arXiv:2007.09608v1 [math.CO] 19 Jul 2020

Large Sets with Multiplicity

Tuvi Etzion^∗ Junling Zhou^†

October 9, 2020

Abstract

Large sets of combinatorial designs has always been a fascinating topic in design theory. These designs form a partition of the whole space into combinatorial designs with the same parameters. In particular, a large set of block designs, whose blocks are of size k taken from an n-set, is a partition of all the k-subsets of the n-set into disjoint copies of block designs, defined on the n-set, and with the same parameters. The current most intriguing question in this direction is whether large sets of Steiner quadruple systems exist and to provide explicit constructions for those parameters for which they exist. In view of its difficulty no one ever presented an explicit construction even for one nontrivial order. Hence, we seek for related generalizations. As generalizations, to the existence question of large sets, we consider two related questions. The first one to provide constructions for sets on Steiner systems in which each block (quadruple or a k-subset) is contained in exactly μ systems. The second question is to provide constructions for large set of H-designs (mainly for quadruples, but also for larger block size). We prove the existence of such systems for many parameters using orthogonal arrays, perpendicular arrays, ordered designs, sets of permutations, and one-factorizations of the complete graph.

Keywords: H-designs, large sets, Latin squares, one-factorizations, ordered designs, permutations, perpendicular arrays, Steiner systems.

∗Department of Computer Science, Technion, Haifa 3200003, Israel, e-mail: etzion@cs.technion.ac.il. †Department of Mathematics, Beijing Jiaotong University, Beijing, China, e-mail: jlzhou@bjtu.edu.cn. 1This research was supported in part by the 111 Project of China (B16002) and in part by the NSFC grants 11571034 and 11971053. Part of the research was performed during a visit of T. Etzion to Beijing Jiaotong University. He expresses sincere thanks to the 111 Project of China (B16002) for its support and to the Department of Mathematics at Beijing Jiaotong University for their kind hospitality.

T. Etzion was also supported in part by the Bernard Elkin Chair in Computer Science.

1 Introduction

A Steiner system of order n, S(t, k, n), is a pair (Q, B), where Q is an n-set (whose elements are called points) and B is a collection of k-subsets (called blocks) of Q, such that each t-subset of Q is contained in exactly one block of B. A large set of Steiner systems S(t, k, n), on an n-set Q, is a partition of all k-subsets of Q into Steiner systems S(t, k, n).

The interest in large sets is from block design point of view and also from graph theory point of view. A large set of Steiner systems S(1, k, n) is equivalent to a partition of the k-uniform complete hypergraph into disjoint perfect matchings. If k = 2 this large set is known as one-factorization of the complete graph K_n. A comprehensive discussion on these one-factorizations are given in [46]. Peltesohn [35] solved the problem for k = 3. A solution for k ≥ 4 was given in the celebrated work of Baranayai [1] who proved the existence of such large sets using a network flow.

A Steiner system S(2, 3, n) is known as Steiner triple system and the corresponding large set is known to exist for every admissible n ≡ 1 or 3 (mod 6), where n ≠ 7. It was first proved by Lu [30, 31], who left six open cases which were solved by Teirlinck [44]. An alternative shorter proof was given later by Ji [20]. The next interesting case is for Steiner system S(3, 4, n), which is also called a Steiner quadruple system and denoted by SQS(n). A construction of large set of SQS(n) is known only for the trivial case when n = 4. For larger n, the only known result is the existence proof of Keevash [23] who proved that a large set of Steiner systems S(t, k, n) exists if n is large enough and satisfies some necessary conditions (this n is beyond our imagination). The proof is nonconstructive and hence it does not throw any light on any explicit construction for these values of n. It either does not provide any indication on the existence of such systems for smaller values of n (which can be very large).

In the absence of known constructions for large sets of SQS(n) the research can be done in two different directions. One direction is to find the maximum number of pairwise disjoint SQS(n). The best results in this direction can be found in [14, 15]. A second direction is to define large sets with multiplicity. A large set of S(t, k, n) with multiplicity μ, denoted by LS(t, k, n; μ), is a set of Steiner systems S(t, k, n) on an n-set Q, such that each ksubset of Q is contained in exactly μ systems. The goal is to find such large set for any given positive integer μ, where LS(t, k, n; 1) is a large set which implies LS(t, k, n; μ) for any μ ≥ 1. Clearly, an LS(t, k, n, μ) consists of μ (_{n−t} k−t ) Steiner systems S(t, k, n). Large sets with multiplicity were considered in [13], where it is proved that LS(3, 4, 2^r; μ) exists, for any r ≥ 3 and μ ≥ 2. Such large sets with multiplicity implies the existence of another family of large sets (with multiplicity one), namely, large sets of H-designs, which are interesting designs for themselves. They have applications in threshold schemes [13] and in quantum jump codes [47].

The goals of this paper are to construct large sets with multiplicity and large sets of H-designs. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the basic concepts required for our expositions. These include the definition of an H-design and the connection between a large set with multiplicity and large set of H-designs. Other concepts include orthogonal arrays, one-factorizations, and arrays of permutations. In Section 3 we present some basic constructions for large sets with multiplicity and for large sets of Hdesigns. The number of groups in these constructions of H-designs is small and the same is true for the number of points in the large sets with multiplicity. Section 3 is devoted to large sets with multiplicity and large sets of H-designs with small parameters. In Section 3.1 large sets of H-designs are obtained recursively from an initial large set of H-designs with small parameters. In Section 3.2 large sets with multiplicity are constructed using some structure of Steiner systems and sets of permutations. They yield large sets of H-designs with small parameters. In Section 4 we present a few well-known constructions of pairwise disjoint SQS(n) which will be adapted and used for our constructions of large sets with multiplicity of Steiner quadruple systems. These constructions contain doubling and quadrupling constructions. In Section 5 and Section 6 we present our main construction for large sets with multiplicity of Steiner quadruple systems. In Section 5 a quadrupling construction for large sets with multiplicity are presented. In Section 6 the quadrupling construction is generalized for multiplication by 2^m instead of multiplication by 4. In Section 7 we summarize our work and suggest directions for future research.

2 Preliminaries

This section is devoted to define several concepts which are important in our exposition. In Section 2.1 we define the concepts of H-designs and large sets of H-designs whose construction is one of the goals of our work. In Section 2.2 we define the concepts of orthogonal arrays and large sets of orthogonal arrays. Finally, we prove a connection between large set with multiplicity, large set of orthogonal arrays, and large set of H-designs. In Section 2.3 we define a design used in many constructions of block designs, namely, one-factorization. In Section 2.4 we consider permutations and arrays of permutations such as Latin squares, ordered designs, and perpendicular arrays. Finally, in Section 2.5 we define the concept of configurations which enables us to categorize the different blocks of a design after some partition of the point set is made.

2.1 H-designs

Large sets with multiplicity have their own interest, but they are also important in constructions for large sets of H-designs, which are large sets of Steiner systems “with holes” [45]. An H-design H(n, g, k, t) is a triple (Q, G, B), which satisfies the following properties:

1. Q is a set with ng points.

2. G is a partition of Q into n subsets (called groups), each one with g points.

3. B is a set of k-subsets of Q (called blocks), such that a group and a block contain at most one common point, and any t points from any t distinct groups occur in exactly one block.

To simplify the constructions in the sequel, we will assume that for a given H-design H(n, g, k, t), the elements of the (ng)-set Q are ordered and in a block {x_1, x_2, . . . , x_k} the elements are ordered, i.e., x_1 < x_2 < · · · < x_k, by the order of Q.

H-designs were defined and used first in [17, 33]. Necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of H-designs for which (k, t) = (4, 3) were proved in [21, 22, 33].

Theorem 1. The necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of an H(n, g, 4, 3) are gn ≡ 0 (mod 2), g(n − 1)(n − 2) ≡ 0 (mod 3), n ≥ 4, and (n, g) ≠ (5, 2).

A large set of H-designs, denoted by LH(n, g, k, t), is a partition, of all the k-subsets from the ng points of Q taken from any k distinct groups, into pairwise disjoint H-designs H(n, g, k, t). The number of H-designs in a large set is calculated in the following lemma.

Lemma 1. The size of an LH(n, g, k, t) is (_{n−t} k−t ) g^{k−t}. Proof. An H-design H(n, g, k, t) contains (^{nt} )(_{kt}) g^t blocks and the number of k-subsets in Q,

where each k-subset contains at most one element from each group, is (_n k ) g^k. Hence, the

number of H-designs in an LH(n, g, k, t) is (_n k ) g^k/(^{nt} )(_{kt}) g^t =^{(n−t)!} (n−k)!(k−t)! g k−t = (_{n−t} k−t ) g^{k−t}. An H-design H(n, g, 3, 2) is usually called a group divisible design of type g^n and denoted by GDD(g^n). The large sets of disjoint group divisible designs were first studied because of their connection with perfect threshold schemes [38, 40]. Combining the existence result of large sets of Steiner triple systems and much work on large sets of GDDs by Chen et al [12] and Teirlinck [45], Lei [27] finally established that there exists a large set of GDD(g^n) if and only if n(n − 1)g^2 ≡ 0 (mod 6), (n − 1)g ≡ 0 (mod 2), and (g, n) ≠ (1, 7).

2.2 Orthogonal Arrays

An orthogonal array OA(t, k, n) is an n^t × k matrix C, with entries from Z_n, such that any submatrix generated by any t columns of C contains each ordered t-tuple from Z_n exactly once as a row. A large set of orthogonal arrays LOA(t, k, n) is a set of n^{k−t} orthogonal arrays OA(t, k, n), such that each vector of length k over Z_n occurs as a row in exactly one of the orthogonal arrays.

Theorem 2. If there exists an OA(t, k, n), then there exists an LOA(t, k, n).

Proof. Let C be an orthogonal array OA(t, k, n). Let X be the set of n^{k−t} vectors of length k over Z_n such that the last t entries in all the vectors of X are zeroes. For each x ∈ X define the set C_x as follows: C_x ≜ x + C ≜ {x + c : c ∈ C}. Clearly, C_x is also an orthogonal array OA(t, k, n).

Assume now that there exist two words x_1, x_2 ∈ X and two words c_1, c_2 ∈ C such that x_1 + c_1 = x_2 + c_2. Since the last t entries in x_1 and x_2 are zeroes. This implies that the last t entries of c_1 and c_2 are equal. Since C is an orthogonal array OA(t, k, n) and the last t entries of c_1 and c_2 are equal, it follows that c_1 = c_2. Hence, we also have x_1 = x_2 and therefore {C_x : x ∈ X} is an LOA(t, k, n).

By Theorem 2 the existence of an OA(t, k, n) implies the existence of an LOA(t, k, n). In the following results we will use these orthogonal arrays to form large sets of H-designs. The related constructions will require the existence of other large sets of H-designs with smaller group size or the existence of some large sets with multiplicity.

Theorem 3. If there exists an LH(n, g, k, t) and an OA(t, k, u), then there exists a large set of H-designs LH(n, gu, k, t).

Proof. Let A_1, A_2, . . . , A_δ be an LH(n, g, k, t) defined on an (ng)-set Q (taken as Z_n × Z_g with group set {{i} × Z_g : i ∈ Z_n}), where δ = (_{n−t} k−t ) g^{k−t}. By Theorem 2 the existence of OA(t, k, u) implies the existence of an LOA(t, k, u). Let B_1, B_2, . . . , B_γ be an LOA(t, k, u) defined on Z_u, where γ = u^{k−t}. Define δγ sets C_{i,j}, 1 ≤ i ≤ δ, 1 ≤ j ≤ γ, where C_{i,j} consists

of (^{nt} )(_{kt}) (gu)^t blocks. For each {(x_1, y_1), (x_2, y_2), . . . , (x_k, y_k)} ∈ A_i, where (x_ℓ, y_ℓ) ∈ Z_n × Z_g,

and each (b_1, b_2, . . . , b_k) ∈ B_j the following block is defined:

{(x_1, (y_1, b_1)), (x_2, (y_2, b_2)), . . . , (x_k, (y_k, b_k))} .

It is easy to verify that each C_{i,j} forms an H-design with group set {{i} × (Z_g × Z_u) : i ∈ Z_n}. By Lemma 1, the number of H-designs in LH(n, gu, k, t) is (_{n−t} k−t ) (gu)^{k−t} = δγ and the size of C ≜ {C_{i,j} : 1 ≤ i ≤ δ, 1 ≤ j ≤ γ} is δγ. Therefore, to prove that C forms a large set of H-designs LH(n, gu, k, t), it is sufficient to show that each k-subset of Z_n × (Z_g × Z_u), meeting each group in at most one point, is contained in one H-designs from {C_{i,j} : 1 ≤ i ≤ δ, 1 ≤ j ≤ γ}. Let Z = {(x_1, (y_1, b_1)), (x_2, (y_2, b_2)), . . . , (x_k, (y_k, b_k))}, where (x_i, (y_i, b_i)) ∈ Z_n × (Z_g × Z_u)) and x_1 < x_2 < · · · < x_k. The set Z^′ = {(x_1, y_1), (x_2, y_2), . . . , (x_k, y_k)} is a k-subset of Z_n × Z_g such that x_1 < x_2 < · · · < x_k and hence Z^′ is a k-subset in a unique H-design, say A_i. Also, (b_1, b_2, . . . , b_k) is a row in a unique orthogonal array B_j . Therefore, Z is a k-subset of the unique set C_{i,j}. Thus, {C_{i,j} : 1 ≤ i ≤ δ, 1 ≤ j ≤ γ} is a large set of H-designs LH(n, gu, k, t).

The next result generalizes a related theorem for LH(n, g, 4, 3) proved in [13].

Theorem 4. If there exist an OA(t, k, g) and an LS(t, k, n; g^{k−t}), then there exists an LH(n, g, k, t). Proof. Let S_1, S_2, . . . , S_δ, δ = (_{n−t} k−t ) g^{k−t}, be an LS(t, k, n; g^{k−t}), on the point set Z_n, and let C_1, C_2, . . . , C_gk−t be an LOA(t, k, g) implied by Theorem 2. We construct an LH(n, g, k, t) on the point set Z_n × Z_g, i.e. group sets {i} × Z_g, i ∈ Z_n, with H-designs S^∗_1 , S^∗_2 , . . . , S^∗_δ . Given any k-subset {x_1, x_2, . . . , x_k} of Z_n which appears in g^{k−t} distinct Steiner systems, S_{i1} , S_{i2} , . . . , S_{igk−t} , we form the following g^t blocks for S^∗_{ij} , 1 ≤ j ≤ g^{k−t},

{(x_1, y_1), (x_2, y_2), . . . , (x_k, y_k)}, (y_1, y_2, . . . , y_k) ∈ C_j . (1)

By Lemma 1, the number of H-designs in LH(n, g, k, t) is δ and hence to prove that S^∗_1 , S^∗_2 , . . . , S^∗_δ form an LH(n, g, k, t), it is sufficient to show that each k-subset of Z_n × Z_g, meeting each group in at most one point, is contained in one of the H-designs from S^∗_1 , S^∗_2 , . . . , S^∗_δ .

Let Z = {(x_1, y_1), (x_2, y_2), . . . , (x_k, y_k)}, where (x_i, y_i) ∈ Z_n×Z_g and |{x_1, x_2, . . . , x_k}| = k. Since X = {x_1, x_2, . . . , x_k} is a k-subset of Z_n, it follows that X is contained in exactly g^{k−t} Steiner systems S_{i1} , S_{i2} , . . . , S_{igk−t} of the large set with multiplicity LS(t, k, n; g^{k−t}). Since Y = (y_1, y_2, . . . , y_k) is a word of length k over Z_g, it follows that Y is a row of an OA(t, k, g) from the related large set. It follows by the construction implied by (1) that Z is contained in one of the constructed blocks. This completes the proof.

Theorem 4 is the key for our construction of new large sets of H-designs which will be discussed in Section 3. In [13] we have the following application of Theorem 4.

Theorem 5. For any integers g ≥ 2 and r ≥ 2, there exists an LH(2^r, g, 4, 3).

Theorem 5 was proved in [13] without the explicit use of orthogonal arrays. The orthogonal arrays required to obtain this theorem and the ones which will be heavily used in our exposition are presented in the following trivial well-known theorem.

Theorem 6. For any integer t ≥ 2 and for any given g ≥ 2, there exists an OA(t − 1, t, g).

Proof. Define the following set of t-tuples M ≜ {(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_t) : x_i ∈ Z_g, t∑ i=1 x_i ≡ 0 (mod g)} .

Consider the set M as an array with t columns with any order of the rows by the t-tuples of M. Clearly, each (t − 1)-tuple appears exactly once in the projection of t − 1 coordinates of M, which implies that the array M is an OA(t − 1, t, g).

Other orthogonal arrays can be applies of other LS(t, k, n; μ) presented in our expositions. These can be found in the extensive literature starting with the book of Raghavarao [36].

2.3 One-Factorizations

A one-factorization F = {F_0, F_1, . . . , F_{v−2}} of the complete graph K_v, where v is an even positive integer, is partition of all the edges of K_v into perfect matchings. Each F_i, 0 ≤ i ≤ v − 2, is a perfect matching of K_v. This perfect matching is also called a one-factor. As mentioned before a one-factor is a Steiner system S(1, 2, v) and a one-factorization is a related large set. Clearly, a one-factor contains^v_2 pairs of vertices whose union is the set of v vertices in K_v. One-factorizations were used as building blocks in many constructions of various block designs.

2.4 Arrays of Permutations

A permutation acting on the point set of a Steiner system S(t, k, n) yields another Steiner system S(t, k, n). This is the obvious motivation to use arrays of permutations in constructions of large sets of Steiner systems with multiplicity and large sets of H-designs.

A v × v Latin square is a v × v array in which each row and each column is a permutation of a v-set Q. A Latin square has no 2 × 2 subsquares if any 2 × 2 subsquare restricted to two rows and two columns does not form a Latin square [24]. Such Latin squares were used in a doubling construction [28] to form a set of pairwise disjoint SQSs. The DLS Construction, which will be presented in Section 4, is based on the Construction in [28], but the constructions which will be given in Section 5 and Section 6 do not require such squares. We will make use of combinatorial designs called ordered designs and perpendicular arrays.

An ordered design OD_λ(k, ℓ, n) is a λ · (_n k ) · k! × ℓ matrix A with entries from an n-set, say Z_n, such that

1. each row has ℓ distinct entries and

2. each submatrix of A which consists of any k columns contains each k-tuple of Z_n exactly λ times.

A perpendicular array PA_λ(k, ℓ, n) is a λ · (_n k ) × ℓ matrix A with entries from an n-set, say Z_n, such that

1. each row has ℓ distinct entries and

2. each submatrix of A which consists of any k columns contains each k-subset of Z_n exactly λ times.

Although probably known before, the first formal definition of perpendicular arrays is given in [34]. Ordered designs were defined first by Teirlinck [41, 42, 43]. Perpendicular arrays have found applications in authentication and secrecy codes [39]. This has motivated an extensive research, e.g. [5, 2, 3, 6, 7, 8, 9, 18, 19, 34, 25, 32]. Some of the construction which follows will make use of ordered designs and perpendicular arrays which can also be regarded as permutation sets.

An ordered design OD_λ(k, n, n) or a perpendicular array P A_λ(k, n, n) consists of a set of permutations from S_n, the set of all permutations on an n-set. A set P ⊆ S_n of permutations is (uniformly) k-homogeneous if it is a P A_λ(k, n, n); it is k-transitive if it is an OD_λ(k, n, n). These are the combinatorial designs required for the constructions in the sequel.

A few types of ordered designs OD_λ(k, n, n) and perpendicular arrays P A_λ(k, n, n) are required, e.g. those with k = 2 or those with k > 2 and small n. For k > 3 these permutations sets are required for a simple construction of an LS(t, k, n; μ) from a given Steiner system S(t, k, n). This construction is presented in the following theorem.

Theorem 7. If there exists a Steiner system S(t, k, n) and a perpendicular array PA_λ(k, n, n), then there exist an LS(t, k, n; μ), where μ = λ (_n t ) / (_k t ) . Proof. By applying all the permutations of a perpendicular array PA_λ(k, n, n) on each block of a Steiner system S(t, k, n), each k-subset of the n-set is produced exactly λ times and hence the claim follows.

Unfortunately, if k > 3 and n ≥ 25 there is no subgroup of S_n which forms such a permutation set, except for the group of all permutation S_n and the alternating group A_n which contains all the even permutation (see [11, Theorem 5.2]). A probabilistic proof for the existence of such a permutation set with a smaller number of permutations is given [26]. A probabilistic construction with even a smaller number of permutations is given in [16]. In both cases the number of permutations is still too large and there is no concrete construction, rather than an existence proof or a construction based on probabilistic arguments. For n ≤ 24 there are some interesting designs which yield some interesting large sets. These constructions will be considered in Section 3 when large sets with small parameters will be discussed.

For k = 2, PA_λ(2, n, n) will be used in our main constructions instead of Latin squares which were used in other constructions [13, 15, 28] (also OD_λ(2, n, n) can be used for this purpose). Some parameters for these designs are given in the following theorem.

Theorem 8. The following perpendicular arrays exist:

1. PA_2(2, q, q), q power of 2 [37].

2. PA_1(2, q, q), q odd prime power [37].

3. PA_2(2, 10, 10) [5].

For k > 2 and small n, perpendicular arrays and ordered designs will be used in Section 3 to generate LS(t, k, n; μ) for small values of n. Related perpendicular arrays and ordered designs are given in the following theorem.

Theorem 9. The following perpendicular arrays and ordered designs exist:

1. PA_3(3, 7, 7) [5].

2. OD_1(4, 11, 11) [4].

For more information on parameters of perpendicular arrays and ordered designs the reader is referred to the short survey in [4].

2.5 Configurations

Most of the constructions which will be described in the sequel and those which were already mentioned (e.g. see Theorem 4), are based on partitions of the point set. Most of our partitions will be with parts of equal size, unless when there are only two parts, where the two parts might not be of equal size.

Assume that the point set Q has size n. This set can be partitioned into two subsets A and B, where |A| = ℓ and |B| = n − ℓ. Given such a partition and a k-subset X = {x_1, x_2, . . . , x_k} of Q, we say that X is a k-subset from configuration (i, j), where i + j = k, if |X ∩A| = i and |X ∩B| = j. The definition of configuration is generalized for a partition of the point set into more than two parts. For example, if Q is partitioned into four sets A_1, A_2, A_3, and A_4 (usually of equal size), then the k-subset X is from configuration (i_1, i_2, i_3, i_4), where i_1 + i_2 + i_3 + i_4 = k, if |X ∩ A_j| = i_j for 1 ≤ j ≤ 4.

The partition of the point set has a few advantages such as applying certain permutations on one set of points, or considering each configuration separately makes it easier to analyse the structure of the k-subsets.

3 New Large Sets with Small Parameters

In this section we present some basic constructions for large sets with multiplicity and for large sets of H-designs. The number of groups in these constructions of H-designs is small and the same is true for the number of points in the large sets with multiplicity. In Section 3.1 large sets of H-designs with small parameters are obtained by ad-hoc constructions. In Section 3.2 large sets with multiplicity and small parameters are obtained by applying sets of permutations on the coordinates of some Steiner systems. These large sets with multiplicity imply related large sets of H-designs.

3.1 Large Sets of H-designs with Small Number of Groups

This section is devoted to a few ad-hoc constructions presented in the proofs of the next three lemmas.

Lemma 2. There exists an LH(5, 4u, 4, 3) for any positive integer u.

Proof. We construct an H(5, 4, 4, 3) on the point set Z_8 ∪ {8, 9, . . . , 19} with group set {{0, 2, 4, 6}, {1, 3, 5, 7}} ∪ {{i, i + 3, i + 6, i + 9} : i = 8, 9, 10}. Its block set B_0 is as follows: {0, 1, 8, 9} {2, 5, 8, 9} {3, 8, 9, 10} {4, 8, 9, 13} {6, 8, 9, 16} {7, 8, 9, 19} {7, 0, 8, 10} {1, 4, 8, 10} {2, 8, 10, 12} {5, 8, 10, 15} {6, 8, 10, 18} {5, 6, 8, 13} {6, 7, 8, 15} {0, 3, 8, 15} {7, 2, 8, 13} {1, 8, 13, 15} {0, 8, 13, 18} {3, 8, 12, 13} {4, 5, 8, 12} {7, 8, 12, 16} {4, 7, 8, 18} {0, 8, 12, 19} {5, 8, 18, 19} {5, 0, 8, 16} {6, 1, 8, 12} {1, 2, 8, 19} {1, 8, 16, 18} {2, 3, 8, 18} {2, 8, 15, 16} {3, 4, 8, 16} {3, 6, 8, 19} {4, 8, 15, 19} {0, 1, 11, 13} {7, 0, 12, 13} {2, 5, 12, 13} {4, 7, 11, 13} {6, 11, 12, 13} {1, 12, 13, 14} {4, 12, 13, 17} {1, 4, 13, 18} {6, 7, 13, 18} {1, 2, 9, 13} {2, 3, 13, 17} {5, 13, 17, 18} {6, 1, 13, 17} {0, 3, 9, 13} {0, 13, 15, 17} {3, 6, 13, 15} {5, 0, 13, 14} {5, 9, 11, 13} {4, 5, 13, 15} {3, 4, 13, 14} {3, 11, 13, 18} {2, 11, 13, 15} {7, 13, 14, 15} {6, 9, 13, 14} {2, 13, 14, 18} {7, 9, 13, 17} {5, 0, 15, 19} {2, 3, 15, 19} {5, 0, 9, 10} {5, 0, 12, 17} {5, 0, 11, 18} {1, 2, 11, 18} {6, 7, 9, 10} {0, 1, 10, 12} {0, 1, 14, 15} {0, 1, 16, 17} {0, 1, 18, 19} {7, 2 18, 19} {0, 9, 17, 19} {7, 0, 17, 18} {3, 6, 17, 18} {5, 6, 9, 17} {3, 9, 16, 17} {0, 3, 10, 17} {0, 10, 14, 18} {0, 3, 16, 18} {3, 14, 18, 19} {0, 3, 12, 14} {0, 11, 12, 16} {7, 0, 15 16} {0, 10, 11, 15} {0, 3, 11, 19} {7, 0, 9, 11} {7, 0, 14, 19} {0, 9, 14, 16} {4, 5, 9, 16} {5, 9, 14, 19} {2, 5, 17, 19} {5, 15, 16, 17} {5, 6, 11, 15} {2, 5, 11, 16} {1, 9, 11, 16} {3, 6, 9, 11} {6, 1, 10, 11} {6, 1, 15, 16} {6, 1, 9, 19} {1, 4, 14, 19} {1, 9, 10, 14} {1, 4, 9, 17} {1, 4, 11, 15} {1, 4, 12, 16} {1, 2, 12, 17} {3, 4, 15, 17} {3, 10, 14, 15} {2, 3, 10, 11} {2, 3, 12, 16} {3, 6, 14, 16} {5, 12, 14, 16} {6, 7, 12, 14} {5, 6, 10, 14} {5, 6, 16, 18} {6, 7, 11, 16} {6, 7, 17, 19} {5, 6, 12, 19} {5, 10, 11, 12} {7, 10, 11, 18} {1, 2, 10, 15} {1, 10, 17, 18} {2, 9, 10, 17} {1, 2, 14, 16} {6, 1, 14, 18} {1, 11, 12, 19} {7, 2, 11, 12} {1, 15, 17, 19} {2, 3, 9, 14} {4, 7, 9, 14} {4, 10, 12, 14} {7, 10, 12, 17} {7, 2, 15, 17} {2, 16, 17, 18} {2, 5, 10, 18} {3, 4, 10, 18} {2, 5, 14, 15} {7, 2, 9, 16} {7, 2, 10, 14} {2, 9, 11, 19} {2, 12, 14, 19} {3, 4, 9, 19} {3, 4, 11, 12} {3, 6, 10, 12} {3, 11, 15, 16} {3, 12, 17, 19} {4, 5, 10, 17} {4, 5, 11, 19} {4, 17, 18, 19} {4, 5, 14, 18} {4, 11, 16, 18} {4, 7, 10, 15} {4, 7, 12, 19} {4, 7, 16, 17} {4, 9, 10, 11} {4, 14, 15, 16} {6, 10, 15, 17} {6, 11, 18, 19} {6, 12, 16, 17} {6, 14, 15, 19} {7, 11, 15, 19} {7, 14, 16, 18} We apply to B_0 the automorphism group (Z_8, +) (only to the points of Z_8, leaving each one of the points in the set {8, 9, . . . , 19} unchanged) to obtain 8 mutually disjoint H(5, 4, 4, 3)s, namely an LH(5, 4, 4, 3). Finally, an LH(5, 4u, 4, 3) for any u ≥ 1 is obtained by Theorem 3.

Lemma 3. There exists an LH(6, g, 4, 3) if and only if g is divisible by 3.

Proof. First we construct an H(6, 3, 4, 3) on the point set Z_9 ∪ {9, 10, . . . , 17} with group set {{i, i + 3, i + 6} : i = 0, 1, 2, 9, 10, 11}. Its block set B_0 is as follows:

{0, 1, 2, 9} {8, 0, 1, 10} {0, 1, 5, 11} {0, 1, 12, 14} {0, 1, 13, 15} {0, 1, 16, 17} {3, 5, 12, 14} {4, 8, 12, 14} {7, 10, 12, 14} {2, 12, 13, 14} {6, 12, 14, 16} {0, 2, 11, 13} {1, 2, 13, 17} {2, 3, 4, 13} {2, 6, 9, 13} {7, 2, 13, 15} {1, 9, 11, 13} {3, 9, 13, 14} {4, 5, 9, 13} {7, 0, 9, 13} {8, 9, 13, 17} {5, 0, 13, 17} {4, 6, 13, 17} {3, 13, 15, 17} {6, 8, 13, 15} {7, 12, 13, 17} {0, 4, 9, 17} {1, 9, 10, 17} {0, 4, 12, 13} {8, 0, 13, 14} {5, 7, 13, 14} {1, 3, 5, 13} {8, 1, 12, 13} {6, 1, 13, 14} {3, 11, 12, 13} {7, 8, 3, 13} {6, 7, 11, 13} {4, 8, 11, 13} {4, 13, 14, 15} {5, 6, 12, 13} {5, 11, 13, 15} {8, 0, 4, 15} {0, 4, 11, 16} {4, 5, 0, 10} {0, 2, 4, 14} {5, 0, 9, 14} {0, 10, 14, 15} {7, 0, 11, 15} {0, 2, 15, 17} {5, 0, 15, 16} {5, 7, 0, 12} {7, 0, 14, 16} {7, 8, 0, 17} {0, 10, 12, 17} {7, 0, 2, 10} {0, 2, 12, 16} {8, 0, 11, 12} {0, 9, 10, 11} {8, 0, 9, 16} {1, 2, 6, 16} {1, 2, 10, 12} {6, 7, 8, 12} {2, 3, 7, 12} {6, 7, 2, 14} {7, 2, 16, 17} {7, 2, 9, 11} {6, 8, 9, 11} {6, 8, 10, 14} {4, 6, 9, 14} {6, 9, 16, 17} {5, 7, 9, 17} {8, 1, 3, 9} {8, 1, 11, 16} {8, 1, 14, 15} {5, 6, 14, 15} {5, 6, 7, 16} {6, 11, 15, 16} {8, 3, 11, 15} {4, 10, 11, 15} {4, 6, 10, 12} {2, 4, 11, 12} {4, 5, 6, 11} {3, 4, 5, 15} {5, 7, 10, 15} {3, 5, 7, 11} {5, 10, 11, 12} {5, 9, 11, 16} {2, 4, 9, 16} {2, 4, 10, 17} {2, 6, 12, 17} {6, 1, 11, 12} {1, 3, 10, 11} {7, 8, 10, 11} {4, 8, 9, 10} {3, 4, 9, 11} {1, 2, 3, 14} {2, 9, 10, 14} {3, 5, 9, 10} {6, 7, 9, 10} {6, 7, 15, 17} {1, 5, 15, 17} {6, 8, 1, 17} {1, 2, 11, 15} {1, 3, 12, 17} {3, 5, 16, 17} {4, 5, 12, 17} {4, 5, 14, 16} {1, 3, 15, 16} {2, 14, 15, 16} {5, 6, 1, 9} {1, 5, 10, 14} {1, 5, 12, 16} {8, 3, 10, 12} {3, 4, 8, 17} {6, 1, 10, 15} {1, 9, 14, 16} {2, 3, 9, 17} {2, 3, 10, 15} {2, 3, 11, 16} {2, 4, 6, 15} {2, 6, 10, 11} {3, 4, 10, 14} {3, 4, 12, 16} {3, 7, 9, 16} {3, 7, 10, 17} {3, 7, 14, 15} {8, 3, 14, 16} {4, 6, 8, 16} {4, 15, 16, 17} {5, 6, 10, 17} {7, 8, 9, 14} {7, 8, 15, 16} {7, 11, 12, 16} {8, 10, 15, 1} {8, 12, 16, 17} We apply to B_0 the automorphism group (Z_9, +) (only to the points of Z_9, leaving each one of the points in the set {9, 10, . . . , 17} unchanged) to obtain 9 mutually disjoint H(6, 3, 4, 3)s, namely an LH(6, 3, 4, 3). Finally, an LH(6, g, 4, 3) for any g divisible by 3 is obtained by Theorem 3. For g which is not divisible by 3, an LH(6, g, 4, 3) does not exist by Theorem 1.

Lemma 4. There exists an LH(7, g, 4, 3) if and only if g is even.

Proof. First we construct an H(7, 2, 4, 3) on the point set Z_{14} with groups {i, i+7}, 0 ≤ i ≤ 6. Its block set B_0 is as follows: {0, 1, 2, 3} {0, 1, 4, 5} {0, 1, 6, 9} {0, 1, 10, 11} {0, 1, 12, 13} {0, 2, 4, 6} {0, 2, 8, 12} {0, 2, 10, 13} {0, 2, 5, 11} {0, 4, 10, 12} {0, 6, 8, 10} {0, 3, 5, 6} {0, 6, 11, 12} {0, 3, 9, 12} {0, 5, 9, 10} {0, 5, 8, 13} {0, 3, 4, 13} {0, 3, 8, 11} {0, 9, 11, 13} {0, 4, 8, 9} {1, 2, 4, 13} {2, 3, 5, 13} {2, 8, 11, 13} {2, 7, 12, 13} {2, 3, 4, 12} {2, 3, 7, 8} {2, 3, 6, 11} {2, 5, 6, 8} {2, 4, 8, 10} {2, 4, 5, 7} {1, 2, 5, 10} {3, 4, 5, 8} {1, 2, 6, 7} {1, 2, 11, 12} {2, 7, 10, 11} {1, 5, 6, 11} {6, 9, 10, 11} {6, 7, 8, 11} {4, 6, 8, 12} {4, 7, 8, 13} {2, 6, 10, 12} {1, 4, 6, 10} {1, 3, 6, 12} {3, 7, 11, 12} {3, 5, 9, 11} {1, 3, 5, 7} {3, 7, 9, 13} {3, 4, 6, 7} {1, 3, 4, 9} {1, 4, 7, 12} {1, 9, 10, 12} {1, 5, 9, 13} {4, 5, 6, 9} {5, 7, 8, 9} {5, 8, 10, 11} {5, 7, 11, 13} {4, 5, 10, 13} {8, 9, 10, 13} {4, 9, 12, 13} {1, 3, 11, 13} {1, 7, 9, 11} {1, 7, 10, 13} {3, 6, 8, 9} {3, 8, 12, 13} {4, 7, 9, 10} {5, 6, 7, 10} {6, 7, 9, 12} {7, 8, 10, 12} {8, 9, 11, 12} {10, 11, 12, 13} We apply 8 permutations of the following 8 × 14 array on these blocks to B_0 to generate an LH(7, 2, 4, 3).

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 0 8 6 9 3 12 4 7 1 13 2 10 5 11 0 12 11 8 13 3 2 7 5 4 1 6 10 9 1 3 9 7 4 6 12 8 10 2 0 11 13 5 1 4 2 5 10 13 7 8 11 9 12 3 6 0 1 12 4 0 10 13 9 8 5 11 7 3 6 2 2 0 4 5 3 6 1 9 7 11 12 10 13 8 2 3 5 1 13 11 7 9 10 12 8 6 4 0

Finally, an LH(7, g, 4, 3) for any even g is obtained by applying Theorem 3 on this large set. For odd g, an LH(7, g, 4, 3) does not exist by Theorem 1 which completes the claim of the lemma.

The conclusion of Lemma 2, Lemma 3, Lemma 4, and Theorem 1 is the following result.

Theorem 10. A large set of H-designs LH(n, g, 4, 3) exists for all admissible parameters with n ∈ {5, 6, 7}, with possible exceptions for n = 5 and g ≡ 2 (mod 4).

3.2 Large Sets of H-designs from Large Sets with Multiplicity

The goal of this section is to obtain large sets with multiplicity and then to obtain large sets of H-designs using Theorem 4. The first step in this direction is to find a large set LS(t, k, n; g^{k−t}), for different sets of parameters, where the multiplicity g^{k−t} is not too large. A special case of Theorem 4, which is the key to obtain large set of H-designs from large set with multiplicity, was applied in [13] to obtain large set LH(2^m, g, 4, 3), m ≥ 3, for each g ≥ 2 (see Theorem 5). If a construction of an LS(t, k, n) is known then clearly there exists an LS(t, k, n; g^{k−t}) for any g ≥ 1 and Theorem 4 can be applied trivially. Hence, our first target is to construct such large sets LS(3, 4, n; μ), where n is not a power of 2 and μ small as possible. Our second target is to construct large sets LS(t, k, n; g^{k−t}) for k > t > 3.

Let S be Steiner system S(t, k, n) on the point set Z_n. We would like to use this Steiner system to form an LS(t, k, n; μ) on the point set Z_n. The main idea is to use a set of permutations on Z_n, to form isomorphic systems to S, such that the union of the permutations restricted to the k-subsets of S yield each k-subset of Z_n exactly μ times. This is the point that we want to have OD_λ(k, n, n) or PA_λ(k, n, n) with λ small as possible. The simplest set of such permutations are all the n! permutations of S_n. The outcome is n! Steiner systems S(t, k, n) such that each k-subset of Z_n is contained in exactly (^{nt} )(_{kt}) n!/ (_n k ) =^{n!(n−k)!(k−t)!} (n−t)! of these systems. This is a simple way to obtain a large set LS(t, k, n; μ), where μ =^{n!(n−k)!(k−t)!}_{(n−t)!} . The multiplicity μ of this large set is very large and our target is to obtain such a large set with a much smaller multiplicity μ. The multiplicity can be cut to half if we use only the n!/2 even pemutations instead of all the n! permutations of S_n. As pointed in Section 2.4, there are no known such array, for k > 3, with a reasonable λ. This is also true about the probabilistic argument for the existence of such arrays in [26] and for the probabilistic construction presented in [16]. Generally, to find a smaller set of permutations, for this purpose, is an interesting open problem for itself. Theorem 7 concludes this summary by presenting the parameters, when the permutations of a perpendicular array PA_λ(k, n, n) are applied on all the blocks of a Steiner system S(t, k, n). For small parameters we can use at least three different strategies. The first one is to construct large sets with multiplicity using computer search. The second one is by applying ordered designs or perpendicular arrays with small parameters. The third one is by ad-hoc constructions. A few examples for all these methods are given in this subsection.

Example 1. We have used a computer search to find a large set LS(4, 5, 11; 2), on the point set Z_{11}, with 14 Steiner systems S(4, 5, 11). The first system S_1 has the following 66 blocks. {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} {0, 1, 2, 5, 6} {0, 1, 2, 7, 8} {0, 1, 2, 9, 10} {0, 1, 3, 5, 7} {0, 1, 3, 6, 9} {0, 1, 3, 8, 10} {0, 1, 4, 5, 10} {0, 1, 5, 8, 9} {0, 1, 4, 6, 8} {0, 1, 4, 7, 9} {0, 1, 6, 7, 10} {0, 2, 3, 5, 8} {0, 2, 3, 7, 9} {0, 2, 3, 6, 10} {0, 2, 4, 8, 10} {0, 2, 6, 8, 9} {0, 2, 4, 6, 7} {0, 2, 5, 7, 10} {0, 5, 6, 8, 10} {0, 4, 5, 7, 8} {0, 3, 4, 7, 10} {0, 3, 5, 9, 10} {0, 3, 4, 5, 6} {0, 2, 4, 5, 9} {0, 3, 4, 8, 9} {0, 3, 6, 7, 8} {0, 4, 6, 9, 10} {0, 5, 6, 7, 9} {0, 7, 8, 9, 10} {1, 2, 3, 5, 9} {1, 2, 3, 7, 10} {1, 2, 6, 7, 9} {1, 4, 5, 6, 9} {1, 2, 4, 5, 7} {1, 2, 4, 8, 9} {1, 4, 7, 8, 10} {2, 3, 4, 7, 8} {1, 2, 3, 6, 8} {1, 2, 4, 6, 10} {3, 4, 6, 8, 10} {3, 5, 7, 8, 10} {3, 4, 5, 7, 9} {3, 6, 7, 9, 10} {1, 2, 5, 8, 10} {2, 5, 6, 9, 10} {1, 3, 4, 5, 8} {1, 3, 4, 6, 7} {1, 3, 4, 9, 10} {2, 3, 4, 6, 9} {1, 3, 5, 6, 10} {1, 3, 7, 8, 9} {1, 5, 6, 7, 8} {2, 3, 5, 6, 7} {1, 5, 7, 9, 10} {1, 6, 8, 9, 10} {2, 3, 4, 5, 10} {2, 3, 8, 9, 10} {2, 4, 5, 6, 8} {2, 4, 7, 9, 10} {2, 5, 7, 8, 9} {2, 6, 7, 8, 10} {3, 5, 6, 8, 9} {4, 5, 6, 7, 10} {4, 5, 8, 9, 10} {4, 6, 7, 8, 9} This system and the 13 systems obtained by applying the following 13 coordinate permutations

0 1 2 3 4 6 5 9 10 7 8 0 1 2 3 6 7 9 4 5 10 8 0 1 2 3 6 8 9 7 10 4 5 0 1 2 3 8 5 10 9 6 4 7 0 1 2 3 9 5 8 4 10 6 7 0 1 2 4 9 5 7 8 3 6 10 0 1 2 5 10 4 8 7 6 3 9 0 1 2 6 9 7 4 8 5 10 3 0 1 2 7 5 4 9 10 3 8 6 0 1 2 7 3 10 6 8 4 9 5 0 1 2 8 6 10 4 5 9 7 3 0 1 2 8 10 6 4 9 7 5 3 0 1 2 9 8 4 6 5 3 7 10

yield the large set LS(4, 5, 11; 2).

Example 1 yields the following result.

Lemma 5. There exist the following three large sets with multiplicity:

LS(4, 5, 11; 2), LS(3, 4, 10; 2), LS(5, 6, 12; 2).

Proof.

1. The large set LS(4, 5, 11; 2) was constructed in Example 1 using S_1, the Steiner system S(4, 5, 11), and the given 13 permutations on Z_{11}.

2. Each system of the large set LS(4, 5, 11; 2) has exactly 30 blocks containing the point 10. By considering these 30 blocks and removing the point 10 from each one of them yields an LS(3, 4, 10; 2). This LS(3, 4, 10; 2) consists of 14 Steiner systems S(3, 4, 10), on the point set Z_{10}, which are the derived systems of the 14 Steiner systems S(4, 5, 11) of the large set LS(4, 5, 11; 2).

3. Let S_1, S_2, . . . , S_{14} be the 14 systems of the LS(4, 5, 11; 2). Let S^′_i ≜ {X ∪ {11} : X ∈ S_i} ∪ {Z_{11} \ X : X ∈ S_i}, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ 14. It is well-known that each such S^′_i is a Steiner system S(5, 6, 12). It implies that {S^′_i : 1 ≤ i ≤ 14} is a large set LS(5, 6, 12; 2).

Example 2. Let S be the Steiner system S(3, 4, 10) obtained as the derived system of the Steiner system S(4, 5, 11) presented in Example 1, i.e {X \ {11} : 11 ∈ X, X ∈ S_1}. This system and the 20 systems obtained by applying the following 20 coordinates permutations

0 6 2 5 4 9 7 1 8 3 0 5 2 1 8 6 9 3 4 7 0 4 2 7 8 1 9 5 6 3 0 9 2 5 8 3 1 4 6 7 0 9 2 7 8 4 1 6 3 5 0 1 2 7 8 5 4 3 9 6 0 6 2 4 8 7 9 3 5 1 0 9 2 5 6 8 4 7 1 3 0 7 2 5 3 6 9 4 8 1 0 6 2 9 3 8 4 1 7 5 0 6 2 7 9 1 4 5 3 8 0 5 2 4 9 8 6 1 7 3 0 8 2 4 1 9 3 6 7 5 0 4 2 5 7 1 6 8 3 9 0 5 2 8 7 3 9 1 4 6 0 6 2 8 5 4 3 1 9 7 0 5 4 7 2 3 9 6 1 8 0 6 4 5 8 1 7 2 9 3 0 1 4 9 6 5 3 2 8 7 0 2 4 8 6 9 3 1 7 5

yield a large set LS(3, 4, 10; 3).

The large set LS(3, 4, 10; 3) of Example 2 and the large set LS(3, 4, 10; 2) obtained in Lemma 5 imply the following theorem.

Theorem 11. For each μ ≥ 2 there exists a large set LS(3, 4, 10; μ).

Applying Theorem 4 on the large set LS(3, 4, 10; μ) implies the following theorem.

Theorem 12. For each g ≥ 2 there exists an LH(10, g, 4, 3).

Theorem 10, Theorem 5, Theorem 12, and Theorem 1 imply the following conclusion.

Corollary 1. A large set of H-designs LH(n, g, 4, 3) exists for all admissible parameters with n ∈ {4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10}, with possible exceptions for n = 5 and g ≡ 2 (mod 4).

Theorem 13. Let S be an S(3, 4, n) on the point set Z_n, where n ≥ 14, and let A, B be a partition of Z_n into subsets of size 3 and n − 3, respectively. If there exists a perpendicular array PA_λ(4, n − 3, n − 3), then there exists an LS(3, 4, n; μ), where μ = λ (_{n−4} 3 ) /4. Proof. First, we compute the number of blocks of S in each configuration. There is exactly one block in configuration (3, 1), which implies that the unique subset from configuration (3, 0) is contained in one block of S. There are exactly^{3(n−3)−3}_2 =^{3(n−4)}_2 blocks in configuration (2, 2), which implies that each subset from configuration (2, 0) is contained in γ_2 =^{n−4}_2 blocks of S. There are exactly ( 3 (_{n−3} 2 ) −^{3(n−4)}_2 2 ) /3 =^{(n−4)(n−5)}_2 blocks in configuration

(1, 3), which implies that each subset from configuration (1, 0) is contained in γ_1 =^{(n−4)(n−5)}_6 blocks of S. There are exactly γ_0 = ((_{n−3} 3 ) −^{(n−4)(n−5)}_2 ) /4 = (_{n−4} 3 ) /4 blocks in configuration (4, 0).

Assume M is a perpendicular array PA_λ(4, n − 3, n − 3). Let S^′ be the set of blocks obtained by applying the permutations of M on the B-part of S. The computations done implies that each subset of configuration (3, 1) is contained in λ (_{n−4} 3 ) /4 subsets of S^′. Each subset of configuration (2, 2) is contained in γ_2λ (_{n−3} 4 ) / (_{n−3} 2 ) = λ (_{n−4} 3 ) /4 subsets of S^′. Each subset of configuration (1, 3) is contained in γ_1λ (_{n−3} 4 ) / (_{n−3} 3 ) = λ (_{n−4} 3 ) /4 subsets of S^′. Finally, each subset of configuration (0, 4) is contained in γ_0λ (_{n−3} 4 ) / (_{n−3} 4 ) = λ (_{n−4} 3 ) /4 subsets of S^′.

Thus, S^′ is an LS(3, 4, n; μ), where μ = λ (_{n−4} 3 ) /4. Corollary 2. Let S be an S(3, 4, n) on the point set Z_n, where n ≥ 14, and let A, B be a partition of Z_n into subsets of size 3 and n − 3, respectively. If there exists an ordered design OD_λ(4, n − 3, n − 3), then there exists an LS(3, 4, n; μ), where μ = 6λ (_{n−4} 3 ) . Theorem 13 and Corollary 2 can be generalized for other Steiner systems S(t, t + 1, n).

We omit these generalizations as there are no perpendicular arrays or ordered design with a relatively small number of permutations.

Theorem 13 and Corollary 2 can also be modified and generalied to other Steiner system S(t, t + 1, n), where the point set is partitioned into two subsets of size t and n − t, and also to the case when the point set is partitioned into two subsets of size ℓ and n − ℓ, where ℓ < t. We omit the related discussion and theorems, since we don’t have any example where a large set with relatively small multiplicity is obtained. Contrary to these Corollary 2 can be applied using OD_1(4, 11, 11) (see Theorem 9) to obtain the following result.

Corollary 3. There exists an LS(3, 4, 14; 720).

Corollary 4. There exists an LH(14, 720, 4, 3).

The coordinate partitioning method which was mentioned above can be applied to Steiner system with specific parameters and related perpendicular array. We demonstrate the idea for S, a Steiner system S(5, 6, 12). Assume that the system is constructed on a point set partitioned into two subsets A_1 and A_2 of size 5 and 7, respectively. First, we compute the number of blocks in S for each configuration. Configuration (5, 1) has exactly one block, which implies that unique subset from configuration (5, 0) is contained in one block of S. Configuration (4, 2) has 15 blocks, which implies that each subset from configuration (4, 0) is contained in exactly 3 blocks of S. Configuration (3, 3) has 50 blocks, which implies that each subset from configuration (3, 0) is contained in exactly 5 blocks of S. Configuration (2, 4) has 50 blocks, which implies that each subset from configuration (2, 0) is contained in exactly 5 blocks of S. Configuration (1, 5) has 15 blocks, which implies that each subset from configuration (1, 0) is contained in exactly 3 blocks of S. Finally, configuration (5, 1) has exactly one block. Let M be a perpendicular array P A_3(3, 7, 7) (see Theorem 9). Let S^′ be the set of blocks obtained by applying the permutations of M on the part A_2 of S. The computations done imply that each subset of configuration (5, 1) is contained in 3

(_7 3 ) /7 = 15 subsets of S^′. Each subset of configuration (4, 2) is contained in 15 · 3

(_7 3 ) / ((_5 4 )(_7 2 )) = 15 subsets of S^′. Each subset of configuration (3, 3) is contained in 50 · 3

(_7 3 ) / ((_5 3 )(_7 3 )) = 15 subsets of S^′. Note, that the computations for configurations (2, 4), (1, 5), (0, 6) are the same as for configurations (3, 3), (4, 2), (5, 1), respectively. Thus, S^′ is an LS(5, 6, 12; 15). Combining this result and Lemma 5 we infer the following theorem.

Theorem 14. There exists an LS(4, 5, 11; μ) and an LS(5, 6, 12; μ) for each μ ≥ 2, with possible exceptions when μ ∈ {3, 5, 7, 9, 11, 13}.

Theorem 15. There exists an LH(11, g, 5, 4) and an LH(12, g, 6, 5) for each g ≥ 2, with possible exceptions when g ∈ {3, 5, 7, 9, 11, 13}.

4 The Main Ingredient Constructions

In this section we will discuss the main recursive constructions for Steiner quadruple systems or more precisely, for a set of pairwise disjoint Steiner quadruple systems. The first construction is a folklore doubling construction which will be called the DB (for doubling) Construction. The second one is also a doubling construction due to Lindner [28]. It will be called the DLS (for Doubling Lindner Systems) Construction. We will present a slightly different variant than the one given in [28]. This variant was already presented in [13]. The third construction is a quadrupling construction. It is a variant of the construction presented in another paper of Lindner [29]. It will be called the QLS (for Quadrupling Lindner systems) Construction. While the two doubling constructions will be defined and discussed in details, for the quadrupling construction, only some properties will be discussed, while the exact definition of the construction for our setup will be given in Section 5. These constructions will be used later in a variant for a construction of Etzion and Hartman [14] which is a more complicated construction, in which instead of doubling, or quadrupling, the multiplication is by 2^m. As this will be the main construction and it is more complicated, it will be presented separately in Section 6.

4.1 DLS Construction (Doubling)

Let (Z_n, B) be an SQS(n) and let A be a n × n Latin square, on the point set Z_n, with no 2 × 2 subsquares. Denote by α_i the permutation on Z_n defined by α_i(j) = y if and only if A(i, j) = y. For each i, 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, we define a set of quadruples B_i on Z_n × Z_2 as follows:

1. For each quadruple {x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4} ∈ B, the following 8 quadruples are contained in B_i.

{(x_1, 0), (x_2, 0), (x_3, 0), (α_i(x_4), 1)}, {(x_1, 1), (x_2, 1), (x_3, 1), (α_i(x_4), 0)}

{(x_1, 0), (x_2, 0), (α_i(x_3), 1), (x_4, 0)}, {(x_1, 1), (x_2, 1), (α_i(x_3), 0), (x_4, 1)} {(x_1, 0), (α_i(x_2), 1), (x_3, 0), (x_4, 0)}, {(x_1, 1), (α_i(x_2), 0), (x_3, 1), (x_4, 1)} {(α_i(x_1), 1), (x_2, 0), (x_3, 0), (x_4, 0)}, {(α_i(x_1), 0), (x_2, 1), (x_3, 1), (x_4, 1)}

2. For each pair {x_1, x_2} ⊂ Z_n, the quadruple {(x_1, 0), (x_2, 0), (α_i(x_1), 1), (α_i(x_2), 1)} is contained in B_i.

This DLS Construction is a variant [13] of the Lindner Construction [28]. Each B_i constructed via the DLS Construction in an SQS(2n) and the set {B_i : 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1} is a set of n pairwise disjoint SQS(2n).

The DLS construction is applied with a set of permutations defined by the n rows of the n × n Latin square M with no 2 × 2 subsquares. The DLS Construction can be applied also with Latin squares in which there is no requirements for the nonexistence of 2 × 2 subsquares as was done in [13]. The constructions of large sets given in the sequel also do not require arrays of permutations with no 2 × 2 subsquares. The construction to achieve our goals will be applied with other sets (or multiset) of permutations of S_n. In this case we have to make the following analysis. Assume that M is such a set (or multiset) of γ^{(n−1)n}_2 permutations, where γ is even. M can be viewed as a (γ^{(n−1)n}_2 ) × n matrix, where each row represents a permutation from M. Assume further that in each (γ^{(n−1)n}_2 ) × 2 submatrix of M each unordered pair {i, j}, i, j ∈ Z_n, appears in exactly γ rows. By applying these permutations of M in the DLS Construction, instead of the n×n Latin square, we obtain a set of γ^{(n−1)n}_2 SQS(2n) which contains each quadruple from configuration (3, 1) in exactly^{(n−1)γ}_2 systems and the same is true for each quadruple from configuration (1, 3). Each quadruple from configuration (2, 2) is contained in γ of these systems. There are no quadruples from configurations (0, 4) and (4, 0) in all these systems. These quadruples required in our main constructions can be obtained with the next construction, namely the DB Construction. These observations will be used in our main construction and are summarized as follows.

Lemma 6. If the DLS Construction is applied with a perpendicular array PA_γ (2, n, n), then the DLS Construction yields a set R with γ^{(n−1)n}_2 systems (SQS(2n)) on the point set Z_n ×Z_2 (with two natural parts Z_n × {0} and Z_n × {1}).

1. Each quadruple from configuration (3, 1) is contained in exactly^{γ(n−1)}_2 systems of R.

2. Each quadruple from configuration (1, 3) is contained in exactly^{γ(n−1)}_2 systems of R.

3. Each quadruple from configuration (2, 2) is contained in exactly γ systems of R.

There are no quadruples from configurations (4, 0) and (0, 4) in any system of R.

4.2 DB Construction (Doubling)

Let (Z_n, B) be an SQS(n), let F = {F_0, F_1, . . . , F_{n−2}} and F^′ = {F^′_0, F^′_1, . . . , F^′_{n−2}} be two one-factorizations (not necessarily distinct) of K_n on the vertex set Z_n (F will be called the first one-factorization and F^′ the second one-factorization).

Let α be any permutation on the set {0, 1, . . . , n − 2}. Define the collection of quadruples B^′ on Z_n × Z_2 as follows.

1. For each quadruple {x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4} ∈ B, the following two quadruples are contained in B^′.

{(x_1, 0), (x_2, 0), (x_3, 0), (x_4, 0)}, {(x_1, 1), (x_2, 1), (x_3, 1), (x_4, 1)} .

2. For each i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n − 2} and {x_1, x_2} ∈ F_i, {y_1, y_2} ∈ F^′_j , where j = α(i), the following quadruple is contained in B^′.

{(x_1, 0), (x_2, 0), (y_1, 1), (y_2, 1)} .

Then, B^′ forms an SQS(2n).

Now, assume that instead of the set B, we apply the DB Construction with an LS(3, 4, n; g(n − 1)). Instead of one permutation α, the construction is applied with n − 1 permutations on {0, 1, . . . , n − 2} taken from an (n − 1) × (n − 1) Latin square M. An LS(3, 4, n; g(n − 1)) contains g(n − 1)(n − 3) systems of SQS(n), which implies that each permutation of M is applied g(n − 3) times to obtain SQS(2n) in the LS(3, 4, n; g(n − 1)). The following theorem summarizes the configurations of the quadruples obtained in this construction.

Lemma 7. Assume that the DB Construction is applied with an (n−1)×(n−1) Latin square M and an LS(3, 4, n; g(n−1)), where each permutation of M is applied with g(n−3) systems of the LS(3, 4, n; g(n − 1)). Then the DB Construction yields a set R with g(n − 3)(n − 1) systems (SQS(2n)) on the point set Z_n × Z_2.

1. Each quadruple from configuration (4, 0) is contained in exactly g(n − 1) systems of R.

2. Each quadruple from configuration (0, 4) is contained in exactly g(n − 1) systems of R.

3. Each quadruple from configuration (2, 2) is contained in exactly g(n − 3) systems of R.

There are no quadruples from configurations (3, 1) and (1, 3) in any system of R.

By combining the DLS Construction (Lemma 6) and the DB Construction (Lemma 7) we infer the following result which yield a doubling construction for large set with multiplicity

Theorem 16. If the DLS Construction is applied with a perpendicular array PA_γ (2, n, n) and the DB Construction is applied with an LS(3, 4, n; g(n − 1)), where γ = 2g, then the outcome is an LS(3, 4, 2n; g(n − 1)).

Proof. By Lemma 6, if the DLS Construction is applied with a PA_γ (2, n, n), then each quadruple from configuration (3,1) or configuration (1,3) is contained once in exactly μ =^{γ(n−1)}_2 systems. Each quadruple from configuration (2,2) is contained once in exactly γ systems. By Lemma 7 is applied with an LS(3, 4, n;^{γ(n−1)}_2 ), then each quadruple from configuration (2,2) is contained in exactly^{γ(n−3)}_2 = μ − γ systems. Finally, each quadruple from configuration (4,0) or configuration (0,4) is contained in exactly μ of the systems. Thus, there exists an LS(3, 4, 2n; μ).

Applying Theorem 16 with PA_2(2, 10, 10) (see Theorem 8) and LS(3, 4, 10; 9) (see Theorem 11) we have

Corollary 5. There exists an LS(3, 4, 20; 9m) for each m ≥ 1.

4.3 QLS Construction (Quadrupling)

The QLS Construction is a quadrupling construction, which was presented first by Lindner [29], while another variant was introduced by Etzion and Hartman [14]. In these two papers the purpose of the construction was to obtain pairwise disjoint Steiner quadruple systems. Recently, another simpler variant to obtain SQS(4n) with good sequencing was presented by Blackburn and Etzion [10]. In this section, the structure of the systems obtained in this construction will be described. The exact formulation and the formal steps of this construction, in the variant required for our constructions, will be described in details when it will be used in Section 5.1 and Section 5.2.

In the doubling construction, we consider only five configurations (4, 0), (3, 1), (2, 2), (1, 3), and (0, 4). In the quadrupling construction we have to consider thirty five configurations as follows. The 4n points of Z_n × Z_4 are partitioned into four equal parts, Z_n × {i}, i ∈ Z_4. The possible configurations of quadruples are categorized into five groups. Group 1: In this group there are four configurations (4, 0, 0, 0), (0, 4, 0, 0), (0, 0, 4, 0), and (0, 0, 0, 4).

Group 2: In this group there are twelve configurations (3, 1, 0, 0), (1, 3, 0, 0), (3, 0, 1, 0), (1, 0, 3, 0), (3, 0, 0, 1), (1, 0, 0, 3), (0, 3, 1, 0), (0, 1, 3, 0), (0, 3, 0, 1), (0, 1, 0, 3), (0, 0, 3, 1), and (0, 0, 1, 3).

Group 3: In this group we have the six configurations (2, 2, 0, 0), (2, 0, 2, 0), (2, 0, 0, 2), (0, 2, 2, 0), (0, 2, 0, 2), and (0, 0, 2, 2).

Group 4: In this group there are twelve configurations (2, 1, 1, 0), (2, 1, 0, 1), (2, 0, 1, 1), (1, 2, 1, 0), (1, 2, 0, 1), (0, 2, 1, 1), (1, 1, 2, 0), (1, 0, 2, 1), (0, 1, 2, 1), (1, 1, 0, 2), (1, 0, 1, 2), and (0, 1, 1, 2).

Group 5: In this group there is one configuration (1, 1, 1, 1).

The QLS Construction is based on quadruples from Groups 2, 3, 4, and 5. We start with an SQS(n) defined on Z_n and an n × n Latin square with no 2 × 2 subsquares. The DLS Construction is applied to obtain a set T of n pairwise disjoint SQS(2n). We are now in the position to describe the framework of our variant of the quadrupling construction to construct 3n pairwise disjoint SQS(4n). An SQS(4n) in this construction is one of three types, Type A1, Type A2, and Type A3. A set with 3n^3 quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1) is chosen, and partitioned into three subsets of size n^3 with properties which will be defined in the sequel. One subset will be in Type A1, one in Type A2, and one in Type A3, with each type consisting of n SQS(4n). We will describe first the configurations for Type A1. Each SQS(2n) from T is embedded on the point set Z_n × {0, 1} and on the point set Z_n × {2, 3}. The two related Steiner quadruple systems S(3, 4, 2n) are part of an SQS(4n) Therefore, the SQS(4n) contains quadruples from configurations (3, 1, 0, 0), (1, 3, 0, 0), (0, 0, 3, 1), and (0, 0, 1, 3). It contains (_n 3 ) quadruples from each one of these four configurations. It also contains quadruples from configurations (2, 2, 0, 0), and (0, 0, 2, 2), (_n 2 ) quadruples from each configuration. The SQS(4n) of Type A1 also contains quadruples from configurations (2, 0, 1, 1), (0, 2, 1, 1), (1, 1, 2, 0), and (1, 1, 0, 2). There are (_n 2 ) n quadruples in each one of these configurations. The last configuration in Type A1 is (1, 1, 1, 1) and there are n^2 quadruples from this configuration in each system.

Similarly an SQS(4n) in Type A2 is constructed. It has quadruples from configurations (3, 0, 0, 1), (1, 0, 0, 3), (0, 1, 3, 0), (0, 3, 1, 0), (2, 0, 0, 2), (0, 2, 2, 0), (2, 1, 1, 0), (0, 1, 1, 2), (1, 2, 0, 1), (1, 0, 2, 1), and (1, 1, 1, 1). Type A3 has quadruples from configurations (3, 0, 1, 0), (1, 0, 3, 0), (0, 1, 0, 3), (0, 3, 0, 1), (2, 0, 2, 0), (0, 2, 0, 2), (2, 1, 0, 1), (0, 1, 2, 1), (1, 2, 1, 0), (1, 0, 1, 2), and (1, 1, 1, 1).

This kind of quadrupling construction was described in [14, 29]. In this paper, a perpendicular array PA_γ (2, n, n) will be used as indicated in Lemma 6 instead of the n × n Latin square without no 2 × 2 subsquares. Such a perpendicular array has γ (_n 2 ) =^{γ(n−1)}_2 n = μn permutations, i.e., the construction is applied^{γ(n−1)}_2 times compared to one application with an n × n Latin square. To conclude, the total number of systems in Type A1 will be γ (_n 2 ) = μn. The same number of systems will be in Type A2 and in Type A3.

5 LS(3, 4, 4n; g), for n ≡ 2 or 4 (mod 6), n ≥ 10

In this section we prove the first result which leads to the main result of this work. Theorem 17. If there exists a large set LS(3, 4, n; μ) and a perpendicular array PA_γ (2, n, n), where μ =^{(n−1)γ}_2 , then there exists a large set LS(3, 4, 4n; μ).

Theorem 17, which will be proved in this section, is a special case of the main result, and it will lead to the main result of this work which will be proved in the next section. Theorem 18. If there exists a large set LS(3, 4, n; μ) and a perpendicular array PA_γ (2, n, n), μ =^{(n−1)γ}_2 , then there exists a large set LS(3, 4, 2^mn; μ), for each m ≥ 0.

The first step in the proof of Theorem 17 is to apply the two doubling constructions, the DLS Construction and the DB Construction, in the right combination to obtain a large set of SQS(2n) with multiplicity. This was summarized in Theorem 16. The rest of the proof of Theorem 17 will be based on the QLS Construction, using the consequences of Lemma 6 and Lemma 7 which are partially summarized in Theorem 16. The quadrupling construction in this section, which is a variant of the QLS Construction, will be called the (4n)-Construction. This Step of the construction is presented in Section 5.1 and Section 5.2. In Section 5.1, the ideas of the construction are presented and in Section 5.2 the formal definition for the blocks of the construction and the proofs for the correctness of the construction, are given. In these steps the QLS Construction is adapted to obtain a large set with multiplicity which will be presented in the sequel.

5.1 The (4n)-Construction - Introduction

Assume that on the point set Z_n there exists a large set LS(3, 4, n; μ), and a perpendicular array PA_γ (2, n, n), where μ =^{(n−1)γ}_2 (which implies that γ is even). Note, that the number of permutations in this perpendicular array is nμ =^{n(n−1)γ}_2 . Such a large set LS(3, 4, n; μ) consists of μ(n − 3) systems of SQS(n). In the recursive construction to form a large set LS(3, 4, n · 2^m; μ) presented in Section 6, the first step is a construction of a large set LS(3, 4, 4n; μ) which is presented in this section. Such a large set consists of μ(4n − 3) systems of SQS(4n). We start by applying a variant of the QLS Construction to obtain 3μn systems of SQS(4n). After these 3μn systems of SQS(4n) are obtained we continue with a variant of the DB Construction to obtain μ(n − 3) systems of SQS(4n). This part of the construction is recursive and is based on another quadrupling construction in which the large set LS(3, 4, n; μ) is used. This part will also use a one-factorization F = {F_0, F_1, . . . , F_{n−2}} of the complete graph K_n on vertex set Z_n. We start with the construction of the large set LS(3, 4, 4n; μ) on the point set Z_n × Z_4. Let M be the perpendicular array PA_γ (2, n, n). We apply the DLS Construction with any SQS(n) and the nμ permutations of M to obtain a set R with nμ =^{n(n−1)γ}_2 systems of SQS(2n) on the point set Z_n×Z_2. Let R_i, 1 ≤ i ≤^{n(n−1)γ}_2 be the ith such SQS(2n) in R. The (4n)-construction for the LS(3, 4, 4n; μ) has two types of SQS(4n), Type A and Type B. Type A:

In this type there are quadruples from the configurations in Groups 2, 3, 4, and 5. The systems in Type A are of the three sub-types, Type A1, Type A2, and Type A3, as described in Section 4.3. Note that the total number of systems (SQS(4n)) of Type A1 is nμ = γ (_n 2 ) , which is the same as the number of systems (SQS(2n)) in R. The same number of systems are in Type A2 and the same number is also in Type A3. Thus, the total number of systems in Type A is 3nμ. Type B:

Each system of Type B contains quadruples from Groups 1, 3, and 5. It contains n^3 quadruples of configuration (1, 1, 1, 1), (n−1)^{n2}_4 from each one of the configurations (2, 2, 0, 0), (2, 0, 2, 0), (2, 0, 0, 2), (0, 2, 2, 0), (0, 2, 0, 2), and (0, 0, 2, 2). It contains also (_n 3 ) /4 quadruple from each one of the configurations (4, 0, 0, 0), (0, 4, 0, 0), (0, 0, 4, 0), and (0, 0, 0, 4).

The total number of systems in Type B will be γ^{n−1}_2 (n − 3) = (n − 3)μ.

Summary:

To summarize, the total number of systems in Type A and Type B is (4n − 3)μ which is the number of systems required in a large set LS(3, 4, 4n; μ). In the next subsection the formal definition of the blocks in these systems of all types are presented.

5.2 The (4n)-Construction - Definitions and Proofs

In this subsection the formal definition for all the blocks in Type A and in Type B will be presented. Proofs that the defined blocks yield an LS(3, 4, 4n; μ) are also given in this subsection. The blocks are formed on the point set Z_n × Z_4; recall also that μ =^{γ(n−1)}_2 . For the construction, the following structures are required as input:

• Let F = {F_0, F_1, . . . , F_{n−2}} be a one-factorization of K_n on the point set Z_n.

• A set {S_{(i,j)} : 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1} = {R_i : 1 ≤ i ≤ nμ} with nμ systems of SQS(2n) obtained from the perpendicular array PA_γ (2, n, n) via the DLS Construction.

Type A1:

Let T_{(i,j)}, be the (i, j)-th system of Type A1, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1, which is defined as follows.

The SQS(2n) S_{(i,j)}, constructed on the point set Z_n × Z_2, is embedded on the point set Z_n × {0, 1} and on the point set Z_n × {2, 3}. These sets of quadruples contain quadruples from Group 2 and from Group 3. They form the first set of quadruples which are constructed in T_{(i,j)}.

Next, we form the following four sets of quadruples from Group 4 in T_{(i,j)}. {{(a, 0), (b, 0), (c, 2), (c + i + r + j, 3)} : 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, {a, b} ∈ F_r, c ∈ Z_n}, {{(a, 1), (b, 1), (c, 2), (c + i + r + j, 3)} : 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, {a, b} ∈ F_r, c ∈ Z_n}, {{(a, 2), (b, 2), (c, 0), (c + i + r, 1)} : 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, {a, b} ∈ F_r, c ∈ Z_n}, {{(a, 3), (b, 3), (c, 0), (c + i + r, 1)} : 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, {a, b} ∈ F_r, c ∈ Z_n}. These sets of quadruples form the second set of quadruples in T_{(i,j)}.

The last (third) set of quadruples in T_{(i,j)} is from group 5: {{(a, 0), (a + i + n − 1, 1), (b, 2), (b + i + n − 1 + j, 3)} : a, b ∈ Z_n}. Lemma 8. Each set T_{(i,j)}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1, is an SQS(4n).

Proof. Since S_{(i,j)} is an SQS(2n), it follows that all triples from configurations (2, 1, 0, 0), (1, 2, 0, 0), (0, 0, 2, 1), (0, 0, 1, 2), (3, 0, 0, 0), (0, 3, 0, 0), (0, 0, 3, 0), (0, 0, 0, 3) are contained in quadruples of T_{(i,j)}. Given a triple from configuration (2, 0, 1, 0), say X = {(a, 0), (b, 0), (c, 2)}, there is a unique r, 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, such that {a, b} ∈ F_r, and X is contained in the quadruple {(a, 0), (b, 0), (c, 2), (c + i + r + j, 3)} of T_{(i,j)}. Similarly, each triple from configurations (2, 0, 0, 1), (0, 2, 1, 0), (0, 2, 0, 1), (1, 0, 2, 0), (0, 1, 2, 0), (1, 0, 0, 2), and (0, 1, 0, 2), is contained in one of the quadruples of T_{(i,j)}. Finally, consider a triple X = {(c, 0), (d, 1), (b, 2)} from configuration (1, 1, 1, 0). Consider the quadruple Y = {(a, 2), (b, 2), (c, 0), (c + i + r, 1)} of T_{(i,j)}. If d = c + i + r, where 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, then the triple X is contained in Y . If the solution for d = c + i + r is only r = n − 1, then X is contained in the quadruple {(c, 0), (c + i + n − 1, 1), (b, 2), (b + i + n − 1 + j, 3)} of T_{(i,j)}. Similarly, each triple from configurations (1, 1, 0, 1), (1, 0, 1, 1), and (0, 1, 1, 1), is contained in one of the quadruples of T_{(i,j)}. Thus, each triple of the point set Z_n × Z_4 is contained in some quadruple of T_{(i,j)}.

The first set of quadruple contains 2 (_{2n} 3 ) /4 quadruples, the second set contains 4 (_n 2 ) n quadruples, and the third set n^2 quadruples. Hence, the total number of quadruples in T_{(i,j)} is 2 (_{2n} 3 ) /4 + 4 (_n 2 ) n + n^2 = (_{4n} 3 ) /4. Since this is the number of quadruples in an SQS(4n) and each triple is contained in at least one quadruple, it follows that each triple is contained in exactly one quadruple of T_{(i,j)}, which completes the proof.

Lemma 9. The quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1) (Group 5) which are contained in the nμ systems of SQS(4n) from Type A1, form the following μ sets L_j , 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1, each one of size n^3: L_j ≜ {{(x, 0), (y, 1), (z, 2), (z + y − x + j, 3)} : x, y, z ∈ Z_n}.

Proof. By the definition of the quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1) in one system of Type A1. For a given j, 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1, in all the related systems of Type A1, we have the set of quadruples n⋃ i=1 {{(a, 0), (a + i + n − 1, 1), (b, 2), (b + i + n − 1 + j, 3)} : a, b ∈ Z_n}

= n⋃ i=1 {{(a, 0), (y = a + i + n − 1, 1), (b, 2), (b + y − a + j, 3)} : a, b ∈ Z_n} = {{(x, 0), (y, 1), (z, 2), (z + y − x + j, 3)} : x, y, z ∈ Z_n} . Clearly, each such set is of size n^3 which completes the proof. Type A2:

Let T^′_{(i,j)}, be the (i, j)-th system of Type A2, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1, which is defined as follows.

The SQS(2n) S_{(i,j)}, constructed on the point set Z_n × Z_2, is embedded on the points set Z_n × {0, 2} and on the point set Z_n × {1, 3}. These sets of quadruples contain quadruples from Group 2 and from Group 3. They form the first set of quadruples in T^′_{(i,j)}.

Next, we form the following four sets of quadruples from Group 4 in T^′_{(i,j)}. {{(a, 0), (b, 0), (c, 1), (c + i + r + j, 3)} : 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, {a, b} ∈ F_r, c ∈ Z_n}, {{(a, 2), (b, 2), (c, 1), (c + i + r + j, 3)} : 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, {a, b} ∈ F_r, c ∈ Z_n}, {(a, 1), (b, 1), (c, 0), (c + i + r, 2)} : 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, {a, b} ∈ F_r, c ∈ Z_n}, {{(a, 3), (b, 3), (c, 0), (c + i + r, 2)} : 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, {a, b} ∈ F_r, c ∈ Z_n}. These sets of quadruples form the second set of quadruples in T^′_{(i,j)}.

The last (third) set of quadruples in T^′_{(i,j)} is from group 5. {{(a, 0), (b, 1), (a + i + n − 1, 2), (b + i + n − 1 + j, 3)} : a, b ∈ Z_n}. Similarly, to Lemma 8 and Lemma 9 we prove the following two lemmas. Lemma 10. Each set T^′_{(i,j)}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1, is an SQS(4n). Lemma 11. The quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1) (Group 5) which are contained in the nμ systems of SQS(4n) from Type A2, form the following μ sets L^′_j , 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1, each one of size n^3: L^′_j ≜ {{(x, 0), (y, 1), (z, 2), (y + z − x + j, 3)} : x, y, z ∈ Z_n}. Type A3:

Let T^{′′}_{(i,j)}, be the (i, j)-th system of Type A3, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1, which is defined as follows.

The SQS(2n) S_{(i,j)}, constructed on the point set Z_n × Z_2, is embedded on the points set Z_n × {0, 3} and on the point set Z_n × {1, 2}. These set of quadruples contains quadruples from Group 2 and from Group 3. They form the first set of quadruples in T^{′′}_{(i,j)}.

Next, we form the following four sets of quadruples from Group 4 in T^{′′}_{(i,j)}. {{(a, 0), (b, 0), (c, 1), (c + i + r, 2)} : 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, {a, b} ∈ F_r, c ∈ Z_n}, {{(a, 3), (b, 3), (c, 1), (c + i + r, 2)} : 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, {a, b} ∈ F_r, c ∈ Z_n}, {{(a, 1), (b, 1), (c, 0), (c + i + r + j, 3)} : 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, {a, b} ∈ F_r, c ∈ Z_n}, {{(a, 2), (b, 2), (c, 0), (c + i + r + j, 3)} : 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, {a, b} ∈ F_r, c ∈ Z_n}. These sets of quadruples form the second set of quadruples in T^{′′}_{(i,j)}.

The last (third) set of quadruples in T^{′′}_{(i,j)} is from group 5. {{(a, 0), (b, 1), (b + i + n − 1, 2), (a + i + n − 1 + j, 3)} : a, b ∈ Z_n}. Similarly, to Lemma 8 and Lemma 9 we prove the following two lemmas. Lemma 12. Each set T^{′′}_{(i,j)}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1, is an SQS(4n). Lemma 13. The quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1) (Group 5) which are contained in the nμ systems of SQS(4n) from Type A3, form the following μ sets L^{′′}_j , 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1, each one of size n^3: L^{′′}_j ≜ {{(x, 0), (y, 1), (z, 2), (x + z − y + j, 3)} : x, y, z ∈ Z_n} The next step for Type A is to calculate the number of times that each quadruple from each configuration is contained in the 3μn SQS(4n) of Type A. Recall, for the next theorem, that in the SQS(2n) S_{(i,j)}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1, is constructed in the DLS Construction, by using a PA_γ (2, n, n), where γ =^{2μ}_{n−1} , i.e. μ =^{(n−1)γ}_2 .

Lemma 14. The systems of Type A in the (4n)-construction have the following containment properties.

(1) Each quadruple from each configuration of Group 2 is contained in exactly μ =^{(n−1)γ}_2 systems of Type A.

(2) Each quadruple from Group 3 is contained in exactly γ =^{2μ}_{n−1} systems of Type A. (3) Each quadruple from Group 4 is contained in exactly μ systems. (4) The total number of quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1), which are contained in the systems of Type A is 3μn^3. These quadruples are the 3μn^3 quadruples defined in the 3μ sets L_j , L^′_j, and L^{′′}_j , 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1.

Proof.

(1) is an immediate consequence from Lemma 6 and the definitions of quadruples of Type A1, Type A2, and Type A3.

(2) is also an immediate consequence from Lemma 6 and the definitions of quadruples of Type A1, Type A2, and Type A3.

(3) By the definition of Group 4, the total number of quadruples in a given configuration of Group 4 is^{n(n−1)}_2 n^2. Each SQS(4n) of Type A contains 4^{n(n−1)}_2 n such quadruples from four distinct configurations,^{n(n−1)}_2 n quadruples from each configuration. Clearly, there is no intersection between the configurations used in Type A1 to those used in Type A2 (and similarly between Type A1 and Type A3, and between Type A2 and Type A3). In each such type there are four configurations from the twelve configurations of Group 4. For example, in Type A1 there are quadruples from configurations (2, 0, 1, 1), (0, 2, 1, 1), (1, 1, 2, 0), and (1, 1, 0, 2). Consider for example, the quadruples from type A1 for fixed i and j, {(a, 0), (b, 0), (c, 2), (c + i + r + j, 3)}, (2) for each r, 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2, {a, b} ∈ F_r, and c ∈ Z_n. There are (n − 1)n distinct ways to choose a pair (r, c) and^n_2 pairs from F_r. Hence, Type A1 contains exactly (n−1)n^2 2 quadruples from configuration (2, 0, 1, 1). The same calculation holds for each configuration in Type A1, Type A2, and Type A3. Clearly for 1 ≤ i_1 < i_2 ≤ n, the quadruples in (2) for i = i_1 and for i = i_2 are distinct which implies that each quadruple from configuration (2, 0, 1, 1) is contained exactly once in Type A1 for a fixed j. Thus, in the 3nμ systems of Type A, each quadruple from Group 4 is contained in exactly μ systems.

(4) is an immediate consequence from Lemma 9, Lemma 11, and Lemma 13.

Type B:

For the systems of Type B, to be defined in the (4n)-construction, the following structures are required as input:

• Let F = {F_0, F_1, . . . , F_{n−2}} be a one-factorization of K_n on the point set Z_n.

• Let M be an (n − 1) × (n − 1) Latin square on the points set {0, 1, . . . , n − 2}.

• A set {S^∗_i : 1 ≤ i ≤ μ(n − 3)}, on the point set Z_n, which form an LS(3, 4, n; μ).

Let P_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ μ(n − 3), be the i-th system of Type B. Its blocks are defined on the point set Z_n × Z_4 as follows.

{{(x_1, j), (x_2, j), (x_3, j), (x_4, j)} : {x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4} ∈ S^∗_i , j ∈ Z_4}.

Given j, 0 ≤ j ≤ n − 2, for P_i, j(μ − γ) < i ≤ (j + 1)(μ − γ), the following six blocks from Group 3 are defined. {{(x, 0), (y, 0), (z, 1), (v, 1)} : {x, y} ∈ F_r, {z, v} ∈ F_{M(j,r)}, 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2},

{{(x, 0), (y, 0), (z, 2), (v, 2)} : {x, y} ∈ F_r, {z, v} ∈ F_{M(j,r)}, 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2}, {{(x, 0), (y, 0), (z, 3), (v, 3)} : {x, y} ∈ F_r, {z, v} ∈ F_{M(j,r)}, 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2}, {{(x, 1), (y, 1), (z, 2), (v, 2)} : {x, y} ∈ F_r, {z, v} ∈ F_{M(j,r)}, 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2}, {{(x, 1), (y, 1), (z, 3), (v, 3)} : {x, y} ∈ F_r, {z, v} ∈ F_{M(j,r)}, 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2}, {{(x, 2), (y, 2), (z, 3), (v, 3)} : {x, y} ∈ F_r, {z, v} ∈ F_{M(j,r)}, 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2}. Remark 1. Note, that (n − 1)(μ − γ) = (n − 3)μ and hence there is no ambiguity in the definition of the P_i’s.

The most challenging design part, of Type B, is to construct the quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1) to accommodate the large set. There are n^4 quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1), each one should be contained in exactly μ of the μ(4n − 3) systems of the LS(3, 4, 4n; μ) which is constructed. The sets of quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1) for our system of Type B are defined as follows.

Let t be the smallest positive integer such that tn ≥ μ. For each j, 0 ≤ j ≤ tn − 1, we form the set D_j ≜ {{(x, 0), (y, 1), (z, 2), (x + z − y + j, 3)} : x, y, z ∈ Z_n} For each j, 0 ≤ j ≤ (μ − t)n − 1, we form the set E_j ≜ {{(x, 0), (y, 1), (z, 2), (z + y − x + j, 3)} : x, y, z ∈ Z_n} Note, that two D_j ’s are either the same or disjoint and the same is for the E_j ’s. Moreover, the D_j’s and the E_j ’s might have nonempty intersection. Nevertheless, in the sequel if i ≠ j then D_i and D_j will be considered as distinct sets. The same is true for E_i and E_j .

Lemma 15. Each D_j and each E_j contains exactly n^3 quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1). Each quadruple from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1) is contained in exactly μ of these D_j ’s and E_j’s of the set {D_j : 0 ≤ j ≤ tn − 1} ∪ {E_j : 0 ≤ j ≤ (μ − t)n − 1}.

Proof. There are n^3 distinct ways to choose x, y, z ∈ Z_n and hence each D_j and each E_j contains exactly n^3 quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1). Moreover, each such quadruple is an element in one of the D_j’s and one of the E_j’s. The set {D_j : 0 ≤ j ≤ tn − 1} contains tn subsets of quadruples, where D_j = D_{n+j} for 0 ≤ j ≤ (t − 1)n − 1. Therefore, each quadruple from configuration (1,1,1,1) is contained in exactly t of the D_j’s. The set {E_j : 0 ≤ j ≤ (μ − t)n − 1} contains (μ − t)n subsets of quadruples, where E_j = E_{n+j} for 0 ≤ j ≤ (μ − t − 1)n − 1. Therefore, each quadruple from configuration (1,1,1,1) is contained in exactly μ − t of the E_j ’s. This completes the proof.

Lemma 16. {L_j, L^′_j , L^{′′}_j : 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1} ⊂ {D_j : 0 ≤ j ≤ tn − 1} ∪ {E_j : 0 ≤ j ≤ (μ − t)n − 1}. Proof. By the definition L_j = L^′_j = E_j for each 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1 and L^{′′}_j = D_j for each 0 ≤ j ≤ μ − 1.

Corollary 6. The number of subsets with n^3 quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1) in the multiset {D_j : 0 ≤ j ≤ tn−1}∪{E_j : 0 ≤ j ≤ (μ−t)n−1}\{L_j , L^′_j , L^{′′}_j : 0 ≤ j ≤ μ−1} is (n − 3)μ.

By Corollary 6 we have a partition of the quadruples (with repetitions) from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1) which are not contained in Type A into (n−3)μ subsets, each one of size n^3. These (n − 3)μ subsets are distributed arbitrarily among the P_i’s to complete the quadruples from Group 5 of the P_i’s.

Lemma 17. Each system of Type B is an SQS(4n).

Proof. One can easily verify that each triple from Z_n ×Z_4 is contained in one of the blocks for each system of type B. Hence, to complete the proof it is sufficient to show that the number of blocks in a system of Type B is (_{4n} 3 ) /4 as required for SQS(4n). By their definition, in Type B, there are (_n 3 ) quadruples of Group 1 in each system. The number of quadruple in each system from Group 3 is 6(n − 1)^{n2}_4 and from Group 5 this number is n^3. Since (_n 3 ) + 6(n − 1)^{n2}_4 + n^3 = (_{4n} 3 ) /4, it follows that each system of Type B is an SQS(4n).

Lemma 18. The systems of Type B in the (4n)-construction have the following containment properties.

(1) Each quadruple from each configuration of Group 1 is contained in exactly μ =^{(n−1)γ}_2 of the (n − 3)μ systems of Type B.

(2) Each quadruple from Group 3 is contained in exactly μ − γ systems of Type B.

(3) The total number of quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1) (Group 5), which are contained in the systems of Type B is (n − 3)μn^3.

Proof. The enumeration is a straightforward result from the definitions.

(1) follows from the immediate observation that each quadruple from Z_n is contained in exactly μ systems of the LS(3, 4, n; μ), {S^∗_i : 1 ≤ i ≤ (n − 3)μ}.

(2) follows immediately from the definition that for each j, 0 ≤ j ≤ n − 2, for each i, j(μ − γ) < i ≤ (j + 1)(μ − γ), the related P_i’s contain the same quadruples from Group 3.

(3) The number of P_i’s is (n − 3)μ. Each one contains either one of the D_j ’s or one of the E_j ’s, where each one contains n^3 quadruples. Thus, The total number of quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1), which are contained in the systems of Type B is (n − 3)μn^3.

Proof of Theorem 17:

There are no quadruples from configurations of Group 1 in Type A, while by Lemma 18 each quadruple from configurations of Group 1 is contained in exactly μ systems or Type B.

By Lemma 14 each quadruple from each configuration of Group 2 or Group 4 is contained in exactly μ systems of Type A, while in Type B there are no quadruples from these groups.

By Lemma 14 each quadruple from each configuration of Group 3 is contained in γ systems of Type A and by Lemma 18 each quadruple from each configuration of Group 3 is contained in μ − γ systems of Type B. Thus, each quadruple from each configuration of Group 3 is contained in exactly μ systems of Type A or Type B.

By Lemma 14, Lemma 15, Lemma 16, and Corollary 6, each quadruple from configuration (1,1,1,1) is contained in exactly μ systems of Type A or Type B.

This complete the proof of the theorem. □ 6 LS(3, 4, 2^mn; g), for n ≡ 2 or 4 (mod 6), m ≥ 3

The quadrupling construction of Section 5 implies an LS(3, 4, 4n; μ) from an LS(3, 4, n; μ). The goal in this section is to continue and prove Theorem 18. Given the LS(3, 4, 4n; μ) constructed by the (4n)-construction we amend it to a construction for LS(3, 4, 2^mn; μ), where m ≥ 3. First, note that in order to apply the (4n)-construction recursively we need an appropriate perpendicular array and it might not exist (in fact it probably does not exist for most parameters).

The construction which will be used here is based on the idea given in [14]. The first (2^m − 1)nμ systems are based on the first 3μn systems of Type A and are constructed similarly to the systems as explained in [14].

First, an order of Z^m_2 is induced by identifying x ∈ Z^m_2 with a nonnegative integer smaller than 2^m whose binary representation is x. This is the usual lexicographic order. Next, a set of 2^m − 1 SQSs on the point set Z^m_2 and block set B_i with i ∈ Z^m_2 \ {0} is defined. These sets are called the Boolean Steiner quadruple systems. The block set B_i, i ∈ Z^m_2 \ {0} is defined to be the union of the blocks of Types (B.1) and (B.2) specified below (B.1) {{x, y, z, w} : x + y + z + w = i, |{x, y, z, w}| = 4} (B.2) {{x, y, z, w} : x + y = z + w = i, |{x, y, z, w}| = 4} The following result which can be easily verified was proved in [14].

Lemma 19. For each i, i ∈ Z^m_2 \ {0} the set B_i is an SQS(2^m).

• Each quadruple of Z^m_2 is contained in at least one of these 2^m − 1 SQS(2^m).

• Each block of Type (B.1) is contained in exactly one of the 2^m − 1 SQS(2^m).

• Each block of Type (B.2) is contained in exactly three of the 2^m − 1 SQS(2^m).

We continue to define the blocks of each system in the (2^mn)-Construction. The point set of each SQS(2^mn) is Z_n × Z^m_2 . The first (2^m − 1)nμ systems are based on the first 3μn systems of Type A and are constructed similarly to the systems constructed in [14].

The (i, j)-th system P_{(i,j)}, i ∈ Z^m_2 \ {0}, 0 ≤ j ≤ nμ − 1, is defined as follows. Recall that R_s, 1 ≤ s ≤ nμ, is a set of SQS(2n) on the point set Z_n × Z_2 defined via the DLS Construction using a PA_γ (2, n, n). This set will be defined now on the point set Z_n × {x, y}, where x, y ∈ Z^m_2 and x + y = i.

Now, assume that x + y + z + w = 0, where |{x, y, z, w}| = 4 and x, y, z, w ∈ Z^m_2 , where x < y, z < w, x + y = i, x + z = r, x + w = ℓ. Let g be a bijection g : Z_4 → {x, y, z, w}. On the point set Z_n × {g(0), g(1), g(2), g(3)} we embed the nμ systems of Type A1 for P_{(i,j)}, 0 ≤ j ≤ nμ − 1. On the point set Z_n × {g(0), g(1), g(2), g(3)} we embed the nμ systems of Type A2 for P_{(r,j)}, 0 ≤ j ≤ nμ − 1. On the point set Z_n × {g(0), g(1), g(2), g(3)} we embed the nμ systems of Type A3 for P_{(ℓ,j)}, 0 ≤ j ≤ nμ − 1.

Remark 2. Note, that R_s is embedded only once for each point set Z_n × {x, y} for each x, y ∈ Z^m_2 such that x + y = i. Similarly, the quadruples from Group 4 and the quadruples from configuration (1, 1, 1, 1) are embedded only once on the point set Z_n × {x, y, z, w} for each x, y, z, w ∈ Z^m_2 such that x + y = z + w = i.

Assume now, that x + y + z + w = i, where |{x, y, z, w}| = 4 and x, y, z, w ∈ Z^m_2 . We form the following last set of blocks in P_{(i,r)}, 0 ≤ r ≤ nμ − 1. {{(a, x), (b, y), (c, z), (a + b + c + r, w)} : a, b, c ∈ Z_n} . Lemma 20. Each P_{(i,j)} is an SQS(2^mn).

Proof. It is straightforward to prove by the definition based on the DLS Construction and the (4n)-construction that each triple of Z_n ×Z^m_2 is contained in at most one block. Hence, to complete the proof it is sufficient to prove that each system P_{(i,j)}, i ∈ Z^m_2 \{0}, 0 ≤ j ≤ nμ−1, contains (_{2mn} 3 ) /4 blocks as is the number of blocks in an SQS(2^mn). The number of blocks originated from Type A in a system is as follows. There are 2^{m−1} (_{2n} 3 ) /4 blocks for all SQS(2n) embedded on the set of points Z_n ×{x, y} such that x+y = i. The number of blocks induced from Type A from Group 4 or configuration (1,1,1,1) in a system is (_{2m−1} 2 ) (4·(n−1)^n_2 n+n^2).

For each x, y, z, w ∈ Z^m_2 such that x+y +z +w = i and |{x, y, z, w}| = 4 the number of block in the last set is n^3 and in all such x, y, z, w the number of blocks is ((_{2m} 3 ) /4 − (_{2m−1} 2 )) n^3.

Therefore, the total number of blocks in P_{(i,j)} is 2^{m−1} ( 2n 3 ) /4 + ( 2^{m−1} 2 ) (4 · (n − 1) n 2 n + n^2) + (( 2^m 3 ) /4 − ( 2^{m−1} 2 )) n^3

which equals (_{2mn} 3 ) /4 as required.

Now, we define the last (n − 3)μ systems. For each quadruple {x, y, z, v} ⊂ Z^m_2 such that x+y+z+v = 0 we form the last (n−1)(μ−γ) = (n−3)μ systems from the (4n)-construction on the point set Z_n × {x, y, z, v}. These last (n − 3)μ systems (SQS(2^mn)) are constructed based on the (n − 3)μ systems (SQS(4n)) of Type B constructed in the (4n)-construction. Let P_i be the i-th (SQS(4n)), 1 ≤ i ≤ (n − 3)μ of Type B. The first set of blocks of the i-th last system ((2^m − 1)nμ + i system of the whole large set) for the (2^mn)-construction are defined as follows. Recall that F = {F_0, F_1, . . . , F_{n−2}} is a one-factorization on K_n and M is an (n − 1) × (n − 1) Latin square on the points set {0, 1, . . . , n − 2}. Finally, S^∗_i , 1 ≤ i ≤ (n − 3)μ, is the i-th SQS(n) in a large set LS(3, 4, n; μ).

For each j ∈ Z^m_2 and each block {a, b, c, d} ∈ S^∗_i construct the block {(a, j), (b, j), (c, j), (d, j)}.

Given j, 0 ≤ j ≤ n − 2, and i, j(μ − γ) < i ≤ (j + 1)(μ − γ), the following blocks form the second set of blocks in the i-th system (from the (n − 3)μ last systems).

{{(a, ℓ), (b, ℓ), (c, t), (d, t)} : ℓ, t ∈ Z^m_2 , ℓ < t, {a, b} ∈ F_r, {c, d} ∈ F_{M(j,r)}, 0 ≤ r ≤ n − 2}. For each block {(a, 0), (b, 1), (c, 2), (d, 3)} ∈ P_i and for each four distinct values x, y, z, w ∈ Z^m_2 such that x < y < z < w and x + y + z + w = 0 construct the block {(a, x), (b, y), (c, z), (d, w)}. These blocks form the third set of blocks in the construction.

Lemma 21. Each one of the last (n − 3)μ system is an SQS(2^mn).

Proof. The number of blocks in the first set of each system is 2^m (_n 3 ) /4, in the second set is (_{2m} 2 ) (n − 1)^{n2}_4 , and in the third set is (_{2m} 3 ) n^3/4. Hence, the total number of blocks in each system is (_{2mn} 3 ) /4 which is the number of blocks in an SQS(2^mn). One can easily continue and verify that no triple of Z_n ×Z^m_2 is contained in more than one block of the system, which completes the proof.

The proof of the following lemma is identical and follows from the proof of Lemma 18.

Lemma 22. The last (n − 3)μ systems of SQS(2^mn) have the following properties

1. Each quadruple {(a, j), (b, j), (c, j), (d, j)}, {a, b, c, d} ⊂ Z_n, j ∈ Z^m_2 is contained in exactly μ systems.

2. Each quadruple {(a, i), (b, i), (c, j), (d, j)}, where i, j ∈ Z^m_2 , i < j, and {a, b} ⊂ Z_n, {c, d} ⊂ Z_n, is contained in exactly μ − γ systems.

3. For given four distinct values x, y, z, w ∈ Z^m_2 , such that x + y + z + w = 0, the number of quadruples of the form {(a, x), (b, y), (c, z), (d, w)}, where a, b, c, d ∈ Z_n, which are contained in the last (n − 3)μ systems is (n − 3)μn^3.

Proof of Theorem 18:

The existence of an LS(3, 4, n; μ) is given in the theorem. Hence, by Theorem 16 there exists an LS(3, 4, 2n; μ) and by Theorem 17 there exists an LS(3, 4, 4n; μ). The rest of the proof is induced from the (2^mn)-construction.

By Lemma 20 and Lemma 21, each one of the systems of the (2^mn)-Construction is an SQS(2^mn). The number of such systems in the construction is (2^m − 1)nμ + (n − 3)μ = 2^mnμ − 3μ as required in an LS(3, 4, 2^mn; μ), m ≥ 3.

The proof that each quadruple of Z_n × Z^m_2 is contained in exactly μ of the systems is similar to the one in Theorem 17 and it is left to the reader. □ Theorem 8, Theorem 11, and Theorem 18 imply that

Corollary 7. There exist an LS(3, 4, 5 · 2^m; 9) for each integer m ≥ 1.

Corollary 8. There exist an LS(3, 4, 5 · 2^m; 9ℓ) for each integer m ≥ 1 and each integer ℓ ≥ 1. Theorem 18 and Theorem 3 imply our final result.

Corollary 9. For each m ≥ 1 and each ℓ ≥ 1 there exists an LH(5 · 2^m, 9ℓ, 4, 3).

7 Conclusion and Problems for Future research

The lack of known constructions for large sets of Steiner systems S(t, k, n), where 2 < t < k < n has motivated the definition of a large set of Steiner systems with multiplicity. In such a system each t-subset of the n-set is contained in exactly μ systems of the large set. The existence of such large sets with multiplicity implies the existence of large sets for H-designs with related parameters. A recursive construction for large set of Steiner quadruple systems with multiplicity was given. For small parameters some ad-hoc constructions for large sets with multiplicity were given using perpendicular arrays and ordered designs. Except for the large sets of H-designs derived from large sets with multiplicity, some ad-hoc constructions for large sets of H-designs with blocks of size four and small number of groups were also presented.

The exposition of this paper raises many open problems and in particular one would like to see construction of large sets for larger range of parameters and small multiplicity as possible.

References

[1] Zs. Baranyai, On the factorization of the complete uniform hypergraph, in Infinite and Finite sets, (A. Hajnal, T. Rado, and T. Sbs, Eds.), 91 – 108, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1975.

[2] J. Bierbrauer, Monotypical uniformly homogeneous sets of permutations, Arch.

math., 58 (1992), 338 – 344.

[3] J. Bierbrauer, The uniformly 3-homogeneous subsets of PGL(2, q), J. Algeb. Combin., 4 (1995), 99 – 102.

[4] J. Bierbrauer, Ordered designs, perpendicular arrays, and permutation sets, in The CRC Handbook of Combinatorial Designs, edited by C. J. Colbourn and J. H. Dinitz John Wiley: New York, (2006), 543 – 547.

[5] J. Bierbrauer, S. Black, and Y. Edel, Some t-homogeneous sets of permutations, Designs, Codes and Cryptography, 9 (1996), 29 – 38.

[6] J. Bierbrauer and Y. Edel, Theory of perpendicular arrays, Journal of Combinatorial Designs, 2 (1994), 375 – 406.

[7] J. Bierbrauer and Y. Edel, Halving PSL(2, q), J. Geom., 64 (1999), 51 – 54.

[8] J. Bierbrauer and T. van Trung, Halving PGL(2, 2^f ), f odd: A series of cryptocodes, Des. Codes Crypt., 1 (1991), 141 – 148.

[9] J. Bierbrauer and T. van Trung, Some highly symmetric authentication perpendicular arrays, Des. Codes Crypt., 1 (1991), 307 – 319.

[10] S. R. Blackburn and T. Etzion, Block-avoiding point sequencings, arxiv.org, 2001.09103v2, May 2020.

[11] P. J. Cameron, Permutation groups, in Handbook of Combinatorics, vol. 1 (1995), 611 – 645.

[12] D. Chen, C. C. Lindner, and D. R. Stinson, Further results on large sets of disjoint group-divisible, Discrete Math., 110 (1992), 35 – 42.

[13] T. Etzion, On threshold schemes from large sets, Journal of Combinatorial Designs, 4 (1996), 323 – 338.

[14] T. Etzion and A. Hartman, Towards a large set of Steiner quadruple systems, SIAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics, 4 (1991), 182 – 195.

[15] T. Etzion and J. Zhou, An improved recursive construction for disjoint Steiner quadruple systems, Journal of Combinatorial Designs, 28 (2020), 551 – 567.

[16] H. Finucane, R. Peled, and Y. Yaari, A recursive construction of t-wise uniform permutations, Random Structures and Algorithms, 46 (2015), 531 – 540.

[17] A. Hartman, W. H. Mills, and R. C. Mullin, Covering triples by quadruples:

an asymptotic solution, J. Combinatorial Theory, Series A, 41 (1986), 117 – 138. [18] G. Ge and L. Zhu, Authentication perpendicular arrays APA_1(2, 5, v), Des. Codes Crypt., 4 (1996), 365 – 375.

[19] A. Granville, A. Moisiadis, and R. S. Rees, Nested Steiner n-cycle systems and perpendicular arrays, J. Combin. Math. Combin. Comput., 3 (1988), 163 – 167.

[20] L. Ji, A new existence proof for large sets of disjoint Steiner triple systems, J. Combinatorial Theory, Series A, 112 (2005), 308 – 327.

[21] L. Ji, An improvement on H design, J. Combin. Designs, 17 (2009), 25 – 35. [22] L. Ji, A complete solution to existence of H designs, J. Combin. Designs, 27 (2019), 75 – 81.

[23] P. Keevash, The existence of designs II, arxiv.org/abs/1802.05900, February 2018. [24] A. Kotzig, K. Lindner, and A. Rosa, Latin squares with no subsquares of order two and disjoint Steiner triple systems, Utilias Mathematica, 7 (1975), 287 – 294.

[25] E. S. Kramer, Q.-R. Wu, S. S. Magliveras, and T. van Trung, Some perpendicular arrays for arbitrarily large t, Discrete Math., 96 (1991), 101 – 110.

[26] G. Kuperberg, S. Lovett, R. Peled, Probabilistic existence of regular combinatorial structures, Geometric and Functional Analysis, 27 (2017), 919 – 972.

[27] J. Lei, Completing the spectrum for LGDD(m^v), Journal of Combinatorial Designs, 5 (1997), 1 – 11.

[28] K. Lindner, A note on disjoint Steiner quadruple systems, Ars Combinatoria, 3 (1977), 271–276.

[29] K. Lindner, On the construction of pairwise disjoint Steiner quadruple systems, Ars Combinatoria, 19 (1985), 153 – 156.

[30] J. X. Lu, On large sets of disjoint Steiner triple systems, I – III, J. Combinatorial Theory, Series A, 34 (1983), 140 – 146, 147 – 155, 156 – 182.

[31] J. X. Lu, On large sets of disjoint Steiner triple systems, IV – VI, J. Combinatorial Theory, Series A, 37 (1984), 136 – 163, 164 – 188, 189 – 192.

[32] W. J. Martin and B. E. Sagan, A new notion of transitivity for groups and sets of permutations, J. London Math. Soc., 73 (2006), 1 – 13.

[33] W. H. Mills, On the existence of H designs, Congr. Numer., 79 (1990), 129 – 141. [34] R. C. Mullin, P. J. Schellenberg, G. H. J. van Rees, and S. A. Vanstone, On the construction of perpendicular arrays, Utilitas Math., 18 (1980), 141 – 160.

[35] R. Peltesohn, Das turnieroblem für spiele zu je dreien, Inaugural dissertation, Berlin 1936.

[36] D. Raghavarao, Constructions and Combinatorial Problems in the Design of Experiments, John Wiley, New York, 1971.

[37] C. R. Rao, Combinatorial arrangements analogous to orthogonal arrays, Sankhyā, A23 (1961), 283 – 286.

[38] P. J. Schellenberg and D. R. Stinson, Threshold schemes from combinatorial designs, J. Combin. Math. Combin. Comput., 5 (1989), 143 – 160.

[39] D. R. Stinson, The combinatorics of authentication and secrecy codes, J. Cryptology, 2 (1990), 23 – 49.

[40] D. R. Stinson and S. A. Vanstone, A combinatorial approach to threshold schemes, SIAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics, 1 (1988), 230 – 236.

[41] L. Teirlinck, Non-trivial t-designs without repeated blocks exist for all t, Discrete Math., 65 (1987), 301 – 311.

[42] L. Teirlinck, On large sets of disjoint ordered designs, Ars Combin., 25 (1988), 31 – 37.

[43] L. Teirlinck, Locally trivial designs and t-designs without repeated blocks, Discrete Math., 77 (1989), 345 – 356.

[44] L. Teirlinck, A completion of Lu’s determination of the spectrum for large sets of disjoint Steiner triple systems, J. Combinatorial Theory, Series A, 57 (1991), 302 – 305.

[45] L. Teirlinck, Large sets with holes, Journal of Combinatorial Designs, 1 (1993), 69 – 94.

[46] W. D. Wallis, One-factorizations, Kluwer Academic Publisher, 1997. [47] J. Zhou and Y. Chang, Bounds and constructions of t-spontaneous emission error designs, Des. Codes Crypt., 85 (2017), 249 – 271.