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A Comparison of Some Approximate
Confidence Intervals for the Poisson Parameter

Daehak Kim!), Hyeong Chul Jeong?2)

Abstract

In this paper, we reviewed thirteen methods for finding confidence intervals for the
mean of poisson distribution. Bootstrap confidence intervals are also introduced. Two
bootstrap confidence intervals are compared with the other existing eleven confidence
intervals by using Monte Carlo simulation with respect to the average coverage
probability of Woodroofe and Jhun(1989).
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Zlxste] o8 Xold AFFHEY HEE RodPor Husdt 53] Eao it AMAER
g M R2ER A0 AYe EAS HEEFFESHAAN AHEYTE B2 B AT
ol thEA| e MNHFE &3 tH(Casella and Robert ;1987). ¥ dA7E E& o|FE EA

Ay AEA ol AYE BHFEAHS 4 %‘x?i_r_ Wald 18] F3te] AYe 3t&F4 ¢
BEAAE & 3 £ vk EE o)ad AFoA TR AL S AL AFE 2L u)
T F8% A4S sinte FE A 5 gk 2Yn 2E9 37]7} g3 AR FAPo] £l 7]
23 BAZF FEo] Ao wet AEEA Fegsdoe Holvh 3 Woodroofe and Jhun(1989) <]
Axjel] ofsf, HuExgaE SHAAN ZAEF M FTe] o]ity ZXAAME £F3 €8&8E +
AtheE S FHESFAGor g B AFE F& g 2 JHA A AE AAstazat g
AR, Wald ¥4, Bartlett ¥ 2283 Hald ¥ stFFAHste A&l dvh. 4, &4,
AxA F=AH Score Y, Molenaar 4, 2 (2.2)4 AFZAPEH(CH)L JE¢+AHL 3y 33
Ak Ao I, gz 293 Score WH A&5A FAE MY Ho e fida @
T dnk. A, ZFE7F 5014 4w, Score WHolul Sahai and Khurshid(1993)2] Freeman and

Tukey¥ ¥ & A7 Ao G, RAEY HHE Score Mol AUE ol2F g g )
sl Ful, Wald #del ¥ £F% uicke] | 5 vk 55 gee] Ao me A
Seore B3} YA AATL YL BeAFo, JTLYRE FolL FREEA A4
QA GTh Bel A maol th of| FrIt FojNA we Ao HAd B Ak
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