arXiv:1705.01340v1 [stat. ME] 3 May 2017

ALGEBRAIC CHARACTERIZATION OF REGULAR FRACTIONS
UNDER LEVEL PERMUTATIONS

FABIO RAPALLO AND MARIA PIERA ROGANTIN

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the behavior of the fractions of a factorial
design under permutations of the factor levels. We focus on the notion of
regular fraction and we introduce methods to check whether a given symmetric
orthogonal array can or can not be transformed into a regular fraction by
means of suitable permutations of the factor levels. The proposed techniques
take advantage of the complex coding of the factor levels and of some tools
from polynomial algebra. Several examples are described, mainly involving
factors with five levels.

1. INTRODUCTION

In Design of Experiments the use of fractions of a full factorial design plays
an important role when the observation of the response variable at each of the
possible level combinations of the factors is impracticable. In general, the selected
level combinations must satisfy optimality criteria to conveniently measure the
impact of factors and their interactions on the mean and on the variability of the
response variable. In this framework, orthogonal arrays and regular fractions are
widely used and both are based on properties of orthogonality among factors. The
notion of orthogonality has two main interpretations that coincide in the two level
case: vector orthogonality and combinatorial orthogonality. Vector orthogonality
allows one to construct linear models with non correlated factor effect estimators,
but this concept is relevant with quantitative factors. Combinatorial orthogonality
easily applies both in qualitative and quantitative cases. The complex coding of
factor levels, extensively studied in [20] for asymmetric and multilevel designs, get
together vector and combinatorial interpretations.

In this paper we consider how the orthogonal properties of a fraction change
in presence of permutations of the factor levels, and in particular we give some
methods to check if a given fraction with qualitative factors is or not isomorphic
(or equivalent) to a regular fraction up to permutations of the factor levels. Regular
fractions are special orthogonal arrays where the factors and their interactions are
either orthogonal or totally confounded.

Two fractional factorial designs are said isomorphic if one of them can be ob-
tained from the other by reordering the runs, relabeling the factors and/or permut-
ing the levels of one or more factors. If a factor is quantitative, only the reverse
permutation is allowed. Usually, the isomorphism is referred as geometric when
the factors are quantitative, and as combinatoric when the factors are qualitative.
Mixed situations can occur in practice, see [13].
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Different methods to check the isomorphism between fractions has been done
in literature. [3], [14], and [I3] give necessary and sufficient conditions for isomor-
phism, based on the Hamming distance between two fractions, while [I5] uses the
singular value decomposition of the design matrix for binary designs. [18] and [19]
consider an approach using the centered Lo-discrepancy for geometric isomorphism.
In the latter paper, an algorithm with low complexity is presented. [I1] introduce
a different definition of regularity based on the canonical correlation to analyze the
problem. [22] essentially deal with an inverse problem: to find factor level permu-
tations of a regular fraction to reduce contamination of non negligible interactions
on the estimation of linear effects without increasing the run size.

We emphasize that most of the algorithms in literature are specific for binary
factors, and even when defined in general for multilevel factors they are exemplified
in the three levels case. Symmetric qualitative designs with three factor levels can
be partitioned into isomorphic to a regular and not isomorphic to a regular fraction,
while with larger number of levels the situation is more difficult to analyze. In fact,
up to the three levels case, the isomorphism with respect to a regular fraction can
be detected directly using the complex coding of levels and the indicator function,
as argued later in Section

A necessary condition for isomorphism between two fractions is that they have
the same Generalized Word Length Pattern (GWLP) and this condition does not
depend on the level coding, see [23]. [9] derive a formula, computationally easy and
of clear interpretation, for computing the GWLP of a fraction, based on the mean
aberration.

In this paper we use tools from Algebraic statistics, and in particular the polyno-
mial indicator function to specify a fraction and its orthogonality/regularity prop-
erties, the polynomial representation of the permutations of the factor levels, and
the representation through Latin squares of orthogonal arrays of strength two. In
this framework, the coding of the s levels of a factor by the s-th roots of the unity
is essential. The methodology introduced here to detect isomorphism between frac-
tions applies to symmetric designs with s prime and the given examples consider
s> 5.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] some relevant results of the
algebraic theory of fractional factorial designs are presented. In Section [3 the poly-
nomial representation of factor level permutations is analyzed. Using polynomial
conditions on the coefficients of such a representation, an algorithm to check if two
fractions are isomorphic is given and some examples, implemented in the symbolic
software CoCoA-5, are shown. In particular fractions of a 53 design are checked to
be isomorphic or not to a regular one. In Section [ the investigation if a fraction is
isomorphic to a regular one or not is approached using the Latin square representa-
tion of orthogonal arrays of strength 2. When the isomorphism exists, the relevant
level permutations and the generating equations of the regular fraction are recov-
ered, by exploiting the properties of the complex coding of the levels. Such a check
is based on the nullity of all the 2 x 2 minors of the multi-layer Latin squares in
the numeric complex field. Several examples are discussed to show how to actually
apply the proposed method. Finally, some further developments are illustrated in
Section
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2. ALGEBRAIC CHARACTERIZATION OF FRACTIONAL DESIGNS

In this section we present some relevant results of the algebraic theory of frac-
tional designs. The interested reader can find further information, including the
proofs of the propositions, in [8], [20], [A].

Let us consider an experiment with m factors observed at s levels each with s a
prime number.

Let us code the s levels of the s-th roots of the unity wy = exp (\/—_1 2?” k:),
k=0,...,5s — 1. We denote the level set by Qs = {wo, ... ,ws—1}-

As oo = 8 mod s implies wf = wg , it is useful to introduce the residue class
ring Z, and the notation [k], for the residue of k& mod s. For integer a, we obtain
(Wr)® = Wiak),- We also have wpwy, = wip1x),. We drop the sub-s notation when
there is no ambiguity.

We denote by D the full factorial design with complex coding: D = QI; the
cardinality of the full factorial design is #D = s™.

We denote by L the exponent set of the complex coded design: L = Z7". Notice
that L is both the exponent set of the complex coded design and the integer coded
design. The elements of L are denoted in vector notation by «, S, .. .:

L={a=(a1,...,0ap):a;=0,....,s=1,5=1,...,m} ;

[a — f] is the m-tuple ([aq — B1], ..., [@m — Bm])-
In order to use polynomials to represent all the functions defined over D, we
define

- Xj, the j-th component function, which maps a point of D to its j-th
component, X;: D > ((1,...,¢n) = ;. The function X, is a simple
term or, by abuse of terminology, a factor.

- X¥=X"-... X% o€ L =17Z"ie., the monomial function X*: D >

(C1y-- oy Cm) — oo - ¢om. The function X @ is an interaction term. As
s is a prime number, the interaction X takes values in €.

The set of monomials {X® : a € L} is an orthonormal basis of all the complex
functions defined over D.

Since we will make use occasionally factors with a non-prime number of levels,
the behavior of the factors and of the interactions is summarized below:

- Let X; be a simple term with level set Q5. Let us define h = s/ged(r, s)
and let ), be the set of the h-th roots of the unity. The term X takes all
the values of 2, equally often over D.

- Let X% = Xﬁ“ e Xﬁj" be an interaction term of order k£ where X;j“ takes
values in Q,, . Let us define h = lem{h;,,...,h; }. The interaction X
takes values in Qj equally often over D.

Let F be a subset of the full factorial design D. We consider here only fractions
without replications.

Definition 2.1. The indicator function F of a fraction F is a complex polynomial
defined over D such that for each ¢ € D, F({) is equal to 1 if { € F and equal to
0if ¢ € D\ F . We denote by b, the coefficients of the representation of F' on D
using the monomial basis { X%, « € L}:

(1) F(¢Q) =) baX*((), (€D, by €C.

acl
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Proposition 2.2. Let F be a fraction with indicator function F.
(1) The coefficients by of F are given by:

1 . 1 s—1
(2) ba = #—D Z X[ ](C) = —D };na,s—h Wh

CeF

where Ny, p, is the number of the occurrences of wy, in {X*(() : ¢ € F}.
In particular by = #F /#D.
(2) The term X is centered on F if, and only if, by = b_q) = 0.
(3) The terms X and X? are orthogonal on F if, and only if, bjo—g = 0;
(4) If X is centered then, for each B8 and vy such that o = [B—~] or a = [y—0],
X5 is orthogonal to X7.
(5) Let s be prime. Then, the term X is centered on F if, and only if, its s
levels appear equally often: na o =+ = Na,s—1.

As stated in the proposition above, the coefficients b, encode interesting prop-
erties of the fraction such as orthogonality among factors and interactions, and get
together the combinatorial and vectorial orthogonality.

A common choice to select an experiment is to use orthogonal array. The as-
sumption that interactions above a specified order are not present is translated into
a combinatorial property on the frequency of the levels in the fraction. Let us de-
note with OA(n, s™,t) a symmetric orthogonal array with n rows and m columns,
in which each column has s symbols, and with strength ¢, as defined e.g. in [23].
Strength ¢t means that for every selection of ¢ columns of the matrix, all the elements
of Q! appear equally often in the ¢ columns.

Definition 2.3. Let I be a non-empty subset of {1,...,m}. A fraction F factorially
projects on the I-factors if the projection of F on the I-factors is a full factorial
design where each point appears k times. A fraction F is an orthogonal array of
strength ¢ if it factorially projects on any I-factors with #I = t.

The proposition below shows a connection between the combinatorial definition
of orthogonal array introduced above and the coefficients of the indicator function

in Eq. ().

Proposition 2.4. A fraction is an orthogonal array of strength t if, and only if,
all the coefficients of the indicator function up to the order t are zero:

ba =0 Y « of order up tot, a#(0,...,0) .

Definition 2.5. Given an interaction X defined on a fraction F of the full factorial
design D, its aberration, or degree of aliasing, a, is given by the real number

_ lball3
"=
b

where ||z||3 is the square of the Euclidean norm of the complex number z.
The GWLP A(F) = (A1(F),..., An(F)) of a fraction F is defined as

Ai(F) = Z o J=1,....m,
llallo=3

where ||a||o is the number of non-null elements of ¢, i.e., the order of interaction of
X



ALGEBRAIC CHARACTERIZATION OF REGULAR FRACTIONS 5

The following proposition allows us to compute all the aberrations a, without
using complex numbers.

Proposition 2.6. Let X be a simple or interaction term with values in Q. Its

aberration a,, 1
= or \ =
Ao = ﬁ 0COS Tk 271&)1‘71&1[1-,;6] .
i=

k=

Regular fractions are a subset of the orthogonal arrays. In a regular fraction any
two simple or interaction terms are either orthogonal or totally confounded.

Definition 2.7. A fraction F is regular if there exist a sup-group £ of L, a group
homomorphism e from £ to €25 such that the set of equations

(3) {Xa = We(a) - X € ﬁ}

defines the fraction F. If H is a minimal generator of the group £, the set of
equations {X® = we(q) : @ € H} is called the set of defining equations of F.

Proposition 2.8. Let F be a fraction. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) The fraction F is reqular according to Definition [2.7.
(2) The indicator function of the fraction has the form

1
F(<)=ﬂZmXa(c) CeD.

ael

where L is a given subset of L and e : L — Qg is a given mapping.
(3) For each a, 8 € L the interactions represented on F by the terms X< and
X8 are either orthogonal or totally aliased.

Finally, we recall two basic definitions of isomorphic fractions. For details see
e.g. [6].

Definition 2.9. Two fractions are

- combinatorially isomorphic if one can be obtained from the other by re-
ordering the runs, relabeling the factors and/or switching the levels of one
or more factors.

- geometrically isomorphic if one design can be obtained from the other by
reordering the runs, relabeling the factors and/or reversing the level order
of one or more factors

The combinatorial isomorphism pertains to qualitative factors, while geometric
isomorphism pertains to quantitative factors. In this paper we focus on qualitative
factors mainly.

From the definition of the indicator function, it follows immediately that a re-
ordering of the runs does not affect the polynomial representation of the indicator
function. Moreover, a relabeling of the factors simply permutes the subscripts.
From the expression of the indicator function, it is relatively simple to find the
relevant relabeling. Therefore, the most interesting task in analyzing the isomor-
phism of fractions is to study the behavior of the fractions under permutations of
the factor levels.
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3. POLYNOMIAL REPRESENTATION OF THE FACTOR LEVEL PERMUTATIONS

In this section first we give an account of the polynomial representation of the
level permutations for a single factor, then we extend this representation to sev-
eral factors, and finally we use such characterization to check the combinatorial
isomorphism of two fractions on some examples.

A level permutation is a function from Qg to 25 and it always admits a polyno-
mial representation. In special cases, such polynomial reduces to a monomial, and
therefore a permutation of the levels does not affect the regularity of a fraction.

Proposition 3.1. A regular fraction is transformed into a regular fraction by the
group of transformations generated by the following level permutations on the factor
Xj J

(1) Cyclical permutations X; — wipX; with k=0,...,s — 1.

(2) Power permutations, for s prime, X; — kaJh withh=1,...,s—1.
Permutations of type 1. and 2., produce s(s — 1) permutations on the factor X,
and produce the following transformed monomial on the term X:

i ajh;
(4) [T wto i X5
j=1

The proof of Prop. Blis in [20]. We observe only that under monomial permu-
tations the absolute values of the indicator function coefficients do not change, so
that a regular fraction is transformed into a regular fraction.

We highlight again that, for factors with two or three levels, all the level permu-
tations have a monomial representation.

Remark 1. From Prop. BIlthe monomial representation of a geometric isomorphism
follows. In fact, for quantitative factors, the two admissible level permutations are
both in monomial form: ¥ = X (the identity) and ¥ = ws_1 X! (the reversing
of the factor levels).

In the reminder of this section we characterize the polynomial representation of
the permutations for general multilevel factors. Such characterization leads to a
criterion to actually check if a given fraction may be or may be not transformed
into a regular fraction after permutation of the levels of one or more factors.

Let X be a factor with s levels and let m be a permutation of the level set €2,.
We denote by Y the transformed factor, Y = w(X). The polynomial representation
of Y is

s—1
(5) Y = E uhXh up € C
h=0
. -1 . . .
with 7(w;) = Z:o upwl. The uy’s coefficients are the solutions of the linear
system
0 0 0
Wy wi o Wiy ug 7(wo)
w? wi oL Wit Uy m(wr)
(©) o
-1
Wi wlo o Wi Us_1 T(ws—1)

The matrix appearing in Eq. is a Vandermonde matrix V. If we denote by
Uh41,k+1, With b,k = 0,...,s — 1, the generic element of V, it is known that the
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. —1 . —1 .
inverse V" of V' has generic element vh+1)k+1/s. In our case, from the results in

Section 2}
1
k 1
Vhil k41 =W =Wk and vy g = SWls—hh]

and the resulting system is

ug wo Wy ... Wy 7(wp)
Uy 1 wo  We_1 w1 7(w1)
(7) . = — .
: s :
Ug_1 Wo W1 ... We_1 m(ws—1)

Full details on the Vandermonde matrices for the roots of the unity, their prop-
erties and applications to complex interpolations can be found in, e.g., [4].

Combining the expression of V! with the fact that 7 is a permutation,we obtain
constraints on the coefficients uyg, ..., us—1 as in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. The coefficients u;’s must satisfy the following equations:
(1) ug = 0,’
(ii) forallg=2,...,s -1,

s—1

(8) E Upy - uhq71U[_h1..._hq71] = 0;
hi,...,hs_1=0

(iii) given 1a permutation m, we have 22;11 up = m(wp), and therefore
(v) (D5 un) —1=0 .

Proof. Let m be a permutation of Q,. For item (¢), observe that the first row in the
system (7)) leads to

1571 1571
UOZE;W(Wl)ZE;wlZO

The constraints in item (¢i) are derived in the same way, but using the powers
Y2, ...,Y* ! For Y?, the term of degree zero is ZZ;}) u;Us_; which is the left-hand
side in Eq. () for ¢ = 2 and in the same way one writes the corresponding degree
zero terms for ¢ = 3,...,s — 1. Now, if s is prime, all the powers Y2, ..., V57!
are permutations of 25 and the result follows from item (i). For general s (not
prime necessarily), define m = ged(g, s) and note that Y7 contains m times all the
elements of the set Q,/,,), whose sum is again zero. For item (#4¢) it is enough to

write
s—1 s—1 1 s—1 1 s—1 s—1
—h
Uy = — = — _ =
ST DES BTCANER) STAY) pt
h=1 h=0 " k=0 k=0 h=0
where the inner sum is always equal to zero except for k = 0, and thus

_ % (sm(wo)) = m(wo).

Finally, item (iv) follows from (i4¢) by noting that the value of m(wp) may take any
values in ). [l

It is interesting to write explicitly the equations in items (i), (i¢), and (iv) for
the first values of s.
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For s = 2, we have ug = 0 and u? — 1 = 0, and such two equations characterize
the only two possible permutations of €23. The same holds for s = 3, where we
obtain

ug = 0; urug = 0; (ug +uz)® —1=0.
From the second equation, we conclude that one among u; and us is zero, providing
an alternative proof to the fact that all the level permutations have a monomial
representation for factors with two or three levels.

We illustrate now an example with s = 4, i.e., a non-prime s. The conditions
are:

ug = 0; u§+2u1U3:O;
us(u? +u2) =0; (ug +ug +uz)* —1=0.
When s = 4 not all the monomial maps of the form Y = w,X* h = 0,...,3,
k=1,...,3 are the polynomial representation of a permutation. Take for example

the monomial map Y = X?2. This correspond to the transformation with coefficients
up = u; = ug = 0 and ug = 1. This is not a solution of the above equations, since
the second equation is not satisfied.

When s increases the situation becomes computationally less simple, since from
Prop. B2lthere are s polynomial equations with degrees 1,...,s. Therefore, the de-
gree of the polynomial system is s!, which is exactly the number of the permutations
of Q.

To check if the system has a finite number of solutions one can apply the finiteness
theorem (see Appendix A). It is enough to compute a Grobner basis of the ideal
generated by the s equations in Prop. B.2land check if all the terms u°, ..., u."7' are
all leading terms of polynomials in the Grobner basis for some exponents cg, . . ., C.

Example 3.3. For s = 5 the system in Eq. () yields 5 equations, and the Grébner
basis of the corresponding polynomial ideal is formed by 28 polynomials. Among
them, the five polynomials displayed below have leading term of the form u[i] ~c[i]
for appropriate exponents c[i] for all i, and therefore the finiteness theorem in
Appendix A applies. Then the polynomial system has a finite number of solutions.
ul0],
ul1]°6 +u[2]"5 +u[3]"5 +(-20)*u[1]"3*u[3]*ul[4] +

+(-20)*u[1]*u[2]*u[4] "3 +u[4]"5 +(-1),
ul2]°6 +(23)*ul1]~4*ul[4]"2 +(16)*ul1] 2*u[3]*ul[4]"3 +

+(19)*u[3]~2*ul4]14 +(20)*ul2]*ul4]"5 +(-1)*ul[2],
ul[3]°6 +(48)*ul[1]*u[3]"3*ul4]"2 +(26)*ul[2]~3*u[4]"3 +

+(-81)*ul1]"2*ul4]~4 +(27)*ul[3]1*ul[4]"5 +(-1)*ul[3],
ul4]"11 +(-12628/625)*u[1] "3*u[3]*u[4]"2 +(-77/625)*u[1]*u[3] 2%u[4]"3 +

+(-12639/625) xu[1]*u[2] *u[4]~4 +(-121/625)*u[4]1"6 +(-504/625)%u[4]

Finally, an interesting property of the coefficients w;’s concern their expression
in terms of the roots of the unity.

Proposition 3.4. Up to the constant 1/s, the coefficients u; are integer non-
negative combinations of the s-th roots of the unity:

s—1
uhzg VprWy v € N
r=0

When the number of levels s is prime, for all permutations m, such representation
of the coefficients is unique up to an additive integer constant.
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Proof. The first part follows directly from the expression of the inverse of the Van-
dermonde matrix in Eq. (7). For the uniqueness, see [20]. O

Now we show how to use the equations above in order to study the isomorphism
between two fractions, by merging polynomial constraints on the support of a full
factorial design and the polynomial constraints in Prop. The computations
below are carried out with the free software CoCoA, see [I]. Also in these examples
we will make use of basic tools from Computational Commutative Algebra, such as
polynomial ideal, Grobner basis, Normal Form. The basic definitions and results
needed here are collected in Appendix A. Useful techniques to handle polynomials
can be found in [2].

We write the polynomial indicator function of the two fractions under investi-
gation, and we do some algebraic manipulations in order to obtain the coefficients
of the (possible) permutation needed to transform the first fraction into the second
one. In particular, we check if a fraction is isomorphic to a regular one. Our exam-
ples are given in the 5% case, where there is only one regular orthogonal array with
strength 2 up to monomial transformations. There are several online databases of
orthogonal arrays. The examples analyzed here are taken from [7], generated with
the algorithm introduced in [21].

Let Fop and F; be the two fractions to compare, with polynomial indicator func-
tions Fp and F; respectively. Consider a generic transformation m = (71, 72, 73)
where 7; acts on the factor X;:

4
X, xk
T Xy — > ug X)
k=0

In particular, if we want to check the regularity of the fraction Fi, then Fj is the
indicator function of the regular fraction with defining equation X;X2X3 = wo,
namely F”) = 1574 (X) Xy X3)*

(1) Consider the ring of the indeterminates

- x[1],x[2],x[3], the factors;

- ul0..4, 1..3], the 5 x 3 transformation coefficients;

- w, the 5-th primitive root of the unity, satisfying the equation
1+w+w"2+w"3+w"4=0. The indeterminate w is considered here as a
parameter.

(2) Input FO and F1, the indicator functions of the two fractions to be compared
(minus one).

(3) Consider I, the ideal generated by the polynomials defining the full factorial
design (z? — 1, for i = 1,2,3) and the 3 x 5 polynomials with the conditions
for the transformation coefficients. The CoCoA code for such polynomials
is:

L:=NewList(5);

L[1] := [ul0,j] Ij in 1..3];
L[2] := [(Sum([uli,j] | i In 1..4]1))°5 -1 |j in 1..3];
L[3] := [Sum([uli,jl*ulMod(-i,5),j]| i In 1..4]) |j in 1..3];
L[4] := [Sum(Sum([[u[i,jl*ulh,jl*ulMod(-i-h,5),jl1| i In 1..4]
| hIn 1..41)) 1§ in 1..3];
L[5] := [Sum(Sum(Sum([[[uli,jl*ulh,jl*ulk,jl*u[Mod(-i-h-k,5),j]

[i In 1..4]| h In 1..4]| k In 1..41))) |j in 1..3];
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(4) Compute NF_P_FO0, the normal form of the transformation of Fyy by 7 in the
quotient space K /I and compute Coe_FO0, the list of the coeflicients of the
terms in x[1] ,x[2],x[3] appearing in NF_P_FO.

(5) Compute Coe_F1, the list of the coefficients of the terms in x[11, x[2],
x[3] appearing in F1.

(6) Compute Coe_Diff, the difference between the coefficients Coe_F1 and the
coeflicients Coe_FO, for all the terms in Coe_FO.

(7) Compute the Grobner Basis of the ideal generated by the polynomials in
Coe_Diff and the polynomials in L[0. .4] with the conditions for the trans-
formation coefficients.

If the Grobner basis is empty, then the two fractions are not isomorphic, otherwise
the Grobner Basis contains equations on the transformation coefficients that allow
us to find the permutations.

Notice that, if Fér) is the indicator function with generating equation X7 X X3 =
1, then the number of terms of NF_P_F0 is 6401, while, obviously, the length of
Coe_FO0 is 65, the number of the interactions of order 3 plus the constant.

Example 3.5. Let F4, Fp and Fc be three fractions of a 53 factorial design,
whose indicator functions are shown in Appendix B. The first two fractions are
listed in [7]. The fraction Fp is a regular fraction evidently.

Using the previous algorithm we checked if they are isomorphic to the regular
fraction F() above. In the firs case, the Grobner Basis of the step [1 has only the
element 1; then F4 is not isomorphic to any regular fraction of a 5% factorial design.
In the last case the Grébner Basis has been computed in 29 secs. of CPU time and
contains 91 elements. A solution is:

u.,l = (051705070) u..,3 = (050705071)
1
U, 2 = g (0,2—&)2 — w3, 2w +ws +2ws3, w1 +we —w3z—1, 2w —wy — 1)
that corresponds to no permutation on the first factor, a power permutation on the

third factor and the switch between the levels 0 and 1 on the second one.

4. REGULARITY CHECK OF MULTI-LEVEL ORTHOGONAL ARRAYS

In this section we approach the problem of checking the regularity of a multi-
level orthogonal array using the complex coding of the factor levels. In particular
we provide a result which leads us to check if a given orthogonal array may be
regarded as a regular fraction under suitable permutations of the factor levels. This
technique exploits the connections between orthogonal arrays and Latin squares,
see for instance [I6] and [I2], and it is based on the generating equations of the
regular fraction rather than on the whole indicator function.

We focus on orthogonal arrays with strength 2. Let F be an OA(n, s™,2) with
s prime. A regular fraction with strength 2 has at least one generating equation
involving only 3 factors. Therefore we first look at generating equations involving
three factors. Without loss of generality, let us consider the factors X7, X5, X3. Let

(9) XM XF2 X5 = wy,
be a generating equation of F, with a1, as,a3 € {1,...,s — 1} and wy € Q,. For

brevity, we say that X, X5, X3 form a generating equation of the orthogonal array
F.
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If X3 is a function of X7 and X5, we can consider the s x s table C' = X3(X7, X»)
containing the values of X3 as a function of X; and Xy, ie., Cj, j, = x3 given
1 = wj, and x9 = wj,. Since the strength of the orthogonal array is 2, the table
C may be regarded as a s x s Latin square with values in €2;. The main result can
be stated as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Let X1, X2, X3 be three factors of an OA(n,s™,2), s prime. If X3
s a function of X1 and Xa, let X5(X1,X2) be the corresponding Latin square.

(a) If X1, X2, X3 form a generating equation, then X3(X1,X2) has rank 1 in
C, i.e., all 2 x 2 minors of X3(X1, X32) vanish in C;

(b) If there is a permutation w3 of Qs such that (w3(X3))(X1, X2) s a Latin
square with rank 1 in C, then there exist permutations w1 and me such that
m1(X1), m2(X2), m3(X3) form a generating equation.

Proof. (a) By hypothesis there exist aj, s, a3 € {1,...,s — 1} and wi € Q such
that X X352 X% = wy. Since s is prime, we can assume as = 1. In fact, given a
generating equation X1 X352 X5® = wy, there exists r such that [ras] = 1 and the
equation

X{TQI]XQ[TQZ]XQ, = w[rk]

is also a generating equation of the fraction. Consider the Latin square C' =
X3(X1,X2). The entry le,jz of C is le,jz = W[Tk]wj[-rral]wj[-;ra2] for J1,J2 =

0,...,s — 1 and the generic 2 x 2 minor of C' is

W2rk (w[ju —ra1]Wis1 —ras|Wjia—ra1)Wjaz —ras]
w[jn*Tal]w[jzzfﬂh]w[jlz*Tal]w[jzlfTaz])

that equals 0 for all pairs of distinct row indices ji1, j12 € {0,...,s— 1} and for all
pairs of distinct column indices jo1, joo € {0,...,s — 1}.

(b) Suppose that there is a permutation 73 of X3 such that the table C' =
m3(X3)(X1,X2) is a Latin square with all 2 x 2 minors equal to 0. Then apply
suitable permutations 7 and ms to X; and Xs, respectively, in order to obtain a
Latin square in reduced form, i.e., with the first row and column lexicographically
ordered. Now it is immediate to check that m3(X3) = m1(X1)m2(X2) and therefore a
defining equation after the level permutations is 71 (X1 )ma(X2)m3(X3)" = wo. O

Some remarks on part (b) of the theorem above are now in order. We can exploit
the monomial representation of the permutations in Prop. Bl to reduce consider-
ably the computational cost. First, observe that the permutations to be checked
on X3 are at most (s — 2)!. In fact, we can exclude the powers (to each defining
equation correspond other (s — 2) equivalent ones) and the s cyclic permutations
(they only affect the constant term). For instance, if s = 5, there are 120 level per-
mutations but only six are to be checked. Secondly, the relevant permutations of
X, and X5 are the permutations needed to put the Latin square in reduced form.
Additionally, if the permutations m; and 7 can be expressed in monomial form
(powers and/or cyclic permutations), then the defining equation can be written
without actual permutations on X; and Xos.

Finally, note that the permutations of the factors are not uniquely defined: for
instance, a shift of the form wy, X can be applied to whatever factor and it generates
a unique transformation in the generating equation.
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01 2 3 4 01 2 3 4 01 2 3 4
00112314 012410113 00112314
11112131410 1102134 11103142
21213141011 21311141210 21213141011
3(3[4|10(11]2 3141312011 313411210
41410111213 411103412 41412101113

() ) ©

FIGURE 1. The three orthogonal arrays of Example

=W N = O

W DN = OO
=N W O = =
DO O | W | N
= O N W W
O WO x| = DO i~

FIGURE 2. The Latin square of the orthogonal array (b) of Exam-
ple after the permutation (wy, ws,wo, w2, w1) on Xs.

Before analyzing the general case of symmetric multilevel designs, we present
some applications of the theorem above in the simple case of orthogonal arrays
with 3 factors and strength 2, so that there is only one defining equation.

Example 4.2. In the framework of the 53 full factorial design, consider the three
orthogonal arrays with strength 2 identified by the three Latin squares in Figure [l
To ease the readability of the tables, we write k in place of wg. The three designs
are built from the 2 non-isomorphic orthogonal arrays with strength 2 listed in [7].
The array in (a) is the second fraction in [7], the array in (b) is obtained by the
previous one, with some permutations on the factor levels, and the array in (c)
is the first fraction in [7]. The three indicator functions of these fractions are in
Appendix B. In this case of fractions of the 5% design with 25 runs, it is known that
there are no other non-isomorphic orthogonal arrays.

(a) All the 2 x 2 minor vanish in C. The defining equation of this fraction,
without any permutations, is X; Xs = X3 or equivalently X; X2 X35 = wp.

(b) This fraction has been built from the previous one by applying the permuta-
tions (w3, wa, wyg, w1, wp) to X1, (we, wo, w1, wg, ws) to Xs and (wa, wa, wo, w3, w1)
to X3. Among the five possible (other than the identity) on X3, we ob-
serve that the permutation (w4, ws,wp, ws,w1) produces the Latin square in
Figure 2] where all the 2 X 2 minor vanish in C.

Looking at the rows and columns beginning with wg, we can read easily
the permutations of the levels of X7 and X5 needed to obtain a Latin square
in reduced form. From the first column we read that the permutation on X3
is (wo,ws,ws,wq, w1 ), while in the first row we read that the permutation
on X is (wg, w1, w4, ws,ws). Notice that such permutations are those used
in the construction of the orthogonal array up to a shift of four levels for X
and one level for X5. In this example, the relevant permutations can not
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01 2 3 4 01 2 3 4 01 2 3 4
01011]13(2|4 01011]3(4]2 0(0(1]2|4]3
1110243 1|1(0(4({2|3| 1(1]0]|4|3]|2
213121401 | 2|3|4|2|0|1 212141301
31214111310 314121310 31413|11(2]0
41413012 41213014 41312014
01 2 3 4 01 2 3 4
0(0|1]4]2]3 0(0|11]4]|3]|2
11110(2(3|4 111(0(3(2]|4
214121301 214131201
3121311410 313(2|1(4]0
413|14]10]1]2 4121410113

FIGURE 3. The five Latin squares obtained from the orthogonal
array (c) of Example [£2] after the five non-identical relevant per-
mutations.

O U WD~ O
| w| o o x| = o] o
o | x| wo| o] of —| —
o| o —| an| ol | ro| ro
= o o o anf wol wo
w| o of —| | po| | i~
—| o w| x| o | an| e
| | o] o] —| | o] o

FIGURE 4. A Latin square representing a non regular orthogonal
array of strength 2 of the 72 design.

be expressed in monomial form, and thus the permutations of the factor
levels are unavoidable.

(c¢) The Latin squares after the 5 relevant permutations of X3 are in Figure
The first minor in all tables is w3 — wf = 1 — wy # 0 and this is enough to

conclude that this fraction can not be transformed into a regular one.

Remark 2. In the part (¢) of the previous example, note that the 2 x 2 upper-left
matrix has non-zero determinant for all permutations of the levels of X3. In fact,
if the permutation 73 maps wp into wj, and w; into wj,, with jo # 71, one obtains
the minor o.)]zl - wjzo = Wi2j,—2jo] # 0. This remark can also be used to build non-
regular orthogonal arrays also in case of a large number of levels, as illustrated in
the example below.

Example 4.3. The Latin square in Figure M represents an orthogonal array of
strength 2 of the 7% design. It has been defined starting from the upper-left 2 x 2
sub-matrix, and then completed in the remaining entries. By construction, it is a
non-regular design even under permutations of the factor levels.

Theorem [4.]] can be used for constructing an algorithm to check the regularity of
orthogonal arrays with strength 2 and with an arbitrary number of factors, under
permutations of the factor levels.
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First, consider an orthogonal array with one defining equation involving m > 3
factors. Theorem (1] can be applied recursively layer by layer. For instance fix
m = 4. The factors X1, Xo, X3, X4 form a generating equation if and only if

XM X352 X35 Xy = wy
for some ai,as, a3 € {1,...,s — 1} and wr € Q,. Thus, for each z4 = wj,,
ja=0,...,8 — 1, the equation

XX XG" = Wik ja)
is satisfied. Conversely, if Theorem[d.Ilapplies to each layer x4 = wj,, ja =0,...,s—

1, with the same permutation, and there exist permutations 7y, 72, 3 on X1, X, X3
respectively such that

7 (X1) " o (X2)*2m3(X3)™ = wi(jy)

with different wy
X, and

jays for j4 =0,...,5 — 1, then k(js) defines a permutation 74 for

T (Xl)alﬂ'Q (Xg)a2 T3 (X3)a37r4(X4)[571] = wo
is a defining equation for the orthogonal array.

For orthogonal arrays with strength 2 and m factors, we check the possible
defining equations in the following order.

(1) First, check all the 3-tuples.
(2) Then, if the defining equations with 3 factors are not sufficient to define
the orthogonal array, check the defining equations with 4 or more factors.

Notice that the number of (independent) defining equations is #D/#F.

The regularity check is based on the following property of regular fractions,
that can be easily proved within the framework of the complex coding of the level
factors. The proof of this result is based on the properties of the elimination ideals,
see Appendix A for some basic definitions.

Proposition 4.4. Let F be a regular fraction of a s™ design, and let I C {1,...,m}.
Denote with Fr the projection of F onto the I-factors. Apart from the multiplicity,
Fr1 is either a full factorial design or a regular fraction.

Proof. Let T = {1,...,m} \ I. Let us define the ideal Z(F) as the ideal in
Clz1,...,zm] generated by the binomials z; —1 = 0, j = 1,...,m and by the
generating equations of F. The ideal Z(F) is a binomial ideal. In fact, two factors
or interactions are either orthogonal or totally confused and this yields only bino-
mial equations. The ideal Z(Fy) is the elimination ideal of Z(F) with respect to the
variables z;, j € I. From the results in Chapter 3 of [5], Z(F) is also a binomial
ideal and two cases may arise: (a) the binomials 2% — 1 =0, j € I generate Z(F7),
and this means that Fy is a full factorial design on the I factors; (b) there are other
generators. From the definition of ideal, such polynomials define F; as a regular
fraction. g

Remark 3. To ease computations, remember that a defining equation with a given
number of factors cannot include simultaneously all the factors of a defining equa-
tion with a lower number of factors.

55—2

Example 4.5. Consider the regular fraction defined by

(10) X2XoX3 = w X1 X0 X4 X5 = w
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01 2 3 4
011|10]4|3]2
11413210
21312|1(014
310141321
4121110413

FIGURE 5. The Latin square X3(X7, X5) for Example

01 2 3 4 01 2 3 4 01 2 3 4
0{1]14]2]|0]|3 013114210 01203114
1(3|1(4(2|0] 1(0|3(1]4|2| 1|4]|2|0(3]1
210|3|1(4]2 212|10(|3|1(4 2111412013
312|0(3|1]|4 31412|0(3]|1 313|1]14(2]0
4141210131 41141203 410131142
X5 = wo X5 = w1 X5 = wo
01 2 3 4 01 2 3 4
0]10|3|1]4]2 01412031
112|10(3]|1|4 1114203
21412031 21311141210
31114121013 31013142
41311141210 41210(13|1]4
X5=W3 X5=W4

FIGURE 6. The layers X4(X2, X3) given X5 for Example

and a fractions obtained by permuting the levels of two factors. The indicator
function of this fraction is written in Appendix B and has 289 nonzero monomials.
We apply our technique to the new fraction and we show how to recover the defining
equations (I0) and the correct permutations starting from the fraction points.

First we check the defining equations with 3 factors. We obtain a valid Latin
square only with X7, X5, X3 as in Figure

Here the minors are all zero and therefore no permutation on X3 is needed. Now,
from the column beginning with wy we read the permutation of X;. It is easy to
see that it is X7 with the switch permutation (ws,w,). From the row beginning
with wp we obtain the permutation Xj. Thus we have X3 = wim (X1)3X3, or
equivalently (X1)2X2X3 = wi. Notice that this constant term w; can be easily
recovered from the Latin square above, since it is the symbol in the upper-left
position, where m1(X7) = Xo = wp and therefore X3 is equal to the constant term
on the right side hand of the defining equation.

As no other defining equations with 3 factors can be obtained, we move to the
interactions of order 4. There are few checks to do at this stage, because there are
only 5 subsets with 4 factors and two of them are impossible: {X7, X3, X3, X4}
and {X7, Xs, X3, X4} can be excluded as they contain {X7, Xo, X3}, see Remark
Bl Consider the 4-tuple { X2, X35, X4, X5}. We look at the layers defined by X5 and
we obtain the five Latin squares in Figure
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In all these Latin squares the 2 x 2 minors are all zero, and thus no permutation
is needed on X,. Looking at the first Latin square, one reads the permutation
(w2, wo, w3, w1,wy) for Xo, ie., w1 X3, and the permutation (wy,ws,wo,ws,ws) for
X3, ie., waX3. Then the equation is m5(X5)Xs = w3X3X3, and this equation
holds in all the five Latin squares in Figure We only need to find the possible
permutation 75 on X5. This is accomplished by looking at the constant terms in
the upper-left cell. From the five Latin squares we read

775(‘*}0)‘*)1 = W3 T5 (Wl)WB = w3 775(‘*)2)‘*)2 = w3
7T5((U3)W0 = W3 7T5(W4)W4 = W3

and these equations are satisfied when 75 = (w2, wo, w1, ws, ws). Therefore, applying
75 to X5 we have the defining equation X§X§X47T5(X5) = ws. Finally, we check
that this defining equation corresponds to the second equation used in Eq. (I0) to
define the array. Indeed, from 7 (X1)? X2 X3 = w; we have X3 = w1 (X1)3 X2, and
replacing this expression of X3 into the previous equation one obtains immediately
the defining equation m (X1)X2Xy75(X5) = ws.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we addressed the problem of level permutations for qualitative
factors. In particular we presented two tools to check if a fraction of a s factorial
design is isomorphic or not to a regular fraction by permutations of factor levels.
Such a problem is very important in the applications because of the special property
of not partial confounding that have the regular fractions. In this framework, the
coding of levels by the s-th roots of the unity and some tools of algebraic statistics
are essential.

Future works will concern the case of designs with non prime number of levels
and mixed designs, where several properties of the roots of the unity do not hold,
and therefore for this class of designs a different approach must be implemented.

Moreover we want to deepen and better define the concept of mean aberration,
already introduced in [9]. In particular, we want to limit the mean only to permuta-
tions compatible with the design matrix of the fraction under investigation. In fact,
the aberrations are calculated through the level counts, and they are connected to
each other by a convolution formula presented in the aforementioned article. This
new definition could allow us to clarify which aberrations are compatible with those
of permuted regular fractions.

Finally, in order to generalize the algorithms presented in this paper for specific
examples, we want to provide efficient packages, both in symbolic and statistical
software (i.e., CoCoA and R respectively), to make actual computations regarding
regularity and isomorphism checks under level permutations in a general setting.

APPENDIX A. BAasiC FACTS IN COMPUTATIONAL COMMUTATIVE ALGEBRA

In this appendix we collect some basic notions of Computational Commutative
Algebra used in the paper. The structure of this appendix is taken from [I0] (Section
1.7 with Roberto Notari). Introductory expositions of the subject can be found in,
e.g, [5] and [I7].

Let K be a numeric field. In our applications we consider K = C or K = R or
K = Z,, the finite field with p elements (p prime). Let R = K[z1,..., 2] be the
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ring of the polynomials in the variables z1, ..., z,, and with coefficients in K. The
ring operations in R are the usual sum and product of polynomials.

Definition 5.1. A subset I C R is an ideal if f+g € I for all f,ge I and fge I
for all f € I and all g € R.

Proposition 5.2. Let fi,...,fr € R. The set (f1,..., fry ={frigx+ -+ frgr:
J1s---,9r € R} is the smallest ideal in R with respect to the inclusion that contains
fis--os fro The ideal (f1,..., fr) is called the ideal generated by fi,..., fr.

A key theorem in the theory of ideals in a polynomial ring is Hilbert’s basis
theorem, which states that every ideal in R is finitely generated.

Theorem 5.3. Given an ideal I C R, there exist f1,...,[f. € I such that I =
<f17"'7f’r>-

The intersection of two ideals is an ideal. The union of two ideals is not an ideal
in general, but the following definition can be stated.

Definition 5.4. Let I, J C R be ideals. Then,
I+J={f+g:fel,geJ}

is the smallest ideal in R with respect to inclusion that contains both I and J, and
it is called the sum of I and J.

Given an ideal I, an equivalence relation is naturally defined on R: f ~j g if
f—g el for f,g € R. This relation is compatible with the ring operations: if
f1 ~T fg,gl ~r1 g2 then fl +91 ~T fQ —|—gg and f191 ~T f292. This fact implies that
the quotient space R/I can be defined and it is a ring with the operations inherited
from R.

The definitions below are the starting point of the computational side of Com-
mutative Algebra.

Definition 5.5. A term in R is z® = z{* ... 2% for a = (a1,...,am) € N™. The
set of terms is denoted with T™.

Definition 5.6. A term-ordering is a well ordering < on T™ such that 1 < x® for
every ¢ € T™ and 2% < 2 implies 2%2¢ < xx¢ for every z¢ € T™.

A polynomial in R is a linear combination of a finite set of terms in T™ : f =
Y aca Caz® where A is a finite subset of N

Definition 5.7. Let f € R be a polynomial, A the finite set formed by the terms
in f and 2° = max{z®: a € A}. Let I C R be an ideal.

(1) The term LT(f) = ¢, is called the leading term of f.
(2) The ideal generated by LT(f) for every f € I is called the order ideal of T
and is indicated as LT(I).

Definition 5.8. Let I C R be an ideal and let f1,..., f: € I. The set {f1,..., fi}
is a Grobner basis of I with respect to < if

LT(1) = (UT(f1), ..., LT(f)).

Grdobner bases are special sets of generators for ideals in R with several applica-
tions. We list here only the results used in the paper.
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Proposition 5.9. Let I C R be an ideal. Then, I = R if, and only if, 1 € F,
where F is a Grobner basis of I, with respect to any term-ordering <.

The theorem below is known as the finiteness theorem and is used to determine
whether a system of polynomial equations has a finite number of solutions. Here
V(1) is the variety defined by I, i.e., the set of the affine points (x1,...,Z;) in K™
such that f(x1,...2,) =0 for all f € I.

Theorem 5.10. Let I C R =K|x1,...,2Zn] be an ideal and fix a term-ordering <
on R. If K is algebraically closed, then the following five statements are equivalent:

(i) For eachi=1,...m, there is some ¢; > 0 such that zi* € LT (I).

(ii) Let G be a Grobner basis of I with respect to <. Then for eachi=1,... ,m,

there is some ¢; > 0 such that xj = LT(f) for some f € G.

(iii) The set {x* : x> ¢ LT(I)} is finite.

(iv) The set R/I is finite-dimensional as K-vector space.

(v) V(I) is a finite set.

Definition 5.11. Let I C R be an ideal. A polynomial f = ZaeA Ccqx® is in
normal form with respect to < and I if 2% ¢ LT(I) for each a € A.

Proposition 5.12. Let I C R be an ideal. For every f € R there exists a unique
polynomial, indicated as NF(f) € R, in normal form with respect to < and I such
that f — NF(f) € I.

The normal form of a polynomial f can be computed from f and a Grébner basis
of I with respect to <. The normal form solves the problem of ideal membership:
a polynomial f belongs to the ideal I if and only if NF(f) = 0.

Definition 5.13. Given an ideal I C R = K[z1, ..., zy,], the I-th elimination ideal
I; is the ideal of K[z;41,. .., 2] defined by

I = IﬁK[m.;,.l,...,CCm].

The elimination ideal is the generalization of the Gaussian elimination to the
polynomial case. Computing a Groébner basis of I with respect to a special term-
ordering, we can actually compute the ideal I;. The lex term-ordering on T™ is
defined by: for a # b, z® < « if and only if the leftmost nonzero entry of the vector
difference b — a € Z™ is positive.

Theorem 5.14. Let I C R = K|x1,...,%m] be an ideal and let G be a Grébner
basis of I with respect to lex term-ordering with 1 > x9 > --- > x —n. Then, for
every l =0,...,m, the set

G =GNK[zi41, -, ZTm]

is a Grobner basis of the elimination ideal I;.
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APPENDIX B. INDICATOR FUNCTIONS OF FRACTIONS USED IN THE PAPER

Fraction A in Example 2, first fraction in [7] for the 5% design:

Fy = %(1 + (5w + 5wa + 5w — 2) X1 X5 X4 4+ (—5ws — bws — bwi — 9)XZ X5 X3+
(—dw1 + 1) X1 X5 X5 + (5ws + w1 — 3) X1 X5 X3 + (—bws — bwy — 8) X$ X5 X3+
(—dw1 + 1) X1 X5 X3 + (—bws — Bwa — 8w1 — 3)XT X2 X5 + (bws — 4) X X2 X3+
(5w +5w1 — 3)XZXZ X3 + (—Bws — Tw1 — 2)X1$ X2 X5 + (—3wa + 2w1 + 2) X3 X2 X5+
(5ws — 3w1 + 2)XEX2 X5 + (—2w1 + 13) X1 X2 X5 + (—5ws — 5wi — 8) X T X3 X5+
(5ws — 3w1 + 2)XF X3 X3 4 (5w — 4) X1 X5 X3 + (5ws — )X X3 X5+
(—Bws — NXPXIXE 4+ (—4w1 + DXZX3X3 + (—3wa + 2w1 +2)XF X2 X5+
(—bwa — Twi — 2)XPXZX35 + (—2w1 + 13)XZXZ X3 + (5w — 3w + 2) X1 X3 X5+
(5wa + 5w1 — 3)X$ Xa X3 + (—dw1 + 1) X2 X2 X3 + (—Bwa — bwi — 8) X1 X2 X5+
(Bw2 +5w1 — 3)XFXFX2 + (—4w1 + 1)XP X5 X2 + (—5w2 — 5wt — 8) X2X5X2 4
(5ws — 3w1 + 2) XX X2 4 (—2w1 + 13)X$ X5 X2 4 (—2w3 + 3wa + 3w1 + 3)XZX5 X2+
(—5ws — 5wa — 8w1 — 3) X1 X5 X2 4 (—4w1 + DXPXZXZ + (—bw2 — T)XEX2 X2+
(bwz — 4)X1X3X2 + (—bw3 — Bwa — bwi — ) XTXa X2 + (5we — 3wy + 2) X2 X2 X2+
(bws 4+ 5wy — 3) X1 X2 X2 + (—2w1 + 13) X1 X3 X3 + (bwa — 3w1 + 2) X3 X3 X3+
(—=5ws3 — 5wz — 8w — 3) X2 X5 X3 + (5ws — 2wa 4 3w1 + 3) X1 X5 X3 + (—bwa — 5w1 — 8) X3 X3 X3+
(Bwz — 4)X2X3 X3 4 (—3w2 4 2w1 +2) X1 X3 X3 + (—4w1 + 1) XFXZ X3+
(5ws + 5wi — 3) X2 X2 X3 + (—bws — bwi — 8) X1 X2 X3 + (—4w1 + 1) X1 X2 X3+
(bw1 — DX Xo X3 + (—bw1 — 7) X1 X2X3)

Fraction B in Example 2, second fraction in [7] for the 53 design:

Fp=-(14+X1X2X] + X{X3X3 + X3X3X2 + X{ X3X3) =

ot =

Fraction C in Example 2, other fraction for the 5% design:

Feo = % (5 + (w1 + w3 4 3w1) X1 X3 X5 + (wa + 2wa + 2w1) X1 X5 X5+

2w3 4 w2 + 2w1) X1 X5 X5 + (w1 + w1 + 3) X1 X2 X5 + (wa 4 2w2 + 2w1) X2 X X3+

w3 + 3wz +w1)XZX3X3 + (w3 +wa + 3)XZXZXS + (2wa + ws + 2w2) XZ X2 X5+

2w3 + wa 4 201 ) XF X5 X2 + (w3 + w2 + 3)XT XS X2 + (wa + 3wz +w2) X X2X24

2wa + 2ws + w1) X Xo X2 + (wy + w1 4 3)XEX5 X3 + (2w + w3 + 2w2) XT X5 X5+
(2wa + 2w3 + w1) X1 X2 X3 + (3wa + w2 + w1 XT X2 X3)

~ o~ —~
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Fraction D, fraction for the 5° design in Example 5:

1
T 125
(Wi 4 w3 +we + X1 XFX5 4 (w2 4+ 201 + DXFXEXE + (wa +ws + DXIXE X5+

(wa+ DXEX3XE + X1 X5X5 + (w3 + w2 +2) X1 X2X5+
(w3 +wi +FDXPXIXE 4+ (wo + DXZXZIXS +wa X1 X5 X5+
WaXTXo X3 + (w3 +w1)XPXa X5 + (wa + w1 + )X X0 X3+
(wa +w2 +wi F1D)X1 X2 X3 + (wa + D)XTX3X3 + (wa + w1 +2)XIXT X3+
W3XZXIX3 + (wo+ w1 + DX1 X5 X5 + (wa + w1 + DXTXSX3+
WaXPXEX3 + (wa +ws +wi + DXZXEXE 4 (wa + w1) X1 X5 X5+
(w34 w2 + DXEXZXE + w3 XPX2X5 + (wa + w3 +we + 1)XZXIX5+
(w2 +w1) X1 X2X3 + (ws + 1) XFX2 X3 + (wa + 2wa + 1) X5 X X5+
X2Xo X3 + (w3 +w1 + D)X1 X2 X5 4 (wa + w2 + DXEXEX2 + X3X5X2+
(2ws + w1 + DXZX3X2 + (wo + DX1 X5X2 4 (wa + w3) XX X2+
(w3 4+ w2 +w1 + DXPXEXZ 4w X2XEX2 + (w3 + w2 + 1) X1 X5 X2+
(wa 4 w1)XTXEX2 4+ (wg + w2 +w1 + DXPXEX2 + w1 X2XIX2+
(wa +ws +1D)X1X2X2 + (W + w3 + DXFXa X2 +we X3 Xo X3+
(wa w1 +2)XF X2 X3 + (w1 + 1) X1 X2 X3 + (wa +ws +w1 + D)X X5 X3+
(wa +w1 FDXPXIX3 + (wa 4 wa) X2 X5 X3 + w1 X1 X3 X3+
Wi XTX3X3 + (w3 + DXPX3 X3 4 (wa + w2 + DXZX5 X3+
(w3 4+ w2 +2)X1 X5 X3 + X$X2X3 + (w1 + XTI XX+
(w2 + w1+ DXZXZX3 + (2wa + w3 + X1 X5 X3 + (w3 + w2 + w1 + 1) X1 X2 X3+
(wa + w2 + DX X0 X3 + (w3 4+ w2) X2 X2 X3 + w3 X1 Xo X3+
(wa + w3 + 3w1) XEXEXTXE 4 (wa + 2wo + 201) XP X5 X X5+
(2ws +wo + 201 XZX5XEXE + (Wi + w1 +3) X1 X3XEXE+
(w3 4+ w2 + W) XEXFXIXS + XPXIXIXE + (wa +wa + w1 + DXEXIXIXE4
(wo + D)X X3XIX2 + (wa 4 ws +wa + w1 XEXSXF X1 X2+
(w3 +wi +DXPXIXEXTXE + (wa +w3)XEXSXIXIXE +wa X1 X3X3 XX+
(w2 +3w1 + DXEXEXIXE + (w3 +wi + DXTXo X5 XIXE + o X3 Xo X5 X X3+
(2ws 4+ wa +w1)XFXo X5 XIXE + (w3 4+ w1) X1 Xo XAXTXE + we XEXSXIX2+
(wa +w1)XPXSXEXE + (w3 4+ w1 + DXZXEXTXE + (wa + w3 + 201) X1 XS X X5+
(wa+w1 +DXEXEXIXIXE +wa XPXSXEXTIXE + (wo + 201 + DXZXSXSIXEXE+
(w2 +w1) X1 XEX3XEXE + Qa4+ w1 +2)XEXEXEXE + w3 XEXo X3XEXE+
(Wi 4 w3) X3 XoX3XEXE + (wa +wo +w1)XEXo X3XEXE+
(Wi 4 w3 +w1 + DX1 X XSXEXE 4 (w3 + 2w2 + w1) XEXEXEXE+
(wa 4w FDXIXZXIXE + (w1 + DXZXEXIXE + o1 X1 XEX 1 X2+
(wa +w)XTXSX2XIXE + Qws +wi + DXPXSX2XIXE + i X2XSX2XIX2+
(wa + w2 +w1) X1 X5 X2XT X2 + (2ws + 2ws +w1) X2 X2 XG X2+
(wa+wa+wr +DXTXoX2XTXE + (w2 +w1 + DXPXo X2XIXE + (w3 + 1) X2 X X2XI X+

Fp (5 + w2 XTX3X5 + (w3 + w2) XPXF X5 + (w3 + w1 + 1) XT X5 X5+

(
)
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Wo X1 Xo X2XEXE 4+ (wa + DXEX3XEXE + (wa + w3 +we +w1) X X3 X X5+
W3XZX3XEXE 4 (wa +ws +w1) X1 X3 XFX2 + XEXS X3 X X3+
(wa +w2)XPXEX3XEXE + (w2 + w1 + DXZXSX3XFXE + (w3 +wa+w1 + D)X1 XS X3 XFXE+
(wa 4 w3 +3w1)XZX3XFXE + (w1 + DXEXo X3 XEXE + (w2 + 201 + DX X X3 X X2+
WaXZXo X3 X3 X3 + (w3 + w2 + w1) X1 X2 X3 X$ X2 4 (wa 4 2wa 4 201) XT XS XF X3+
(w3 + 3wz + w1 XPXSXIX3 + (w3 + w2 +3)XZX3XI X2+
(w4 + w3 + 2w2) X1 X5 X3 X3 + (w2 + DXTXIXFX3 + (2wa + w2 + w1) XP X5 X3 X3+
WaXZXEXIXE 4 (w3 +wa + ) X1 XAXI X3 + (2ws + w2 + 201 Xa X5 X3 X3+
(w1 + DXEXEXEXIXE 4 (wa +ws w2 +F DXPXIXIXFIXE +wa XEXIXIXIX3+
(wa +w2 F X1 X2XFXIXE +weXTXo X5 X3X3 + (w3 + w2) X Xo X5 X X3+
(Wi 4 w3 +w2)XZXo XEX3XE + (wo + 2w1 + 1) X1 Xa X5 X5 X3+
(wa4 w3 +we+ DXEXSXIXE + (w1 +we + 1) XTXIXIX3+
(2ws + wa 4+ 201 XEXFXIXE + (w1 + DXFXIXEXEXE + (wa + w3 +we + DXPXIXFXIXE+
WaXEX2XEXEXE 4 (W +wo + X1 XEXEXIXE + wn XX X5X3X3+
(w3 + W) X Xo X5 X5 X3 + (wa +ws +w2) XEXo X5X5 X3+
(w2 4 201 + X1 X2 X5 X3 X3 + (wa +ws + w2 + DXTXEX3X3+
(wa +wo +w)XPXIXIX3 4 (wa + DXZXSXIXE + X1 X3X3X3+
(wa + 3wz + 1) X3 X3X3X3 + (wa + 2ws + wa) XTXZXSXF X3+
(we +w1 FDXPXZXIXIX3 4 (wo +w1)XPXIXIXIXE +wa X1 X2X3XIX3+
(w3 +w1) XX X3XFX3 4 (wa +ws +w2 +w)XFXo X3XIX3 + w3 XX X3X3 X3+
(wa 4 w1 +D)X1 Xo XEX3XE + 1 XEX2X3X3 + (s + DXPXIXIXE+
(w3 4 w2 + W) XZXZXFX3 + (w1 +ws + w2 +w) X1 XZXFXE + (w3 + 3w + w1) X5 XX X3+
WaXEXZX2XEXE 4 (wo + DXPXIXZXIXE + (wa + wo +wi)XZXEXIXIXE+
(Wi 4 2w2 + X1 XZX2XIXE + (wa + w2 + DXEXo X2X3XE + X3P X X2X3 X3+
(Wi 4 w2 +wi + DXZXoX2X3XE + (wa +w3) X1 X2 X2XEXE + (wo + w1 + DXEX3 X3 X3+
WaX3X3X3X3 4 (w3 4 2w2 4+ w1) XZX3 X3 X3 + (w3 + w2) X1 X3 X3 X3+
(2wa 4+ wa +2) X5 X3 X3 X3 + (w4 + w3 + w2) XT X3 X3 X3 X3 + w1 X3 X2 X3 X5 X3+
(w3 +wo+ w1+ DXZXZX3 X3 X3 + (w3 +wi) X1 X5 X3 X5 X3 + (wa +2w2 + 1) X Xo X3 X3 X3+
(w3 +wa + DXFXo X3 X3 X3 + (w4 4+ w2) XZ X2 X3 X3 X3 + w1 X1 Xo X3 X3 X34
(2w3 +wa 4+ 2w1) XTXEXIXE + (w3 + w2 +3)XPXEXIX2+
(wa + 3wz +w2)XZXZXZX2 + (2wa + 2w + w1) X1 X2XIX2 + (w3 + w2) XT X5 XIX2+
(wa +2w3 + W) XPXEXZX2 + 1 XZX5X2XE + (wa +ws + 1) X1 X5XIX2+
WaXEXEXEX2XE 4 (w3 +w1)XPXEXFX2X2 + (w3 +we + DXZXSXFXIX2+
(Qus + w1 + X1 X3XFXZX2 4 (wa +w) XFXSXEXZX2 4 (wa + w3 +w2 + DXFXSXXIX2+
WaXZXEXEX2XE 4 (w3 +wo+w1) X1 XEXFXIXZ + (w3 + 2w1 +2) X2 X5X2X2+
(Wi 4 w3 +we +w1)XEXEXZXZ 4 (wa 4 w3 +w)XPXIXEXZ + (w2 + DXEXEX2X2+
WaX1X3X2X2 4 (w2 + W) XEXSX3X2X2 4 (wa + w3 +w1 + DXPXIXIXZX24
XZXIX3XIX2 4 (w3 +w1 + DX 1 XEX5X2X2 + (2ws +wi + 1) X{XSX3XIX2+
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(wa+ws +w)XPXIXIXZX2 + (w3 + DXZXIXSX2X2 + we X1 X3X3X2X2+
(wa + 3wz + w2) Xo XFXTXZ + X XFXTXZ + (w1 + DXTXFXEXZ+
(wa +ws +w)X2X2XIX2 4 (w3 +w2 +wi +FDX1X2XIX2 4 (wa +ws + DXEXTXIXIX2+
WaXPXIXZXEX2 + (wa +w3 +w2 +w1)XZX5X2XIX2 + (wg +w2) X1 Xg X2X2X2+
WaXEXSX2X2X2 4 (wa +wa) XPXSX2X2X2 + (wa +ws + DXZXSXIXZX24
(w3 +2wo +w1) X1 XS X2X2X2 + 3wz + w1 + 1) X2 X2X2X2 + (w3 +we + D) XEX3X2X24
W3XPX3XZX2 4 (wa + ws + 2w1) XZ X3 X2 X2 4 (w3 + 1) X1 X3 X2 X2+
(2wa + w3 + DXEXFX3X2X2 4 (w3 + w2 + w1)XP X5 X3 X2 X2 + (w3 + wa) XEXEX3 X2 X2+
W3X1 X5 X3X2X2 + (w3 + w1 + DXEXSX3 X2 X2 + w1 XP XS X3 X2 X2+
(ws + w2 +w1 + DXZX3X3X2X2 + (wa + DX1 X3 X3 X2 X2 4 (2wa + w3 + 2w2) X2 X3 X2 X2 4
(wa + w1 +3)XT X2 X4 X5 + (2ws + w3 + 2w2) X3 X2 Xa X5 + (2w + 2w3 + w1) X7 Xa X4 X5+
(Bwa 4 wa + w1) X1 X2 X4 X5 + (wa +wao +wi) XT X3 X4 X5 +we X3P XX, X5+
(wa + w3 + w2 + W) XT X3 X4 X5 + (w1 + 1) X1 X3 Xa X5 + (wa + w3z + w2) X X5 X3 X4 X5+
W1 XPXIXEX4 X5 4+ (2w + w3 + DXZXIXF X4 X5 4 (wa + 1) X1 X5 X5 X4 X5+
(Bwa +wo + w1) X5 XF X4 X5 + (wa + w3 +we + D XT XX X4 X5+
(wa+ws +DXIXEX5X4 X5+ (w3 +w1)X2XZXEX4 X5 4+ X1 XEX5 X4 X5+
WaXEXEX4 X5+ (wa+1)XP X3 X4 X5+ (wa+w1 +1)XEXE X4 X5+ (wa +2w3 +w2) X1 X5 X4 X5+
WaXEXEX3 X4 X5 + (wo + DXPXIXE X4 X5 + (wa 4+ w3 + DXZXIXE X4 X5+
(watws+w1+1)X1 X3 X5 X4 X5+ (wa+2w2 +2w1) X5 X5 X4 X5+ (ws +ws +w1) XT X5 X5 X4 X5+
WaX$X2X3 X4 X5 + (wa + 2we + DXZXZXE X4 X5 + (wa + w1) X1 X2X5 X4 X5+
(2ws + w2 + w1) XTXF X4 X5 + (wa + w2 + 1) XTXZX4 X5 + (ws +w1) X7 X3 X4 X5+
w3 X1 X3 X4 X5 + (wa + w2 + w1 + 1) XTI X5 X5 X4 X5 + (ws + w3+
W)XIXEX2X 4 X5 + (w2 4+ w1) X2 X3 X2X4 X5 +wo X1 X3 X3 X4 X5+
(wa +2w3 +2) X3 X2 X4 X5 + (w1 +w3) XTXZX2X4 X5 + (2wa + w3 + D) X3P X2 X2 X, X5+
WaX2X2X2X, X5 4 (wa +wi + 1) X1 X2X2X, X5 + (w3 + 1) XF X3 X4 X5+
(wi+ws+wi + DXPX3X4 X5 + XPX3X4X5 + (w1 + w3 + w2) X1 X3 X4 X5+
(wg +w2)XFXEX3 X4 X5 + (w4 + w3 + 201 ) X X3 X3 X4 X5 + ws X7 X5 X3X4 X5+
(wa 4 w2 + 1) X1 X5X3X2 X5 + (3ws + w3 + 1) XS X3 X4 X5 + w1 XF X2 X3 X4 X5+
(w2 +w1)XP X5 X3 X4 X5 + (wa + w2 + 1) XFXF X3 Xa X5 + (wa +ws + w2 +w1) X1 X5 X3X4X5)
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