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A bstract

In a general fractional factorial design, the n—levels of a factor are coded by the n-th
roots of the unity. T his device allow s a fiill generalization to m ixed—level designs of
the theory of the polynom ial indicator finction which has already been introduced
fortw o leveldesignsby Fontana and the A uthors (2000) . the properties oforthogonal
arrays and regular fractions are discussed.
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1 Introduction

A Igebraic and geom etric m ethods are widely used in the theory of the de-
sign of experin ents. A variety of these m ethods exist: real linear algebra, Z
arithm etic, G alois Fields GF (©°) arithm etic, where p is a prim e number as

J'n@ @ See, eg., |R_a.l$1‘p_e_et_all. b.9_8_]J ) and the m ore recent books by
[D_e;LangiMJl}seEﬁ

b.&&ﬂandm_angiﬂ_am_ad.alhﬂld

Com plex coding of kevels has been used by m any authors In various contexts,

seee.g.[B_ajJe;} tl&&j),[K_obﬂmgs;LamiM_Qnod tl&%]]),[E_dm_Qndsnd tl&ﬂ),[K_obﬂmgs;LansiM_Qno_d
(1999),lc ollom biet [1996) and X u and W u [2001)
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The use of a new badkground, called Comm utative A ]gebra or Polynom ial

R ing A lgebra, was rst advocated by |P_Jazme_and_W4mrJ ) and later dis—
cussed In detailin lP_Jstgne_er_aJl tZQ_OjJ . O ther relevant generalreferenoes are

lR_beJandM [R_belang_andﬁpgamﬂbﬁiéandk;_a]etm_et_aﬂm

In the present paper, m ixed-level (or asymm etric) designs w ith replicates are
considered and the approadch to the tw o-Jlevel designs discussed nlFontana et all
@) andEQﬁt&lﬁﬁﬁthl tZD_O_d) is generalized. In the latter, the fractional
factorial design was encoded In its Indicator finction w ith respect to the 1l
factorialdesign . Th|Tang and D eng (1999), entities related to coe cients ofthe

polmnom ial indicator function were independently introduced into the con-—
struction of a generalized word len attem . The ocoe cients them selves

were called J-characteristics In ), where it was shown that a two—
level fractionaldesign isuniquely detem ined by its J-characteristics. T he rep—
resentation ofa fraction by its ndicator polynom ial function was generalized
to designs w ith replicates in @ @) and extended to non two—evel factors
u% orthogonalpolynom ialsw ith an integer coding of levels in k:_heng_a.nd_Y_el:

).

Sections 2 and 3 are a selfcontained introduction of the indicator fiinction
representation of a factorial design using com plex coding. The m ain resuls
are In Sections 4 to 6. The properties of the Indicator polynom ial are dis—
cussed In Section 4. If the factor kevels are coded w ith the n-th roots of the
uniy, the coe cients of the indicator polynom ial are related to m any Inter-
esting properties of the fraction in a sinpl way: orthogonality am ong the
factors and interactions, pro gctiviy, aberration and regularity. C om binato—
rial orthogonality vs. geom etrical orthogonality is discussed in Section 5. A
type of generalized reqular fraction is de ned and discussed in Section 6.The
usualde nition, where the num ber of levels is prin e for all factors is extended
to asym m etric design w ith any num berof levels.W ith such a de nition, allthe
m onom ialtem sofany order are either orthogonalor totally aliased.H owever,
our fram ework does not include the GF (°) case. Som e exam ples are shown
In Section 7.

A rst partial draft of the present paper was presented in the GRO STAT
V 2003 W orkshop. Som e of the results of P roposition 5 have been obtained
Independently by @ @) .

2 Coding of factor levels

Let m be the number of factors of a design. W e denote the factors by A 5,
j= 1;:::5;m, and the number of levels of the factor A 5 by ny. W e consider
only qualitative factors.



W e denote the full factorialdesiogn by D ,D = A, n Aand the space
ofallrealresponsesde nedonD by R D).

In som e cases, it is of interest to acode qualitative factors w ith num bers, es—
pecially when the levels are ordered. C Jassical exam ples of num erical coding
with rational numbers a;y; 2 Q are: (1) a3 = i, 0or 2) a;5 = 1 1, or 3)
aij 2i ny 1)=2 forodd ny and a;3 = 21 ny 1 for even ny, see
tR_aﬁQ_e_et_aJl [19_811 Tab.41). The second case, w here the coding takes value
in the additive group Z,,, ie. ntegersm od nj, is of special im portance. W e
can de ne the In portant notion of reqular fraction in such a coding. T he third
coding is the result of the orthogonalization of the lnear tem In the second
coding w ith respect to the constant tem . The coding 1;+1 for twolevel
factors has a further property In that the values 1;+1 form a muliplica—
tive group . T his property was w idely used nFontana et all tZD_O_d),@ 2003),
ﬁa.ng_a.ud_D_engl d[T_a:\.ngl tZD_QJJ).

In the present paper, an approadch is taked to paralkel our theory for two-level
factorsw ith coding 1;+ 1.Then levels ofa factor are coded by the com plex
solutions of the equation " = 1:

2
ly=exp 1i—k ; k=20;::55;n 1 @)
n

W e denote such a factorwith n levelsby ,, ,= flg;:::!, 19.W ih such
a coding, a com plex orthonom albasis of the regponses on the full factorial
design is form ed by all the m onom ials.

For a basic reference to the algebra of the complex eld C and of the n-th
com plex roots ofthe unity references can bem ade to@ ); som e useful
points are collected In Section 8 below .

As = modn mplies !, = !, , i isusefil to Introduce the residue class
ring Z, and the notation k], for the residue ofk mod n.For integer , we
obtain (!x) = ![xj, - Themapping

z. ! . C w ith k 1ol @)

isa group isom orphisan ofthe additive group ofZ, on them uliplicative group
» C.In otherwords,

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

W e drop the sub—n notation when there is no am biguity.

W e denote by:



and D the full factorial design w ith com plex coding:

L=2, 2Z and D =D, ;D wDWwithDj=

1

A cocording tomap (2), L isboth the Integer coded design and the exponent
set of the com plex coded design;
; 4 ...:theelementsofL:

L=f = (q1;::5 n): 3=0;::55ny 1;3=1;::5mQg ;

that is, is both a treatm ent combination in the integer coding and a
m ultiexponent of an interaction tem ;

[ ]: the m wplk [, 1l 70 j j;:::;[m m]nm ; the
com putation of the j-th ekm ent is in the ring Z,; .

3 Responses on the design

T he responses on the design and the Inearm odels are discussed in this section.
A ccording to the generalization of the algebraic approach by EMa_et_ail.
), the design D is identi ed as the zero-set of the system of polynom ial
equations

nj

] 1=0 ;
A compkx response £ on the desion D is a C valued finction de ned on D .
T his response can be considered as the restriction to D ofa com plex polno—

m ial.

J= 1;::5m

W e denote by:
X;; the i~th com ponent finction, which m aps a point to its i~th com ponent:
Xyt D3 (1505 0) 7! it

The function X ; is called sim pke term or, by abuse of term nology, factor.
X ,wih 2 L:the interaction term X ;' «'X, ie. the fainction

X ¢ D3 (155055 0) 7 1t I 2L :

The function X is a special response that we callm onom ial response or
interaction term , In analogy w ith current termm inology.

In the follow ing, we shall use the word term to indicate either a sin ple term
or an Interaction temm .

W esay tetmn X hasorder (or order of Interaction) k ifk factors are nvolved,
ie. ifthem tuple hask non-null entries.



Iff isa response de ned on D then itsmean value on D , denoted by E (f),

is:
1 X

#D

W e say that a response f is centered IfE, (£) = 0.Two reponses £ and g are
orthogonalon D ifE, (£ §) = 0.

Ep ()= £():

2D

it should be noticed that the set ofallthe regponses isa com plex H ibert space
w ith the Hem itian product £ g=§ (£ 9).

T wo basic properties connect the algebra to the H ibert structure, nam ely

M x x =xt %
@) Ep X% =1,andE, X )= 0for % 0, see Section 8 Ttem (3).
The st of functions £X ; 2 Lg is an orthonom al basis of the com pkx

responses on design D . From properties (1) and (2) above it follow s that:
8
- C <1 if =
Ep X X )=Ep X )= . ,
0 if 6
M oreover, # L = #D .

E ach response £ can therefore be represented asa unique C -linear com bination
of constant, sim ple and interaction tem s:

X
f= X ; 2C 3)
2L
w here the coe cients are uniquely de ned by: = E, fX .In fact,
X . X X _ X X _
£C)X ()= X X ()= X ()X ()=#D
2D 2D 2L 2L 2D

W e can observe that a function is centered on D if, and only if, o= O.

As =E, fX ,the con ugate of response £ has the representation:
X X
£f()= X ()= roX ()
2L 2L
A response f isrealvalied if, and only if, = | ;forall 2 L.

W e suggest the use of the roots of the uniy because of the m athem atical
convenience we are going to show . In m ost of the applications, we are inter-
ested In realvalued responses, eg.m easuram ents, on the design points. Both
the real vector space R O ) and the com plex vector space C D ) of the re-
goonses on the design D have a realbasis, see Kobj:n@,ﬁ%_d, Prop.31)




and|P_jsthe_a.nd_R_oganﬁﬂ kZD_O_El), where a goecial real basis that is comm on

to both spaces is com puted. T he existence of a realbasis in plies the existence
of real Iinear m odels even though the levels are com plex.

4 Fractions

A fraction F is a subset of the design, F D .W e can algebraically describe
a fraction In two ways, nam ely using generating equations or the indicator
polynom ial function.

4.1 Generating equations

A 11 fractions can be obtained by adding further polmnom ial equations, called
generating equations, to the design equations X ;j 1=0,forj= 1;:::;m,
In order to restrict the num ber of solutions.

Forexam ple, ket us considera classical 35, reqular fraction, see hNJ.l_and_H_anLadal,
, Tabl 5A 1), coded with complx numbers according to the map in
Equation 2).This fraction isde ned by X 33 1= 0forj= 1;:::;4, together
w ith the generating equations X ;X ,X 2 = 1 and XX X, = 1. Such a rep-
resentation of the fraction is classically termm ed \m ultiplicative" notation. In
our approach, it is not a question of notation or fomm aliam , but rather the
equations are actually de ned on the complex eld C.As the recoding is a
hom om orphisn from the additive group Zs; to the m ultiplicative group of C,
then the additive generating equations in Z3; (ofthe orm A + B + 2C = 0
mod 3andA + 2B + D = 0 mod 3) arem apped to the m ultiplicative equa-—
tions In C . In this case, the generating equations are binom ial, ie.polynom ial
w ith two tem s.

In the Pllow ng, we consider general subsets of the filll factorial design and,
as a consequence, no special form of the generating equations is assum ed.

42 Resgoonses de ned on the fraction, indicator and counting fiinctions

T he indicator polynom ialwas rst introduced in Fontana et all [1997) to de-
scribe a fraction. In the twoJdevel case, ) suggested generalizing the
dea of indicator finction to fractionsw ith replicates. H ow ever, the single repli-
cate case has special features, m ainly becauss, n such a case, the equivalent
description w ith generating equations is available. For coherence w ith gen-
eralm atheam atical temm inology, we have m aintained the indicator nam e, and



Introduced the new nam e, that is, counting function for the replicate case.
The design w ith replicates associated to a counting function can be consid—
ered amultisubset F ofthe design D , or an array w ith repeated row s. In the
follow Ing, we also use the nam e \fraction" in this extended sense.

D e nition 1 (Indicator function and counting function) The counting
function R ofa fraction F isa regponsede nedon D so that foreach 2 D,
R ( ) equals the numker of appearances of in the fraction.

A 0-1 valued counting finction is called indicator function F of a single repli-
cate fraction F .

W e denote the ace cients of the representation ofR on D using them onom ial
basisby b : «
R()= b X () 2D

2L

A polynom ial fuinction R is a counting function of som e fraction F w ith repli-
catesup to r if, and only if R R 1) R 1r)= 0onD.Ih particular a
finction F is an indicator fiinction if, and only i, F2 F = OonD .

IfF isthe Indicator function ofthe fraction ¥ ,F 1= 0 isa set ofgenerating
equations of the sam e fraction.

A s the counting finction is real valied, we obtan b = b .

Iff isa repponse on D then itsmean valie on F , denoted by Er (f), is:

Be )= = f()= 1D B, R £)
’ _#F 2F _#F ’

w here # F is the total number of treatm ent com binations of the fraction,
#F = o R ().

P roposition 1 (1) The ce cientsb ofthe the counting function ofa frac—
tion F are:
1 X

"D

X ();
F
in particular, Iy is the ratio between the num ber of points of the fraction
and those of the design.
(2) In a singk rplicate fraction, the coe cientsb of the indicator fnction
are related according to:



(3) IfF andF °are com plm entary fractions w ithout replications and b and
¥ are the coe cients of the respective indicator fiinctions, by = 1 bg
andb = P.

Proof. tem (1) ollows from :

X X X X X
X () RX ()= bX ()X () b =#D b
2F 2D 2D 2L 2D
Tem (2) ©llows from relhtion F = F?.In fact:
X X X X
bX = bX bX = bbx!*t 1=
X X X
= be = bb[ ]X

Ttem @) Dllows from F°=1 F. 2
4.3 O rthogonal responses on a fraction

In this section, we discuss the general case of fractions F w ih or without
replicates. A s In the fulldesign case, we say that a response f is centered on
a fraction F ifEr (f) = Ep; R £f) = 0 and we say that two responses £ and
g are orthogonalon F ifEr (£ g) = Epx R £ §) = 0, ie.the response £ § is
centered.

Tt should be noticed that the term \orthogonal" refers to vector orthogonality
w ith respect to a given Hem itian product. T he standard practise in orthogo—
nalarray literature, however, is to de ne an array as orthogonalwhen all the
Jevel com binations appear equally offen In relevant subsets of colum ns, eg.
ﬁaia;@_t_et_aj,m, Def.11).Vector orthogonality isa ected by the coding
ofthe levels, whilke the de nition oforthogonalarray ispurely com binatorial. A
characterization of orthogonal arrays can be based on vector orthogonality of
soecial responses. T his section and the next one are devoted to discussing how
the choice of com plex coding m akes such a characterization as straightforward
as In the classical two—level case w th coding 1,+1 .

P
P roposition 2 LetR = 51, b X bethe counting function ofa fiaction F' .

(1) Thetem X iscenteredon F if, andonk i, b = b, ;= 0.

(2) ThetertnsX andX are orthogonalon F if, and onk if, by ;= 0O;

(3) IfX is centered then, oreach and such that = [ Jor =
[ ], X is orthogonalto X

(4) A fraction F is selfconfigate, that is, R ( ) = R( ) orany 2 D, if,

and only if, the coe cientsb arr rmalforall 2 L.



Proof. The urstthree Ttem s follow easily from P roposition 1.

Forthe tem (4), we cbtain:

X X X

R()= bx ()= Db x! ()= Dbxt ()
%L }gL 2L
R()= bx ()= bxtI():
2L 2L
ThereforeR ( ) = R ( ) if, and only if, b = b . It should be noticed that the

sam e applies to all real valued responses. 2

Interest in self-con jugate fractions concems the existence ofa realvalied linear
basis of the response space, as explained in Kobjin_ﬂ,ﬁ&&d, Prop.31). Ikt
follow s that it is possble to t a real linear m odel on such a fraction, even
though the levels have com plex coding.

An in portant property of the centered responses follow s from the structure
of the roots of the uniy as a cyclical group. T his connects the com binatorial
properties to the coe cients b ’s through the follow ing two basic properties
which hold true for the iulldesign D .

P-1 LetX;beasimplktem wih levelsst ,.Letusde nes= n=gcd(r;n)
and kt  be the set of the s-th roots of the unity. The tetm X [ takes
allthe values of § equally often.

P2 LetX = X" ;X be an interaction tem of order k where X ;™
takes values in sy, - et us de ne s = Ian fsy;:::;s5 9. The term X
takesvalues in ¢ equally often.

Let X beatem wih kevelsst ¢ on thedesign D .Let r be the number of
tinesX takesthevalie!y onF ,k= 0;:::;s 1.ThepolynomialP ( ) is
associated to the sequence (1 )x=o;:ys 1 SO that:

Xl
P()= n F with 2C :
k=0
It should be noticed that
1 x!?
E = — '!y=—P (!
F X ) #Fk=okk g (1)

See@ @) and the Appendix for a review of the properties of such a
poknom ialP .

P roposition 3 LetX keatem with kvelsst  on fulldesign D .



(1) X iscentered on F if, and only if,

@)

3)

4)

P()= s() ()

where ¢ is the cycltom ic pokmnom ial of the s—roots of the unity and
is a suitabk pokynom ialwith integer coe cients.

Let s be prim e. Therefore, the term X  is centered on F  if, and only if,
its s kevels appear equally often:

Yo = T = ¥

Let s = pkl11 gd,wibh pi prime, for i = 1;:::;d. The tem X
is centered on F if, and only if, the follow ing equivalent conditions are
satis ed.
(@) The ram ainder
H()=P() mod ()

whose coe clents are integer com bination of ., k= 0;:::;s 1, is

dentically zero.
() The poknom ialofdegree s

Y
P()=P() 4() mod (® 1);
ds

whose acoe cients are integer com bination of the replicates n., k =
0;:::58 1, is ddentically zero. T he indices of the product are the d’s
that divide s.

Let g; ke an indicator of a sulbgroup or of a hteral of a subgroup of

.
sr

(fojrijiisits 1) = § a; g wiha; 2 N
X  is centered.

Proof. (1) As !, = !¥, the assumption ; L Te!ly = 0 is equivalent to
P (/1) = 0.From Section 8, Ttem s 4 and 5, we know that this in plies
that P (! ) = 0 for all primn itive sxoots of the uniy, that is, P ( ) is
divisble by the cyclotom ic polynom ial . o

(2) If s is a prim e number, the cyclotom ic polynom ialis () = i=% k.
The polynom alP ( ) is divided by the cyclotom ic polynom ial, and P ( )
and ¢ ( ) havethe sam edegree, thereforery ;1 > OandP ( )=1n 1 ( ),
so that ry = SR

(3) The divisbility shown in tem 1 is equivalent to the condition of null

rem ainder. Such a ram ainder is easily com puted as the reduction of the

10



polynom 2lP ( ) mod 4( ).A coording tothe sam e condition and E qua—
tion (8),weobtain thatP ( ) isdivisblby ° 1, therefore it also equals

0 mod ° 1. o
4) If  isaprinesubgroupof s,then ,, ! = 0.Now lktugassumethat
the replicates on a prim itive subgroup , are 1.Therefore ,, ! =0

according the equation In tem (3). The sam e occurs in the case of the
laterals and the sum of such cases.

Exampk

Let us consider the case s = 6. T his situation occurs In the case ofm ixed-level
factorial designs w ith both threedevel factors and two-level factors. In this
case, the cyclotom ic polynom ialis 4( )= 2 + 1 whose roots are !; and
!s.The ram ainder is

X5
H()= n * mod ¢()
k=0
—r+rn +5 4+ +rn f+r’ mod 2 +1
=ntn n ) + @B rn 1t )
Thecondition H ( ) = 0 in pliesthe follow ing relations conceming the num bers

ofreplicates:ry+ = m+1ry; n+rn=1nt+r; In+in=rntr,wherthe
rst one follow s by sum m ing of the second w ith the third one. Equivalently:

Y, Iz=1, =1 I;: 4)

Let us consider the replicates corresponding to the sub-group f£!g4;!,;! 49 and
denote them Infry;n;rygby m | . W e then consider the replicates corresoond—
Ing to the lJateral of the previous sub-group f!;!3;!s59 and we denote by m ,
them Infry ;r3;159. W e consider the new vector of the replicates:
= @;nir;rir ;)

= (L miy;r My; Mi;r3 Mp;ry Mi;Ys Mp)

=r m;(@;0;1;0;1;0) m,(0;1;0;1;0;1)

T he vector r° satis es Equation (4).

As at Jeast rJ, rJ or ry is zero, the common valie in Equation (4) is zero

or negative. M oreover, as at least r}, rJ or ri is zero, the common valie i
Equations (4) is zero or positive. The comm on value is therefore zero and

0— 0 0_ .0 .0_ .0
Iy= I3, = I, = r and

= rg (1,0;0;1;0;0) + rf 0;1;0;0;1;0) + rg 0;0;1,;0;0;1)

11



A tem istherefore centered if the vector of the replicates is of the fom :

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

w ih a; non negative integers. T here are 5 generating integer vectors of the
rep licate vector.

Tt should be noticed that ifthenumberoflevelsofX isnotprine, Erx X )=
0 doesnot Inply Ex X ™ ) = 0. In the previous six-Jevel exam ple, if X is
centered, the vector of replicates of X 2 isofthe orm (a; + a, + as;0;2a, +
as + as;0;2a; + as + as;0) and X 2 is centered only ifa; = a, = as.

5 O rthogonal arrays

In this sectionn we discuss the relations between the coe cientsb , 2 L, of
the counting function and the property ofbeing an orthogonal array. Let

be a m xed—-Jevel orthogonalarray wih n rowsandm columns,m = p; +

Pn » I which p; colum nshave s; symbols, ..., p colum nshave s, symbols, and
w ith strength t, asde ned eg.In hN_u_a.nd_H_anLadal,lZD_O_d,p. 260) . Strength t
m eans that, for any t colum ns of the m atrix design, all possible com binations
of symbols appear equally often in the m atrix.

compkment set, J = I°. Let D; and D ; ke the corresponding fi1ll factorial
designs over the I-factors and the J-factors, so thatD = D; Ds.LetF ke
a fraction of D and ktF: and F ; ke its profctions.

(1) A fraction F factorally profcts on the I-factors if F; = s D, that is,
the profction is a full factorial design where each point appears s tim es.

(2) A fraction F is a m ixed orthogonal array of strength t if it factorially
progcts on any I-factorswith # T = t.

U sing the notationsofD e nition 2, foreach point ofa com plex coded fraction
F , we oconsider the decom position = (1; ) and we denote the counting
function restricted to the I-factorsofa fraction by R, ie.R; ( 1) isthenumber
ofpoints n F whose profction on the I-factorsis ;.

W e denote the sub-set of the exponents restricted to the I-factorsby L; and
an element ofL; by ::

Li=£f 1= (1785 47105 n)i ;= 0i3j2 Jg :

12



Therefore, foreach 2 Land 2D: = 4+ jandX ()=X ()X 7(g).
W e denote the cardialities of the profcted designsby # D and # D 5.

P roposition 4

(1) The numlker of replicates of the points of a fraction procted onto the

I-factors is: "
R:i(1)= #Dg bIXI(I):

I

(2) A fraction factorially profcts onto the I-factors if, and only if,

I I J D I

This isequivalent to allthe coe  clents of the counting fiinction involving
only the I-factors being 0:
b.=0 wih :2L;; 16 (0;0;:::0) :
In such a case, the velsofa factorX ;, 12 I, appear equally offen in F .
(3) Ifthere exists a subset J of £1;:::;m g such that the J—-factors appear in
allthe non nullekm ents of the counting fiinction, the fraction factorially
progcts onto the I-factors, with I = J°.
(4) A fraction is an orthogonal array of strength t if, and only if, all the
e clents of the counting function up to the order t are zero:

b=0 8 ofoderuptot; 6 (0;0;:::;0) :

Proof. (1) W e obtain:

X X X
Ri(1)= R(z1;g4)= b X (15 75)
Y EE J2Ds 2L
= bXI(I)XJ(J)
igPa 2t X X X
= b X *(q) X J()+ bX () X 7():

12L1 52Dy 8L 52Dy

ghe thesis follow s from F s2p, X 7 (5)= 01if ;s & (0;0;:::;0) and
s2p, X 7 (g)=#Dgy if 5= (0;07:::;0).

(2) The num ber of replicates %fthe points of the fraction procted onto the
I-factors, R: (1) = #Dg b, X (1), isapolynomial and i is a
constant ifallthe coe cientsb _,wih 16 (0;0;:::;0), are zero.

(3) This condition inplies that the b .’s are zero, if 1 6 (0;0;:::;0), and
the thesis follow s from the previous iem .

(4) This item follow s from the previous item s and the de nition.

2
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Rem arks

(1) If a fraction factorally profcts onto the I-factors, its cardinality m ust
be equalto, or a multiple of the cardinality ofD ;.

(2) Ifthe number of kevels of each factors is a prine, the condition b, = 0
foreach i2 Tand 0< ; n; 1in Tems @) and (3) of the previous
P roposition, sim plify toEr K ;) = 0,according to tem (2) ofP roposition
3.

6 Regular fractions: a partial generalization to m ixed-level design

A short review of the theory of reqular fractions is here m ade from the view

point of the present paper. Various de nitions of reqular fraction appear in

literature, eg. In the books by tR_aHQ_e_et_aJl, , p. 123), Em,

, p.125), Kobilinsky, 1997, p. 70), Dey and M ukerfe, 1999, p. 164),

;, P. 305). To our know ledge, all the de niions are

known to be equivalent if all the factors have the sam e prim e num ber of lev—

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

n = p° power of a prim e num ber. A 11 de nitions assum e sym m etric factorial
design, ie. allthe factors have the sam e num ber of levels.

Regular fraction designs are usually considered for qualitative factors, where
the coding of the levels is arbitrary. T he integer coding, the GF @©°) coding,
and the roots of the unity coding, as introduced by ) and us=d
extensively in this paper, can allbe used. Each of those codings is associated
to soeci ¢ ways of characterizing a fraction, and even m ore in portant for
us, to a speci ¢ basis for the regponses. O ne of the possbl de niions of a
reqgular fraction refers to the property of non-existence of partial confounding
of sin ple and interaction temm s, and this property has to be associated to a
speci c basis, as explicitly pointed out In W u and Ham adza kZD_O_d) .

In our approach, we use polynom ial algebra w ith com plex coe cients, the n—

roots of the unit coding, and the idea of indicator polynom ial fiinction, and
we m ake no assum ption about the num ber of levels. In the speci ¢ coding we
use, the indicator polynom ial is actually a lnear combination of m onom ial
tem swhich are centered and orthogonalon the full factorialdesion.W e refer
to such a basis to state the nopartial confounding property.

The de nition ofthe reqular fraction is hereafter generalized in the sym m etric
case with a prine number of lkvels. The new setting includes asymm etric
design w ith any num ber of levels. P roposition 5 below doesnot lnclide reqular
fractions de ned in GF (©°).A fiill discussion of this point shallbe published
elsew here.
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Let L be a subset of exponents, L. L = Z; n Zcontaining (0;:::;0)
and let 1be its cardinality (1> 0).Letebeamap from L to ,,e:L ! .

D e nition 3 A fraction F is reqular if

(1) L isa subgmoup ofL,
(2) e isa group homom orphism , e([ + D) =e()e( ) oreach ; 2 L,
(3) the equations

X =e() ; 2L ©)

de nethe fraction F , ie.they are a set of generating equations, according
to Section 4.1.Equations (5) are also called the de ning equations of F' .

IfH isam inim algenerator ofthe group L, EquationsX = e( ), 2 H L,
are called a m inim al set of generating equations.

Tt should be noticed that our situation is generalbecause the valuese( ) can
bedi erent from 1.From iem s (1) and (2) i follow sthat a necessary condition
is that the e( )’smust belong to the subgroup spanned by the values of X
Forexampl, forn; = n, = n = 6, an equation such asX /X ; = !, cannotbe
a de ning equation.

Forexam pl, In the fraction ofSection 4.1,wehave:H = £(1;1;2;0); 1;2;0;1)g
and e(;1;2;0)= e(@;2;0;1)= !'g= 1.ThestL is: £(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)9.

P roposition 5 LetF ke a fraction. T he follow ing statem ents are equivalent:

(1) Fraction F is regular according to De nition 3.
(2) The indicator function of the fraction has the form

11X
F ()=~ e( )X () 2D
lZL
where I, isa given subsest of L ande :L ! , isa given m apping.

(3) Foreach ; 2 L, the param etric finctions represented on F by the
term s X and X are either orthogonal or totally confounded.

Proof. First we prove the equivalence between (1) and ().
) @.

Let F be a regular fraction and ket X = e( ) be its de ning equations w ith
2 L,L asubgroup of L and e a hom om orphian .

15



X X
0= X () e()i= ® () e(NE () e()
2L 2L
= X ()X ()+te()e() ()X () e()X ()
2L |
X X X ’
=21 e( )X () e()X ()=21 e()X ()
2L 2L 2L
therefore
1X —
1 e()X () 1= 0 if,and onlk if, 2 F

P
The function F = ll 51, €( ) X isan Indicator fiinction, as it can be shown

that F = F2 on D . In fact, L isa sub-group of L. and e is a hom om orphisn ;
therefore:

1X X - 1X X -
e()e()x " 1=— e+ Dx'" 1=
? iz
2L 2L 2L 2L
11X
= — le( )X =F
E 2L

F2

Tt llows that F is the indicator fiunction ofF ,andb = £, orall 2 L.

- ‘

@) @.
Tt should be noticed that an indicator function is realvalued, thereforeF = F .

8

1X P <0 onF
S X () e()j=2 F() F()=2 2F ()=
1, 2 onD nF

Equations X = e( ),wih 2 L, de ne the fraction F as the generating
equations ofa reqular fraction. It iseasy to seethat L isa group.In fact, if =
[ + ]12L,thereexistsone suchthatX ()=X ()X ()=e()e()

» andthevaluee( )e( ) only dependson .By repeating the previousproof,
the uniqueness ofthe polynom ialrepresentation ofthe indicator function leads
a contradiction.

Now we prove the equivalence between (2) and (3).

@2)) @)

T he non—zero coe cients ofthe indicator function are ofthe form b = e( )=L
Wecoconsidertwoterm sX andX wih ; 2 L.If[ 12 L then X and
X areorthogonalonF asthecoe cientb| ;ofthe indicator function equals

16



0.If [ ]2 L thenX andX areconfundedbecauseX ! = e(][ D;
therefore X = e([ DX

@) @.
Let L be the st of exponents of the temm s confounded w ith a constant:

L=f 2L :X = constant=e(); e()2 ,g:

Foreach 2 L,b = e( )ly.Foreach 2 1,because ofthe assum ption, X
is orthogonalto X %, thereoreb = 0. 2

Corollary 1 Let F ke a regular fraction with X = 1 for all the de ning
equations. F is therefore selfconjugate and a m uliplicative sulbgroup ofD .

Proof. It ollows from Prop.2 Ttem 4. 2

T he follow ing proposition extends a resul presented in EMa_et_ail. tZ_O_O_d)
for the two level case.

P roposition 6 LetF be a fraction with indicator function F . W e denote the

set of the exponents suchthat%= e( )2 , byl .The indicator finction
can be written as

X X
F()=Db e()X ()+ b X () 2F ;L\NK=;:
2L 2K
It olbows that L is a subgroup and the equations X = e( ), with 2 L,

are the de ning equations of the am allest regular fraction F, containing F
restricted to the factors involved in the L -exponents.

Proof. Thecoe cientsb , 2 L,ofthe indicator function F are ofthe form
Iye( ). Therefore, from the extrem ality of n-th roots of the unity, X () =
e()if 2F andX ()F ( )=e( )F () Poreach 2D andL isa group.

W e denote the indicator function of F, by F,..Foreach 2 D we have:

1 X — 1X —
FO)()==F () e()X ()=~ e()X ()F ()=
1 2L 2L
L (Ye()F () llF()
= — e e = — :
1., 1
Therclation F ( )F.( )= F ( ) InpliesF F..The fraction F', ism Inim al

because we have collected all the termm s confounded w ith a constant. 2
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Rem ark

G iven generating equationsX ' = 1;::5;X » = 1, with £ ;:::; ng=H
Zin, n, 4 the corresponding fraction F isa subgroup of N
If the sam e fraction is represented In the additive notation, such a set of
treatm ent com binations is the principalblock of a single replicate generalized

%desjgn, see [John and Dead [1979), [Dean and Johd 11979) and [Lew i
)

. A oom plex vector of the form

i2 £ 30 K2 i km ,
e ;e "2 i wih 0

©)

A set of generators can be com puted from Equation (6). Ik should be noticed
that the follow hg equivalent Integer lhear program m ing problm does not
nvolve com putation m od s, see[Sshn;&LeJl‘ (2002)

51 015 3ks sq=0 7

In m @), the m onom ial part of our de ning equations is called de n—
Ing contrast, according to |B_aJJe;Let_al|. tlﬂj) . The paper contains extensive
tables of the generator subgroups of the treatm ent com binations and the cor-
resoponding de ning contrasts.

V iceversa, given a set of generators of the treatm ent com binations,

Equation (6) wih indetem nates ;

N O
av]

I;=1 jbij j=0 mod s

B,

0 j<l’lj

produces generating equations for the fraction.
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7 Exam ples

A regular fractions w ith n = 3.
Let us consider the classical 3* 2 fraction of Section 4.1. ks indicator fiinction
is:

F=> 1+ X,X3X,+ XZXIXZ+ X 1X,X2+ XX 27X

1
9
+X X IX 4+ X 2X X 24+ X X X 24 X PX 2%,

W e can observe that the coe cients are allequalto +.Them ninum order of

9
Interactions that appear in the indicator function is 3, therefore the fraction
is an orthogonalarray of strength 2.A 1l the de ning equations are of the form

X = 1, therefore the fraction is self-conjigate.

A regular fraction with n = 6.

Let us consider a 6° design. From property P -2] of Section 4.3, the tem s

X take values either in ¢ or in one of the two subgroups either f1;!3;g or
£f1;15;149.

Let F be a fraction whose generating equations are: X ;X ;X3 = !5 and

XX JX2=1,.Inthiscaseswehave:H = £(3;3;3); 4;4;2)g and e(3;3;3) =
'5,6(4;4;2) = !,.ThesetL is:£(0;0;0); (3;3;3); (4;4;2); 2;2;4); (1;1;5); 65;1;1)g.
The full factorial design has 216 points and the fraction has 36 points. The
iIndicator function is:

1
F=_ 1t PaX DX X5+ VX XX 54 1,X 22X 5+ 11X XX+ 15X X pX 5

Tt should be notioed that this fraction isan OA (36;6°;2).

An OA (18;2'37;2).
W e considerthe fraction ofa2 3’ design w ith 18 runs, taken from [T/L.l_gmdiamidé,
2000, Tablk 7C 2) and recoded w ith com plex levels. Here X ; takes values in

o2y Xy, wih i= 2;:::;8, and their nteractions take values in 3, and the
Interactions involving X ; take valuesin 4.
Allthe 4374 X tem s of the fraction have been com puted in SA S using Z,,
Z 3 and Z ¢ arithm etic. T he replicates of the values in the relevant Z, have then
been com puted for each tem s. W e found:

(1) 3303 centered responses. These are characterized by P roposition 3. The
replicatesare ofthe type: (9;9), (6;6;6), (3;3;3;3;3;3) and (9;0;0;9;0;0).

W e have:
(@) the twoJevel simple tem and 1728 tem s nvolving only the three-
Jevel factors (14 oforder 1, 84 of order 2, 198 of order 3, 422 of order
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4, 564 of order 5, 342 of order 6 and 104 of order 7);

) 1574 tem s Involving both the two—Jevel factor and the threelevel
factors (14 of order 2, 66 of order 3, 188 of order 4, 398 of order 5,
492 of order 6, 324 of order 7 and 92 of order 8).

(2) 9 tem sw ith corresponding b coe cients equalto b = 7% = 3 %;

(3) 1062 tem sw ith corresponding coe cientsdi erent from zero and b :450
termm s Involving only the three-level factors (80 oforder 3, 138 oforder 4,
108 of order 5, 100 of order 6 and 24 oforder 7) and 612 tem s involring
both the two—evel factor and the threedevel factors (18 of order 3, 92 of

order 4, 162 of order 5, 180 of order 6, 124 of order 7 and 36 of order 8).
Som e statistical properties of the fraction are:

(1) Analyzing the centered responses we can observe that:

@) Allthe 15 sin plk tem s are centered.
A 11 the 98 interactions of order 2 (84 Involving only the three-level
factors and 14 also involving the two-level factor) are centered. This
in plies that both the \lnear" term s and the \quadratic" term softhe
threelevel factors are m utually orthogonal and they are orthogonal
to the two-level factor.
T he fraction is a m ixed orthogonal array of strength 2.

) The fraction factorially profcts onto the follow ing factor subsets:

X 1;X ;X397 £X 17X 55X 49; £X ;X ;X 597 £X 17X 52X 695
X 17X 37X 69; £X 17X 3;X79; £X1;X 4;X 59; £X 17X 4;X 595
X 17X 5;X69; £X 17X ;X797 £X1;X ;X g9 ¢

A llthe tem soforder 1, 2 and 3 involving the sam e set of factors are
In fact centered.

(© Them inin alregular fraction containing our fraction restricted to the
three-level factors has the follow ng de ning relations:

XZX X s=1;X,X,X2=1;

2 _ 2¢ 2 2v 2v 2 _
X2X3X4X6X7X8—l;X2X3X4X6X7X8—l,’
XIX XX XX g=1; XXX XX 2X2=1;
X3X X sX X 7Xg=1;XIXXZIXiX2x2=1

(d) Thenon centered term shave levelsin s and in 5.
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8 Appendix:A lgebra of the n-th roots of the unity.
W e hereafter list som e facts conceming the algebra of the com plex n-th roots
of the uniy, for ease of reference.

(1) The conjugate of a n-th root of the unity equals its Inverse: Ty = !k1 =
![k]ﬁ)ra]l!k2 ne

. Q n P
@) If 6 !, we dotain: ~I_{,en ( h) = — = pglartol
where the last equality follows from algebraic com putation. T herefore,
for = 1,:
1 1
(o ho= "o =nl," t=nTy
k=0 kém h=0

andespecjaJJy:QQ:ia ') =n. ;
3) Wehave: ™ 1= ( ) (n D= 500 1" %Sy x (Lojzzziln 1)

dern k.We thereﬁ)EJ;e obtain the follow ing notable cases:

—S1(osttita )= otk =0
=Sz (toizziitn 1) = ol =0
=Sn (fostisita 1) = le= (1P

w here the indices of the sum s and productsare from Oton 1.
(4) Let ! be a prmn itive n-th root of the unity, that is, a generator of , as
a cyclic group: f1;!;!12%;:::;1% g= | :
Theroot !, 2 , isprin itive ifp is relatively prin e w ith n . In particular,
!, is a prm itive root and, for ! 2 ., weobtain: !, = (!1)*.Ifn is
a prin e num ber, all the roots of the unity, exospt 1, are prim itive roots.
T he num ber of the prin itive n-th roots of the uniy isdenoted by @).
(5) G en an algebraic num ber x, the unigque irreducble m onic polynom ial
of the an allest degree w ith rational coe cients P such that P x) = 0
and whose leading coe cient is 1, is called them Inim alpolynom ialofx.
The m nim al polynom ial of a prim itive n-th root of the uniy is called
the cyclotom ic polynom ial , ( ) and itsdegree is (n):

Y
()= o) i 2C; ', 2 , prn itive n-th root of the unity.

Ifn isprin e, them inin alpolynom ialofa prin itive n-th root ofthe unity
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is ,()= " t+ 24 + 1.M oreover:
Tol= () a() 1 () whered dividesn :  (8)

(6) The recoding In Equation (2) is a polynom ial function of degreen 1
and com plex coe cients in both directions:

Q
15(1 I’l_l. (}( h)
D= PPt ; x=Xk2f0;::n 1g
s=0 n=omes & 1)
llj(l hlj(l
k=g S !k s ; =2 ,: ©)

T he last Equation follow s from

Q

1 n 1

X h=O;h65( 'n) |

k= S o7 ; =42 4

(l |
s=1 h=0;h6s ‘\*s

'y)

and from the properties of the n-th roots of the unity, see Ttem 2.

R eferences

Baiky, R.A . 1982. The decom position of treatm ent degrees of freedom In
quantitative factorial experin ents. J.R . Statist. Soc.,, B 44 (1), 63{70.

Baiky, R.A . Gilchrst, F.H.L. Patterson, H.D ., 1977. Identi cation of
e ects and confounding pattems in factorial designs. B iom etrika 64, 347
354.

Bose, R.C ., 1947.M athem atical theory of the sym m etrical factorial designs.
Sankhya 8, 107{166.

Cheng,S#W ., Y¥e,K.Q . 2004.G eom etric isom orphism and m ininum aberra-
tion for factorialdesignsw ith quantitative factorss. T he A nnals of Statistics
32 (5).

Collom bier, D ., 1996. P lans D 'Experience Factoriels. Construction et pro-—
prietes des fractions de plans. No. 21 in M athem atiques et A pplications.
Springer, P aris.

Dean,A .M ., John, J.A ., 1975. Singl replicate factorial experim ents In gen—
eralized cyclic designs. IT. A sym m etrical arrangem ents. J. R oy. Statist. Soc.
Ser.B 37, 72{76.

Dey, A ., M ukeree, R . 1999.FractionalFactorial P lans. W iy Series in P rob—
ability and M athem atical Statistics. John W iky & Sons Inc., New York.
Edm ondson, R .N ., 1994. Fractional factorial designs for factors w ith a prim e

num ber of quantitative levels. J. R . Statist. Soc., B 56 (4), 611{622.

Fontana, R ., Pistone, G ., Rogantin, M P ., 1997.A Igebraic analysis and gen—

eration of two—-Jevels designs. Statistica Applicata 9 (1), 15{29.

22



Fontana, R ., Pistone, G ., Rogantin, M . P., 2000. C lassi cation of two-level
factoral fractions. J. Statist. P lJann. Inference 87 (1), 149{172.

G aktto, F ., Pistone, G ., Rogantin, M . P., 2003. Confounding revisited w ith
com m utative com putational algebra. J. Statist. P lann. Inference 117 2),
345{363.

Hedayat, A .S., Sloane, N .J.A ., Stufken, J., 1999. 0 rthogonalarrays. T heory
and applications, W ith a oreword by C .R .Rao.SpringerVerlag, New York.

John, J.A ., Dean,A .M ., 1975. Shgk replicate factorial experin ents n gen—
eralized cyclic designs. I. Symm etrical arrangem ents. J. Roy. Statist. Soc.
Ser.B 37, 63{71.

K obilinsky, A ., 1990.C om plex linearm odeland cyclic designs. Linear A Igebra
and its A pplications 127, 227{282.

K obilinsky, A ., 1997. Les P lans Factoriels. A SU {SSdF . Editions Technip,
Ch. 3, pp.69{209.

K obilinsky, A ., M onod, H ., 1991. Experin ental design generated by group
m orphisn : An introduction. Scand. J. Statist. 18, 119{134.

K obilinsky, A ., M onod, H ., 1995. Juxtaposition of regular factorial designs
and the com plex linear m odel. Scand. J. Statist. 22, 223{254.

Lang, S., 1965.A Igebra. A ddison W esky, Reading, M ass.

Lewis, S.M ., 1979. T he construction of resolution ITI fractions from general-
ized cyclic designs. J. Roy. Statist. Soc. Ser.B 41 (3), 352{357.

Lewis, S. M ., 1982. G enerators for asymm etrical factorial experim ents. J.
Statist. P lann. Inference 6 (1), 59{64.

P istone, G ., R icoom agno, E ., W ynn, H .P ., 2001.A Igebraic Statistics: C om pu—
tationalC om m utative A lgebra in Statistics. Chapm an& Hall, Boca Raton.

P istone, G ., Rogantin, M ., 2005. Indicator finction and di erent codings for
fractional factorial designs. Tedch. rep., D Jpartin ento di M atem atica, Po—
litecnioco diTordno.

Pistone, G ., W ynn, H .P ., 1996.G eneralised confounding w ith G robnerbases.
B iom etrika 83 (3), 653{666.

Raktoe, B. L. Hedayat, A ., Federer, W . T ., 1981. Factorial designs. W iey
Serdes in P robability and M athem atical Statistics. John W iy & Sons Inc.,
New York.

R cbbiano, L., 1998. G robner bases and statistics. In:Buchberger, B ., W nklr,
F. (Eds.), G robner Bases and A pplications P roc. of the Conf. 33 Years of
G robner Bases). Vol 251 of London M athem atical Society Lecture N otes.
C am bridge University P ress, pp.179{204.

R obbiano, L .,Rogantin,M P .,1998.Full factorialdesigns and distracted frac—
tions. In: Buchberger, B ., W inkler, F'. (Eds.), G robner Bases and A pplica—
tions (P roc. of the Conf. 33 Years of G robner Bases). Vol. 251 of London
M athem atical Society Lecture Notes Series. C am bridge University P ress,
Pr.473{482.

Schrijer, A . 2002. Theory of linear and integer programm ing. W iley-—
Interscience Serdes In D iscrete M athem atics.W iley-Interscience [John W iley
& Sons], New York.

23



Tang, B ., 2001. T heory of J-characteristics for fractional factorial designs and
proection justi cation ofm inimum G ,-aberration.B iom etrika 88 (2), 401
407.

Tang,B.Deng,L.Y . 1999.M ininum G ,-aberration for nonreqular fractinal
factorial designs. T he Annals of Statistics 27 (6), 1914{1926.

Wu,C.F.J.,Hamada,M ., 2000.E xperin ents. John W iley & Sons Inc., New
York.

Xu,H.,Wu,C.F.J.,2001.Generalized m Inin um aberration forasym m etrical
fractional factorial designs. Ann. Statist. 29 @), 1066{1077.

Ye, K.Q . 2003. Indicator function and its application in two-level factorial
designs. The Annals of Statistics 31 (3), 984{994.

Ye, K .Q . 2004.A note on regular fractional factorial designs. Statistica sinica
14 (4), 1069{1074.

24



	Introduction
	Coding of factor levels
	Responses on the design
	Fractions
	Generating equations
	Responses defined on the fraction, indicator and counting functions
	Orthogonal responses on a fraction

	Orthogonal arrays
	Regular fractions: a partial generalization to mixed-level design
	Examples
	Appendix: Algebra of the n-th roots of the unity.

