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	By comparing the power of Tests for Detecting Seasonality in Time Series with Linear and Quadratic Trends the study provides practical guidance for researchers, helping them choose the most appropriate seasonal model based on the nature of their data and the relationships they aim to detect. This is particularly important in exploratory data analysis, where the choice of method can significantly impact the results
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	1. Make use of performance indices such as R, MSE, MAE, MAPE RMSE etc. in measuring the power of the methods compared. 
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