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A Comparison of Estimators in the Problem of the Nile
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Abstracts
The objective of this research is to compare two estimators for estimating parameter in the problem of the
Nile, that is, maximum likelihood estimator (MLE), and the proposed estimator. The mean squared error (MSE)
is the criterion to compare these two estimators. The results show that the proposed estimator has higher MSE
than maximum likelihood estimator when small sample size. Moreover,these two estimators have a similar MSE

when sample size is increasing
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