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An Alternative Randomized Response Techniquel)

Jea-Bok Ryu?
Abstract

In this paper, we consider the test based on using Forced guestion model instead
of Warner model and compare the power of two randomized respose models. The .
estimator for the proportion of the individuals belonging to the sensitive group is
obtained by using Forced question model and the conditions that the estimator by
Forced question model will be more efficient than the estimators by Warner model
are found when the respondents are truthful in their answers.
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