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A bstract

In a generalfractionalfactorialdesign,then-levelsofa factorarecoded by then-th

rootsoftheunity.Thisdevice allowsa fullgeneralization to m ixed-leveldesignsof

thetheory ofthepolynom ialindicatorfunction which hasalready been introduced

fortwoleveldesignsbyFontanaand theAuthors(2000).thepropertiesoforthogonal

arraysand regularfractionsare discussed.
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1 Introduction

Algebraic and geom etric m ethods are widely used in the theory ofthe de-

sign ofexperim ents.A variety ofthese m ethodsexist:reallinearalgebra,Zp

arithm etic,Galois Fields GF(ps) arithm etic,where p is a prim e num ber as

in Bose (1947).See,e.g.,Raktoeetal.(1981)and the m ore recentbooksby

Dey and M ukerjee(1999)and W u and Ham ada (2000).

Com plex coding oflevelshasbeen used by m any authorsin variouscontexts,

seee.g.Bailey(1982),Kobilinsky and M onod(1991),Edm ondson(1994),Kobilinsky and M onod

(1995),Collom bier(1996)and Xu and W u (2001).
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The use ofa new background,called Com m utative Algebra or Polynom ial

Ring Algebra,was�rstadvocated by Pistoneand W ynn (1996)and laterdis-

cussed in detailin Pistoneetal.(2001).Otherrelevantgeneralreferencesare

Robbiano (1998),Robbiano and Rogantin (1998)and Galetto etal.(2003).

In thepresentpaper,m ixed-level(orasym m etric)designswith replicatesare

considered andtheapproachtothetwo-leveldesignsdiscussed inFontana etal.

(1997) and Fontana etal.(2000) is generalized.In the latter,the fractional

factorialdesign wasencoded in itsindicatorfunction with respectto the full

factorialdesign.In Tang and Deng(1999),entitiesrelated tocoe�cientsofthe

polynom ialindicator function were independently introduced into the con-

struction ofa generalized word length pattern.The coe�cients them selves

were called J-characteristicsin Tang (2001),where itwasshown thata two-

levelfractionaldesign isuniquely determ ined by itsJ-characteristics.Therep-

resentation ofa fraction by itsindicatorpolynom ialfunction wasgeneralized

to designswith replicatesin Ye(2003)and extended to non two-levelfactors

usingorthogonalpolynom ialswith an integercodingoflevelsin Cheng and Ye

(2004).

Sections 2 and 3 are a self-contained introduction ofthe indicator function

representation ofa factorialdesign using com plex coding.The m ain results

are in Sections 4 to 6.The properties ofthe indicator polynom ialare dis-

cussed in Section 4.Ifthe factorlevels are coded with the n-th rootsofthe

unity,the coe�cientsofthe indicatorpolynom ialare related to m any inter-

esting properties ofthe fraction in a sim ple way:orthogonality am ong the

factors and interactions,projectivity,aberration and regularity.Com binato-

rialorthogonality vs.geom etricalorthogonality is discussed in Section 5.A

typeofgeneralized regularfraction isde�ned and discussed in Section 6.The

usualde�nition,wherethenum beroflevelsisprim eforallfactorsisextended

toasym m etricdesign with anynum beroflevels.W ith such ade�nition,allthe

m onom ialterm sofanyorderareeitherorthogonalortotallyaliased.However,

ourfram ework doesnotinclude the GF(ps)case.Som e exam ples are shown

in Section 7.

A �rst partialdraft ofthe present paper was presented in the GROSTAT

V 2003 W orkshop.Som e ofthe results ofProposition 5 have been obtained

independently by Ye(2004).

2 C oding offactor levels

Let m be the num ber offactors ofa design.W e denote the factors by A j,

j = 1;:::;m ,and the num ber oflevels ofthe factorA j by nj.W e consider

only qualitative factors.
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W e denote the fullfactorialdesign by D ,D = A 1 � � � � � Am ,and the space

ofallrealresponsesde�ned on D by R (D ).

In som e cases,it is ofinterest to code qualitative factors with num bers,es-

pecially when the levelsare ordered.Classicalexam plesofnum ericalcoding

with rationalnum bers aij 2 Q are:(1) aij = i,or (2) aij = i� 1,or (3)

aij = (2i� nj � 1)=2 for odd nj and aij = 2i� nj � 1 for even nj,see

(Raktoeetal.,1981,Tab.4.1).Thesecond case,wherethecoding takesvalue

in the additive group Znj,i.e.integersm od nj,isofspecialim portance.W e

can de�netheim portantnotion ofregularfraction in such acoding.Thethird

coding isthe resultofthe orthogonalization ofthe linearterm in the second

coding with respect to the constant term .The coding �1;+1 for two-level

factors has a further property in that the values �1;+1 form a m ultiplica-

tivegroup.Thisproperty waswidely used in Fontana etal.(2000),Ye(2003),

Tang and Deng (1999)and Tang (2001).

In thepresentpaper,an approach istaked to parallelourtheory fortwo-level

factorswith coding �1;+1.Then levelsofa factorarecoded by thecom plex

solutionsoftheequation �n = 1:

!k = exp

�

i
2�

n
k

�

; k = 0;:::;n � 1 : (1)

W edenotesuch a factorwith n levelsby 
n,
n = f!0;:::;!n� 1g.W ith such

a coding,a com plex orthonorm albasis ofthe responses on the fullfactorial

design isform ed by allthem onom ials.

For a basic reference to the algebra ofthe com plex �eld C and ofthe n-th

com plex rootsoftheunity referencescan bem adetoLang(1965);som euseful

pointsarecollected in Section 8 below.

As� = � m od n im plies!�
k = !

�

k,itisusefulto introduce the residue class

ring Zn and the notation [k]n forthe residue ofk m od n.Forinteger�,we

obtain (!k)
� = ![�k]n.Them apping

Zn  ! 
n � C with k  ! !k (2)

isagroup isom orphism oftheadditivegroup ofZn on them ultiplicativegroup


n � C.In otherwords,

!h!k = ![h+ k]n :

W edrop thesub-n notation when thereisno am biguity.

W edenoteby:

� # D :thenum berofpointsofthefullfactorialdesign,# D =
Q m
j= 1nj.

� L:thefullfactorialdesign with integercodingf0;:::;nj� 1g,j= 1;:::;m ,
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and D thefullfactorialdesign with com plex coding:

L = Zn1 � � � � � Znm and D = D 1 � � � � Dj� � � � Dm with D j = 
nj

According to m ap (2),L isboth theintegercoded design and theexponent

setofthecom plex coded design;

� �,�,...:theelem entsofL:

L = f� = (�1;:::;�m ):�j = 0;:::;nj � 1;j= 1;:::;m g ;

that is,� is both a treatm ent com bination in the integer coding and a

m ulti-exponentofan interaction term ;

� [� � �]: the m -tuple
�

[�1 � �1]n1 ;:::;[�j � �j]nj ;:::;[�m � �m ]nm

�

; the

com putation ofthej-th elem entisin thering Znj.

3 R esponses on the design

Theresponseson thedesign andthelinearm odelsarediscussed in thissection.

According to the generalization ofthe algebraic approach by Fontana etal.

(2000),the design D isidenti�ed asthe zero-setofthe system ofpolynom ial

equations

�
nj

j � 1= 0 ; j= 1;:::;m :

A com plex response f on the design D isa C-valued function de�ned on D .

Thisresponsecan beconsidered astherestriction to D ofa com plex polyno-

m ial.

W edenoteby:

� Xi;thei-th com ponentfunction,which m apsapointtoitsi-th com ponent:

X i: D 3 (�1;:::;�m ) 7�! �i :

Thefunction X i iscalled sim ple term or,by abuseofterm inology,factor.

� X�,with � 2 L:theinteraction term X
�1
1 � � � X�mm ,i.e.thefunction

X
� : D 3 (�1;:::;�m ) 7! �

�1
1 � � � �

�m
m ; � 2 L :

The function X � is a specialresponse thatwe callm onom ialresponse or

interaction term ,in analogy with currentterm inology.

In the following,we shalluse the word term to indicate eithera sim ple term

oran interaction term .

W esay term X � hasorder (ororderofinteraction)k ifk factorsareinvolved,

i.e.ifthem -tuple� hask non-nullentries.

4



Iff isa responsede�ned on D then itsm ean value on D ,denoted by E D (f),

is:

E D (f)=
1

# D

X

�2D

f(�):

W esay thata responsef iscentered ifE D (f)= 0.Two responsesf and g are

orthogonalon D ifE D (f g)= 0.

itshould benoticed thatthesetofalltheresponsesisacom plex Hilbertspace

with theHerm itian productf � g = ED (f g).

Two basicpropertiesconnectthealgebra to theHilbertstructure,nam ely

(1) X �X � = X [�� �];

(2) E D (X
0)= 1,and E D (X

�)= 0 for� 6= 0,seeSection 8 Item (3).

The set offunctions fX � ;� 2 Lg is an orthonorm albasis ofthe com plex

responses on design D .From properties(1)and (2)aboveitfollowsthat:

E D (X
�
X �)= E D (X

[�� �])=

8
<

:

1 if� = �

0 if� 6= �

M oreover,# L = # D .

Each responsef can thereforeberepresented asauniqueC-linearcom bination

ofconstant,sim pleand interaction term s:

f =
X

�2L

�� X
�
; �� 2 C (3)

wherethecoe�cientsareuniquely de�ned by:� � = E D

�

fX �

�

.In fact,

X

�2D

f(�)X �(�)=
X

�2D

X

�2L

��X
�
X �(�)=

X

�2L

��
X

�2D

X
�(�)X �(�)= # D �� :

W ecan observethata function iscentered on D if,and only if,�0 = 0.

As�� = E D

�

fX �
�

,theconjugateofresponsef hastherepresentation:

f(�)=
X

�2L

�� X
�(�)=

X

�2L

�[� �]X
�(�):

A responsef isrealvalued if,and only if,�� = �[� �] forall� 2 L.

W e suggest the use ofthe roots ofthe unity because ofthe m athem atical

convenience we are going to show.In m ostofthe applications,we are inter-

ested in realvalued responses,e.g.m easurem ents,on thedesign points.Both

the realvector space R (D ) and the com plex vector space C(D ) ofthe re-

sponseson the design D have a realbasis,see (Kobilinsky,1990,Prop.3.1)
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and Pistoneand Rogantin (2005),where a specialrealbasisthatiscom m on

toboth spacesiscom puted.Theexistenceofarealbasisim pliestheexistence

ofreallinearm odelseven though thelevelsarecom plex.

4 Fractions

A fraction F isa subsetofthedesign,F � D .W ecan algebraically describe

a fraction in two ways,nam ely using generating equations or the indicator

polynom ialfunction.

4.1 Generating equations

Allfractionscan be obtained by adding furtherpolynom ialequations,called

generating equations,to the design equationsX
nj

j � 1 = 0,forj = 1;:::;m ,

in orderto restrictthenum berofsolutions.

Forexam ple,letusconsideraclassical34� 2
III

regularfraction,see(W u and Ham ada,

2000,Table 5A.1),coded with com plex num bers according to the m ap in

Equation (2).Thisfraction isde�ned by X 3
j � 1= 0 forj= 1;:::;4,together

with the generating equations X 1X 2X
2
3 = 1 and X 1X

2
2X 4 = 1.Such a rep-

resentation ofthe fraction isclassically term ed \m ultiplicative" notation.In

our approach,it is not a question ofnotation or form alism ,but rather the

equations are actually de�ned on the com plex �eld C.As the recoding is a

hom om orphism from the additive group Z3 to the m ultiplicative group ofC,

then the additive generating equations in Z3 (ofthe form A + B + 2C = 0

m od 3 and A + 2B + D = 0 m od 3)arem apped to them ultiplicative equa-

tionsin C.In thiscase,thegenerating equationsarebinom ial,i.e.polynom ial

with two term s.

In the following,we considergeneralsubsetsofthe fullfactorialdesign and,

asa consequence,no specialform ofthegenerating equationsisassum ed.

4.2 Responsesde� ned on the fraction,indicatorand counting functions

Theindicatorpolynom ialwas�rstintroduced in Fontana etal.(1997)to de-

scribe a fraction.In the two-levelcase,Ye (2003)suggested generalizing the

ideaofindicatorfunctiontofractionswith replicates.However,thesinglerepli-

cate case hasspecialfeatures,m ainly because,in such a case,the equivalent

description with generating equations is available.For coherence with gen-

eralm athem aticalterm inology,we have m aintained the indicatornam e,and
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introduced the new nam e,that is,counting function for the replicate case.

The design with replicates associated to a counting function can be consid-

ered a m ulti-subsetF ofthedesign D ,oran array with repeated rows.In the

following,wealso usethenam e\fraction" in thisextended sense.

D e�nition 1 (Indicator function and counting function) Thecounting

function R ofa fraction F isa response de� ned on D so thatforeach � 2 D ,

R(�)equalsthe num berofappearancesof� in the fraction.

A 0-1 valued countingfunction iscalled indicatorfunction F ofa singlerepli-

cate fraction F .

W edenotethecoe� cientsoftherepresentation ofR on D usingthem onom ial

basisby b�:

R(�)=
X

�2L

b� X
�(�) � 2 D :

A polynom ialfunction R isa counting function ofsom efraction F with repli-

catesup to r if,and only if,R(R � 1)� � � (R � r)= 0 on D .In particulara

function F isan indicatorfunction if,and only if,F 2 � F = 0 on D .

IfF istheindicatorfunction ofthefraction F ,F � 1= 0isasetofgenerating

equationsofthesam efraction.

Asthecounting function isrealvalued,weobtain b� = b[� �].

Iff isa responseon D then itsm ean value on F ,denoted by E F (f),is:

E F (f)=
1

# F

X

�2F

f(�)=
# D

# F
E D (R f)

where # F is the totalnum ber oftreatm ent com binations ofthe fraction,

# F =
P

�2D R(�).

Proposition 1 (1) Thecoe� cientsb� ofthethecountingfunction ofa frac-

tion F are:

b� =
1

# D

X

�2F

X �(�);

in particular,b0 isthe ratio between the num berofpointsofthe fraction

and those ofthe design.

(2) In a single replicate fraction,the coe� cientsb� ofthe indicatorfunction

are related according to:

b� =
X

�2L

b� b[�� �] :
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(3) IfF and F 0arecom plem entaryfractionswithoutreplicationsand b� and

b0� are the coe� cients ofthe respective indicator functions,b0 = 1� b0
0

and b� = �b0�.

Proof. Item (1)followsfrom :

X

�2F

X �(�)
X

�2D

R X �(�)=
X

�2D

X

�2L

b�X
�(�)X �(�)

X

�2D

b� = # D b� :

Item (2)followsfrom relation F = F 2.In fact:

X

�

b�X
� =

X

�

b�X
�
X




b
X

 =

X

�;


b�b
X
[�+ 
]=

=
X

�

X

[�+ 
]= �

b�b
X
� =

X

�

X

�

b� b[�� �]X
�
:

Item (3)followsfrom F 0= 1� F. 2

4.3 Orthogonalresponseson a fraction

In this section,we discuss the generalcase offractions F with or without

replicates.Asin the fulldesign case,we say thata response f iscentered on

a fraction F ifE F (f)= E D (R f)= 0 and we say thattwo responsesf and

g are orthogonalon F ifE F (f g)= E D (R f g)= 0,i.e.the response f g is

centered.

Itshould benoticed thattheterm \orthogonal"referstovectororthogonality

with respectto a given Herm itian product.Thestandard practisein orthogo-

nalarray literature,however,isto de�nean array asorthogonalwhen allthe

levelcom binations appear equally often in relevant subsets ofcolum ns,e.g.

(Hedayatetal.,1999,Def.1.1).Vectororthogonality isa�ected by thecoding

ofthelevels,whilethede�nition oforthogonalarrayispurelycom binatorial.A

characterization oforthogonalarrayscan bebased on vectororthogonality of

specialresponses.Thissection and thenextonearedevoted todiscussing how

thechoiceofcom plex codingm akessuch acharacterization asstraightforward

asin theclassicaltwo-levelcasewith coding -1,+1 .

Proposition 2 LetR =
P

�2L b�X
� bethecountingfunction ofafraction F .

(1) The term X � iscentered on F if,and only if,b� = b[� �]= 0.

(2) The term sX � and X � are orthogonalon F if,and only if,b[�� �]= 0;

(3) IfX � is centered then,for each � and 
 such that� = [� � 
]or � =

[
 � �],X � isorthogonalto X 
.

(4) A fraction F is self-conjugate,thatis,R(�)= R(�) for any � 2 D ,if,

and only if,the coe� cientsb� are realforall� 2 L.
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Proof. The�rstthreeItem sfollow easily from Proposition 1.

FortheItem (4),weobtain:

R(�)=
X

�2L

b�X
�(�)=

X

�2L

b[� �]X
[� �](�)=

X

�2L

b�X
[� �](�)

R(�)=
X

�2L

b�X
�(�)=

X

�2L

b�X
[� �](�):

Therefore R(�)= R(�)if,and only if,b� = b�.Itshould be noticed thatthe

sam eappliesto allrealvalued responses. 2

Interestinself-conjugatefractionsconcernstheexistenceofarealvalued linear

basisofthe response space,asexplained in (Kobilinsky,1990,Prop.3.1).It

follows that itis possible to �t a reallinear m odelon such a fraction,even

though thelevelshavecom plex coding.

An im portant property ofthe centered responses follows from the structure

oftherootsoftheunity asa cyclicalgroup.Thisconnectsthecom binatorial

propertiesto the coe�cients b �’sthrough the following two basic properties

which hold trueforthefulldesign D .

P-1 LetX i bea sim pleterm with levelset
n.Letusde�nes= n=gcd(r;n)

and let
s be the setofthe s-th rootsofthe unity.The term X r
i takes

allthevaluesof
s equally often.

P-2 Let X � = X
�j1
j1

� � � X
�jk
jk

be an interaction term oforder k where X
�ji
ji

takes values in 
sji
.Let us de�ne s = lcm fsj1;:::;sjkg.The term X �

takesvaluesin 
s equally often.

LetX � bea term with levelset
s on thedesign D .Letrk bethenum berof

tim esX � takesthe value !k on F ,k = 0;:::;s� 1.The polynom ialP(�)is

associated to thesequence (rk)k= 0;:::;s� 1 so that:

P(�)=

s� 1X

k= 0

rk�
k with � 2 C :

Itshould benoticed that

E F (X
�)=

1

# F

s� 1X

k= 0

rk!k =
1

# F
P(!1)

See Lang (1965) and the Appendix fora review ofthe properties ofsuch a

polynom ialP.

Proposition 3 LetX � be a term with levelset
s on fulldesign D .
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(1) X � iscentered on F if,and only if,

P(�)= �s(�)	(�)

where �s isthe cyclotom ic polynom ialofthe s-roots ofthe unity and 	

isa suitable polynom ialwith integercoe� cients.

(2) Lets be prim e.Therefore,the term X � iscentered on F if,and only if,

itss levelsappearequally often:

r0 = � � � = rs� 1 = r

(3) Let s = p
h1
1 � � � � � � p

hd
d , with pi prim e,for i = 1;:::;d. The term X �

is centered on F if,and only if,the following equivalentconditions are

satis� ed.

(a) The rem ainder

H (�)= P(�) m od �s(�);

whose coe� cientsare integercom bination ofrk,k = 0;:::;s� 1,is

identically zero.

(b) The polynom ialofdegree s

~P(�)= P(�)
Y

djs

�d(�) m od (�s � 1);

whose coe� cients are integer com bination ofthe replicates rk,k =

0;:::;s� 1,isidentically zero.Theindicesoftheproductarethed’s

thatdivide s.

(4) Letgi be an indicator ofa subgroup or ofa lateralofa subgroup of
s;

i.e.:gi = (gi1;:::;gij;:::;gis),gij 2 f0;1g,such thatfk : gik = 1g isa

subgroup ora lateralofa subgroup of
s.

Ifthe vector oflevelreplicates (r0;r1;:::;rs� 1) is a com bination with

positive weightsofgi:

(r0;r1;:::;rs� 1)=
X

ai gi with ai2 N

X � iscentered.

Proof. (1) As !k = !k
1
, the assum ption

P

k rk!k = 0 is equivalent to

P(!1) = 0.From Section 8,Item s 4 and 5,we know that this im plies

that P(!) = 0 for allprim itive s-roots ofthe unity,that is,P(�) is

divisible by thecyclotom icpolynom ial�s.

(2) Ifs isa prim e num ber,the cyclotom ic polynom ialis �s(�)=
P s� 1

k= 0�
k.

Thepolynom ialP(�)isdivided by thecyclotom icpolynom ial,and P(�)

and �s(�)havethesam edegree,thereforers� 1 > 0and P(�)= rs� 1�(�),

so thatr0 = � � � = rs� 1.

(3) The divisibility shown in Item 1 is equivalent to the condition ofnull

rem ainder.Such a rem ainderiseasily com puted asthe reduction ofthe
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polynom ialP(�) m od �s(�).Accordingtothesam econdition and Equa-

tion (8),weobtain that ~P(�)isdivisibleby �s� 1,thereforeitalsoequals

0 m od �s � 1.

(4) If
p isaprim esubgroup of
s,then
P

!2
 p
! = 0.Now letusassum ethat

thereplicateson a prim itivesubgroup 
pi are1.Therefore
P

!2
 pi
! = 0

according the equation in Item (3).The sam e occursin the case ofthe

lateralsand thesum ofsuch cases.

2

Exam ple

Letusconsiderthecases= 6.Thissituation occursin thecaseofm ixed-level

factorialdesigns with both three-levelfactors and two-levelfactors.In this

case,thecyclotom icpolynom ialis�6(�)= �2 � � + 1 whoserootsare!1 and

!5.Therem ainderis

H (�)=

5X

k= 0

rk�
k m od �6(�)

= r0 + r1� + r2�
2 + r3�

3 + r4�
4 + r5�

5 m od
�

�
2 � � + 1

�

= (r1 + r2 � r4 � r5)� + (r0 � r2 � r3 + r5)

TheconditionH (�)= 0im pliesthefollowingrelationsconcerningthenum bers

ofreplicates:r0+ r1 = r3+ r4 ; r1+ r2 = r4+ r5 ; r2+ r3 = r0+ r5,wherethe

�rstonefollowsby sum m ing ofthesecond with thethird one.Equivalently:

r0 � r3 = r4 � r1 = r2 � r5 : (4)

Letusconsiderthereplicatescorresponding tothesub-group f!0;!2;!4g and

denotethem infr0;r2;r4g by m 1.W ethen considerthereplicatescorrespond-

ing to thelateraloftheprevioussub-group f!1;!3;!5g and wedenoteby m 2

them infr1;r3;r5g.W econsiderthenew vectorofthereplicates:

r
0= (r0

0
;r

0
1
;r

0
2
;r

0
3
;r

0
4
;r

0
5
)

= (r0 � m 1;r1 � m 2;r2 � m 1;r3 � m 2;r4 � m 1;r5 � m 2)

= r� m 1(1;0;1;0;1;0)� m 2(0;1;0;1;0;1)

Thevectorr0satis�esEquation (4).

As at least r00,r
0
2 or r

0
4 is zero,the com m on value in Equation (4) is zero

or negative.M oreover,as at least r0
1
,r0

3
or r0

5
is zero,the com m on value in

Equations (4) is zero or positive.The com m on value is therefore zero and

r00 = r03,r
0
1 = r04,r

0
2 = r05 and

r
0= r

0
0(1;0;0;1;0;0)+ r

0
1(0;1;0;0;1;0)+ r

0
2(0;0;1;0;0;1)

11



A term isthereforecentered ifthevectorofthereplicatesisoftheform :

(r0;:::;r5)= a1(1;0;0;1;0;0)+ a2(0;1;0;0;1;0)

+ a3(0;0;1;0;0;1)+ a4(1;0;1;0;1;0)+ a5(0;1;0;1;0;1)

with ai non negative integers.There are 5 generating integer vectors ofthe

replicatevector.

Itshould benoticed thatifthenum beroflevelsofX � isnotprim e,E F (X
�)=

0 does not im ply E F (X
r�) = 0.In the previous six-levelexam ple,ifX � is

centered,thevectorofreplicatesofX 2� isoftheform (2a1 + a4 + a5;0;2a2 +

a4 + a5;0;2a3 + a4 + a5;0)and X
2� iscentered only ifa1 = a2 = a3.

5 O rthogonalarrays

In thissectionn wediscusstherelationsbetween thecoe�cientsb �,� 2 L,of

thecounting function and theproperty ofbeing an orthogonalarray.Let

OA(n;s
p1
1 ;:::;s

pm
m ;t)

beam ixed-levelorthogonalarray with n rowsand m colum ns,m = p1+ � � � +

pm ,inwhich p1 colum nshaves1 sym bols,...,pk colum nshavesm sym bols,and

with strength t,asde�ned e.g.in (W u and Ham ada,2000,p.260).Strength t

m eansthat,forany tcolum nsofthem atrix design,allpossiblecom binations

ofsym bolsappearequally often in them atrix.

D e�nition 2 Let I be a non-em pty subset off1;:::;m g,and let J be its

com plem entset,J = Ic.LetD I and D J be the corresponding fullfactorial

designsover the I-factorsand the J-factors,so thatD = D I � D J.LetF be

a fraction ofD and letF I and F J be itsprojections.

(1) A fraction F factorially projects on the I-factorsifF I = s D I,thatis,

the projection isa fullfactorialdesign where each pointappearss tim es.

(2) A fraction F is a m ixed orthogonalarray ofstrength t ifitfactorially

projectson any I-factorswith # I = t.

UsingthenotationsofDe�nition2,foreach point� ofacom plexcodedfraction

F ,we consider the decom position � = (�I;�J) and we denote the counting

function restricted totheI-factorsofafractionbyR I,i.e.R I(�I)isthenum ber

ofpointsin F whoseprojection on theI-factorsis�I.

W edenote thesub-setoftheexponentsrestricted to theI-factorsby LI and

an elem entofLI by �I:

LI = f�I = (�1;:::;�j;:::;�m ); �j = 0 ifj2 Jg :

12



Therefore,foreach� 2 L and� 2 D :� = �I+�J andX
�(�)= X �I(�I)X

�J(�J).

W edenotethecardinalitiesoftheprojected designsby # D I and # D J.

Proposition 4

(1) The num ber ofreplicates ofthe points ofa fraction projected onto the

I-factorsis:

R I(�I)= # D J

X

�I

b�I X
�I(�I):

(2) A fraction factorially projectsonto theI-factorsif,and only if,

R I(�I)= # D J b0 =
# F

# D I

forall �I :

Thisisequivalentto allthecoe� cientsofthecountingfunction involving

only the I-factorsbeing 0:

b�I = 0 with �I 2 LI; �I 6= (0;0;:::;0):

In such a case,thelevelsofa factorX i,i2 I,appearequally often in F .

(3) Ifthere existsa subsetJ off1;:::;m g such thatthe J-factorsappearin

allthenon nullelem entsofthecountingfunction,thefraction factorially

projectsonto theI-factors,with I = Jc.

(4) A fraction is an orthogonalarray ofstrength t if,and only if,allthe

coe� cientsofthe counting function up to the ordertare zero:

b� = 0 8 � oforderup to t; � 6= (0;0;:::;0):

Proof. (1) W eobtain:

R I(�I)=
X

�J 2D J

R(�I;�J)=
X

�J 2D J

X

�2L

b� X
�(�I;�J)

=
X

�J 2D J

X

�2L

b� X
�I(�I)X

�J(�J)

=
X

�I2LI

b�IX
�I(�I)

X

�J 2D J

X
�J(�)+

X

�62L I

b�X
�I(�)

X

�J 2D J

X
�J(�):

The thesis follows from
P

�J 2D J
X �J(�J) = 0 if�J 6= (0;0;:::;0) and

P

�J 2D J
X �J(�J)= # D J if�J = (0;0;:::;0).

(2) Thenum berofreplicatesofthepointsofthefraction projected onto the

I-factors,R I(�I) = # D J

P

�I
b�I X �I(�I),is a polynom ialand it is a

constantifallthecoe�cientsb �I,with �I 6= (0;0;:::;0),arezero.

(3) Thiscondition im plies thatthe b�I’sare zero,if�I 6= (0;0;:::;0),and

thethesisfollowsfrom thepreviousitem .

(4) Thisitem followsfrom thepreviousitem sand thede�nition.

2
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Rem arks

(1) Ifa fraction factorially projects onto the I-factors,its cardinality m ust

beequalto,ora m ultipleofthecardinality ofD I.

(2) Ifthe num beroflevelsofeach factorsisa prim e,the condition b�i = 0

foreach i2 I and 0 < �i � ni� 1 in Item s(2)and (3)ofthe previous

Proposition,sim plifytoE F (X i)= 0,accordingtoItem (2)ofProposition

3.

6 R egular fractions:a partialgeneralization to m ixed-leveldesign

A shortreview ofthe theory ofregularfractionsishere m ade from the view

point ofthe present paper.Various de�nitions ofregular fraction appear in

literature,e.g.in the books by (Raktoeetal.,1981,p.123),(Collom bier,

1996,p.125),(Kobilinsky,1997,p.70),(Dey and M ukerjee,1999,p.164),

(W u and Ham ada,2000,p.305).To our knowledge,allthe de�nitions are

known to beequivalentifallthe factorshave thesam e prim e num beroflev-

els,n = p.The de�nition based on Galois Field com putations is given for

n = ps powerofa prim e num ber.Allde�nitionsassum e sym m etric factorial

design,i.e.allthefactorshavethesam enum beroflevels.

Regularfraction designsare usually considered forqualitative factors,where

the coding ofthe levels isarbitrary.The integercoding,the GF(ps)coding,

and the rootsofthe unity coding,asintroduced by Bailey (1982)and used

extensively in thispaper,can allbeused.Each ofthosecodingsisassociated

to speci�c ways ofcharacterizing a fraction,and even m ore im portant for

us,to a speci�c basis forthe responses.One ofthe possible de�nitions ofa

regularfraction refersto theproperty ofnon-existenceofpartialconfounding

ofsim ple and interaction term s,and thisproperty hasto be associated to a

speci�cbasis,asexplicitly pointed outin W u and Ham ada (2000).

In ourapproach,weusepolynom ialalgebra with com plex coe�cients,then-

rootsofthe unitcoding,and the idea ofindicatorpolynom ialfunction,and

wem akeno assum ption aboutthenum beroflevels.In thespeci�ccoding we

use,the indicator polynom ialis actually a linear com bination ofm onom ial

term swhich arecentered and orthogonalon thefullfactorialdesign.W erefer

to such a basisto statetheno-partialconfounding property.

Thede�nition oftheregularfraction ishereaftergeneralized in thesym m etric

case with a prim e num ber oflevels.The new setting includes asym m etric

design with any num beroflevels.Proposition 5below doesnotincluderegular

fractionsde�ned in GF(ps).A fulldiscussion ofthispointshallbe published

elsewhere.

14



W econsidera fraction withoutreplicates.Letn = lcm fn1;:::;nm g.Itshould

berecalledthat
n isthesetofthen-throotsoftheunity,
n = f!0;:::;!n� 1g.

LetL bea subsetofexponents,L � L = Z1 � � � � � Zm ,containing (0;:::;0)

and letlbeitscardinality (l> 0).Letebea m ap from L to 
n,e:L ! 
n.

D e�nition 3 A fraction F is regularif

(1) L isa sub-group ofL,

(2) e isa group hom om orphism ,e([� + �])= e(�)e(�)foreach �;� 2 L,

(3) the equations

X
� = e(�) ; � 2 L (5)

de� nethefraction F ,i.e.theyareasetofgeneratingequations,according

to Section 4.1.Equations(5)are also called the de�ning equationsofF .

IfH isam inim algeneratorofthegroupL,EquationsX � = e(�),� 2 H � L,

are called a m inim alsetof generating equations.

Itshould benoticed thatoursituation isgeneralbecausethevaluese(�)can

bedi�erentfrom 1.From item s(1)and(2)itfollowsthatanecessarycondition

isthatthee(�)’sm ustbelong to thesubgroup spanned by thevaluesofX �.

Forexam ple,forn1 = n2 = n = 6,an equation such asX 3
1X

3
2 = !2 cannotbe

a de�ning equation.

Forexam ple,inthefractionofSection4.1,wehave:H = f(1;1;2;0);(1;2;0;1)g

and e(1;1;2;0)= e(1;2;0;1)= !0 = 1.ThesetL is:f(0;0;0;0);(0;1;1;2);

(0;2;2;1);(1;1;2;0);(2;2;1;0);(1;2;0;1);(2;1;0;2);(1;0;1;1);(2;0;2;2)g.

Proposition 5 LetF be a fraction.Thefollowingstatem entsareequivalent:

(1) Fraction F isregularaccording to De� nition 3.

(2) The indicatorfunction ofthe fraction hasthe form

F(�)=
1

l

X

�2L

e(�)X �(�) � 2 D

where L isa given subsetofL and e:L ! 
n isa given m apping.

(3) For each �;� 2 L, the param etric functions represented on F by the

term sX � and X � are eitherorthogonalortotally confounded.

Proof. Firstweprovetheequivalence between (1)and (2).

(1)) (2).

LetF bea regularfraction and letX � = e(�)beitsde�ning equationswith

� 2 L,L a sub-group ofL and e a hom om orphism .
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If,and only if,� 2 F :

0=
X

�2L

jX �(�)� e(�)j2 =
X

�2L

(X �(�)� e(�))(X �(�)� e(�))

=
X

�2L

�

X
�(�)X �(�)+ e(�)e(�)� e(�)X �(�)� e(�)X �(�)

�

= 2 l�
X

�2L

e(�)X �(�)�
X

�2L

e(�)X �(�)= 2

 

l�
X

�2L

e(�)X �(�)

!

therefore

1

l

X

�2L

e(�)X �(�)� 1= 0 if,and only if, � 2 F :

Thefunction F = 1

l

P

�2L e(�)X
� isan indicatorfunction,asitcan beshown

thatF = F 2 on D .In fact,L isa sub-group ofL and e isa hom om orphism ;

therefore:

F
2 =

1

l2

X

�2L

X

�2L

e(�)e(�)X [�+ �]=
1

l2

X

�2L

X

�2L

e([� + �])X [�+ �]=

=
1

l2

X


2L

le(
)X 
 = F

:

ItfollowsthatF istheindicatorfunction ofF ,and b� =
e(�)

l
,forall� 2 L.

(2)) (1).

Itshould benoticed thatan indicatorfunction isrealvalued,thereforeF = F.

1

l

X

�2L

jX �(�)� e(�)j2 = 2� F(�)� F(�)= 2� 2F(�)=

8
<

:

0 on F

2 on D nF :

Equations X � = e(�),with � 2 L,de�ne the fraction F as the generating

equationsofaregularfraction.ItiseasytoseethatL isagroup.In fact,if
 =

[� + �]=2 L,thereexistsone� such thatX 
(�)= X �(�)X �(�)= e(�)e(�)�


n and thevaluee(�)e(�)onlydependson 
.Byrepeatingthepreviousproof,

theuniquenessofthepolynom ialrepresentation oftheindicatorfunction leads

a contradiction.

Now weprovetheequivalence between (2)and (3).

(2)) (3)

Thenon-zerocoe�cientsoftheindicatorfunction areoftheform b � = e(�)=l.

W econsidertwo term sX � and X � with �;� 2 L.If[�� �]=2 L then X � and

X � areorthogonalonF asthecoe�cientb [�� �]oftheindicatorfunctionequals
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0.If[�� �]2 L then X � and X � areconfounded becauseX [�� �]= e([�� �]);

thereforeX � = e([� � �])X �.

(3)) (2).

LetL bethesetofexponentsoftheterm sconfounded with a constant:

L = f� 2 L :X � = constant= e(�); e(�)2 
 ng :

Foreach � 2 L,b� = e(�)b0.Foreach � =2 L,becauseoftheassum ption,X �

isorthogonalto X 0,thereforeb� = 0. 2

C orollary 1 LetF be a regular fraction with X � = 1 for allthe de� ning

equations.F istherefore self-conjugate and a m ultiplicative subgroup ofD .

Proof. Itfollowsfrom Prop.2 Item 4. 2

Thefollowing proposition extendsa resultpresented in Fontana etal.(2000)

forthetwo levelcase.

Proposition 6 LetF bea fraction with indicatorfunction F.W edenotethe

setoftheexponents� such that b�
b0
= e(�)2 
 n by L .Theindicatorfunction

can be written as

F(�)= b0
X

�2L

e(�)X �(�)+
X

�2K

b� X
�(�) � 2 F ; L \ K = ; :

Itfollows thatL is a subgroup and the equations X � = e(�),with � 2 L,

are the de� ning equations ofthe sm allestregular fraction Fr containing F

restricted to the factorsinvolved in the L-exponents.

Proof. Thecoe�cientsb �,� 2 L,oftheindicatorfunction F areoftheform

b0e(�).Therefore,from the extrem ality ofn-th rootsofthe unity,X �(�)=

e(�)if� 2 F and X �(�)F(�)= e(�)F(�)foreach � 2 D and L isa group.

W edenotetheindicatorfunction ofF r by Fr.Foreach � 2 D wehave:

F(�)Fr(�)=
1

l
F(�)

X

�2L

e(�)X �(�)=
1

l

X

�2L

e(�)X �(�)F(�)=

=
1

l

X

�2L

e(�)e(�)F(�)=
1

l
lF(�):

The relation F(�)Fr(�)= F(�)im pliesF � Fr.The fraction F r ism inim al

becausewehavecollected alltheterm sconfounded with a constant. 2
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Rem ark

Given generating equationsX �1 = 1;:::;X �h = 1,with f�1;:::;�hg = H �

Zn1 � � � � � Znm ,thecorrespondingfraction F isasubgroup of
n1 � � � � � 
nm .

If the sam e fraction is represented in the additive notation,such a set of

treatm entcom binationsistheprincipalblock ofa singlereplicategeneralized

cyclic design,see John and Dean (1975),Dean and John (1975) and Lewis

(1979).A com plex vectoroftheform

�

e
i2�

k1
n1 ;e

i2�
k2
n2 ;:::;e

i2�
km
nm

�

with 0� ki< ni;i= 1;:::;m ;

isin facta solution ofthegenerating equationsif,and only if,

8
><

>:

P m
j= 1�ij 
j kj = 0 m od s

0� kj < nj

(6)

with s= lcm fn1;:::;nm g and 
j =
s

nj
.

A setofgeneratorscan becom puted from Equation (6).Itshould benoticed

that the following equivalent integer linear program m ing problem does not

involve com putation m od s,seeSchrijver(2002)

8
><

>:

P m
j= 1�ij 
j kj � sq= 0

0� kj < nj ;q� 0
(7)

In Lewis(1982),the m onom ialpartofourde�ning equationsiscalled de�n-

ing contrast,according to Bailey etal.(1977).The papercontainsextensive

tablesofthegeneratorsubgroupsofthetreatm entcom binationsand thecor-

responding de�ning contrasts.

Viceversa,given a setofgeneratorsofthetreatm entcom binations,

fb1;:::;br jbi= (bi1;:::;bim )g ;

Equation (6)with indeterm inates�i

8
><

>:

P m
j= 1
j bij �j = 0 m od s

0� �j < nj

producesgenerating equationsforthefraction.
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7 Exam ples

A regular fractions w ith n = 3.

Letusconsidertheclassical34� 2 fraction ofSection 4.1.Itsindicatorfunction

is:

F =
1

9

�

1+ X 2X 3X 4 + X
2

2X
2

3X
2

4 + X 1X 2X
2

3 + X
2

1X
2

2X 3

+X 1X
2

2
X 4 + X

2

1
X 2X

2

4
+ X 1X 3X

2

4
+ X

2

1
X

2

3
X 4

�

:

W ecan observethatthecoe�cientsareallequalto 1

9
.Them inim um orderof

interactionsthatappearin the indicatorfunction is3,therefore the fraction

isan orthogonalarray ofstrength 2.Allthede�ning equationsareoftheform

X � = 1,thereforethefraction isself-conjugate.

A regular fraction w ith n = 6.

Let us consider a 63 design.From property [P-2]ofSection 4.3,the term s

X � take valueseitherin 
6 orin one ofthe two subgroupseitherf1;!3g or

f1;!2;!4g.

Let F be a fraction whose generating equations are:X 3
1
X 3

2
X 3

3
= !3 and

X 4
2X

4
2X

2
3 = !2.In thiscase we have:H = f(3;3;3);(4;4;2)g and e(3;3;3)=

!3,e(4;4;2)= !2.ThesetL is:f(0;0;0);(3;3;3);(4;4;2);(2;2;4);(1;1;5);(5;1;1)g.

The fullfactorialdesign has216 points and the fraction has36 points.The

indicatorfunction is:

F =
1

6

�

1+ !3X
3

1
X

3

2
X

3

3
+ !4X

4

1
X

4

2
X

2

3
+ !2X

2

1
X

2

2
X

4

3
+ !1X 1X 2X

5

3
+ !5X

5

1
X 2X 3

�

Itshould benoticed thatthisfraction isan O A(36;63;2).

A n O A (18;2137;2).

W econsiderthefractionofa2�37 designwith18runs,takenfrom (W u and Ham ada,

2000,Table 7C.2)and recoded with com plex levels.Here X 1 takesvaluesin


2,X i,with i= 2;:::;8,and their interactions take values in 
3,and the

interactionsinvolving X 1 takevaluesin 
6.

Allthe 4374 X � term softhe fraction have been com puted in SAS using Z2,

Z3 and Z6 arithm etic.Thereplicatesofthevaluesin therelevantZk havethen

been com puted foreach term s.W efound:

(1) 3303 centered responses.These are characterized by Proposition 3.The

replicatesareofthetype:(9;9),(6;6;6),(3;3;3;3;3;3)and(9;0;0;9;0;0).

W ehave:

(a) the two-levelsim ple term and 1728 term sinvolving only the three-

levelfactors(14 oforder1,84 oforder2,198 oforder3,422oforder
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4,564 oforder5,342 oforder6 and 104 oforder7);

(b) 1574 term s involving both the two-levelfactor and the three-level

factors(14 oforder2,66 oforder3,188 oforder4,398 oforder5,

492 oforder6,324 oforder7 and 92 oforder8).

(2) 9 term swith corresponding b� coe�cientsequalto b 0 =
18

2� 37
= 3� 5;

(3) 1062term swith correspondingcoe�cientsdi�erentfrom zeroand b 0:450

term sinvolving only thethree-levelfactors(80 oforder3,138oforder4,

108 oforder5,100 oforder6 and 24 oforder7)and 612 term sinvolving

both thetwo-levelfactorand thethree-levelfactors(18 oforder3,92 of

order4,162 oforder5,180 oforder6,124 oforder7 and 36 oforder8).

Som estatisticalpropertiesofthefraction are:

(1) Analyzing thecentered responseswecan observethat:

(a) Allthe15 sim pleterm sarecentered.

Allthe 98 interactionsoforder2 (84 involving only the three-level

factorsand 14 also involving thetwo-levelfactor)arecentered.This

im pliesthatboth the\linear"term sand the\quadratic"term softhe

three-levelfactorsare m utually orthogonaland they are orthogonal

to thetwo-levelfactor.

Thefraction isa m ixed orthogonalarray ofstrength 2.

(b) Thefraction factorially projectsonto thefollowing factorsubsets:

fX 1;X 2;X 3g;fX 1;X 2;X 4g;fX 1;X 2;X 5g;fX 1;X 2;X 6g;

fX 1;X 3;X 6g;fX 1;X 3;X 7g;fX 1;X 4;X 5g;fX 1;X 4;X 8g;

fX 1;X 5;X 8g;fX 1;X 6;X 7g;fX 1;X 6;X 8g :

Alltheterm soforder1,2and 3involving thesam esetoffactorsare

in factcentered.

(c) Them inim alregularfraction containingourfraction restricted tothe

three-levelfactorshasthefollowing de�ning relations:

X
2

2X
2

4X 5 = 1 ;X 2X 4X
2

5 = 1 ;

X 2X 3X
2

4
X 6X 7X 8 = 1 ;X 2

2
X

2

3
X 4X

2

6
X

2

7
X

2

8
= 1 ;

X
2

2
X 3X

2

5
X 6X 7X 8 = 1 ;X 2X

2

3
X 5X

2

6
X

2

7
X

2

8
= 1 ;

X 3X 4X 5X 6X 7X 8 = 1 ;X 2

3
X

2

4
X

2

5
X

2

6
X

2

7
X

2

8
= 1 :

(d) Thenon centered term shavelevelsin 
6 and in 
3.
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8 A ppendix:A lgebra ofthe n-th roots ofthe unity.

W ehereafterlistsom efactsconcerning thealgebra ofthecom plex n-th roots

oftheunity,foreaseofreference.

(1) Theconjugateofa n-th rootoftheunity equalsitsinverse:!k = !
� 1
k =

![� k]forall!k 2 
n.

(2) If � 6= !m ,we obtain:
Q n� 1
k= 0 k6= m (� � !k) =

�n � 1

�� !m
=

P n� 1
h= 0 !

n� h� 1
m �h

where the last equality follows from algebraic com putation.Therefore,

for� = !m :

n� 1Y

k= 0 k6= m

(!m � !k)=

n� 1X

h= 0

!
n� h� 1
m !

h
m = n !m

n� 1 = n !m

and especially:
Q n� 1
k= 1(1� !k)= n.

(3) W ehave:�n�1= (��!0)� � � (��!n� 1)=
P n� 1

k= 0(�1)
n� kSn� k (!0;:::;!n� 1)�

k

whereSn� k (x0;:::;xn� 1)istheelem entary sym m etricpolynom ialofor-

dern � k.W ethereforeobtain thefollowing notablecases:

- S1(!0;:::;!n� 1)=
P

k !k = 0

- S2(!0;:::;!n� 1)=
P

‘< m !‘ !m = 0

- Sn (!0;:::;!n� 1)=
Q

k !k = (�1)n+ 1

wheretheindicesofthesum sand productsarefrom 0 to n � 1.

(4) Let! bea prim itive n-th rootoftheunity,thatis,a generatorof
n as

a cyclic group:f1;!;!2;:::;!n� 1g = 
n :

Theroot!p 2 
n isprim itiveifpisrelatively prim ewith n.In particular,

!1 is a prim itive rootand,for!k 2 
n,we obtain:!k = (!1)
k.Ifn is

a prim enum ber,alltherootsoftheunity,except1,areprim itiveroots.

Thenum beroftheprim itiven-th rootsoftheunity isdenoted by �(n).

(5) Given an algebraic num ber x,the unique irreducible m onic polynom ial

ofthe sm allest degree with rationalcoe�cients P such that P(x) = 0

and whoseleading coe�cientis1,iscalled them inim alpolynom ialofx.

The m inim alpolynom ialofa prim itive n-th rootofthe unity is called

thecyclotom icpolynom ial�n(�)and itsdegreeis�(n):

�n(�)=
Y

p

(� � !p); � 2 C;!p 2 
n prim itive n-th rootoftheunity.

Ifn isprim e,them inim alpolynom ialofaprim itiven-th rootoftheunity
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is�n(�)= �n� 1 + �n� 2 + � � � + 1.M oreover:

�
n � 1= �n(�)� � � � �d(�)� � � � �1(�) whered dividesn : (8)

(6) The recoding in Equation (2)is a polynom ialfunction ofdegree n � 1

and com plex coe�cientsin both directions:

!k =

n� 1X

s= 0

!s

Q n� 1
h= 0;h6= s(x � h)

Q n� 1

h= 0;h6= s(s� h)
; x = k 2 f0;:::;n � 1g

k=
1

n

n� 1X

h= 0

�
h

n� 1X

s= 1

s ![s� sh] ; � = !k 2 
n : (9)

ThelastEquation followsfrom

k =

n� 1X

s= 1

s

Q n� 1

h= 0;h6= s(� � !h)
Q n� 1
h= 0;h6= s(!s � !h)

; � = !k 2 
n

and from thepropertiesofthen-th rootsoftheunity,seeItem 2.
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