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Evolution of Confidence Interval for the Difference Binomial Proportion
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Abstract

Statisticians have developed confidence intervals for the difference binomial proportion continuously.
In order to get confidence interval have efficiency both coverage probability and average length, then
these methods developed found that confidence intervals have weaknesses. This article has reviewed
the concepts, development methods and related research to confidence intervals for the difference binomial
proportion. From a literature review found that confidence intervals have better performance base on size
appropriately. Furthermore, the development confidence interval methods should have clearly support
theory.
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