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Modified Nayak’'s Randomized Response Model
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Abstract

Nayak(1994) suggested a combined randomized response model that combined the
Wamer's model and Greenberg et al’s model. In this paper, we extend Nayak's
model to two sample case of including unknown unrelated character, also propose
some combined models such W-M model and G-M model that modify the Nayak’'s
model. We suggest the efficiency conditions of our models for Nayak’s model, also
find the efficiency condition of G-M model for the W-M model.
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