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B A7 AE R ol gu o] e FUHERL AN oW Aol v @
Ag ARk AAR o2 5 DY, 53 AGANE, 22T NP3 BE Aez
e A BFE BE2EAVL AAEG EE FEA 23,0 < p < 019 FFA
2H g po] o) wigAH AR TS AW RTE N9 ZANA 67429 AF T
Sl U BFEGHER BRAFLAY AFS, 293 FFNGBL A§Y 2
Mid-p A8 73] 743 vl 8130 The © 2 AC, score$t Jeffrey A% 7245 0) AW @
Aoz WAk

FR&op: ol E, AR, A EREE, FFAF LAY AFS, FE7IHF

1. 2|

AEe BE, AEY BHE, A TN E, S5 AGAsE, 2931 EF 7185 Y
ze ol B3 A EAE Y SoA A A3t o3&
o] FE AHREH £ AFFE At FA T I A Wald AZF7ko] 7 HE A2
2 ALEHY Utk dAE o7 4 2 #l" Wald AF 272 Zul&9 ot MLEE ©]-&
3t FAF] AFIALE o] 43 Aoz AL o ZHE Bt ey Wald A F0E
AHE3HE vl np > 5(E+E 100U np(l — p) > 5(F+ 10)8}F 22 27 o] gkFE ofof gt}
ol FH] & p7b 0 Ex= 19 SAMET A9 240 FFEHA G2 A5 Wald A F 709 AR
AN EAZL Atk 53] p7t 0 & 10 717k A A 723 ste] 247 AV A
gho] 1§ 23t A7 #AstA AFF7ke] AHEA gA "ot
Wald A1%) 77+ ALg-2] 2 gHA] o)) th 3 A7+ Vollset(1993), Agresti®} Coull(1998), New-
combe(1998), Brown, et al.(2001, 2002), Kott, et al.(2001), 1<% 3(2005) 5 B-< sHA}E 0
oA o] F AL, R R o)A Wald AF T ALgo] AR gdrtes AL R
AR T Yt o] EL Wald A7 thAlo) ThE A 77k A& F331aL glon, of
28 71& BAT PN AFHoz AMEFHI QW Wald A F7F o)g]e B} F
1) (360-764) 25 AFA AFF UEF 36WA, Frvistn 49-FA-FATR, 25
E-mail: jbryu@cju.ac.kr

2) (AIAR) (360-764) 8 FFA ALT NAE 369A, ARhotm AF-FA-FALR, Ras
E-mail: access@cju.ac.kr
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A3 NS 72 AHE-S BT ATHAE o], Wilson?] score A1¥] 77+ &= Clopper-
Pearson®] 38418 77}). 38 Ghoshs Wald A 778 M2-& A7t 2 A of
Sthe Aol SYFA T A2 AFHFRES FEIE Ao 94 ¥3E FAHsx
T} (Brown, et al.(2001), 125%).

AF T BRAY] n3}t Bo|§ poll Q&322 RRAV| 9} Bul o wetA HEH
AP0 AT B2 A dFNME REFY] o} ZH|E poll et S+ A
F Il e HojF T Yok £3],p7} 0 & 10) 74y 2R A77 2L 39+ B2
A FZ AA) o] 2o] Ytk B AFZAEL 2004350 AA 320 34 Fo e
U 7185 Az A AR 2R 7S ZIELS FAE A A AF T d3te]
S5 L 2= ASE FHIAT AGAGN g T FAE FASH, A EolV A
£2 )¢ o) ojuly BRIV E 7E QTN UE FREY R & Aotk ot
gA REFEZ 2 UFR ZAA p7} 0ol 747k 7% o E AF 7] ALSo] AZET
A& A8 A} gt

270l A &= Wald A E) 174 019 o) B2 F 02 go] AHE-5 I 91+ Clopper-Pearson?] 73
8} (exact) A1) F7F, Mid-p AF 27} Wilson?] score A 77k, Agresti-Coull A2 7F7HZ
A" Wald A18] 7 7tol 2t ), 18] 3 Jeffreys prior A 77k 5-offl i A b5} 33
MM AT AA A F8 71F0] HE BT EEEE (mean coverage probability) 7
FEEo| A sEoz RE dupy BolA QA E Vet F@AF 22 AlFZ(root
mean square error), 18 31 37 7)) = (mean expected width)ol] T3 A 45 2 gk}, 4730
A 3789 712 EE AHSEIA 2730l A B2 671X A EHES EEFEY 33 p7t 09
WhE Aol vlwste] 7 v A S A g Fdolr gk 281 57BN E dFE
F4E 8.9, A3

2. AM2| 22t

o] gulgol th3t AFLHE FolA Wald A 774 tigtez AA =& R Al
FFES AFED EE ATAEN 93 AEH = A7 vE 5 AL, dEAHT
HA7NAEE £2 Uote g AAIH L Yoy o 7] A= Vollset(1993), Agrestig} Coull(1998),
Newcombe(1998), Brown, et al.(2001, 2002) 5 o] A}-& 3 A F L 7HEE A gHsir}.

2.1. Wald 212|322t

o) g gol ThE AR TFROE Yel ASHT Yt Wald AR F2E 2§ pol B
A3 pe) B2 AT 2AD 100(1 - 0)% Wald A 72 b3} 2ok,

R H(1 —p
P 24/2 il p)‘ (2.1)

AN 24005 BERTFEES (1-a/2) BHF oI}
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2.2. Clopper-Pearson®| & AM2| 22t

Clopper-Pearson(1934) o] A 2+2}k ’ﬂﬂ?ﬂ'oi 7 B (exact) A1 F 7ol 2kar dkr}. Wald
A F7bo] A AL 7HAHMA Q& iAo AFAAF T2 o]y /1A FAE
(A 7HE-2 p7) 1/29 :5‘"}“3]'74‘/]’ nol & AL), Hy: p=pol thdt o|FFZ 3

Aol At

ol Z1zA 73 Aoz thE 2L 5419 w7 A AA
> ()bt -mrt=arz Y (F)sa - mrt =ar2 (22)
k=2 k=0

Hr=0¢ o 332 00]1, 2 =nd o A3lo] 10]2E o] FLE A Y3t} o] d £
2748 BE A58 B4 ol tal ERUE] A2 (1- )7 Bk
z=1,2,--- ,n— 19 o, Clopper-Pearson®] A&Als 7+ t}-3 2t}

-1
[1+ n-rtl } <p<[1+ i (2.3)

-1

mFQm,2(n—z+1),1—a/2 (QZ + 1)F2(x+1),2(n—z),a/2] )
AZNM, Fapet 2557} a, b9 F REY (1-¢) 2RI 34729 e B
Ttz n—z+ 19 WHEHRZY o/2 BYFo)a, AL BTtz + 19 n— 2 HER
29 (1-a/2) £A59 2ok BebA o3 AR 7L 7|29 FA2ZES 2 4
Al4Fg = 9 tHSAS, Minitab, S-plus 5).

2.3. Mid-p 212|327}

ARV TRE FEHE 422004 BSY AT B 1/28 FB J4H)RF
B AR TAE FE B o] A5 FAE Midp A5 20017 B,

(0 3 (D)pra-art = an
k=xz+1
z—1
Berry9} Armitage(1995)+& AR NA Mid-pE AHE3= ol F A A Midp g

2 AP og Gty o|FEE, X ]' By 083 2x2 B8R NA Mid-p A=+
FEAE A3 OF )
2.4. Wilson®| score 212|322t

Wald A8 272 3429 €5 938 A48, Wilson® 293} tjAlel Ho:p =
pool 3l B2 AFAHE 722 B A(25)F pool s Bol A A7k 41(2.6) &
FLS

|6 — pol/v/Po(1 = po)/n < 242- (2.5)



220 5418, o

2
o za/2
(p + 2n

o] A& Z7+e Wilson(1927)0) 3 Ao & AAE Y 2H]-& poll W& score ZHLE
By dojA A 743 score A g L7tolaky ot

ol»

P
m

\/[ﬁ(l -p)+ z§/2/4n]/n) /(1+ zi/z/n). (26)

2.5. Agresti-Coull 212|327t

Agresti®} Coull(1998)-2- Wald A& 7to] F W] a3 F A
7742 75 o8 AW Wald A= 77hole} St 7 3 24 Wald A7
Agresti-Coull(AC) A2 7olg} 3ttt £ AP 7t = n + 403 o]
AL p=(X+2)/(n+4)°Ith. A2.1)°l n p Al 79} 5 HAT 2] AC A
Zoltt. &

_ 5(1—p
Pt 20y A - p). (2.7)
score AZ] L7 ol A 22 = 1.96% ~ 48 T o] Agresti-Coull A8 77k} 24 =}

2.6. Jeffreys prior 212|322}
o] 3] & poll etk AF T F Al poll st AAAEEZ B(1/2,1/2)¢] W EHREE 9]
|3k} 100(1 — )% R 2 7} 22 Jeffreys prior A8 77+ 23 Zth
Lj(z) <p < Ujy(x). (2.8)

AN Ly(0) =0, Ly(1) =10)1, L;(X) = B(e/2; X +1/2,n — X + 1/2)°l ¥, Us(X) =
B(l1—-a/2%X +1/2,n - X +1/2)°]t}.

3. 4IpP|1&E

|H) pol B A F7HE 2ol M THE A ol E TheFe BEE] 27D
At} Vollset(1993) 3} Newcombe(1998)-2 Z+z} 137X ¢} 774R] A& 2 7HE-8 vl 3Hoh
Agresti®} Coull(1998), Santner(1998), Brown, et al.(2001, 2002), -1 2] 3L Reiczigel(2003) 5
€ ¥ 4% F2EL Mol 20| vz} A AW A= e AL ALINT 3o o
Fulgol U@ A7 Bolol AT AEELS AR Aol Ao} o] FAH,
HEAQ A22 thg 3711 Wohr1 280 2 ASED

3.1. Hpxgtats

IRE Bghol tid A F7ke] Z 385 (coverage probability)2 I F7ko]l A H
£ 7t

Ege TE et ol B4zt whel Wt $AFez A A ZE 7}
4 2SS i 2RHE Hages oAk
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ste) As 72l Al T pRl A EYREL T 2ok

Eymp()puzm*. (3.1)

1714 1) % 2 4131700 X = k2 @ p EEAD 92 192 284 o 0e

o} LI HFE S p7t H 8= BE 7153 gholl vis) w73l ao] Fﬂ _—TL_?}; 2-& (mean coverage
probability; MCP)-& 2] H7}71& 02 AL 2375 3t}

i_,

= /0 Cr(p)g(p)dp. (3.2)

3.2. HAMS2AL AME2

ERUFO ARNFE 2R ok} Doy A YeslE Yl HEE BFAFLA
2] AlFZ(root mean square error; RMSE)-& A& 3t}

—
w
w

~

RMSE = \/ / (Cop) — 0.95)2dp.
0

r-lx

IS —a =095t} WA AFZAE o] &8 B AR F Lol &
E‘Zﬂ% ]E‘r/} a8 A Heke]l 47 H AU B E ko] 18 dv
Aol A A Gtk Wk B4 prh (0,130 A EEEE, AF 7 2 59| 4
L-’Q’%% ZA HA%, B4 pe) £27H[0,05]|2 AW, 4] v 2FHEQ |
&5 (distal non-coverage probability) ¥} 2 2Z29] v X 3F-EQ SN EFE
non-coverage probability) & Z+ZF A Akl oF 3l 212 Newcombe(1998)2 £33ttt &
AFF ] J A7 AF 77 i F wF S8tk ojvjolth

HRIU=Z
A ZF 7o) F7to| BF 7]t = (mean expected width; MEW)L £ 3858 HA3NF
£ e J1E oz g AR E Y Y EL A2 skt 848k Atelojtt ol
n3} poll gt 7| F- b3 Zo] AxtbATh

n

Epp(w) =) w, (Z pr(l—p)" " (3.4)

r=1

AN w, = U(z,n) — L(z,n)°lth. 22 7|hF2} FF2 o34 2

5 B At Bl FowN 7HE ERFES BEAVE AR T o] niRR A3
F7ke] At
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4. 22PZt=2| W
Vollset(1993)-& 137} vhHEo] dis) EE 377} n = 10, n = 100, n = 1,000 73
$ ETEHES 73T 2 d"Ho AY FLFL EoAFT Yo}t ayY =FFHE]
. 3%

% (fluctuation) p7} 0ol L} 19} 7174 v € A2 st & B8 ol Z71245F £ 3Uth Brown,
et al.(2001, 2002) = ®EE A 7] ute} E3E HFo] 4TS F e, p7h 1/2904
Hold4E O3 A% 22 ok 28U B8] /1A HY 08 EFFEL AF F
< GA EAEA €S RF 1 9o

Agresti®} Coull(1998)2 EEF 7] no] 1000]35t¢ F$ FFZFHETLE AH&31 A
FFNELS B 23 Y 2412 T8O Z710 wetA] FFEFHES AHFT
o whet Aol QAT RAH 2 A fFo ZASA §€ H9F1 It} wepA B2
o] 2 A% HAETPHENOZ &= AFFRE holl & Ao]E 2AY 4 gk & d79)
A Zol & A% 67k A7 AE sl 330 thE Fr1EEd FFELEE, 3
TAFLAe] AF2, 28 FFNEZE F A vl astgdct FFEFEES ALLS
7] 34 A=TE g(p)7t S EEA FFE 7HAA T SplusE A3

F41: 0<p<1o)d =10, 100, 500, 1,000¢ wi pol| th3 95% AFF7ke] BFE
g, HoAFLAY AFEH BFNYE

Method n=10 n = 100

MCP  RMSE _ MEW MCP  RMSE  MEW
Exact 0.98365  0.03625  0.50842 0.96447 001934  0.16143
Score 0.95402  0.02377  0.43540 095104 001276  0.15227
Wald 0.76920  0.28632  0.40343 092228  0.09312  0.15183
AC 0.96374  0.02367  0.45650 0.95528  0.01474  0.15431
Mid-P 0.96830  0.02581  0.46066 0.95298  0.01015  0.15307
Jeffrey 095315  0.02613  0.43251 0.94985  0.01370  0.15171

n = 500 n = 1,000

Method  —eFRMsE  MEW MCP _ RMSE  MEW
Exact 0.95715 001312 0.07062 0.95517  0.01167  0.04960
Score 0.95028  0.01043  0.06869 0.95012  0.01001  0.04862
Wald 0.04301  0.04190  0.06867 094617 002074  0.04862
AC 0.95175 001118  0.06893 0.95098  0.01041  0.04871
Mid-P 0.95072  0.00485  0.06876 0.95030  0.00358  0.04865

Jeffrey 0.94983 0.01063 0.06863 0.94984 0.01011 0.04860
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E41)N FEETYHEL /1202 NEl Walde] A T7re] A3 ym, B8 47
Z7HIE ohE QM POl A ABSE 09504 4T B Dol A Ak £ 4G
ARTDE G PHE dle A Ao FL Pl T 4 Aok 280 BE £}
Aol webA] Jeffrey, score, Mid-p2} AC A1 FHE2 T4 Aol & Hol Yoz &
T3 22714 a1 et FFEEEE | 95% AZ ol A Walde) Z &A1 S
20T o £ Biolzt & 4+ Utk BW EAFY WE AEE Yhie BTAT
2 2] A|F22 BAHNAE Wald ¥y o) 714 31 Mid-p7}t 713 oo 2 MidpE A9
st Aol 7H vtEA gt i o] F@ &2 RS e HF Z AR, 28 7
ZF7retd B 71 E] ztol= A9 §A Hoh wpebA #4100 o & £ E A5
oW AT AT A B SEL FTEURED FFARLA AF2E A8
e Zlo] uighE st

2 A7dAMY A 7129 A7 E2FEF R Eo] FARAI R B 74A] HoA
= Zpo]E Hola 9t} Vollset(1993)2 A&7} Mid-p 183 score A FHEE, New-
combe(1998)-2 score A1F] T 7+, 18] Agresti®} Coull(1998)-2 score$} A}AIE o] A<t
3 AC AF T RES A3 At} =3 Brown, et al.(2001, 2002)2 £ Ho) zHg
) (n < 40)+= score2} Jeffrey AF F7HE, EEo| & & score, AC, 12| Jeffrey A5
F2ro] FAE, AL A WA AC AF T4 AHES AABF Ath T3 %4104
FEEZHES VISR T us FEY A77F & B¢ score, Jeffrey, Mid-pg} AC 415
F7EC] v AL FZAF LAY AF2E 71E2E & vl Mid-p AFF210] vhg
Aottt AalH ez B o, score, Jeffrey, Mid-pe} ACAE 2HE0] o u| & s 7+
FRo v dolet & 4 AN FFEHFEREN FFAF LAY AFIE FA
225 Mid-p7t wpga g g olgl & 5= Q.

A8 AT EL YRR A TS AE T QlojA REL A7 E HIAFIAA F
ZFINNEE€ HE A 0] gF AdsiGed, 2ulge] 0o 7k B¢ BEE vl
7t 2Bk Hgo] AA ZAIN 2ul p7) 00 717k A9l $19) do] pe) BE
Holl s HE3 AFH TS g AL & 97t Qlok fupstd, B A7l AR
NN AHZA AS(BEFREE 2U3HA F)d ad 53 78T FEEL A
Aol whet EjEx o, AEC] p=01HoixE X Fong o] HANA o
| AFFZHE A S A o] v A e 712 2R of sttt =3 EA AGAHEO BT
A9E T3t IEbA 0 <p <013 2ol p7} A3 REFEILE A 8 AFAM o
T 670 AFH T HE H 371X BFIHEE AL u) ofE AFFY ARl AF
3t A E A E 1A sk



224 AR, %3

£ 4.2: 0 < p<0.10]3 n = 1000,5000,10000 wf poll thdt 95% A 77+ FF 2
£, AFAFLAY AF2S BF RS ,

n = 1,000 n = 5,000 n = 10,000
MCP RMSE MEW MCP RMSE MEW MCP RMSE MEW
Exact 0.9591 0.0325 0.0263  0.9539 0.0308 0.0115 0.9526 0.0305 0.0081
Score 0.9500 0.0307 0.0255 0.9492 0.0303 0.0113 0.9492 0.0302 0.0080
Wald 0.9335 0.0697 0.0252 0.9455 0.0377 0.0113  0.9472 0.0326 0.0080
AC 0.9536 0.0313 0.0258  0.9504 0.0304 0.0114  0.9498 0.0302 0.0080
Mid-P  0.9516 0.0072 0.0254 0.9504 0.0043 0.0113  0.9502 0.0033 0.0080
Jeffrey  0.9490 0.0308 0.0253  0.9492 0.0303 0.0113  0.9491 0.0302 0.0080

Method

F42E0<p<0.1°32 n=1,000, n=>5,000, n =10,0000]H Y= g(p)7} TS &
29 B¢ HFEFEHE, JEAFLANY AFE, 283 FFVAFES EoF2 I
4.2+ 5413 02 2FE Yy Yot F2E2EEEL VECR ol n=1,000¢

L= ®4.13 o] scoreS}t Jeffrey AF FAE0] £ oy EEII I AXE £
8]2] ACS} Mid-p AFF7E o] vid A3 whiez o gy 253 24714
w78 std FFEFEENE AoV e AL ¢ 4 Aok dE FFAF LAY AFZ
L R A7)0 FAY Mid-p7F F4 Fo}. BRI 31 p7t AL A AFH 202
Mid-p7} 7} vl A3t 1 & o8 AC, score 18 1 Jeffrey7} # 2] w3y 2184.13
128425 0<p <010 L7 242 n = 1,000, n = 5,000Q oje] THHES Ho
Zz23 k. o]lE F agoA p7t 0ol A2 5E = FEF o] 0.950) 4 o} 9 Mid-p,
score®} Jeffrey 7} TF& uly ol v]&) ¢+A & o]}

I 19432 0<p<0.10132 n=1,000, n = 5,000, n=10,000¢ o} EFFE 0
3 AP A, n=1,000¢ o Walde 7748 Zo) & ax, A7 AC A
F)F7HE 0.959] Yol A3 o] B2 o)t} v o score, Mid-p, 28] 1 Jeffrey A1
FHEL 0958 FHoR REST Yth nol 7ESE AAALR AP 2V 2
o] Zo]E1 Yo} Mid-p, score, Jeffrey 28|37 AC AFHAE0] ASH) d4dACR
0<p<0loll BE JFEJ & A H7/PFEL BEF SN A 7L £
ojgl o] Jorng 71& dFA e} Zo] AuHoz FAVNEES T3] WSS A
IS A3 A o] uiE A e

5. £9

¥a

28

gl gl e FHEFL LARRE theolA & 72 Ygolth Yutgos
Wald 48 77ko] @2} 445D e, o PEY Agol ABA Yohe T BL
AFAE oA AAH AT EH ASHL Hol7tT Utk B AP E B4 WEs
e Ao, B Ao BAE, 2203 53 714 FEER 22 % o
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1.00 1.00
.95 095 ‘{ .
z z
z z
i 2
S S
o, - [\ .
5090 S0.80
g g
4 £
] e
8 8
0.85 0.85
0.80 T T T T T T T T T 1 0.80 T T T T T T T T T
00 0.01 0.02 0.03 004 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 009 0.10 0.0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.1
P P
Wald AC
1.00 1.00
0.95 0.95
z z
2 2
3 E
g g
& 00 £
%0.90 %090
g g
g g
] g
8 8
0.85 | 0.85 1
0.80 T T T T T T T T T 1l 0.80 L— T T T T T T T 1l
0.0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 .05 0.06 0.07 0.08 .09 0.10 Q.0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.1
p P
Exact Score
1.00 1.00
oss 095 =
z z
= -
] ]
i !
3 S
&0 4 J
2090 20.90
) S
g 2
H g
H -
o [&]
0.85 1 0.85 1
0.80 T T T T T T T T T 1 0.80 T T T T T T
00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 .05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 010

T T T
0.0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 005 0.06 007 0.08 0.09 0

P [

Mid-P Jeffrey

IH 41 0<p<0103 n=1,0000 -5 poll Hat 95% A& F7ef 2385
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o Coggrage Fronebifty
4
8

8

0.9t

080 T T T T L T T LA S |
0.0 0.0t 0.02 003 0.04 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.10

[

Wald

0980 T T T T T T T T T T
0.0 0.01 002 003 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.1

J

P

AC

100 1.00
099 099
098 098
097 097

z z

2 g

Fose Fose

g 2

2095 2008

H g

20.94 - 2094

2

o o
093 - 093
092 092
091 091
080 T T T T T T - 090 T T T T T T T T T ~

00 0.0 0.02 003 0.04 0.05 008 007 0.08 0.09 0.10

00 0.00 0.02 0.09 0.04 0.085 0.06 007 0.08 0.09 0.

[ p
Exact Score

1.00 1.00

0.99 0.99

098 0.98

0.97 097

z z

S0.96 Zo.

g P
So9s 30_95

g g

8 £
§u.94 go‘sa

093 093

0.92 0.92

091 0.91

0.90 T T T T T T T T T ml 0.90 T T T T T T T T T T 1

00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.10 00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.1
p P
Mid-P Jeffrey

Y8 4.2: 0<p <0103 n=5,0002 3 poll 3t 95% AF 77k =3EE
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Il 81}

0]
|

B

T T
00’} S6'0 060
Anqegosd sbesencd

T
S8°0

080

AC Exact Score Mid-P Jeffrey

Wald

000

n=1,

0|
RICTE

| DN

T T T
260 88°0

Auiqeqo.g abeierod

Exact Score Mid-P Jeftrey

AC

Wald

n = 5,000

N1
LN

T
| ______H

o omm

T T T
00’1 S6°0 060

Apqeqold abeieaod

T
<S80

080

AC Exact Score Mid-P Jeffrey

Wald

n = 10,000

18 4.3: 0< p <0103 n=1,000, n = 5,000, n = 10,0002
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o g EA N Qo)A ot AF L 7he] A X E AW ESTE B AFXAE
o] & AR 6712 ¥ ¢ Wald, score, exact, AC, Mid-p, 2 &1L Jeffrey A1 #7F
ES nusdet 183 A7) Adr|Ee R FxTEE, FFAF LAY AFL,
283 B/ EE ARSI

o] gul & po] A T A AFHE7HEL v we AF(F: B4l)E V€Y AT
£ & Aol7t gldoey BREFHEL JFoE G ujs RES I7)7F E 7 F score,
Jeffrey, Mid-p2} AC A F| 2 7HE 0] ulF A5ty FFAFLa) AlF2 L 71E02 o=
Mid-p AlE] 7 7o) vt A & 5 AUt =3 BFEFHEN FFAT LAY AF2
<€ A 1 ¥tid Mid-p7t vk sk g olgr & 4 Sith

E dAFAE] £33 AFAUNRAE B8 2L AW 7AFTY ZEEL o F
ol o] 23k ¢ o] A FZE A Yol AAS A7 FAA o). WA 0<p<0.19]
I BB FRIFE n=1,000, n= 5000, n = 10,0002 FE AFH}c}t vlw A7}
Epd A A= 2] FEFHFES V|EoE o= ZEIVVAAYE 2398
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Confidence Intervals for a Low Binomial Proportion
Jea-Bok Ryu!) Seung-Joo Lee?

ABSTRACT

We discuss proper confidence intervals for interval estimation of a low binomial
proportion. A large sample surveys are practically executed to find rates of rare dis-
eases, specified industrial disaster, and parasitic infection. Under the conditions of
0 < p € 0.1 and large n, we compared 6 confidence intervals with mean coverage
probability, root mean square error and mean expected widths to search a good one
for interval estimation of population proportion p. As a result of comparisons, Mid-p
confidence interval is best and AC, score and Jeffreys confidence intervals are next.

Keywords: Binomial proportion, Confidence interval, Mean coverage probability, Root
mean square error, Mean expected width
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