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I. INTRODUCTION

THE concept of confounding in factorial experiments has been familiar
for over a decade and the simpler designs, specially the symmetrical
confounded designs involving a number of factors, all at the same
level, have been worked out by Yates,® Nair,23 Bose and Kishen?
and others. The methods employed. for the construction of these
designs were, however, different in different cases. It was R. A.
Fisher who drew attention first to the theory of Abelian groups and the
relations recognisable in the choice of interactions for confounding.
In his first paper,® he developed the theory to cover only cases involving
factors at two levels each. This was extended by him later® to
(). factors involving any prime number of alternatives and (ii) to the
case in which the number of levels is a power of a prime. The.
same method was also empioyed by Finney? in developing the theory
of fractional replications of factorial arrangements. It has been the
experierice of the author that among the several methods of approach-
ing this problem, the application of the properties of Abelian groups,
offers a particularly convenient and simple way of obtaining the various
alternative layouts of a symmetrical confounded system, specially
when neither the number of -factors nor the number of alternatives is
large. The essence of the material contained in Sections 2-5 of .
this paper is to be found in aneys paper’ and Sections 6 and 7
are extensions. The method is further developed in’ Sections 8-10 to
cover the case of factors at four levels. The object of this paper is
to bring together in one place for the benefit of students and others
a few designs with factors at three and four levels, by making use
of this unified procedure based upon the theory of Abelian groups.
The method is general and could be extended to other symmetrical
_ cases as well. It would indeed be interesting if the method of groups
could be employed for the construction of non-symmetrical faetorial
designs, but there are obvious difficulties in the way.
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in which p=mn and a=m 4 n, m and n being the number of
points on the sides- of the lattice.

Similarly. by substituting the values of a, 4, B and C given. in
Table IL the 4th cumulant for the distribution of B-w and w-B joins
and also for the total number of joins between points of different colours
and also for the total number of joins between points of different
colours can be written. '

5. SUMMARY

A rigorous proof-for the author’s result for calculating the
factorial moments of distributions arising in Markoff chains has been
given. A new simple method for obtaining the cumulants of such
distributions .has also been developed.
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ERRATA
. . (VoL IV, No. 1, p. 61)

Fighth row of the table—Read ““ 18 " in place of ““ 17,
3rd and 4th lines from the bottom—Read *“ 18 in place of ** 17 *..
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2. THE ‘EFFECT’ AND THE ‘TREATMENT’ GROUPS

Let the n factors A4, B, C, ... be taken at p levels each, where .
p is a prime. . Then the p* elements
I, A, B, A*B, C, 2.1

form an Abelian group of order p”, called the ‘Effect’ group, with
I as the identity. The rule of combination of the elements of (2.1)
is multiplication and the elements satisfy the usual group conditions

AP =B =(C' =, . =],
} 2.2)

IA = A4 = A, etc.

It follows that the product of any number of elements of 2.1 1
an element of (2:1).

Again, if (1) denotes a treatment combination with all the factors
at zero level and (a) differs from it in that it is at level one of A,
(a°b) differs from it in that it'is at level two of 4 and one of B and -
so on, then the p" elements (dropping the brackets)

1, a, b; azb, c, (23) ’

form an Abelian group of order p*, called the ‘Treatment’ group, with’
I as the identity. Here too the rule of combination is multiplication

and the elements satisfy conditions similar to (2.2), viz.,
@ =b = =...=1, ’

2.4y

l.a=a=al, etc. .

It follows again that the product of any number of elements of 2.3)
is am element of (2.3). '

. ~Elements A%.BB.CY... and a®.b8".c?... will"be called ortho-
gonal if, . .
| ao'+ BB+ yy' . .. = 0 (mod. p) 2.5)

A sub-group of (2.1) or (2.3) consists of elements of it, satisfying
the multiplicative property of the parent group. Every sub-group
must necessarily contain the identity. As an example, for a 32 design,

_a sub-group of the effect group is

(I, AB2, A2B) o (2.6)

" which is of order 3. In general, a sub-group of a group of order "

where p is prime, consists of p® elements, a being a positive integer
less than a.
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Two sub-groups are said to be orthogonal to each other if every

element of one sub-group is orthogonal to every element of the
other sub-group. For example, the sub-group orthogonal to (2.6) is

(1, ab, a*b®) 2.7

In the theory of confounded designs, a sub-group like (2.6) will
be called the confounding sub-group, specifying the interactions
confounded, whereas (2.7) will be called the intra-block sub-group
orthogonal to (2.6), consisting of all those elements of the treatment
group which are orthogonal to the elements of the confounding
sub-group. If the group is of order p” (p prime) and the confounding
sub-group is of order p%, the intra-block sub-group will be of order
)()l—a).

! 3. 3% DESIGN

If A, B are two factors, at three levels each, there are 8 d.f.
for treatment effects, out of which 4 d.f. belong to the main effects and
4 d.f. to the interaction of 4 and B. The sub-group

(I, 4, 43 3.1)

is orthogonal to a set of treatment combinations, not containing a,
viz.,

(L, b, 59 (3.2)

If, therefore, the three treatment combinations (3.2) be allocated to
one sub-block and those obtained by multiplying the elements of
(3.2) by a, @, viz.,
(a, ab, ab®) (3.3)
and ' S ‘
(a2, a*h, a*h?) : 3.9

to two other sub-blocks, then the contrasts between the three sub-
blocks (3.2), (3.3), (3.4) are equivalent to the contrasts between the
three levels of the factor 4. Thus the sub-group (3.1) may be said
to represent the main effect of A.

The interaction elements are
AB, A2B, AB?, A*B> (3.5)

which in conjunction with I, automatically form themselves into two
sub-groups, viz.,

(I, AB?, A*B) (3.6)
and .

(I, AB, A%*B?) 3.7
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which in the notation of Yates may be called the [ and J components
of the interaction AxB. We have _ . ,

I (AXB) = (I, AB?, A*B) - (3.9)
J(AxB) = (I, AB, AB?) - (3.9
and 2 d.f. correspond to each of [ and J.

If confounding is required, which is hardly necessary for a 32

design, main effects must be left free and one of the sub- -groups

(3.8) or (3.9) may be chosen as the confounding sub-group to give
a design with three sub-blocks of three plots each.  Thus if (3.8) be
selected as the confounding sub- -group, the intra- block sub-zroup of
treatment combinations orthogonal to it is

(1, ab, a*?) | .(3.10)

~ If the treatment combinations (3.10) be allocated to one sub-block

and those obtained by multiplying (3.10) by a and % viz., -
(a, a®b, b?) and (a?, b, ab?) (3.11%

to two other sub-blocks, then the 2 d.f. corresponding to I (4x B) are
confounded with the sub-blocks.

This method of division of 4 d.f. for interaction into  two
orthogonal sets of 2 d.f. each, is fruitful as it is capable of an extension
to the case of several factors at three levels each.

4. 3% DErSIGN

In this case, it is desirable to leave the 6 d.f. for the main effects
and 12 d.f. for two-factor interactions free, and confound some 2 d.f.
for the three-factor interaction to obtain three sub-blocks of nine plots
each. The elements of the effect group corresponding to the three-
factor interaction are s

ABC, A*BC, AB*C, A*B*C, ABC?, A%BC? AB*C?, A*B*C* (4.1)
Along with the identity I, they automatically form themselves into four
sub-groups;, viz., (I, AB*C?, A*BC), (I, AB*C, A2BC?), (I, ABC?, A%B*C)
and (I, ABC, 42B2C?), which in the notation of Yates may be identified
with W, X, Y, Z respectively. Moreover from the rules (3.8)-and
(3.9) we may write

== (I, AB*C?, A®BC) =1 {I (AxXB)XC} 4.2) |
= (I, AB*C, A?BC?) = J{I (AxB)x C} (4.3)
Y = (I, ABC?, A*B:C) =1 {J(AxB)x C} (4.4)

Z =(I, 4BC, £BC)=J{J(AXB)XC} . (45




128  JOURNAL OF THE INDIAN $OCIETY OF AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS -
Any 2 d.f. corresponding to one of the four orthogonal sets (4.2)
to (4.5) may be confounded. Thus if ¥ be confounded, the intra-

block sub-group of treatment combinations consists of nine elements
orthogonal to (4.4). The required sub-group is

(i abc?, a?b, a*b*c, ab?, %2, a%c2, ac, be) 4. 6)

Actually if any two independent elements of (4.6) orthogonal to
the elements of (4.4) are .found, the whole sub-group (4.6) can be
generated Moreover the orthogonality of these two elements may be
tested only for one element of (4.4) since it will then automatically
hold for.the other element. In general, for a 3" design, if the confound-
ing sub-group consists of 3* elements, generated by any k independent
elements, the intra-block sub-group consists of 3"-* elements, generated
by any (n — k) independent elements, each of which is orthogonal to
the-k elements generating the confounding sub-group. If the treatment
combinations of (4.6) be allotted to one sub-block, the two sub-blocks
obtained by multiplying (4.6) by a, a* are
(a, a®bc?, b, bc, a®?, ab*c?, ¢, d’c, abc)A) .
and 4.7
(a2, b02 ab, ab%c, b, a2b2c2 act, c, azbc) j
If 4. 6) and (4 7) form the three sub-blocks, then 2 df for Y are
confounded.

-In'the same way, if 2 d.f. or W are confounded, the three sub-
blocks are

(a, a®b, b%, be, ab¥c, a’c, a?b*c; abc?, c?)
(a%, b, ab? abc, azb’c, ¢, b*c?, a*bc?, acz)

If 2 df for X are confounded, the three sub-blocks are .

(1, ab, a®b?, a*bc, bc, ac, ab?c?, be?, a’c?) aY )
}' (4.8)

(1, ab, a®b?, a’c, b, ab’c, dc?, b*c?, a?bc®)
(a, a®b, b?, ¢, abe, a?bPc, a*c?, ab*c?, bc?) } (4.9)
(a2, b, ab?, ac, a*bc, bc, c2 azbzc2 abc?)

Frnally if two d f. for Z are confounded, the three sub- blocks are

(1, ab?, a®b, ac?, a*b*c?, be?, a’c, abce, bPc) S
- (a, a®h*, b, @, b ¢, abe?, ¢, atbe, 'ach)“ } (4.10)
- (a, By ab 2, ab*c?, d¥be?, ac, beyuth¥e) -

A balanced desnon can be obtained “with four rephcatrons con-
founding W, X, Y, Z, one in-each replication and thereby preserving
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three-fourths the information even on the three-factor interaction, the
main effects and two-factor interactions being unconfounded.

3% design in nine blocks of three plots each is unsuitable’ but ‘ts
chief features may be mentioned. Here 8 d.f. are confounded and it
is desirable to leave the 'main effects free and confound as many
degrees of freedom due to the three-factor interaction as possible.
However if W and X be both confounded, the main effect of C ‘is
also confounded. Therefore, consistent with the condition that the
main effects are to be kept free, only one set of 2 d.f. for the three-
factor interaction corresponding to W or X or Y or Z can. be.con-
founded. The remaining 6 d.f. to be confounded necessarily belang
‘to two-factor interactions. With W, I(A4xB).cannot be confounded
.as that would mean confounding the main effect of C also. Followmg
-degrees of freedom can be simultaneously confounded:

“Wor I{I (AXB)xC}, together with J (4x B), J (Ax C), I (B><C) 4. 11)
X or J{I (AxB)x C}, together with J (4 xB), I (Ax C), J(BxC) (4.12)
Y or I {J (4% B)x C}, together with I (4 x B), J (4x C), J (BXC) (4.13)

" Z or J{J(AXB)x C}, together with 1(4AX B), I(AX C), I (BXC) (4.14)

“If the 8 d:f. due to (4.11) be confounded, the confoundmg sub-group is

(1, AB, A%B?, AC, A2C2 BC, BC?, 4*BC, AB2C2) 4. 15)
The intra-block sub-group of treatment combmatlons orthogonal to

(4.15) is .
(1, a®be, abic?) - 4.16)

The elements of (4. 16) form one sub-block and the femehmhg eight
sub-blocks, .obtained in the usual manner by multiplication of its
elements by suitable elements of the treatment group, are

_ (a, be, a?b2c?) 4.17)

i N (a2, abc, b3c?) G T

) (b, @b, ac?) - (4.19)

_ o % @c,ab®) (4.20)
2 (¢, a®be?; ab®) (4.21)
Co ’ (c*sa?b, ab®c) . (4.22)

' (ab, b, a*c?) : (4.23)

" (a?0?, ac, bc?) (4.24)

(4:16) to (4.24) give the hine $ub-blocks of three plots each confound.
ing the eight degrees of freedom given by (4.11) or 4.15).
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With four feplications, a balanced design can be obtained in which
each of I and J components of the two-factor interactions is confounded
in two replications only, while each of the components W, X, Y, Z
of the three-factor interaction is confounded in one replication only.
Thus half the information on the two-factor interactions and a quarter
on the three-factor interaction is lost, while the main effects are

.preserved.

5. 3¢ DESIGN

The design may usefully be arranged in nine sub-blocks of nine

-plots each, per replication, confounding the 8 d.f. due to three-factor

interactions only. The 8 d.f. for 4xBx C form themselves into the
four sub-groups (4.2) to (4.5). Similar sub-groups exist for the
8 d.f. corresponding to the interaction AxXBxXD. With Z (4XxBxC(),
can be associated only W (AxBx D) or X (AXxBx D) in the confound-
ing sub-group as Y (AXBxD) or Z(AxBxD) leads to the con-
founding of two-factor interactions also. Thus for each of W, X,
Y, Z components of AxBxC, there are two possible ways of combin-
ing the 2 d.f. out of AXBXD, giving eight possible combinations in
all. It is seen that the degrees of freedom confounded for BXCXD
and AxCxD are then automatically fixed up. The eight possible
confounding sub-groups may be given below:

(I, ABC, A2B2C?, A*BD, AB*D* AC®D, A*CD? B*CD, BC*D?)
confounding }(5.1)
Z (AXBXC), W(AXBXD), X (AxXCxD), W(BXxCXD)
(I, ABC, A2B2C?, AB:D, A*BD?, AC2D?, A*CD, B*CD?, BC*D)
confounding }
Z(AxBXC), X (AXBXD), W(AXxCxD), X (BxCxD)
(I, A*BC, AB*C?, ABD, A*B*D?, ACD?, A*C*D, BCD, BC2D?%)
confounding l
W (AXBXC), Z (X BXD), Y (Ax Cx D), W (Bx Cx D) )

(I, A*BC, AB*C?, A*B*D, ABD*, ACD, A>C*D?, BC®D, B2CD?)

(5.2)
(5.3)

Ys5.4)
,W(A><B><C),Y(A><B><D),Z(A><C><D),X(B><C><D) j

(I, AB*C, A2BC?, ABD, A*B*D?, AC*D?, A*CD, BCD?, B>C*D)
confounding }(5.5)
X (AxBXC), Z (AXBX D), W(AX Cx D), Y (BxCxD)

(I, AB*C, A2BC?, A*B*D, ABD?, AC®D, A*CD?, BCD, B*C*D?)

confounding , }(5.6)
X (AXBxC), Y (AXBXD), X (AXCxD), Z (BxCxD)

o
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(I, ABC?, A*B2C, A*BD, AB2D? ACD, A*C*D?, BCD?, B*C?D)
confounding 5.7

Y (AXBXC), W(AXBxD), Z (AxCx D), Y(BxCxD)

(I, ABC?, A2B*C, AB®D, A2BD?*, ACD?, A*C2D, BCD, B*C*D*)
confounding }(5.8)
_>'Y(A><B>< C), X(AXBXD), Y(AXCXD), Z(BXCxXD)
Any one of the sub-groups (5.1) to (5.8) may be chosen as the
confounding sub-groups. - The intra-block sub-group of nine treatment
combinations orthogonal to it can be easily written down in the usual
manner. It is generated by just two independent elements. . For
example, if (5.1) be selected as the confounding sub-group, the
elements abc, a*hd are orthogonal to every element of it. The control
sub-block being generated by these elements is

(1, abe, a*bd, a*b*c?, bcd, ac’d, ab*d®?, acd?, bc*d?) (5.9)
The remaining eight sub-blocks are then written out with the help of
(5.9) in the usual manner by multiplication of its elements by any
elements of the treatment group. For ready reference they are given

below: .
(a, a%be, bd, b*c*, ab*cd, a’c*d, a*b*d?, cd?, abc?d?)

(@2, be, abd, ab*c®, a*b%cd, c*d, b*d?, acd?, a®bc?d?)
(b, ab®c, a?b%d, a*c?, cd, abc?d, ad?, a®bed?, bPc*d?)
(b2, ac, atd, a®bc?, bed, ab®c*d, abd?, a®hPcd?, c*d?)
(¢, abc?, a?bed, a*b?, b¥c*d, ad, ab*cd?, a*c*d?, bd?)
(c&, ab, a®bcd, a*b?c, b*d, acd, ab*c*d?, a*d?, bed?)
(d, abed, a?bd?, a*b*c?d, b*cd?, acd?, ab?, a*c, bc?) -
(a2, abed?, a®b, a®b*c*d?, bc, ac?, ab%d, atcd, bed)
If the design be arranged in nine sub-blocks given by (5.9) and (5.10),
then the 8 d.f. represented by (5.1) are confounded. Inthe same way,.
we can write down the nine sub-blocks, when any one of (5.2) to

(5.8) is chosen as the confounding sub-group. A balanced design
can evidently be obtained with four replications if (5.1), (5.4), (5.5)

(5.10)°

" and (5.8) are confounded, one in each replication. In such a design,

each of W, X, Y, Z for each of the four three-factor interactions is
confounded once only, thus yielding three-fourths the information on
each of the thres-factor interactions, while preserving all other effects.
In the same way, anothsr balanced design with four replications,
confounding (5.2), (5.3), (5.6) and (5. 7), one in each rephcatlon can

. be obtained,
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6. 3" DESIGN IN 3 SuB-BLocks oOF 3*1 Prors EACH

There are 2" d.f. for the r-factor interaction, which by general-
isation of the results of the preceding sections, can be broken up into
2#-1 orthogonal sets of 2 d.f. each. For example, when n =3, the
23 d.f. for the three-factor interaction 4x Bx C can be broken up into
22 sets, viz., W, X, Y, Z of 2 d.f. each. If a fourth factor D be intro-
duced, then with W(A><B>< C) can be associated two sub-groups

B = (I, AZBCD AB2C2D?) }
== (I, AZBCD2 AB2C2D)
Slmllarly, two sub-oroups X, X, correspondto X; Y, Y, to ¥, and
Z,, Z, to Z, giving 2% sub-groups in all of de each. If a fifth-
factor E be introduced, two sub-groups correspond to each of Wy, W,,.
X1 Xs, Y1, Yo, Zy, Z,, giving 2% sub-groups of 2 d.f. each. Proceeding
in this way, 2"! orthogonal sets of 2 d.f. each, corresponding to the
highest order interaction can be obtained.” Any one of these 2" sets may
be- corifounded and the sub-block with control treatment, containing
3*=1 ¢lements of the treatment group orthogonal to it ¢an be written out,
the remaining two sub-blocks being then written out in the usual manner.

. 1)_.

T 3a DESIGN IN 32 BLOCKS OF 33 PLOTS EacH

The confounding sub-groups of Section 5 could .be modified by

the introduction of a fifth factor E. Thus out of (5 1) could be

obtalned two confoundlng sub-groups
(4, ABC, AZBZCZ, A*BDE, AB*D*E?, ACZDE AZCDZE2 B*CDE, BC2D?E?)
' _ (7.1)
(I, ABC, A*B*C?, A*BDE?, AB*D*E, AC*DE?, A*CD*E, B*CDE?, BC®D?E)
. . (7.2)
In (7.1) or (7.2), 2 d.f. confounded belong to three-factor interaction,
while the remaining 6 d.f. confounded belong to four-factor interactions.
Thus, if 2 d.f. belonging to 4 X BXx C are confounded, sixteen posmble!
confoundmg sub-groups are thereby obtained. But as- there are
10 ways of selecting three factors out of five, there are in all 160 possible
ways of arranging a 3% design in 32 blocks of 33 plots each, confound-
ing in each arrangement, 2 d.f. due to a three-factor interaction and
6 d.f. due to a four-factor interaction, all other effects being uncon-

founded.
8. FAcCTORs AT FOUR LEVELS

The methods ‘of preceding sections could be applied to any ca’se‘
in which the number of levels is a prime. The procedure has to be :

o
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slightly modified if the number of levels is a power of a prime: and
may be illustrated by considering factors at 2% levels.

"The 3 d.f. corresponding to the main effect of A may be represented A
by the group : '
. B (I’ A1> Az; 3) ’ (8-1)
wrth the condrtlons

AR = 2 = A2 =1, A1A, = Aj, AIA3 = A,, Aqu =A; ‘(8.2),?
which are obvrously consistent.

- If there are n factors at four levels each, the effect group and the
treatment group consist of 4" elements each. In the treatment group,
an element such as a,b.c,... will denote a treatment combrnatron ,
with' the factor 4 at level r, B at level s, C at levelt etc (r,s,t... ‘
=0,1,2,3). Actually, a letter with suffix zero is dropped “altogether.
The orthogonahty (mod. 2) of an element of the effect group with an”’
element of the treatment group follows at once if the two elements”
have an even number of letters:in common, after they are expressed
with suffixes 1 and 2 by using (8.2) and similar relations. Thus the
elements .4;B; and a,b; expressed as. A,B;B, and a,b;b, are clearly
orthogonal as they have two elements in common.

9 4% DESIGN
Let 4, B be two factors at four levels each. The effect group
consists of 16 elements obtained by multiplying out the elements of
(I, Ay, Ay, Ag) and (I, By, B,, By). If confounding is required at all,.
it is desirable to leave the main effects free and confound only some -
of 9 d.f. for.the interaction, which are.represented by the elements..

(I, A1By, A1Bs, A\By, AyBy, AyBy, A3Bs, A3By, A3B,, A3B;) (9.1)
The elements of (9.1) automatically form themselves into three ortho-

gonal components Pl, P, P, (say) of 3 d.f. each, represented by the
sub-groups

P1 (AXB)= (I, A1B,, A;B,, A;3B;) . (.2)
Py (AxB) = (I, A,By, AyBs AyB) . 9.3),
Py (AXB) = (I, A1B3, 4By, A3Bs) : ¢4

(9.1) can alternatively be broken up into another set of three orthogonal

components Q,, J,, Q5 (say) of 3 d.f. each, represented by the sub-
groups . : ' ' N
Q1 (AXB)= (I, 4By, A,B;, AyBy) (9.9

Qs (AXB)=(I, 4By, 481, A:B) . . (9.6).
Qo (AXB)= (I, 4By, 4By, AuB) . . (9.7)
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The dssign could be arranged in four sub-blocks of four plots each,
per replication, by choosing -the confounding sub-group any one of
{9.2) to (9.7). For example, if P, be confounded, to find the sub-
block containing the control treatment, P, must first be expressed as
([a AlB‘J, AzB1Ba’ AlAzBl) (98)
in view of (8.2);, and the sub-group of the treatment group orthogonal
to (9.8) is
(1, asby, a,b1b,, aya,by) (9.9)
which reduces to )
(1, ashy, aibs, ash,) (9.10)
Each element of (9.9) has an even number of letters in common with
each element of{9.8), showing that the two sub-groups are orthogonal.
(9.10) gives the treatment combinations of the control sub-block,
from which the remaining three sub-blocks can be written out in the
usual manner. For ready reference they are given below:

(a1, asby, by, ashy) \
@y by, ashs, a1hy)
(a3, @by, asbs, by) . J _
If (9.10) and (9.11) form the four sub-blocks, then 3 d.f. for P, (4 X B)

will be confounded with sub-blocks. Similarly, we can get the design,
when the 3 d.f, confounded belong to Py, P, Qq, O, Q.

©.11)

Three replications could give a balanced design, confounding the
set P, P,, P, one in each replication, thereby preserving two-thirds
the information on each component. Another balanced design of three
replications could be obtained by confounding the set @y, Q,, Q..

10. 43 DEsiGN

The design can usefully be arranged in four sub-blocks of sixteen
plots each, per replication, confounding a set of 3 d.f. belonging
solely to the three-factor interaction. If 3 d.f. due to P,(4XB),
given by (9.2) be taken, the third factor C could be introduced with it
and the six possible confounding sub-groups are : .

Py {Py (AXBYXC}, Py {P, (AXB)XC}, Py {P, (AXB)XC} ] (10.1)
01 {PL(AXB)XC}, @y {Py (AXB)XC}, Q3 {P (AXB)X C} '
Similar sets of confounding sub-groups could be taken with each of
(9.3) to (9.7). 1t appears, therefore, that 36 confounding sub-groups
could be chosen in all. The control sub-block corresponding to any

given confounding sub-group, consists of 16 elements of the treatment
group, orthogonal to it. . Thus let the confounding sub-group be
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P, {P, (AXB)x C}
= (I, 4,B,C,, 4,B,Cy, A3B;Cy) |
= (I, 418,Cs, 4,B,C,Cy, 4:4,8,B,C;) - (10,2)
To find the intra-block sub-group of 16 treatment combinations orl:ho:'
gonal to (10.2), only four independent elements, besides the identity,

having an even number of letters in common with the elements of (10.2)
are required. They may be taken as

@by, aybs, 10,0, bycicy (10.3)
which along with the identity generate the sub-group
1, a1b4, asb,, a,ayC,, b1y a1y, asbyCy, .
41¢1Ca, A1DyCyy Axb1DoC1Coy a1a5D1C, ‘ (10.4)
bybecy, a1a50501C, ayCy, a1b1b5q, bocy

which becomes

(1’ arby, asbs, ascy, bicy, agby, ashic,, aicy, (10.5)

a1byCy, ayb3Cs, aghicy, byCy, ahaCy, Gyey, a1bycy, bacy
The clements of (10.5) form the control sub-block and the other three
sub-blocks could be written out from it in the usual manner. For
ready reference they are given below:
(al’ by, asbs, aycyy aybyicy, Agby, azhicy, cy, )
baCoy A3b3Csy AybiCy, A1DyCos AsbyCay ayey, byey, a1bycy ’
(az: a3by, by ayCs, azblca’ arbs, bycy, azey, ' )’, (10.6)
a3baCay b3Cyy A1D1Cy, AsD3Co, AybyCy, €1, Aybacy, Agbacy
Ay, Axby, arby, ¢y, azbycy, by, a1bicy, aycs, :
(azbzcz’ aybses, biey, a3b3Cs, bacy, ay¢y, Asbycy, a3b2cl)'
Thus if (10.5) and (10.6) form the four sub-blocks of a design, the
3 df. for P, {P, (AXB)X C} are confounded. Similarly, we can form
the design when any one of certain 36 sub-groups is chesen as the
confounding sub-group. Nine replications give' a balanced design

in which all the 27 d.f. due to the three-factor interaction are confounded
and there are four such balanced designs.

SUMMARY

The theory of Abelian groups has been applied to the construc-
tion of confounded 3" designs. The cases n=2,3,4 have been
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studied in some detail. It will be found that this method of con-
struction is considerably simpler than the methods based upon the use
of orthogonal Latin squares and involves no strain upon the memory.
2" designs havé been-left out of discussion as they have been treated
fully-by this method by R. A. Fisher. The method is extended to:
" .designs and-as an illustration, the cases n =2, 3 have been
discussed, Lo R RN
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