanall 385 Fitness Function e slae¥) & ¢ BQl) 4@l jlodl (el :4GIEN §ghdl)

14y
2y —m(X))*
Fitness Function = min| = (24)

n

Euaad oy (20) el 385 e ol Lo Jiany dad B o dlaie WL dag)l) 5gladl)
oAl AL a8l e

5 shaall a3 () a3l pall 5SS el M Jsea gl cpal Jall i sdiualdd) Ggladl)
(JiaY) Jall Jiags 31 5 5V
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Usnal) Qi) Al 6d ua i ial) JLAA) 4 11 JSa)
lslaal) ilii -9

A5l Jlaninls LeilSlaa s latll o il asanai o da iSall 48 Hhall olal 3258 (520 LAY
¢l a) s ¢« N1=(50,100,200)luall slaal &30 eVl Hlay 381 3 3 ¢ (R)dawdl

(CSA) 4l oAl Aa yitall 45 )kl ae «GCV «CV dexdivadl Adiaall 3 ylall < jladll
et Adlide 3lad dry )l Al 50 aa o A1 Epanechnikov alla alasinly

- (Lijian & Rolf, 1999) sl Alataall (385 73 sai¥1 138 0 53 5 1 oY) zd padll
y, = {(x1 -0.5)’ +x§}sin (27%;) +¥; (25)

g, Ll ([0,1] 5588 (ara alaiiall 35l (e X5 Xp s Xp Apmpeia sill <l puaiall il g8 o5
() L g gl

- (Goutte,et.al,2000) 45Y) slaall (38 5 73 saill 138 2 5 &5 5 LY 2 gadll
(26)

3 e platidll a5l Ge X5 Xgs Xas Xos Xy g sill Gl psriall ol 65 a5 Cas
DY Al e s e Wl [0,1]

: (Shang,et.al,2014) 459 Aaleall 385 73 saill 120 2l 53 23 2 LY 2 palll

. 2X
Y, :Sm(hXl)+4(1_x2)<1+x2)+1+0.83x§+£i (27)

g, Wl <[0,1] 5l Gara alaiiall a5l e X35 Ko Xy Aumpan sill il paciall il i o Eum
) Il g ) gl
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:(Kolagek & Horové, 2017)3sY) alaall 35 23 saill 138 2 53 5 2l Y 7 gl

Yy, = (X, —0.5)* +(x, —0.5) +¢, (28)
e Wl ([0,1] 551 e ALl 35Tl e Xos Xy e sl i) a5 o35 LS
&, N(0,0.02)

JhaeS (MSE) Uadll ey o Jans s e alaie V) o5 63 e 250 4aaill ol jal S5 o Eus
b Aeadiunall (5 hall il Gl s Juad) 48y Hhall Gl s deddiaall jaill (35l oy 45 )il
(4-1) e Jhaal)

s dua e (CV,GCV) c_AY) Gk b e (CSA) 2a )k (55 il & ekl

Cus ¢« n=100 Laie i@ Jil (CSA) 4k el (3) Jsas JUall duw J=é MSE

g Hlall Ay ) 8L GCV 48kl 0.2945 CV 4kl 0.314 — 4jlas 0.046<sl:
Anaiaa) z3lall geal s diml) ans s die Lgiliad) e culaila da ikl

Nadaraya-Watson e (& Js¥ s (g baal) Gl aiy) dad g MSE dad Jana 1(1)d g2l

CVv GCV CSA
n=50 0.041 + 0.007 0.038 + 0.008 0.022 + 0.005
n=100 0.038 + 0.005 0.033 +0.005 0.018 + 0.003
n=250 0.031 +0.002 0.029 + 0.003 0.013 + 0.003

Nadaraya-Watson s (& G g3 el 5 jbaal) Gl aiN) dad g MSE dad Jara 1(2)d g2

CVv GCV CSA
n=50 3.105+0.711 2.971 £0.920 0.0125 + 0.0024
n=100 3.098 + 0.636 2.812+£0.735 0.0057 + 0.00022
n=250 3.055+0.311 2.057 +0.229 0.0038 + 0.0005

Nadaraya-Watson i jdia 8 Gl 73 gaid (5 baall il o) dad g MSE dad Jira :(3)J g2

CVv GCV CSA
n=50 0.327 £0.055 0.321 £ 0.050 0.065 + 0.041
n=100 0.314 +0.031 0.294 + 0.031 0.046 + 0.025
n=250 0.297 £0.017 0.271 £ 0.022 0.027 £ 0.014
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Nadaraya-Watsonia sfia b gl ) 3 saidl g jbmall il o) dad g MSE dad Jara 1(4)d g2 )

CVv GCV CSA
n=50 0.620 +0.138 0.344 + 0.088 0.0058 + 0.0021
n=100 0.523 £0.117 0.347 £ 0.048 0.0047 + 0.0015
n=250 0.341 +0.044 0.201 £ 0.035 0.0028 + 0.0011

-alalitiuy) -10

A iae padll sadizall paleadl sl (3 )k s CSA Aa il 43kl &5 ae P (e
CSA 4a yiall 45, Hhall cilS 45 yha Juadl () ¢ calead) jlaasy) 3 gai (8 (H)dgeadl) Clalra
(50,100 N il o san aaaad 5 (MSE)Uadd) il yo Jaws sin jlunal dad Jil Lgiial
Juadl GCV 4y yha el Gl 5ISLaall et & 3adinal) dxy Y1 z3ladll paaal s ¢ 250)
o A Baa i LhlheY CSA Aajiall A3kl axy (H) ddstias padll 455k
- GBI A i MSE J a el Lilae Y 5 Al 455 5all CV 45yl S 5 ¢(H)4d shcas

sodbaall 11

o) Fpaleall 4nh il ans &5 a" ¢(2012)6cbns 53 i 3 gan 5 b Janl (e 1
273 ] claiall (67) 232l (18) alaall i layl s AdbaBY) o glall Alaa ¢ laniy) Al
. [288

a3 AgalaadU 508000 45 HE" ((2018) il e s ccpmanll e 5 e ol caana 2
¢«(108) 2221l ¢(24) Aaall ¢dy HlaY) 5 Aala®By) o glall dlaa ¢ "l g LIS Jllal daatial) jlassV)
[ 488 -497 ] cilaiial

3 8 Nadaraya-Watson Ji S e ahadiul” ¢(2011) copnll die dans 2ena 3
15 (1) 222l ¢(13) alaall cdpaliai@) 4y HaY) o shell Apaslal] Alas (" calaa jlasiyr) Al
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