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SUMMARY

Work on obtaining optimal main effect plans in non-orthogonal blocks was initiated recently
by Mukerjee, Dey & Chatterjee (2002}, who gave a set of sufficient conditions for a main
effect plan to be universally optimal under possibly non-orthogonal blocking and also suggested
a construction procedure for obtaining such block designs. Their method is however, not
applicable for all factorials. In this paper, a new construction procedure is given for situations

where the procedure of Mukerjee et al. (2002) is inapplicable.
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I. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Fractional factorial plans are of snbstantial recent interest due to their wide applicability in
industrial experimentation and guality control work. A major part of the existing work concerns
optimal plans in the absence of blocks and, the available results on such plans in block designs
mostly centre around orthogonal blocking. In the context of a main effect plan with n factors
i, ..., F,, a common technique for achieving optimal plans with orthogonal blocking is to
start with an orthogonal array of strength two, having n + 1 columns, and then to identify one
of these columns with the blocking factor and the remaining columns with Fy, ..., F,. As a
result, this method allocates all the levels of each F; equally often in each block, a necessary
condition for orthogonal blocking, Thus, this method is applicable only when the block size
is an integral multiple of the number of levels of each F;, a requirement that is not always
possible to meet. Mukerjee, Dey & Chatterjee (2002) initiated work on the problem of finding
optimal main effect plans with possibly non-orthogonal blocking. With reference to a general
factorial setup, Mukerjee et al. (2002) obtained sufficient conditions for a main effect plan to
be universally optimal under possibly non-orthogonal blocking and, also gave a construction
procedure using generalised Youden designs in combination with orthogonal arrays.

The construction procedure of Mukerjee et al. (2002) however is not applicable in all

sitnations. For instance, the method will fail if one or more factors have m = 4 levels and



the block size is two. For the method of Mukerjee et al. (2002) to work in such a setup, a
generalised Youden design with m(> 4) symbols, m columns and two rows is required, but
such a generalised Youden design is nonexistent. To overcome this difficulty, we propose an
alternative method of construction leading to universally optimal plans with non-orthogonal
blocking. The proposed method can be viewed as a generalisation of the procedure of Mukerjee
et al. (2002) in the sense that their procedure is a special case of our method. We also show
that in some cases, it is possible to obtain block designs with small block sizes if we do not insist
on universal optimality and are satisfied with a weaker optimality criterion, like E-optimality.

Consider a factorial experiment involving n factors Fy, ..., F, at my,...,mu(= 2} levels
respectively. A typical treatment combination is denoted by the n-tuple j; ... j,, where 0 <
Fism;—11<i<n Forl<i<nletr, =/ (rg...,Tim-_1) be the m; x 1 vector of
fixed effects corresponding to the levels of F;. With reference to an m; x --- x m, factorial,
let Db, k) be the class of all fractions laid out in a block design involving b(= 2) blocks of size
k(= 2) each. For any plan d € D(b, k), let Ny be the m; x b incidence matrix of the levels of
F: versus the blocks, 1 < 4§ < n.

Under a fixed effects additive linear model, Mukerjee et al. (2002) proved the following

basic result, which we state for future reference.

THEOREM 1. If there exists a plan dy € D(b, k) such that

{a) the bk freatment combinations in dy, written as rows, form an orthogonal array  of

strength two,

(b) forl <i<mn, Ng, is the incidence matriz of a balanced block design inm;  treatments
ar, symbols and b blocks, and

(e) for 1 <i#t<mn, Nig,Nia," has all elements equal,

then dy is universally optimal in D(b, k) for inference on each 7 (1 <i < n).

In particular, such a plan will be D-, A- and F-optimal for complete sets of orthonormal

contrasts representing the main effect of each Fj.

2. OPTIMAL BLOCK DESIGNS

We now deseribe a construction procedure satistying the conditions of Theorem 1. Suppose
there exists an orthogonal array Ly, (my x --- % my) of strength two having by rows and n
columns such that its ith column involves my; symbols 0,1,...,m; — 1 (1 < i < n). Denote
this array by L = (1), where 1 < 5 < by, 1 < i < n. Furthermore, for 1 < i < n, consider
a k-resolvable balanced block design &, involving pym; blocks, each of size & and m; syvmbaols
0,1,...,m; — 1, where p; = 1 is an integer. Let p be the least common multiple of py, ..., pa.
Take p/p; copies of § and call it S;, 1 =i < n. For 1 < i < n, let the resolvable groups
of blocks of §; be S;,..., Sip, each group having m; blocks. Since Si;, 1 < j < p has each

symbol replicated k times, from Das & Dey (1989) it follows that it is possible to rearrange the



symbols within the blocks of S;;, so that viewing S;; as a k x m; array, say S57;, each symbol
occurs once in each row of the array, 1 < i < n, 1 < 7 = p. Denote the columns of .5';;1-
by S7;(h) (0 < h < m; — 1). With reference to an my x --- x my factorial, suppose a plan
dy € D(b, k), b = ply, is constructed such that for 1 < j < p 1 < 5 < by, the & treatment

combinations in the {(j — 1}y + s}th block of dy are given by the rows of the k x n array
A_-jg - ISTJ{EHI}, aaay S;j {Egn}] (21}

We then have the following result.

THEOREM 2. The plan dy, constructed as above, is universally optimal in D(b.k) for

inference on every 7 (1 < i < n).

Proof. We need to verify conditions (a) - (¢} of Theorem 1. This verification proceeds on
the lines of the proof of Theorem 2 in Mukerjee et al. (2002) by using (2.1) and noting the
following:

(A} Conditions (a) and (c) of Theorem 1 follow from the fact that L is an orthogonal array of

-

strength two and foreach i, j, 1 i <n, 1< j<p, in .S'ij-, each symbol ocours once in each

TOW.
(B) Condition (b) of Theorem 1 follows from the following facts: (i) for any fixed ¢ and j, each
of S7;(0),...,57,(m; —1) appears by /m; times in the collection {S; i)}, 1€7<p1<a<ly,
(ii) for 1 < i < n, the columns of UY_,S}; form a balanced block design on m; symbols and
nmp blocks each of size & and thus, for 1 <4 < n, Ny, is the incidence matrix of a balanced

block design. This completes the proof.

Asin Mukerjee et al. {2002}, at least one more factor can be added to the plan d; of Theorem

2, retaining optimality. Let B be an orthogonal array Ly (muq1 % - -+ X Mpig) of strength two,

if g > 1 and of strength one, if g = 1. With reference to an m; x -+ x my X Mpp1 X XMpgy

factorial, now suppose a plan d* £ D(b, k) is constructed such that, for 1 < s < b, the k

treatment combinations in the {(j — 1)by + s}th block of d* are given by the rows of the
kx (n + g) array

A3, = Az, Bl, (22)

where A;, is as given by (2.1). We then have the following result whose proof is similar to that

of Theorem 2.

TueorREM 3. The plan d°, constructed as above, is universally optimal in D(b.k) for

inference on every 7 (1 <4 < n+g).

We now show how the above construction works when p; # 1 and & = 2 or, 3. For

m; = 4,k = 2, the least value of p; is 3 and one can take

1 2 1 2 g1 2
l;lzlﬂ 3]1 Si*:[ﬂ 3]1 Si’h:[ 3]- (2-3]‘
1 2 3 0 23 10 1 3 0 2



Similarly, for m; = 5, k = 2, the least value of p; is 2 and one can take

01234 0123 4
Sr — , Sy = . 2.4
£ [1234{1] £ [234{11] 4

Also, for m; = 5, k = 3, the least value of p; is 2 and one can take

1::1234" 1::1234"
St=112340), S%=12340 1]. (2.5)
I_ES:IHIJ l34{112J

Ezample. We describe the construction of an optimal main effect plan for a 5% x 2 factorial
in 2(50,2). In the setup of Theorem 3, take n =6, g=1,m; =---=mg=0,m; =2,8;, =25
and k =2, sothat p; =2, 1 <4 < 6 and b= phy = 50. Also take L = L5(5%) displayed below

{in transposed form).

[ 01234 12340 23401 34012 40123
01234 23401 40123 12340 34012
00000 11111 22222 33333 44444
01234 01234 01234 01234 01234
01234 34012 12340 40123 23401
| 01234 40123 34012 23401 12340

Lo, (5ﬂ} =

-~

Now using S and S5 of (2.4), the fifty blocks can be obtained. For example, using 53
and the first five rows of Lgs,(ﬂﬁ} one gets five blocks, each of size two, as shown below. The

remaining blocks, using S}, and S}, are obtained similarly.

Block 1 Block 2 Block3 Block4d Block 5

aooooon 1101110 2202220 3303330 4404440
11111 2212221 3313331 4414441 0010001

If ome does not demand universal optimality for all the factors and is satistied with a weaker
optimality criterion like E-optimality for one or more factors, one can obtain optimal main
effect plans in non-orthogonal blocks with small block sizes in some cases. To that end, we
have the following result, whose proof is similar to that of Theorem 1. A similar result has also

been obtained in an unpublished work by 5. Bagehi and M. Bose.



THEOREM 4. Suppose there exists a plan d, € D(b, k) such that

{a) the bk freatment combinations in d1, written as rows, form an orthogonal array  of

strength two,

(b) for 1 <i<n, Nig, is the incidence matriz of an equireplicate ¢;-optimal block  design
in the class of all designs with my treatments or, symbols and b blocks each of  size k., where
i+ )} is a nonincreasing optimality criterion, and

(c) for1 <i#t<mn, Ny N[, has all elements equal.

Then dy is ¢i-optimal in D(b, k) for inference on i, 1 <i < n.

A construction procedure, satisfving the conditions of Theorem 4 can be developed on
lines similar to that given in (2.1) and (2.2). For example, in the setup of Theorem 3, let
n="nhg=1m =4,ms =--- =mg =2 and consider a group divisible design with 4 symbaols

and 4 blocks each of size two: here, columns are blocks.

012 3
1 2 30

Following the earlier notation, we can take Sj;, = [d], and for 2 < i< 5, 55 = l {: {l} ] . Also

take L = Lg(4 x 2') as shown below:

o011 2233
0101 0101
Ls(4 x 2"y = | 0110 0110
0101 1010
| 0110 1001

Using Lg(4 = 2Y), 8%, 1 <4 < 5 as above and, following a replacement procedure similar to
(2.1) and (2.2), we get a main effect plan for a 4 x 2° experiment, split into 8 blocks of size two

each, which is shown below:

Block 1 Block2 Block 3 Block 4 Blockd Block 6 Block T Block 8

oooooo - 011110 101010 - 1101000 200110 211000 301100 310010
111111 100001 210101 201011 511001 300111 010011 001101

Since in Lg(4 x 2'), each symbol in the 4-symbol column appears twice, on replacing the
symbols of the 4-symbol column by the columns of S}, to get the blocks, each column of
571 gets repeated twice in the final design and Ny, is the incidence matrix of the block
design [d,d]. Now, |d,d] is a group divisible design with parameters, in the usual notation,
v=4b=8k=2,r=4.m=2=n,A =0, A =2. Such a design is known to be F-optimal

in the class of all designs with 4 symbols and 8 blocks each of size two (of. Jacroux (1983)).

el |



Thus the design shown above is E-optimal for inference on 7 and is universally optimal for

inference on 7, 2 <4 < 6.
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