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Components

Figure 1. The MPRESS and standard error of the models estimated with different numbers of
components. The model estimated with seven components was the model with the lowest
MPRESS, the model with six components was chosen for the final analysis.
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Figure 2. The MPRESS and standard error of the models for different values of the lasso
parameter estimated with six components. The models below the dashed line are all models
within one standard error of the model with the lowest MPRESS. The solid line indicates the
lasso value that was picked for further analysis.
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Figure 3. The MPRESS and standard error of the models with estimated with different
numbers of components. The model estimated with four components was the model with
the lowest MPRESS.



Figure 4. The MPRESS and standard error of the models estimated with four components for
different values of the ridge parameter. The models below the dashed line are all models
within one standard error of the model with the lowest MPRESS. The solid line indicates the
ridge value that was picked for further analysis.



parameter, with four components and the picked ridge tuning parameter. The models below
the dashed line are all models within one standard error of the model with the lowest

Figure 5. The MPRESS and standard error of the models for different values of the lasso
MPRESS. The solid line indicates the lasso value that was picked for further analysis.



