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derive a new test statistic and compare its
small-sample behavior with McNemar’ s test
through simulation.
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Abstract

When data arise as matched binary
pairs, it is often of interest to compare the
two correlated binomia  proportions.
McNemar’s test is perhaps the best known
for this matter. McNemar's test statistic
itself, however, has nothing to do with the
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concordant pairs. It is somewhat
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