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Abstract A Uniformly Resolvable Design (URD) is a resolvable design in which each
parallel class contains blocks of only one block size k, such a class is denoted k -pc and for a
given k the number of k -pcs is denoted rk . In this paper we consider the case of block sizes
3 and 4. The cases r3 = 1 and r4 = 1 correspond to Resolvable Group Divisible Designs
(RGDD). We prove that if a 4-RGDD of type hu exists then all admissible {3, 4}-URDs with
12hu points exist. In particular, this gives existence for URD with v ≡ 0 (mod 48) points.
We also investigate the case of URDs with a fixed number of k -pc. In particular, we show
that URDs with r3 = 4 exist, and that those with r3 = 7, 10 exist, with 11 and 12 possible
exceptions respectively, this covers all cases with 1 < r3 ≤ 10. Furthermore, we prove that
URDs with r4 = 7 exist and that those with r4 = 9 exist, except when v = 12, 24 and
possibly when v = 276. In addition, we prove that there exist 4-RGDDs of types 2 142, 2 346

and 6 54. Finally, we provide four {3,5}-URDs with 105 points.
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1 Introduction

Let v and λ be positive integers, let K and M be two sets of positive integers. A group divis-
ible design, denoted GDDλ(K , M; v), is a triple (X, G, B), where X is a set with v elements
(called points), G is a set of subsets (called groups) of X, G partitions X, and B is a set of
subsets (called blocks) of X such that

1. |B| ∈ K for each B ∈ B,

2. |G| ∈ M for each G ∈ G,

3. |B ∩ G| ≤ 1 for each B ∈ B and each G ∈ G,

4. Each pair of elements of X from distinct groups is contained in exactly λ blocks.

The notation is similar to [3,4]. If λ = 1, the index λ is omitted. If K = {k}, respec-
tively M = {m}, then the GDDλ(K , M; v) is simply denoted GDDλ(k, M; v) respectively
GDDλ(K , m; v), which is also specified in “exponential” form as K -G DDλ of type mv/m .
A GDDλ(K , 1; v) is called a pairwise balanced design and denoted PBDλ(K ; v).

Theorem 1.1 ([18,23]) There exists a 4-GDD of type g4m1 with m > 0 if, and only if,
g ≡ m ≡ 0 (mod 3) and 0 < m ≤ 3g/2.

Theorem 1.2 ([1,15,23]) There exists a 5-GDD of type g5m1 with m > 0 if g ≡ m ≡
0 (mod 4) and 0 < m ≤ 4g/3, with the possible exceptions of (g, m) = (12, 4) and
(12, 8).

A transversal design TDλ(k, g), is equivalent to a GDDλ(k, g; kg). That means, each
block in a TDλ(k, g) contains a point from each group. If λ = 1, the index λ is omitted.

Theorem 1.3 ([2]) A TD(k, g) exists in the following cases:

1. k = 6 and g ≥ 5 and g /∈ {6, 10, 14, 18, 22};
2. k = 7 and g ≥ 7 and g /∈ {10, 14, 15, 18, 20, 22, 26, 30, 34, 38, 46, 60}.

In a GDDλ(K , M; v) with (X, G, B), a parallel class is a set of blocks, which partitions X .
If B can be partitioned into parallel classes, then the GDDλ(K , M; v) is said to be resolv-
able and denoted RGDDλ(K , M; v). Analogously, a resolvable PBDλ(K ; v) is denoted
RPBDλ(K ; v). A parallel class is said to be uniform if it contains blocks of only one size k (k-
pc). If all parallel classes of an RPBDλ(K ; v) are uniform, the design is said to be uniformly
resolvable. Here, a uniformly resolvable design RPBDλ(K ; v) is denoted URDλ(K ; v).
If λ = 1, the index λ is omitted. In a URDλ(K ; v) the number of resolution classes with
blocks of size k is denoted rk, k ∈ K . Uniformly resolvable designs with block sizes 3 and
4 mean here URD({3, 4}; v) with r3 > 0 and r4 > 0.

The following theorem about RGDDs will be applied later.

Theorem 1.4 ([4,10–14,17,24,28,30,31]) The necessary conditions for the existence of an
k -RGDD of type hn, RGDD(k, h; hn), namely, n ≥ k, hn ≡ 0 (mod k) and h(n − 1) ≡
0 (mod k − 1), are also sufficient for
k = 2;
k = 3, except for (h, n) ∈ {(2, 3), (2, 6), (6, 3)}; and for
k = 4, except for (h, n) ∈ {(2, 4), (2, 10), (3, 4), (6, 4)} and possibly excepting:

123

 Author's personal copy 



On uniformly resolvable designs 47

1. h ≡ 2, 10(mod 12):
h = 2 and n∈{34, 46, 52, 70, 82, 94, 100, 118, 130, 142, 178, 184, 202, 214, 238, 250,

334, 346};
h = 10 and n ∈ {4, 34, 52, 94};
h ∈ [14, 454] ∪ {478, 502, 514, 526, 614, 626, 686} and n ∈ {10, 70, 82}.

2. h ≡ 6(mod12) : h = 6 and n ∈ {6, 54, 68}; h = 18 and n ∈ {18, 38, 62}.
3. h ≡ 9(mod12) : h = 9 and n = 44.
4. h ≡ 0(mod12) : h = 36 and n ∈ {11, 14, 15, 18, 23}.
A resolvable transversal design RTDλ(k, g), is equivalent to an RGDDλ(k, g; kg). That
means, each block in an RTDλ(k, g) contains a point from each group. A K -frame is a GDD
(X, G, B) with index unity, in which the collection of blocks B can be partitioned into holey
parallel classes each of which partitions X\G for some G ∈ G. We use the usual exponential
notation for the types of GDDs and frames. Thus, a GDD or a frame of type 1i 2 j ... is one
in which there are i groups of size 1, j groups of size 2, and so on. A K -frame is called
uniform if each partial parallel class is of only one block size. It is called completely uniform
if for each hole G the resolution classes which partitions X\G are all of one block size. We
use mostly K = {3, 4}. A {3, 4} − frame of type (g; 3n1 4n2)u(m; 3n3 4n4)1 has u groups of
size g. Each group of size g has n1 holey pcs of block size 3 and n2 holey pcs of block size
4. The only group of size m has n3 holey pcs of block size 3 and n4 holey pcs of block size 4.

Theorem 1.5 ([24]) For k = 2 and k = 3 there exists a k -frame of type hu if, and only if,
u ≥ k + 1, h ≡ 0 (mod k − 1), and h · (u − 1) ≡ 0(mod k).

Theorem 1.6 ([9,14,16,17,20,24,32]) There exists a 4-frame of type hu if, and only if, u ≥ 5,
h ≡ 0 (mod 3) and h · (u − 1) ≡ 0 (mod 4), except possibly where

1. h = 36 and u = 12;
2. h ≡ 6 (mod 12):

h = 6 and u ∈ {7, 23, 27, 35, 39, 47};
h = 18 and u ∈ {15, 23, 27};
h ∈ {30} ∪ [66, 2190] and u ∈ {7, 23, 27, 39, 47};
h ∈ {42, 54} ∪ [2202, 11238] and u ∈ {23, 27}.

Later on some incomplete group divisible designs are applied. An incomplete group divisi-
ble design (IGDD) with block sizes from a set K and index unity is a quadruple (X, G, H, B),
which satisfies the following properties:

1. G = {G1, G2, . . . , Gn} is a partition of the set X of points into subsets called groups,
2. H is a subset of X called the hole,
3. B is a collection of subsets of X with cardinalities from K , called blocks, so that a group

and a block contain at most one common point,
4. every pair of points from distinct groups is either in H or occurs in a unique block but

not both.

This design is denoted by IGDD(K , M; v) of type T, where M = {|G1|, |G2|, . . . , |Gn |}
and T is the multiset {(|Gi |, |Gi ∩ H |) : 1 ≤ i ≤ n}. Sometimes “exponential” notation is
used to describe the type. An IGDD(K , M; v) of type T is said to be uniformly resolvable
and denoted by IUGDD(K , M; v) of type T if blocks can be partitioned into uniform par-
allel classes and partial uniform parallel classes, the latter partitioning X \ H. The numbers
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48 E. Schuster, G. Ge

of uniform parallel classes, partial uniform parallel classes with blocks of size k are denoted
by rk, r◦

k , respectively. If |Gi | = 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, then the IUGDD is denoted incomplete
uniformly resolvable design IURD(K ; v) with a hole H .

Some known results about URDs are summarized below. Rees [21] introduced URDs and
showed:

Theorem 1.7 ([21]) There exists a URD({2, 3}; v) with r2, r3 > 0 if, and only if,

1. v ≡ 0(mod 6);
2. r2 = v − 1 − 2 r3

(
r3 = v−1−r2

2

)
;

3. 1 ≤ r3 ≤ v
2 − 1;

with the two exceptions (v, r3) = (6, 2), (12, 5).

Recently, almost all URDs with K = {2, 4} were constructed in [7] which we improve
slightly as follows:

Theorem 1.8 There exists a URD({2, 4}; v) with r2, r4 > 0 if, and only if,

1. v ≡ 0(mod 4);
2. r2 = v − 1 − 3 r4

(
r4 = v−1−r2

3

)
;

with two exceptions (v, r2) = (8, 1), (20, 1) and possibly excepting:

(v, r2) = (2n, 1), n ∈ {52, 100, 184};
(v, r2)=(2n, r2), n∈{34, 46, 70, 82, 94, 118, 130, 178, 202, 214, 238, 250, 334}, r2

admissible;
(v, r2) = (12n, 2), n ∈ N = {2, 7, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 17, 19, 22, 31, 34, 38, 43, 46,

47, 82}.
Proof Because each 4-pc can be replaced by three 2-pcs, only URDs with minimal r2 are
needed. In each {2, 4} - URD there is v ≡ 0, 4 or 8 (mod 12) as the number of points.

For v ≡ 4 (mod12) there exists an RPBD(4; v) by [19] or Theorem 1.4. That means
that the minimal r2 is zero.

For v ≡ 8 ( mod 12) there exists a 4 -RGDD of type 2v/2 by Theorem 1.4, possibly except-
ing the above values. The 4-RGDDs of types 2142 and 2346 are given in Theorem 10.1 and 10.2.
We only have to show that a URD({2, 4}; v) with r2 = 4 exists for v ∈ {104, 200, 368}.
There exists a 4 -RGDD of type 83i+1 by Theorem 1.4. By filling all groups with a 2 -RGDD
of type 42, which exists by Theorem 1.4, we obtain a URD({2, 4}; 24i + 8) with r2 = 4
and the desired designs for i ∈ {4, 8, 15}.

For v ≡ 0 (mod 12) in [7] it is shown that a URD({2, 4}; v) with r2 = 2 exists, possibly
excepting the values from N . There exists a 4 -RGDD of type 62i for i ∈ {N − {2, 34}}
by Theorem 1.4. By filling all groups with a RPBD(2; 6), which exists by Theorem 1.4,
we obtain a URD({2, 4}; 12i) with r2 = 5 for i ∈ {N − {2, 34}}. A URD({2, 4}; 24)

with r2 = 5 is contained in the Online Resource. There exists a 4 -RGDD of type 2417

by Theorem 1.4. By filling all groups with URD({2, 4}; 24) with r2 = 5, we obtain a
URD({2, 4}; 12 · 34) with r2 = 5. 	

Theorem 1.9 ([6]) The necessary conditions for the existence of a URD({3, 4}; v) with
r3, r4 > 0 are:

• v ≡ 0 (mod12);
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On uniformly resolvable designs 49

• r4 is odd;
• if rk > 1, then v ≥ k2; and

• r4 = v−1−2 r3
3

(
r3 = v−1−3 r4

2

)
.

The fourth condition means that if r3 is given, then r4 is determined, and vice versa.

Remark r3 ≡ 1 (mod 3).

Proof Because r4 is odd, insert 2 i + 1 for r4 in the last equation of Theorem 1.9; this gives
r3 = v

2 − 3 i − 2 ≡ −2 ≡ 1 (mod 3). 	

Now some known results are summarized of URDs with block sizes 3 and 4. The next

two theorems are special cases of Theorem 1.4. We take the groups as an additional parallel
class to get the URDs.

Theorem 1.10 ([26]) There exist an RGDD(3, 4; v) and also a URD({3, 4}; v) with
r4 = 1 if, and only if, v ≡ 0 (mod 12).

Theorem 1.11 ([22,24,28,30]) There exist an RGDD(4, 3; v) and so a URD({3, 4}; v)

with r3 = 1 if, and only if, v ≡ 0 (mod 12), v ≥ 24.

Danziger showed in [5]:

Theorem 1.12 ([5]) There exists a URD({3, 4}; v) with r4 = 3 for all
v ≡ 12 (mod 24), v �= 12 with the possible exceptions of v = 84, 156.

In [25] the author showed:

Theorem 1.13 [25] There exists a URD({3, 4}; v) with r4 = 3 or 5 if, and only if, v ≡
0 (mod 12), except when v = 12.

There is also a result for K = {3, 5} :

Theorem 1.14 ([26]) There exists a URD ({3, 5} ; v) with r5 = 2, 3, 4, 5 if, and only if,
v ≡ 15 (mod 30) except v = 15, and except possibly

v = 105 for r5 = 3,
v ∈ {105, 165, 285, 345} for r5 = 2, 4, 5.

In the next section, labeled resolvable designs are introduced and designs are constructed for
four exceptions in Theorem 1.14. Ingredient designs for recursive constructions, which are
described in Sect. 3, are created by some new labeled uniformly resolvable designs. In the
further sections the results are described.

2 Labeled resolvable designs and direct constructions

The concept of labeled resolvable designs is needed in order to get direct constructions for
resolvable designs. This concept was introduced by Shen [27,29,30].

Let (X, B) be a (U)GDDλ(K , M; v) where X = {a1, a2, . . . , av} is totally ordered
with ordering a1 < a2 < · · · < av . For each block B = {x1, x2, . . . , xk}, k ∈ K , it is
supposed that x1 < x2 < · · · < xk . Let Zλ be the group of residues modulo λ .
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50 E. Schuster, G. Ge

Let ϕ : B → Z

(
k
2

)

λ be a mapping where for each B = {x1, x2, . . . , xk} ∈
B, k ∈ K , ϕ(B) = (ϕ(x1, x2), . . . , ϕ(x1, xk), ϕ(x2, x3), . . . , ϕ(x2, xk), ϕ(x3, x4), . . . ,

ϕ(xk−1, xk)), ϕ(xi , x j ) ∈ Zλfor 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k.
A (U)GDDλ(K , M; v) is said to be a labeled (uniform resolvable) group divisible

design, denoted L(U)GDDλ(K , M; v), if there exists a mapping ϕ such that:

1. For each pair {x, y} ⊂ X with x < y, contained in the blocks B1, B2, . . . , Bλ , then
ϕi (x, y) ≡ ϕ j (x, y) if, and only if, i = j where the subscripts i and j denote the blocks
to which the pair belongs, for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ λ; and

2. For each block B = {x1, x2, . . . , xk}, k ∈ K , ϕ(xr , xs) + ϕ(xs, xt ) ≡ ϕ(xr , xt ) (mod
λ), for 1 ≤ r < s < t ≤ k.

The blocks will be denoted in the following form:

(x1x2 . . . xk; ϕ(x1, x2) . . . ϕ(x1, xk)ϕ(x2, x3) . . . ϕ(x2, xk)ϕ(x3, x4) . . . ϕ(xk−1, xk)), k ∈ K .

The above definition was first given in [25] and is a little bit more general than the definition
by Shen [30] with K = {k} or Shen and Wang [29] for transversal designs. A special case of
type 1v , a labeled URDλ(K ; v), is denoted by LURDλ(K ; v). A labeled K -frame of type
T and index λ is denoted K -LFλ of type T .

The main application of the labeled designs is to blow up the point set of a given design with
the following theorem (Shen, [17]) here extended for labeled (uniform resolvable) pairwise
balanced designs.

Theorem 2.1 ([17,25]) If there exists an L(U)GDDλ(K , M; v) (with r L
k classes of size k,

for each k ∈ K ), then there exists a (U)GDD(K , λM; λv), where λM = {λgi |gi ∈ M}
(with rk = r L

k classes of size k, for each k ∈ K ). If there exists a uniform frame K − LFλ of
type T , then there exists a uniform K -frame of type λT , where λT = {λgi |gi ∈ T }.
Proof Let (X, G, B) be an LRGDDλ(K , M; v) where X = {a1, a2, . . . , av}. Expand-
ing each point ai ∈ X λ times gives the points {ai,0, . . . , ai,λ−1}, i = 1, . . . , v, in the new
design. Any group with gi points becomes a new group with λ ·gi points. Each labeled block,
(x1x2 . . . xk; ϕ(x1, x2) . . . ϕ(x1, xk)ϕ(x2, x3) . . . ϕ(x2, xk)ϕ(x3, x4) . . . ϕ(xk−1, xk)), k ∈
K , gives λ new blocks {x1, j , x2, j+ϕ(x1,x2), . . . , xk, j+ϕ(x1,xk )}, k ∈ K , j = 0, . . . , (λ − 1)

with indices calculated mod(λ) and all blocks taken together consist of different points.
Therefore, each (partial) uniform parallel class of the labeled design with blocks of size k
gives a (partial) parallel class of the expanded design with blocks of the same size k. For
each pair {x, y} ⊂ X with x < y from different groups, let B1, B2, . . . , Bλ be the λ blocks
containing {x, y} and let ϕi (x, y) be the values of ϕ(x, y) corresponding to Bi , 1 ≤ i ≤ λ

. Due to the first condition on ϕ , all pairs {x j , y j+ϕi (x,y)}, i = 1, . . . , λ, j = 0, . . . , (λ− 1),
are different, where the indices are calculated mod(λ). 	


A special case for URDs is shown in the following.

Corollary 2.2 If there exists an LURDλ(K ; v) with r L
k classes of size k, for each k ∈ K ,

then there exists a URD(K ∪ {λ}; λv) with rk = r L
k when k �= λ, and rλ = r L

λ + 1, where
we take r L

λ = 0 if λ /∈ K .

Lemma 2.3 There exist an LURD3({3, 4}; 12) with r4 = 7, an LURD4({3, 4}; 12) with
r4 = 6, an LURD4({3, 4}; 12) with r4 = 8 and an LURD4({3, 4}; 12) with r3 = 7.

Proof The desired designs were found computationally.
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On uniformly resolvable designs 51

An LURD3({3, 4}; 12) with r4 = 7; each row forms a parallel class:
(7 11 12; 1 0 2), (1  2 10; 1 1 0), (4  8  9; 0 2 2), (3  5  6; 1 1 0),  
(1  6  7; 2 1 2), (8  9 11; 0 0 0), (4  5 10; 2 0 1), (2  3 12; 2 2 0),  
(6  9 10; 0 1 1), (4  8 12; 2 1 2), (1  5  7; 0 2 2), (2  3 11; 0 1 1),  
(3  6  9; 0 1 1), (4 11 12; 2 2 0), (2  8 10; 0 1 1), (1  5  7; 2 0 1),  
(1  3  9; 1 0 2), (5  8 11; 0 1 1), (2  4 10; 0 2 2), (6  7 12; 0 2 2),  
(1  3  8; 0 2 2), (5  9 12; 2 1 2), (4  7 10; 0 1 1), (2  6 11; 0 2 2),  
(1  9 10 11; 2 2 1 0 2 2), (2  5  6  8; 1 2 2 1 1 0), (3  4  7 12; 2 1 2 2 0 1),  
(1  9 10 12; 1 0 2 2 1 2), (2  5  7  8; 2 2 1 0 2 2), (3  4  6 11; 1 2 2 1 1 0),  
(2  3  7  9; 1 1 1 0 0 0), (6  8 10 12; 2 2 0 0 1 1), (1  4  5 11; 0 1 0 1 0 2),  
(3  5 10 11; 0 0 0 0 0 0), (2  4  7  9; 2 0 2 1 0 2), (1  6  8 12; 0 1 1 1 1 0),  
(2  5  9 12; 0 0 0 0 0 0), (1  3  4  8; 2 2 0 0 1 1), (6  7 10 11; 1 0 1 2 0 1),  
(1  2 11 12; 2 2 0 0 1 1), (3  7  8 10; 2 0 2 1 0 2), (4  5  6  9; 0 2 1 2 1 2),  
(7  8  9 11; 0 1 2 1 2 1), (1  2  4  6; 0 1 1 1 1 0), (3  5 10 12; 2 1 1 2 2 0). 

An LURD4({3, 4}; 12) with r4 = 6; each row forms a parallel class:
(2  3  9; 3 2 3), (1  4  6; 1 1 0), (8 11 12; 1 1 0), (5  7 10; 3 3 0),  
(6 11 12; 0 2 2), (4  7  8; 2 2 0), (3  5  9; 2 2 0), (1  2 10; 0 1 1),  
(1  5 12; 0 2 2), (2  4  9; 3 1 2), (8 10 11; 1 2 1), (3  6  7; 1 2 1),  
(2  4  8; 1 1 0), (1  3 10; 1 0 3), (5  6 12; 1 1 0), (7  9 11; 2 1 3),  
(5  9 11; 3 0 1), (2  3  8; 1 2 1), (1  4  7; 0 1 1), (6 10 12; 1 1 0),  
(5  7  8; 1 0 3), (1  2 11; 2 3 1), (3 10 12; 0 2 2), (4  6  9; 2 3 1),  
(3  5 12; 3 3 0), (2  6 11; 3 2 3), (1  7  8; 3 0 1), (4  9 10; 1 2 1),  
(7  9 12; 0 1 1), (2  5 11; 1 0 3), (6  8 10; 3 3 0), (1  3  4; 0 3 3),  
(1  9 12; 3 1 2), (4  5 11; 0 1 1), (2  6  7; 0 0 0), (3  8 10; 3 1 2),  
(1  8 11; 1 1 0), (3  6  9; 0 0 0), (2  5  7; 2 2 0), (4 10 12; 3 0 1),  
(6  7  8; 2 0 2), (2  9 10; 3 2 3), (1  3 11; 3 0 1), (4  5 12; 3 2 3),  
(5  6  9; 3 2 3), (1  2 10; 3 2 3), (3  7 11; 0 2 2), (4  8 12; 3 3 0),  
(2  5 10; 3 0 1), (3  6  8; 2 0 2), (4 11 12; 2 1 3), (1  7  9; 2 1 3),  
(1  2  7 12; 1 0 3 3 2 3), (4  6 10 11; 3 1 0 2 1 3), (3  5  8  9; 0 2 1 2 1 3),  
(1  8  9 12; 2 0 0 2 2 0), (5  7 10 11; 2 0 2 2 0 2), (2  3  4  6; 2 0 1 2 3 1),  
(1  3  4  5; 2 2 3 0 1 1), (8  9 10 11; 1 3 3 2 2 0), (2  6  7 12; 2 1 1 3 3 0),  
(2  3 11 12; 0 3 0 3 0 1), (1  5  6  8; 2 2 3 0 1 1), (4  7  9 10; 3 0 0 1 1 0),  
(2  4  5  8; 2 0 3 2 1 3), (1  6  9 11; 0 2 2 2 2 0), (3  7 10 12; 3 2 1 3 2 3),  
(3  4  7 11; 1 1 0 0 3 3), (2  8  9 12; 0 0 3 0 3 3), (1  5  6 10; 1 3 3 2 2 0). 

An LURD4({3, 4}; 12) with r4 = 8; each row forms a parallel class:
(1  2  6; 2 3 1), (3  7 10; 1 2 1), (4  8  9; 1 1 0), (5 11 12; 0 1 1),  
(1  4  6; 0 0 0), (2  3  8; 1 2 1), (5  7 12; 3 0 1), (9 10 11; 1 0 3),  
(1  2  3; 1 1 0), (4  5 11; 0 3 3), (6  8 12; 1 0 3), (7  9 10; 2 0 2),  
(1  6  9; 1 2 1), (3  5 10; 3 3 0), (7  8 11; 3 2 3), (2  4 12; 2 2 0),  
(2 10 11; 0 0 0), (3  6 12; 1 2 1), (1  7  8; 1 2 1), (4  5  9; 2 2 0),  
(2  7  9; 3 3 0), (1  8 11; 0 1 1), (3  4 12; 3 0 1), (5  6 10; 0 1 1),  
(1  4  8; 2 1 3), (3  9 12; 3 1 2), (2  5 10; 3 1 2), (6  7 11; 0 1 1),  
(1  4  9; 3 3 0), (2  5  8; 0 0 0), (6 10 12; 3 2 3), (3  7 11; 2 2 0),  
(2  4 12; 0 3 3), (1  7 10; 2 1 3), (3  6 11; 0 3 3), (5  8  9; 1 3 2),  
(2  3  8; 3 1 2), (1  5  7; 3 0 1), (4  6 11; 2 0 2), (9 10 12; 3 0 1),  
(2  5  6  8; 1 3 3 2 2 0), (1  7  9 12; 3 0 1 1 2 1), (3  4 10 11; 0 0 1 0 1 1),  
(1  2 11 12; 3 0 3 1 0 3), (4  7  8 10; 0 2 2 2 2 0), (3  5  6  9; 0 3 1 3 1 2),  
(4  6  7 12; 3 2 2 3 3 0), (1  2  3 10; 0 2 3 2 3 1), (5  8  9 11; 3 2 1 3 2 3),  
(3  8  9 12; 3 0 3 1 0 3), (1  5  6 10; 1 2 0 1 3 2), (2  4  7 11; 1 0 3 3 2 3),  
(1  5 11 12; 0 2 2 2 2 0), (2  4  9 10; 3 2 2 3 3 0), (3  6  7  8; 2 0 0 2 2 0),  
(2  5  7 12; 2 2 1 0 3 3), (1  3  9 11; 3 1 3 2 0 2), (4  6  8 10; 1 0 1 3 0 1),  
(2  6  7  9; 0 1 0 1 0 3), (1  3  4  5; 0 1 2 1 2 1), (8 10 11 12; 2 0 2 2 0 2),  
(2  6  9 11; 2 1 2 3 0 1), (3  4  5  7; 2 1 3 3 1 2), (1  8 10 12; 3 2 0 3 1 2). 

An LURD4({3, 4}; 12) with r3 = 7; each row forms a parallel class:
(3 10 11; 0 1 1), (1  4  8; 3 1 2), (7  9 12; 3 0 1), (2  5  6; 1 1 0),  
(3  5  6; 1 3 2), (1  7 12; 2 0 2), (4  8 11; 0 1 1), (2  9 10; 3 0 1),  
(2  5 12; 0 3 3), (8  9 10; 3 1 2), (1  3  7; 3 0 1), (4  6 11; 3 0 1),  
(8 10 12; 3 3 0), (5  6  7; 3 2 3), (2  4  9; 1 1 0), (1  3 11; 2 1 3),  
(1  4 11; 0 2 2), (3  7  9; 2 3 1), (2  6 12; 0 2 2), (5  8 10; 0 0 0),  
(7 10 11; 0 3 3), (1  5  9; 0 1 1), (2  4 12; 0 1 1), (3  6  8; 0 2 2),  
(1  6  9; 3 2 3), (2  3  7; 3 3 0), (4  5  8; 3 1 2), (10 11 12; 2 3 1),  
(4  6  9 10; 0 1 1 1 1 0), (2  7  8 11; 0 0 0 0 0 0), (1  3  5 12; 0 2 3 2 3 1),  
(3  8 10 12; 0 2 0 2 0 2), (1  6  9 11; 1 3 0 2 3 1), (2  4  5  7; 2 2 1 0 3 3),  
(6  7 11 12; 2 0 3 2 1 3), (1  2  4 10; 3 2 0 3 1 2), (3  5  8  9; 0 3 0 3 0 1),  
(5  6  8 11; 1 1 3 0 2 2), (3  4  7  9; 2 3 1 1 3 2), (1  2 10 12; 2 1 2 3 0 1),  
(7  8  9 12; 2 0 3 2 1 3), (3  4  6 10; 0 1 3 1 3 2), (1  2  5 11; 0 3 3 3 3 0),  
(4  6  9 12; 2 2 2 0 0 0), (5  7 10 11; 0 1 1 1 1 0), (1  2  3  8; 1 1 2 0 1 1),  
(1  5  9 10; 1 0 3 3 2 3), (2  6  7  8; 2 2 3 0 1 1), (3  4 11 12; 3 2 2 3 3 0),  
(1  6  8 12; 0 3 1 3 1 2), (4  5  7 10; 1 2 0 1 3 2), (2  3  9 11; 2 0 2 2 0 2),  
(1  6  7 10; 2 3 2 1 0 3), (2  8  9 11; 2 2 1 0 3 3), (3  4  5 12; 1 3 1 2 0 2),  

(1  4  7  8; 1 1 0 0 3 3), (2  3  6 10; 1 3 2 2 1 3), (5  9 11 12; 2 2 0 0 2 2). 	


Lemma 2.4 There exist a URD({3, 4}; 36) with r4 = 7, a URD({3, 4}; 48) with r4 = 7, a
URD({3, 4}; 48) with r3 = 10, r4 = 9, a URD({3, 4}; 48) with r3 = 7, a URD({3, 4}; 36)

with r4 = 9, a URD({3, 4}; 60) with r4 = 7 or 9, a URD({3, 4}; 72) with r4 = 9,
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a URD({3, 4}; 132) with r4 = 7 or 9, a URD({3, 4}; 156) with r4 = 7 or 9, a
URD({3, 4}; 204) with r4 = 7 or 9 and a URD({3, 4}; 228) with r4 = 9.

Proof For the first four URDs the assertion follows with Corollary 2.2 and Lemma 2.3. For
the next case we begin with a well-known RTD(4, 9). Filling the groups with RPBD(3; 9)

results in a URD({3, 4}; 36) with r4 = 9. All other URDs are given in the Online
Resource. 	


Four possible exceptions of Theorem 1.14 are constructed in the next theorem.

Theorem 2.5 There exists a URD ({3, 5} ; v) with r5 = 2, 3, 4, 5 if, and only if, v ≡
15 (mod 30) except v = 15, and except possibly v ∈ {165, 285, 345} for r5 = 2, 4, 5.

Proof By Theorem 1.14 only URDs with v = 105 and r5 = 2, 3, 4 or 5 are needed. A
uniform {3, 5}-LRGDD7 of type 35 with r5 = 2, 3, 4 or 5 is given in the Online Resource,
therefore, by Theorem 2.1 there exists a uniform {3, 5}-RGDD of type 215 with r5 = 2,
3, 4 or 5. By filling all groups with a RPBD(3; 21), we obtain a URD ({3, 5} ; 105) with
r5 = 2, 3, 4 or 5. 	


3 Recursive constructions

We now describe some constructions which we will use later. Filling groups and holes with
PBDs or GDDs are known basic constructions [8,11]. Here groups and holes are filled with
URDs to get new URDs.

Construction 3.1 (Filling in groups) Suppose there exists an RGDD(k1, g; ig) and a
URD ({k1, k2}; g) with rk2 = j , then there exists a URD ({k1, k2}; ig) with rk2 = j and an
IURD ({k1, k2}; ig) with a hole of size g, rk1 = (i−1)g

k1−1 k1 -pcs, r◦
k1

= g−1−(k2−1) j
k1−1 holey

(or partial) k1 -pcs, rk2 = 0 k2 -pcs and r◦
k2

= j holey k2 -pcs.

Proof Fill all groups of the RGDD with the URD to obtain the URD. Leave exactly one
group empty to get the IURD. 	

Construction 3.2 (Generalized frame construction) Suppose there is a k1 -frame of type
T = {ti : i = 1, . . . , n}. Let v = ∑n

i=1 ti . If, for each i = 1, . . . , n, there exists an

IURD ({k1, k2}; ti + s) with a hole of size s, rk1 = ti
k1−1 , r◦

k1
= s−1−(k2−1) j2

k1−1 , rk2 = 0 and
r◦

k2
= j2 for i = 1, . . . , n − 1, then there

exists an IURD ({k1, k2}; v + s) with a hole of size tn + s, rk1 =
∑n−1

i=1 ti
k1−1 , r◦

k1
= tn

k1−1 +
s−1−(k2−1) j2

k1−1 , rk2 = 0 and r◦
k2

= j2 . If there exists a URD ({k1, k2}; tn + s) with rk2 = j2

and therefore rk1 = tn
k1−1 + s−1−(k2−1) j2

k1−1 , then a URD ({k1, k2}; v + s) with rk2 = j2 exists.

Proof Let X be the point set of the frame, we construct the new design on X ∪ S, where S is
a set of s new points which will be the hole. For each group Ti of size ti , i = 1, . . . , n − 1, of
the frame we fill Ti ∪ S with an URD ({k1, k2}; ti + s) so that the hole covers S. This gives
the IURD. Each group of the frame with size ti has ti

k1−1 k1 -pcs, which can be extended
with the k1 -pcs from the IURD. The holey pcs from all the IURDs combine to form holey
pcs of the new IURD ({k1, k2}; v + s) with a hole of size tn + s. These give j2 holey k2

-pcs and s−1−(k2−1) j2
k1−1 holey k1 -pcs. tn

k1−1 holey k1 -pcs are from the group of size tn of
the frame. Filling the last hole with the URD ({k1, k2}; tn + s) with rk2 = j2 results in the
URD ({k1, k2}; v + s) with rk2 = j2. 	
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Remark If in Construction 3.2 all IURDs come from Construction 3.1 with r◦
k2

= j2 and
the URD has rk2 = j2, then all additional conditions in Construction 3.2 are fulfilled. In this
paper all IURDs come from Construction 3.1.

Construction 3.3 (Weighting) [5] Let (X, G, B ) be a GDD, and let w : X → Z+ ∪ 0 be
a weight function on X. Suppose that for each block B ∈ B, there exists a k-frame of type

{w(x) : x ∈ B}. Then there is a k-frame of type

{
∑

x∈Gi

w(x) : Gi ∈ G

}
.

The next two lemmas are similar to a lemma in [17], but here the lemmas are applied to
URDs.

Lemma 3.4 Let u ⊂ {0, 1}, s ≡ 0 (mod 12), s ≥ 12. Suppose a TD(6 + u, m) exists.
Suppose also that there exists a URD({k, 4}; 12 · b + s) with rk = j , where 0 ≤ b ≤ m, an
IURD({k, 4}; 12m + s) with r◦

k = j and a hole of size s and an IURD({k, 4}; 12a + s)
with r◦

k = j and a hole of size s, when u = 1, where 0 ≤ a ≤ m, which all fulfil the
conditions of Construction 3.2. Then there exists a URD({k, 4}; 12i) with rk = j , where
i = 5m + ua + b + s

12 .

Proof Truncate a group in the TD(6 + u, m) to size b. For u = 1 truncate another group to
size a. This gives a GDD({5, 6, 6 + u}, {m, b, au}; v). Apply Construction 3.3 with weight
12 and 4-frames of types 12t for t ∈ {5, 6, 6 + u}, which exist by Theorem 1.6. The result is
a 4-frame of type (12m)5(12b)1(12au)u . Adjoin s infinite points and apply Construction 3.2
with the above URD and IURDs, which gives the design as required. 	

Lemma 3.5 Let s ≡ 0 (mod 12), s ≥ 12, u ⊂ {0, 1}. Suppose a GDD({4, 5, 5 +
u}, {m, b, au}; v) exists. Suppose also that there exist a URD({3,k}; 12b + s) with rk = j ,
where 0 ≤ b ≤ m, an IURD({3, k}; 12m + s) with r◦

k = j and a hole of size s, and an
IURD({3, k}; 12a + s) with r◦

k = j and a hole of size s, when u = 1, where 0 ≤ a ≤ m,
which all fulfil the conditions of Construction 3.2. Then there exists a URD({3, k}; 12i) with
rk = j , where i = 4m + ua + b + s

12 .

Proof Apply Construction 3.3 with weight 12 and 3-frames of types 12t for t ∈ {4, 5, 5+u},
which exist by Theorem 1.5. The result is a 3-frame of type (12m)4(12b)1(12au)u . Adjoin s
infinite points and apply Construction 3.2 with the above URD and IURDs, which gives the
design as required. 	

Lemma 3.6 If there exists a URD({3, 4}; v0) with r4 = m > 0, then there exist a
URD({3, 4}; nv0) with r4 = m and an IURD({3, 4}; nv0) with r◦

4 = m and a hole of
size v0 for all n ≥ 3.

Proof Since there exists a URD({3, 4}; v0) with r4 = m > 0, we have v0 ≡ 0 (mod 12)

by Theorem 1.7. The assertion follows from Theorem 1.4 by filling a 3-RGDD of type vn
0 by

the URD({3, 4}; v0) with r4 = m. By not filling one group, we get the IURD. 	

Some further needed constructions from Danziger [5].

Lemma 3.7 ([5], Theorem 2.5) If there exists a uniform {3, 4} -frame of type

(g1; 3
g1
2 )t (g2; 3

g2−3r
2 4r )1 and w ≡ 3 (mod6) is such that g1 + w ≡ 3 (mod6), 2w ≤ g1,

and there exists a URD({3, 4}; g2 + w) with r4 = r,
(

r3 = g2+w−1−3r
2

)
, then there exists

a URD({3, 4}; g1t + g2 + w) with r4 = r .
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Lemma 3.8 ([5], Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4) Let v0 ≡ 0 (mod 12), r4 odd.
For v0 = 9 · r4 + 6 j + 9 with j and integer, j ≥ 0, there exists a uniform {3, 4} -frame

of type (24; 312)t (v0 − 9; 33(r4+ j) 4r4)1 for all t ≡ 1 (mod 3) with t ≥ 1 + 3(r4+ j)
4 .

For v0 = 9r4 + 6 j + 3 with j and integer, j ≥ 0, there exists a uniform {3, 4} -frame of
type (24; 312)t (v0 − 3; 33(r4+ j+1) 4r4)1 for all t ≡ 1 (mod 3) with t ≥ 1 + 3(r4+ j)

4 .

Lemma 3.8 is a little bit more general then the lemmas by Danziger [5], but the proof is
analogues. The second variant of Lemma 3.8 is only useful if j = 0. In all other cases the
first variant is more effective, because the bound for t is lesser.

4 Results for URDs with exactly 4 parallel classes with blocks of size 3

Theorem 4.1 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 12i) with r3 = 4 if, and only if, i ≥ 1 integer.

Proof There exists a URD({3, 4}; 12) with r3 = 4 and r4 = 1 by Theorem 1.10, a
URD({3, 4}; 24) with r3 = 4 and r4 = 5 by Theorem 1.12, and a URD({3, 4}; 36) with
r3 = 4 and r4 = 9 by Lemma 2.4. Because of Theorem 1.4 all 4-RGDDs of type 12n exist for
n ≥ 4. Filling the groups with the URD({3, 4}; 12) with r3 = 4, gives the desired designs.

	


5 Results for URDs with exactly 7 parallel classes with blocks of size 3

Now the aim is to find {3,4}-URDs with r3 = 7. In this section let N = {n :
∃ URD({3, 4}; 12 · n)with r3 = 7}.

Lemma 5.1 There exist a URD({3, 4}; 24), a URD({3, 4}; 36) and a URD({3, 4}; 48) all
with r3 = 7.

Proof A URD({3, 4}; 24) with r3 = 7 and r4 = 3 exists by Theorem 1.13. A
URD({3, 4}; 36) with r3 = 7 and r4 = 7 exists by Lemma 2.4. A URD({3, 4}; 48)

with r3 = 7 and r4 = 11 exists by Lemma 2.4. 	


Lemma 5.2 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 24 i) with r3 = 7 and an IURD({3, 4}; 24 i) with
r◦

3 = 7, r4 = 8 (i − 1), r◦
4 = 3 and a hole of size 24 for i ≥ 4.

Proof Let g = 24 in Construction 3.1. The 4-RGDDs of type 24i exist by Theorem 1.4. A
URD({3, 4}; 24) with r3 = 7, r4 = 3 exists by Lemma 5.1. 	


Lemma 5.3 There exists a URD({3,4}; 60i) with r3 = 7 and an IURD ({3, 4}; 60i) with
r◦

3 = 7 and a hole of size 15 for i ≥ 1.

Proof By Theorem 1.4 there exists a 4-RGDD of type 154·i for i ≥ 1. Fill the groups with
the well known RPBD(3; 15), which has seven parallel classes. By not filling one group we
obtain IURDs. 	


Lemma 5.4 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 36 i) with r3 = 7 for i ≥ 4 and an
IURD({3, 4}; 36 i) with r◦

3 = 7, r◦
4 = 7 and a hole of size 36 for i ≥ 4, i /∈ {14, 15}.
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Proof Let g = 36 in Construction 3.1, by Theorem 1.4 RGDDs of type 36i exist for i ≥
4, i /∈ {11, 14, 15, 18, 23}. A URD({3, 4}; 36) with r3 = 7 exists by Lemma 2.4. By not fill-
ing in one group we obtain the IURDs. For i = 14 and i = 18 the URDs exist by Lemma 5.2
and for i = 15 by Lemma 5.3. For i = 18 the IURD exists by Lemma 5.13. For i = 23
a URD and also an IURD with a hole of size 36 is constructed in Lemma 5.11. Now the
proof for the last case i = 11. There exists a 5-GDD of type 24541 by Theorem 1.2. Apply
Construction 3.3 with weight 3 and 4-frames of type 35, which exist by Theorem 1.6. The
result is a 4-frame of type 725 · 121. There exists an IURD({3, 4}; 96) with r◦

3 = 7 and a
hole of size 24 by Lemma 5.2. Adjoin 24 infinite points to the frame and fill all groups of
size 72 with this IURD, with the infinite points forming the hole. The 24 frame 4-pcs are
completed with the 24 complete 4-pcs of the IURD. This is the desired IURD. Fill the group
of size 12 together with the infinite points with a URD({3, 4}; 36) with r3 = 7, r4 = 7.
After completing the four frame 4-pcs it remain three more 4-pcs, which can be completed
with the holey 4-pcs from the groups of size 72. 	

Lemma 5.5 Let 0 ≤ b ≤ 3n, b ∈ {0, 1, 2} ∪ {5, 7, 9, . . .} ∪ {9, 12, 15, 18, 21, 24, 27}
and n ≥ 3, n /∈ {6, 13, 14}. Then there exists a URD({3, 4}; 12i) with r3 = 7 where
i = 15n + b + 3.

Proof The lemma is a special case of Lemma 3.4, let s = 36, j = 7 and u = 0. The
URD({3, 4}; 12b + 36) with r3 = 7 exists for b ∈ {0, 1, 2} ∪ {5, 7, 9,...} ∪ {9, 12,

15, 18, 21, 24, 27} due to the Lemmas 5.1–5.4. Let m = 3n then there exists an
IURD({3, 4}; 12m + 36) with r◦

3 = 7 and a hole of size 36 by Lemma 5.4 for n + 1 ≥
4, n+1 /∈ {14, 15}, that means n ≥ 3, n /∈ {13, 14}. A TD(6, 3n) exists for 3n ≥ 5, 3n �= 18
by Theorem 1.3. Both conditions together give: n ≥ 3, n /∈ {6, 13, 14}. 	

Lemma 5.6 Let 0 ≤ b ≤ 3n, b ∈ {0, 1, 2} ∪ {5, 7, 9, . . .} ∪ {9, 12, 15, 18, 21, 24, 27},
3 ≤ c ≤ n, c /∈ {13, 14} and n ≥ 3, n /∈ {5, 6, 10, 13, 14, 20}. Then there exists a
URD({3, 4}; 12 i) with r3 = 7 where i = 15n + b + 3c + 3.

Proof The lemma is a special case of Lemma 3.4, let s = 36, j = 7 and u = 1. The condi-
tion on b is as in Lemma 5.5. Let m = 3n then the IURD({3, 4}; 12m + 36) with r◦

3 = 7
and a hole of size 36 exists by Lemma 5.4 for n + 1 ≥ 4, n + 1 /∈ {14, 15}, that means
n ≥ 3, n /∈ {13, 14}. A TD(7, 3n) exists for 3n ≥ 7, 3n /∈ {15, 18, 30, 60} by Theorem 1.3.
Both conditions together give n ≥ 3, n /∈ {5, 6, 10, 13, 14, 20}. Let a = 3c then it follows
how above that there exists an IURD({3, 4}; 12a + 36) with r◦

3 = 7 and a hole of size 36
for c ≥ 3, c /∈ {13, 14}. 	


With b ∈ {0, 1, 2} and c ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6, 7} all residue classes modulo 15 are covered:

Lemma 5.7 Let b ∈ {0, 1, 2}, c ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6, 7} and n ≥ 3, n /∈ {5, 6}. Then there exists
a URD({3, 4}; 12 i) with r3 = 7, where i = 15n + b + 3c + 3, that means {i : i >

15 · 6 + 2 + 3 · 7 + 3 = 116} ⊂ N .

Proof For n /∈ {10, 13, 14, 20} all the conditions of Lemma 5.6 are fulfilled. For

n∈{10, 13, 20} we have i=15n+b+3c+3=

⎧
⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎩

15(n − 1) + (b + 12) + 3(c + 1) + 3,

b ∈ {0, 1}
15(n − 1) + (b + 15) + 3c + 3,

b = 2

, c ∈

{3, 4, 5, 6, 7} and for the right side of the above equation all the conditions of Lemma 5.6 are
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fulfilled. For n=14 we have i=15n+b+3c+3=

⎧
⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎩

15(n−2)+(b + 27) + 3(c + 1) + 3,

b ∈ {0, 2}
15(n−1)+(b + 24) + 3(c + 2) + 3,

b = 1

, c ∈

{3, 4, 5, 6, 7} and for the right side of the above equation again all the conditions of Lemma 5.6
are fulfilled. 	

Lemma 5.8 Let 0 ≤ b ≤ 2n, b ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} ∪ {6, 8, 10, . . .} ∪ {10, 13, 16, 19} and n ≥
4, n /∈ {5, 7, 9, 11}. Then there exists a URD({3, 4}; 12 i) with r3 = 7 where i = 10·n+b+2.

Proof The lemma is a special case of Lemma 3.4, let s = 24, j = 7 and u = 0.
A URD({3, 4}; 12 b + 24) with r3 = 7, r4 = 4b + 3 exists for b ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} ∪
{6, 8, 10, . . .} ∪ {10, 13, 16, 19} due to the Lemmas 5.1–5.4. Let m = 2n then there
exists an IURD({3, 4}; 12 m + 24) with r◦

3 = 7 and a hole of size 24 by Lemma 5.2
for n + 1 ≥ 4, that means n ≥ 3. Also the conditions of Construction 3.2 are fulfilled.
A TD(6, 2n) exists for 2n ≥ 5, 2n /∈ {6, 10, 14, 18, 22} by Theorem 1.3. Both conditions
together give n ≥ 4, n /∈ {5, 7, 9, 11}. 	

Lemma 5.9 Let 0 ≤ b ≤ 2n, 0 ≤ c ≤ n, b ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} ∪ {6, 8, 10, . . .} ∪
{10, 13, 16, 19}, c ≥ 3 and n ≥ 4, n /∈ {5, 7, 9, 10, 11, 13, 15, 17, 19, 23, 30}. Then there
exists a URD({3, 4}; 12 i) with r3 = 7 where i = 10 · n + b + 2c + 2.

Proof The lemma is a special case of Lemma 3.4, let s = 24, j = 7 and u = 1. The condition
on b is as in Lemma 5.8. Let m = 2n then it follows how above that an IURD({3, 4}; 12 m +
24) with r◦

3 = 7 and a hole of size 24 exists for n ≥ 3. A TD(7, 2n) exists for
2n ≥ 7, 2n /∈ {10, 14, 18, 20, 22, 26, 30, 34, 38, 46, 60} by Theorem 1.3. That gives n ≥
4, n /∈ {5, 7, 9, 10, 11, 13, 15, 17, 19, 23, 30}. Let a = 2c then it follows how above that an
IURD({3, 4}; 12 a + 24) with r◦

3 = 7 and a hole of size 24 exists for c ≥ 3. 	

Lemma 5.10 We have {43, 83} ⊂ N .

Proof In Lemma 5.8, where i = 10n + b + 2, let n = 4 or 8 and b = 1. 	

Lemma 5.11 We have {49, 53, 69, 71, 73, 77, 89, 91, 97, 101, 103, 107, 109} ⊂ N .

Proof In Lemma 5.9, where i = 10n + b + 2c + 2, take the following values for n, b and c:

n b c i
4 1 3 49
4 3 4 53
6 1 3 69
6 1 4 71
6 3 4 73
6 3 6 77
8 1 3 89
8 1 4 91
8 1 7 97
8 3 8 101
8 13 4 103
8 13 6 107
8 13 7 109 	
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Lemma 5.12 We have 113 ∈ N .

Proof In Lemma 5.5, where i = 15n + b + 3, let n = 7 and b = 5. 	


Lemma 5.13 We have {59, 79} ⊂ N .

Proof In Lemma 5.6, where i = 15n + b + 3c + 3, take the following values for n, b and c:

n b c i
3 2 3 59
4 7 3 79 	


Lemma 5.14 We have {61, 67} ⊂ N .

Proof There exists a TD(8, m) for m ∈ {8, 9} by [2]. Truncate one group in a TD(8, m) to
size b. This gives a GDD({7, 8}, {m, b}; v). Apply Construction 3.3 with weight 12 and
4-frames of types 12t for t ∈ {7, 8}, which exist by Theorem 1.6. The result is a 4-frame of
type (12m)7(12b)1.

Let m = 8, b = 3 and adjoin 24 infinite points and apply Construction 3.2 with
an IURD({3, 4}; 96 + 24) with r◦

3 = 7 and a hole of size 24 from Lemma 5.2 and a
URD({3, 4}; 60) with r3 = 7 from Lemma 5.3. The result is a URD({3, 4}; 12 · 61) with
r3 = 7.

Let m = 9, b = 1 and adjoin 36 infinite points and apply Construction 3.2 with an
IURD({3, 4}; 10851321) with r◦

3 = 7 and a hole of size 36 from Lemma 5.4 and a
URD({3, 4}; 48) with r3 = 7 from Lemma 5.1. The result is a URD({3, 4}; 12 · 67)

with r3 = 7. 	


Lemma 5.15 There exists a URD({3,4}; 12 n ) with r3 = 7 for n = 41, 47.

Proof There exists a TD(7, 7) by Theorem 1.3. Truncate a group of this design to size 3. Use
one of the truncated point to redefine the groups. This gives a {6, 7} -GDD of type 6731.
Apply Construction 3.3 with weight 12 and 4-frames of types 126 and 127, which exist by
Theorem 1.6. The result is a 4-frame of type 727361. There exists an IURD({3, 4}; 96) with
r◦

3 = 7 and a hole of size 24 by Lemma 5.2. Adjoin 24 infinite points to the frame and fill
all groups of size 72 with this IURD, with the infinite points forming the hole. Fill the group
of size 36 together with the infinite points with a URD({3,4}; 60) with r3 = 7. This gives a
URD({3, 4}; 12 · 47) with r3 = 7.

Start again from a TD(7, 7) and delete 6 points from a block to obtain a {6, 7} -GDD of
type 6671. Remove 4 points from the group of size 7 to get a {5, 6, 7}-GDD of type 6631.
Apply Construction 3.3 with weight 12 and 4-frames of types 125, 126 and 127, which exist
by Theorem 1.6. The result is a 4-frame of type 726361. Again, adjoin 24 infinite points to
the frame and fill all groups of size 72 with this IURD, with the infinite points forming the
hole. Fill the group of size 36 together with the infinite points with a URD({3,4}; 60) with
r3 = 7. This gives a URD({3, 4}; 12 · 41) with r3 = 7. 	


All lemmas of this section result in:

Theorem 5.16 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 12 n) with r3 = 7 if, and only if, n ≥ 2, and
possibly excepting the following 11 values: n ∈ {6, 7, 9, 11, 13, 17, 19, 23, 29, 31, 37}.
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6 Results for URDs with exactly 10 parallel classes with blocks of size 3

Now the aim is to find {3, 4}-URDs with r3 = 10. In this section let N = {n :
∃ URD({3, 4}; 12 · n)with r3 = 10}.
Lemma 6.1 There exist a URD({3, 4}; 24), a URD({3, 4}; 36) and a URD({3, 4}; 48) all
with r3 = 10.

Proof A design URD({3, 4}; 24) with r3 = 10 and r4 = 1 exists by Theorem 1.10. A
URD({3, 4}; 36) with r3 = 10 and r4 = 5 exists by Theorem 1.13. A URD({3, 4}; 48) with
r3 = 10 and r4 = 9 exists by Lemma 2.4. 	

Lemma 6.2 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 84 i) with r3 = 10 for all integers i > 0.

Proof There exists a 4-RGDD of type 214·i for all integers i by Theorem 1.4. Fill the groups
with the well known RPBD(3; 21), which has 10 parallel classes. 	

Lemma 6.3 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 24 i) with r3 = 10 and an IURD({3, 4}; 24 i)
with r◦

3 = 10 and a hole of size 24 for i ≥ 4.

Proof A URD({3, 4}; 24) with r3 = 10 exists by Theorem 1.10. Take in Construction 3.1
the value g = 24. The RGDDs exist by Theorem 1.4 for i ≥ 4. By not filling one group we
obtain the IURDs. 	

Lemma 6.4 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 36 i) with r3 = 10 for i ≥ 4, i �= 15 and an
IURD({3, 4}; 36 i) with r◦

3 = 10 and a hole of size 36 for i /∈ {14, 15}.
Proof Take in Construction 3.1 the value g = 36. The RGDDs exist by Theorem 1.4 for
i ≥ 4, i /∈ {11, 14, 15, 18, 23}. A URD({3, 4}; 36) exists by Lemma 6.1. For i = 14 the URD
exists by Lemma 6.3. For i = 18 the URD and also the IURD are constructed in Lemma 6.13.
For i = 23 the URD and also the IURD are constructed in Lemma 6.11. Now the proof for
the last case i = 11. Take a 5-GDD of type 24541, which exists by Theorem 1.2. Apply Con-
struction 3.3 with weight 3 and 4-frames of type 35, which exist by Theorem 1.6. The result
is a 4-frame of type 725121. By Lemma 6.3 there exists an IURD({3, 4}; 96) with r◦

3 = 10
and a hole of size 24. Adjoin 24 infinite points to the frame and fill all groups of size 72 with
this IURD, with the infinite points forming the hole. The result is an IURD({3, 4}; 36 · 11)

with r◦
3 = 10 and a hole of size 36. Fill the hole with a URD({3, 4}; 36) with r3 = 10,

which is given in Lemma 6.1. 	

Lemma 6.5 Let 0 ≤ b ≤ 2n, b ∈ {0, 1, 2, 5} ∪ {6, 8, 10, . . .} ∪ {10, 13, 16, 19} and n ≥
4, n /∈ {5, 7, 9, 11}. Then there exists a URD({3, 4}; 12 i) with r3 = 10 where i =
10n + b + 2.

Proof The lemma is a special case of Lemma 3.4, let s = 24, j = 10 and u = 0. A
URD({3, 4}; 12 b + 24) with r3 = 10 exists for b ∈ {0, 1, 2, 5} ∪ {6, 8, 10, . . .} ∪
{10, 13, 16, 19} by the Lemmas 6.1–6.4. Let m = 2n then an IURD({3, 4}; 12 m +24) with
r◦

3 = 10 and a hole of size 24 exists by Lemma 6.3 for n + 1 ≥ 4, i.e. n ≥ 3. A TD(6, 2n)

exists for 2n ≥ 5, 2n /∈ {6, 10, 14, 18, 22} by Theorem 1.3. Both conditions together give
n ≥ 4, n /∈ {5, 7, 9, 11}. 	

Lemma 6.6 Let 0 ≤ b ≤ 2n, b ∈ {0, 1, 2, 5} ∪ {6, 8, 10, . . .} ∪ {10, 13, 16, 19},
3 ≤ c ≤ n and n ≥ 4, n /∈ {5, 7, 9, 10, 11, 13, 15, 17, 19, 23, 30}. Then there exists a
URD({3, 4}; 12 i) with r3 = 10 where i = 10n + b + 2c + 2.
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Proof The lemma is a special case of Lemma 3.4, let s = 24, j = 10 and u = 1. The
condition on b is as in Lemma 6.5. Let m = 2n then an IURD({3, 4}; 12 m + 24) with
r◦

3 = 10 and a hole of size 24 exists by Lemma 6.3 for n + 1 ≥ 4, i.e. n ≥ 3. A TD(7, 2n)

exists for 2n ≥ 7, 2n /∈ {10, 14, 18, 20, 22, 26, 30, 34, 38, 46, 60} by Theorem 1.3. Both
conditions together give n ≥ 4, n /∈ {5, 7, 9, 10, 11, 13, 15, 17, 19, 23, 30}. Let a = 2c then
it follows as above that an IURD({3, 4}; 12 a + 24) with r◦

3 = 10 and a hole of size 24
exists for c ≥ 3. 	

Lemma 6.7 Let 0 ≤ b ≤ 3n, b ∈ {0, 1, 4} ∪ {5, 7, 9, . . .} ∪ {9, 12, 15, 18, 21, 24, 27}
and n ≥ 3, n /∈ {6, 13, 14}. Then there exists a URD({3, 4}; 12 i) with r3 = 10 where
i = 15n + b + 3.

Proof The lemma is a special case of Lemma 3.4, let s = 36, j = 10 and u = 0.
A URD({3, 4}; 12 b + 36) with r3 = 10 exists for b ∈ {0, 1, 4} ∪ {5, 7, 9, . . .} ∪
{9, 12, 15, 18, 21, 24, 27}by the Lemmas 6.1–6.4. Let m = 3n then an IURD({3, 4}; 12 m+
36) with r◦

3 = 10 and a hole of size 36 exists by Lemma 6.4 for n + 1 ≥ 4, n + 1 /∈ {14, 15}
i.e. n ≥ 3, n /∈ {13, 14}. A TD(6, 3n) exists for 3n ≥ 5, 3n �= 6, 18 by Theorem 1.3. Both
conditions together give: n ≥ 3, n /∈ {6, 13, 14}. 	

Lemma 6.8 Let 0 ≤ b ≤ 3n, b ∈ {0, 1, 4} ∪ {5, 7, 9, . . .} ∪ {9, 12, 15, 18, 21, 24, 27},
3 ≤ c ≤ n, c /∈ {13, 14} and n ≥ 3, n /∈ {5, 6, 10, 13, 14, 20}. Then there exists a
URD({3, 4}; 12 i) with r3 = 10 where i = 15n + b + 3c + 3.

Proof The lemma is a special case of Lemma 3.4, let s = 36, j = 10 and u = 1. The
condition on b is as in Lemma 6.7. Let m = 3n then an IURD({3, 4}; 12 m + 36) with
r◦

3 = 10 and a hole of size 36 exists by Lemma 6.4 for n + 1 ≥ 4, n + 1 /∈ {14, 15} i.e.
n ≥ 3, n /∈ {13, 14}. A TD(7, 3n) exists for 3n ≥ 7, 3n /∈ {15, 18, 30, 60} by Theorem 1.3.
Both conditions together give n ≥ 3, n /∈ {5, 6, 10, 13, 14, 20}. Let a = 3c then it follows
how above that an IURD({3, 4}; 12 a + 36) with r◦

3 = 10 and a hole of size 36 exists for
c ≥ 3, c /∈ {13, 14}. 	


With b ∈ {0, 1, 5} and c ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6, 7} all residue classes modulo 15 are covered.

Lemma 6.9 Let b ∈ {0, 1, 5}, c ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6, 7} and n ≥ 3, n /∈ {5, 6}. There exists a
URD({3, 4}; 12 i) with r3 = 10, where i = 15n + b + 3c + 3, which means {i : i >

15 · 6 + 5 + 3 · 7 + 3 = 119} ⊂ N .

Proof For n /∈ {10, 13, 14, 20} all the conditions of Lemma 6.8 are fulfilled. For n ∈
{10, 13, 20} we have i = 15n + b + 3c + 3 = 15(n − 1) + (b + 12) + 3(c + 1) + 3, b ∈
{0, 1, 5}, c ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6, 7} and for the right side of the above equation all the condi-
tions of Lemma 6.8 are fulfilled. For n = 14 we have i = 15n + b + 3c + 3 =
15(n − 2) + (b + 24) + 3(c + 2) + 3, b ∈ {0, 1, 5}, c ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6, 7} and for the right
side of the above equation all conditions are again fulfilled in Lemma 6.8. 	

Lemma 6.10 We have {43, 47, 67, 83, 115} ⊂ N .

Proof Take in Lemma 6.5, where i = 10n + b + 2, the following values for n and b:

n b i
4 1 43
4 5 47
6 5 67
8 1 83
10 13 115
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Lemma 6.11 We have {53, 69, 71, 73, 77, 89, 95, 97, 101, 103, 107, 109} ⊂ N .

Proof Take in Lemma 6.6, where i = 10 ·n +b +2c +2, the following values for n, b and c:

n b c i
4 5 3 53
6 1 3 69
6 1 4 71
6 1 5 73
6 5 5 77
8 1 3 89
8 1 6 95
8 1 7 97
8 5 7 101
8 13 4 103
8 13 6 107
8 13 7 109 	


Lemma 6.12 We have {55, 85, 113, 119} ⊂ N .

Proof Take in Lemma 6.7, where i = 15 · n + b + 3, the following values for n and b:

n b i
3 7 55
5 7 85
7 5 113
7 11 119 	


Lemma 6.13 We have {61, 79} ⊂ N .

Proof Take in Lemma 6.8, where i = 15 ·n +b +3c +3, the following values for n, b and c:

n b c i
3 4 3 61
4 7 3 79 	


Lemma 6.14 There exists a URD(3, 4, 12 · 37) and a URD({3, 4}; 12 · 65) both with
r3 = 10, i.e. {37, 65} ⊂ N.

Proof There exist 5-GDDs of types 245201 and 405521 by Theorem 1.2. Apply Construc-
tion 3.3 with weight 3 and 4-frames of type 35, given in Theorem 1.6. The results are
4-frames of types 725601 and 12051561. There exists an IURD({3, 4}; 72 + 24) and an
IURD({3, 4}; 120 + 24) both with r◦

3 = 10 and a hole of size 24 by Lemma 6.3. Adjoin 24
infinite points to the frames and fill all groups of size 72 and 120 with the appropriate IURD,
with the infinite points forming the hole. Fill the group of size 60 together with the infinite
points with a URD({3, 4}; 84) with r3 = 10, which is given in Lemma 6.2. Fill the group
of size 156 together with the infinite points with a URD({3, 4}; 180) with r3 = 10, which
is given in Lemma 6.4. 	
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Lemma 6.15 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 12 · 59) with r3 = 10, i.e. 59 ∈ N.

Proof There exists a 5-GDD of type 365441 by Theorem 1.2. Apply Construction 3.3 with
weight 3 and 4-frames of type 35, given in Theorem 1.6. The result is a 4-frame of type
1085 · 132◦. There exists an IURD({3, 4}; 108 + 36) with r◦

3 = 10 and a hole of size 36
by Lemma 6.4. Adjoin 36 infinite points to the frame and fill all groups of size 108 with this
IURD, with the infinite points forming the hole. Fill the group of size 132 together with the
infinite points with a URD({3, 4}; 168) with r3 = 10, which exists by Lemma 6.3. 	

Lemma 6.16 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 12 · 45) with r3 = 10.

Proof There exists a TD(7, 7) by Theorem 1.3. Truncate a group of this design to size 1. Use
one of the truncated points to redefine the groups. This gives a {6, 7} -GDD of type 6711.
Apply Construction 3.3 with weight 12 and 4-frames of types 126 and 127, which exist by
Theorem 1.6. The result is a 4-frame of type 727121. There exists an IURD({3, 4}; 96) with
r◦

3 = 10 and a hole of size 24 by Lemma 6.3. Adjoin 24 infinite points to the frame and fill
all groups of size 72 with this IURD, with the infinite points forming the hole. Fill the group
of size 12 together with the infinite points with a URD({3,4}; 36) with r3 = 10. This gives
a URD({3, 4}; 12 · 45) with r3 = 10. 	


All lemmas of this section result in:

Theorem 6.17 There exists a U RD({3, 4}; 12 n) with r3 = 10 if, and only if, n ≥ 2, and
possibly excepting the following 12 values: n ∈ {5, 6, 9, 11, 13, 17, 19, 23, 25, 29, 31, 41}.

7 Results for URDs with exactly 7 parallel classes with blocks of size 4

Lemma 7.1 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 24 i), with r4 = 7 for all integers i > 0 and an
IURD({3, 4}; 24 i) with r◦

4 = 7 and a hole of size 24 for all i ≥ 3.

Proof A URD({3, 4}; 24) with r3 = 1, r4 = 7 exists by Theorem 1.11. Apply this design
in Lemma 3.6. A URD({3, 4}; 48) with r4 = 7 exists by Lemma 2.4. 	

Lemma 7.2 T here exists a URD({3, 4}; 36 i), with r4 = 7 for all integers i > 0 and an
IURD({3, 4}; 36 i) with r◦

4 = 7 and a hole of size 36 for all i ≥ 3.

Proof A URD({3, 4}; 36) with r4 = 7 exists by Lemma 2.4. Apply this design in
Lemma 3.6. A URD({3, 4}; 72) with r4 = 7 exists by Lemma 7.1. 	

Lemma 7.3 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 84 i) with r4 = 7 or 9 for all integers i > 0.

Proof Take as master designs URD({3, 4}; 12 i) with r4 = 1, i = 1, 2, . . . , which exist
by Theorem 1.10, and expand all points with 7. It is well-known that an RPBD(3; 21), an
RPBD(4; 28), an RTD(3, 7) and an RTD(4, 7) exist.

We first deal with the case r4 = 7. For only one parallel class with k = 3 fill each expanded
block with an RPBD(3; 21), which also fills allpairs in the expanded groups. For all other
parallel classes with k = 3 fill each expanded block with an RTD(3, 7). For the only parallel
class with k = 4 fill each expanded block with an RTD(4, 7), which gives seven parallel
classes with k = 4.

Now the case r4 = 9. For all parallel classes with k = 3 fill each expanded block with
an RTD(3, 7). For the only parallel class with k = 4 fill each expanded block with an
RPBD(4; 28), which also fills allpairs in the expanded groups and results in nine parallel
classes with k = 4. 	
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Lemma 7.4 There exists a URD({3, 4}; v) with r4 = 7 for all v ≡ 12 (mod 72) except
v = 12 and except possibly when v = 228, 372, 444.

Proof A URD({3, 4}; 132) with r4 = 7 exists by Lemma 2.4, 132 = v0 = 9r4+6 j +9 with
j = 10. By Lemma 3.8 there exists a {3, 4} -frame of type (24; 312)t (v0 − 9; 33(r4+ j), 4r4)1

for all t ≡ 1 (mod 3) with t ≥ 1 + 3(r4+ j)
4 = 13.75. Let t = 13 + 3i, i ≥ 1. Therefore

by Lemma 3.7 there exists a URD({3, 4}; 24(13 + 3i) + 132) with r4 = 7, that means
there exist all URD({3, 4}; 444 + 72i) with r4 = 7, i ≥ 1. Due to the third condition
of Theorem 1.9 a URD({3, 4}; 12) with r4 = 7 cannot exist. A URD({3, 4}; 84) with
r4 = 7 exists by Lemma 7.3. A URD({3, 4}; 156) with r4 = 7 exists by Lemma 2.4. An
RGDD(3, 60; 300) exists by Theorem 1.4. Filling the groups with a URD({3, 4}; 60) with
r4 = 7, which exists by Lemma 2.4, results in a URD({3, 4}; 300) with r4 = 7. 	

Lemma 7.5 There exist a URD({3, 4}; v) with r4 = 7 for all v ≡ 60 (mod 72) except
possibly when v = 276, 348.

Proof A URD({3, 4}; 108) with r4 = 7 exists by Lemma 7.2, 108 = v0 = 9r4+6 j +9 with
j = 6. By Lemma 3.8 there exists a {3, 4} -frame of type (24; 312)t (v0 − 9; 33(r4+ j), 4r4)1

for all t ≡ 1 (mod 3) with t ≥ 1 + 3·(r4+ j)
4 = 10.75. Let t = 10 + 3i, i ≥ 1. Therefore

by Lemma 3.7 there exists a URD({3, 4}; 24(10 + 3i) + 108) with r4 = 7, i ≥ 1, which
means that a URD({3, 4}; 348 + 72i) with r4 = 7, i ≥ 1 exist. A URD({3, 4}; 60) with
r4 = 7, a URD({3, 4}; 132) with r4 = 7 and a URD({3, 4}; 204) with r4 = 7 exist by
Lemma 2.4. 	

Lemma 7.6 Let 0 ≤ b ≤ m, b ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 12} and m ∈ {4, 8, 12}. Then there exists a
URD({3, 4}; 12 · i) with r4 = 7 where i = 4m + b + 2.

Proof This Lemma is a special case of Lemma 3.5, let s = 24, j = 7 and u = 0. A
URD({3, 4}; 12 b + 24) with r4 = 7 exists for b ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 10} because in the above
lemmas the smallest exception is 156 = 13 · 12. An IURD({3, 4}; 12 m + 24) with r◦

4 = 7
and a hole of size 24 exists by Lemma 7.1 for m ∈ {4, 6, 8, . . .}. A TD(5, m) exists for
m ≥ 4, m /∈ {6, 10}. Both conditions together give: m ∈ {4, 8, 12}. 	

Lemma 7.7 There exist URD({3, 4}; 228) and URD({3, 4}; 444) both with r4 = 7.

Proof Take in Lemma 7.6 the following values for m and b :

m b i
4 1 19
8 3 37 	


Lemma 7.8 There exists a URD({3, 4}; v) with r4 = 7 for v ∈ {276, 348, 372}.
Proof There exist 4-GDDs of types 124151, 18491 and 184151 by Theorem 1.1. Apply Con-
struction 3.3 with weight 4 and 3-frames of type 44, which are given in Theorem 1.5. The result
are 3-frames of types 484601, 724361 and 724601. There exists an IURD({3, 4}; 48 + 24)

and an IURD({3, 4}; 72+24) both with r◦
4 = 7 and a hole of size 24 by Lemma 7.1. Adjoin

24 infinite points to the above frames and fill all groups of size 48 or 72 with the appropriate
IURD, with the infinite points forming the hole. Fill the group of size 60 together with the
infinite points with a URD({3, 4}; 84) with r4 = 7, which is given in Lemma 7.3. Fill the
group of size 36 together with the infinite points with a URD({3, 4}; 60) with r4 = 7, which
is given in Lemma 2.4. 	
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All lemmas of this section give:

Theorem 7.9 There exists a URD({3, 4}; v) with r4 = 7 if, and only if, v ≡ 0 (mod 12)

except v = 12.

8 Results for URDs with exactly 9 parallel classes with blocks of size 4

Lemma 8.1 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 36 · i) with r4 = 9 for all integers i ≥ 1 and an
IURD({3, 4}; 36i) with r◦

4 = 9 and a hole of size 36 for i ≥ 3.

Proof A URD({3, 4}; 36) with r4 = 9 exists by Lemma 2.4. A URD({3, 4}; 72)

with r4 = 9 exists by Lemma 2.4. For i ≥ 3, integer, take as master designs 3-RGDDs
of type 36i , RGDD(3, 36; 36i), which exist by Theorem 1.4. Filling the groups with a
URD({3, 4}; 36) with r4 = 9 results in a URD({3, 4}; 36 i) with r4 = 9. By not
filling one group we obtain the IURDs. 	

Lemma 8.2 There exists an LURD4({3, 4}; 24i) with r4 = 8 and also a URD({3, 4}; 96i)
with r4 = 9 for all integers i ≥ 1.

Proof There exists a URD({3, 4}; 12i) with r4 = 1 for i ≥ 1 by Theorem 1.10. Take
this design as master design and expand all points with two. For only one parallel class
with k = 3 fill each expanded block with an LRPBD4(3; 6), which also fills allpairs in the
expanded groups. For all other parallel classes with k = 3 fill each expanded block with
an LRTD4(3, 2). For the only parallel class with k = 4 fill each expanded block with an
LRTD4(4, 2), which gives 8 parallel classes with k = 4. All above labeled designs are given
in the Online Resource. Hence, an LURD4({3, 4}; 24 i) with r4 = 8 is constructed. By
Corollary 2.2 there exists a URD({3, 4}; 96 i) with r4 = 9 for all i ≥ 1. 	

Lemma 8.3 There exists a URD({3, 4}; v) with r4 = 9 for all v ≡ 12 (mod 72) except
v = 12 and except possibly when v = 372.

Proof A URD({3, 4}; 132) with r4 = 9 exists by Lemma 2.4, 132 = v0 = 9r4+6 j +9 with
j = 7. By Lemma 3.8 there exists a {3, 4} -frame of type (24; 312)t (v0 −9; 33(r4+ j), 4r4)1

for all t ≡ 1 ( mod 3) with t ≥ 1+ 3(r4+ j)
4 = 13. Let t = 10+3i with i = 1,2,…. Therefore

by Lemma 3.7 there exists a URD({3, 4}; 24(10 + 3i) + 132) with r4 = 9, which means
that a URD({3, 4}; 372 + 72i) with r4 = 9 exists for all i ≥ 1.

Due to the third condition of Theorem 1.7 a URD({3, 4}; 12) with r4 = 9 cannot
exist. A URD({3, 4}; 84) with r4 = 9 exists by Lemma 7.3. A URD({3, 4}; 156) and a
URD({3, 4}; 228) both with r4 = 9 exist by Lemma 2.4. An RGDD(3, 60; 300) exists
by Theorem 1.4. Filling the groups with a URD({3, 4}; 60) with r4 = 9, which exists by
Lemma 2.4, results in a URD({3, 4}; 300) with r4 = 9. 	

Lemma 8.4 There exists a URD({3, 4}; v) with r4 = 9 for all v ≡ 24 (mod 72) except
v = 24 and except possibly when v = 312, 456.

Proof A URD({3, 4}; 48) with r4 = 9 exists by Lemma 2.4 and therefore there exists also
a URD({3, 4}; 144) with r4 = 9 by Lemma 3.6, 144 = v0 = 9r4 + 6 j + 9 with j = 9.
By Lemma 3.8 there exists a {3, 4} -frame of type (24; 312)t (v0 − 9; 33(r4+ j), 4r4)1 for
all t ≡ 1 (mod 3) with t ≥ 1 + 3(r4+ j)

4 = 14.5. Let t = 13 + 3i with i ≥ 1. Therefore by
Lemma 3.7 there exist URD({3, 4}; 24 · (13 + 3i) + 144) with r4 = 9, which means that a
URD({3, 4}; 456 + 72i) with r4 = 9 exists for all i ≥ 1.
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For v = 24 and r4 = 9 would be r3 negative and therefore there is no URD({3, 4}; 24)

with r4 = 9. A URD({3, 4}; 96) with r4 = 9 exists by Lemma 8.2. A URD({3, 4}; 168)

with r4 = 9 exists by Lemma 7.3. An RGDD(3, 60; 240) exists by Theorem 1.4. Filling the
groups with URD({3, 4}; 60) with r4 = 9, which exists by Lemma 2.4, results in a URD
({3, 4}; 240) with r4 = 9. A URD({3, 4}; 384) with r4 = 9 exists by Lemma 8.2. 	

Lemma 8.5 There exists a URD({3, 4}; v) with r4 = 9 for all v ≡ 48 (mod 72) except
possibly when v = 264.

Proof A URD({3, 4}; 96) with r4 = 9 exists by Lemma 8.2, taking 96 = v0 = 9r4 +
6 j + 9 with j = 1. By Lemma 3.8 there exists a {3, 4} -frame of type (24; 312)t (v0 −
9; 33(r4+ j), 4r4)1 for all t ≡ 1 (mod 3) with t ≥ 1 + 3(r4+ j)

4 = 8.5. Let t = 7 + 3i with
i ≥ 1. Therefore by Lemma 3.7 there exists a URD({3, 4}; 24(7 + 3i) + 96) with r4 = 9,
which means that a URD({3, 4}; 264 + 72i) with r4 = 9 exists for all i ≥ 1.

A URD({3, 4}; 48) with r4 = 9 exists by Lemma 2.4. A {3, 4}-LRGDD5 of type 38 with
r3 = 39 and r4 = 9 is given in the Online Resource. Therefore, there exists a {3, 4}-RGDD
of type 158 with r3 = 39 and r4 = 9. Filling all groups with a RPBD(3; 15) results in a URD
({3, 4}; 120) with r4 = 9. A URD({3, 4}; 192) with r4 = 9 exists by Lemma 8.2. 	

Lemma 8.6 There exists a URD( {3, 4}; v) with r4 = 9 for all v ≡ 60 (mod 72) except
possibly when v = 276.

Proof A URD({3, 4}; 108) with r4 = 9 exists by Lemma 8.1, taking 108 = v0 = 9r4 +
6 j + 9 with j = 3. By Lemma 3.8 there exists a {3, 4} -frame of type (24; 312)t (v0 −
9; 33(r4+ j), 4r4)1 for all t ≡ 1 (mod 3) with t ≥ 1 + 3(r4+ j)

4 = 10. Let t = 7 + 3iwith i =
1,2,…. Therefore by Lemma 3.7 there exists a URD({3, 4}; 24(7 + 3i)+ 108) with r4 = 9,
which means that a URD({3, 4}; 276 + 72i) with r4 = 9, i = 1, 2, . . . exists.

There exist a URD({3, 4}; 60), URD({3, 4}; 132) and a URD({3, 4}; 204) all with
r4 = 9 by Lemma 2.4. 	

Lemma 8.7 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 372) with r4 = 9.

Proof There exists a 4-GDD of type 184121 by Theorem 1.1. Apply Construction 3.3 with
weight 4 and 3-frames of type 44, which are given in Theorem 1.5. The result is a 3-frame
of type 724481. There exist an IURD({3, 4}; 72 + 36) with r◦

4 = 9 and a hole of size 36.
Adjoin 36 infinite points to the frame and fill all groups of size 72 with this IURD, with the
infinite points forming the hole. Fill the group of size 48 together with the infinite points with
a URD({3, 4}; 84) with r4 = 9, which exists by Lemma 7.3. 	

Lemma 8.8 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 456) with r4 = 9.

Proof There exists a 4-GDD of type 24461 by Theorem 1.1. Apply Construction 3.3 with
weight 4 and 3-frames of type 44, which are given in Theorem 1.5. The result is a 3-frame
of type 964241. There exist a 3-RGDD of type 483 by Theorem 1.4 and a URD({3, 4}; 48)

with r4 = 9 by Lemma 2.4. Filling 2 groups of the RGDD with this URD results in an
IURD({3, 4}; 96 + 48) with r◦

4 = 9 and a hole of size 48. Adjoin 48 infinite points to
the frame and fill all groups of size 96 with this IURD, with the infinite points forming the
hole. Fill the group of size 24 together with the infinite points with a URD({3, 4}; 72) with
r4 = 9, which exists by Lemma 2.4. 	
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Lemma 8.9 There exists a URD({3, 4}; 264) and a URD({3, 4}; 312) both with r4 = 9.

Proof There exist uniform 4-RGDDs of types 222 and 413 by Theorem 1.4, which are used
as master designs. By Theorem 1.4 there exists a 3-RGDD of type 64, which is used as first
ingredient design. In the Online Resource is given a uniform {3, 4} − LRGDD2 of type 34

with r3 = 3 and r4 = 4. By Theorem 2.1 we obtain a uniform {3, 4} − RGDD of type 64

with r3 = 3 and r4 = 4, which is used as second ingredient design. We expand all points
of the master design six times. All blocks of any parallel class have to be filled with the
same ingredient design. Therefore, each parallel class expands in a way that several uniform
parallel classes are created. Two parallel classes are expanded with the second ingredient
design. All other parallel classes have to expand with the first ingredient design, resulting in
a uniform {3, 4} − RGDD of type 1222 and a uniform {3, 4} − RGDD of type 2413 both
with r4 = 8. We fill all groups of size 12 with a URD({3, 4}; 12) with r4 = 1 and all groups
of size 24 with a URD({3, 4}; 24) with r4 = 1, which results in the desired designs. 	


All lemmas of this section result in:

Theorem 8.10 There exists a URD({3, 4}; v) with r4 = 9 if, and only if, v ≡ 0 (mod 12)

except v = 12, 24 and except possibly when v = 276.

9 All admissible URD({3, 4}; v) for many values v

Lemma 9.1 There exist uniform
3-RGDD of type 124 with r3 = 18 (and r4 = 0),
{3, 4}-RGDD of type 124 with r3 = 15 and r4 = 2,
{3, 4}-RGDD of type 124 with r3 = 12 and r4 = 4,
{3, 4}-RGDD of type 124 with r3 = 9 and r4 = 6,
{3, 4}-RGDD of type 124 with r3 = 6 and r4 = 8 and
4-RGDD of type 124 with (r3 = 0 and) r4 = 12.

Proof The 3-RGDD and the 4-RGDD exist by Theorem 1.4. Uniform {3, 4} − LRGDD4 of
type 34 with (r3, r4) ∈ {(15, 2), (12, 4), (9, 6), (6, 8)} are all given in the Online
Resource, therefore the assertion follows with Theorem 2.1. 	

Theorem 9.2 If a 4-RGDD of type hu exists, then there exists a URD({3, 4}; 12hu) with
r3 = 1, 4, . . . , 6hu − 2, which means that for v = 12hu all admissible {3, 4} − URDs
exist.

Proof URDs with r3 = 1 exist by Theorem 1.11. We take the 4-RGDD of type hu as master
design and all designs of Lemma 9.1 as ingredient designs. We expand all points of the
master design 12 times. All blocks of any parallel class have to be filled with the same ingre-
dient design. Therefore, each parallel class expands in a way that several uniform parallel
classes are created. Each 4-pc of the master design results in 0, 6, 9, 12, 15 or 18 3-pcs.
We obtain a {3, 4}-RGDD of type (12h)u with r3 = 0, 6, 9, . . . , 6h(u − 1), as we fill
all parallel classes appropriately. Now we fill all groups. At first, we fill all groups with a
URD({3, 4}; 12h) with r4 = 1 and r3 = 6h − 2, which exists by Theorem 1.10, and
obtain a URD({3, 4}; 12hu) with r3 = 6h − 2 + 6, . . . , 6hu − 2. Secondly, we can fill all
groups with a URD({3, 4}; 12h) with r3 = 4, which exists by Theorem 4.1, and obtain a
URD({3, 4}; 12hu) with r3 = 4, 10, 13, . . . , 6 h(u − 1)+ 4. A URD({3, 4}; 12hu) with
r3 = 7 exists by Theorem 5.16, because the product hu from a 4-RGDD of type hu cannot
be an exceptional value in Theorem 5.16. 	
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Theorem 9.3 For v ≡ 0 (mod 48), all admissible URD({3, 4}; v) exist.

Proof There exist 4-RGDDs of type g4 by Theorem 1.4 for all integers g ≥ 1, except when
g ∈ {2, 3, 6} and except possibly when g = 10. Therefore, for v ≡ 0 (mod 48), all admissi-
ble URD({3, 4}; v) exist by Theorem 9.2, except possibly when v = 96, 144, 288 or 480.

There exists a 4-RGDD of type 410 by Theorem 1.4, and therefore, all admissible
URD({3, 4}; 480) exist by Theorem 9.2.

All RGDDs in the remain of this proof have only uniform pcs. We take a 4-RGDD of
type 38 as master design and all designs of Lemma 9.1 as ingredient designs. We assign
weight 12 to all points of the master design. All blocks of any parallel class have to be
filled with the same ingredient design. Therefore, each parallel class expands in a way that
several uniform parallel classes are created. Each 4-pc of the master design results in 0, 2,
4, 6, 8 or 12 4-pcs. We obtain a {3, 4}-RGDD of type 368 with r4 = 0, 2, 4, …, 80, 84 if
we fill all parallel classes appropriately. Only r4 = 82 is not combinable. There exist all
admissible URD({3, 4}; 36) by Theorems 1.4, 1.13, 4.1, 5.16, 6.17, 7.9, 8.10. Now, we fill
all groups appropriately with the same such design. The result is a URD({3, 4}; 288) with
r4 = 1 (mod 2), 1 ≤ r4 ≤ 95. Each such r4 is combinable.

We take a {3, 4}-RGDD of type 34 as master design and all designs of Lemma 9.1 as
ingredient designs. All points of the master design are given weight 12. All blocks of any
parallel class have to be filled with the same ingredient design. Therefore, each parallel class
expands in a way that several uniform parallel classes are created. The only 4-pc of the master
design results in 0, 2, 4, 6, 8 or 12 4-pcs. We obtain a {3, 4}-RGDD of type 364 with r4 =
0, 2, 4, 6, 8, 12. Only r4 = 10 is not combinable. There exist all admissible URD({3, 4}; 36)

by Theorems 1.4, 1.13, 4.1, 5.16, 6.17, 7.9, 8.10. Now, we fill all groups appropriately with
the same such design. The result is a URD({3, 4}; 144) with r4 = 1 ( mod 2), 1 ≤ r4 ≤ 23.
Each such r4 is combinable. A uniform {3, 4}− L RG DD12 of type 34 with r4 = 24 is given
in the Online Resource. Therefore, there exists a uniform {3, 4}-RGDD of type 364 with
r4 = 24 by Theorem 2.1. By filling all groups with the same URD({3, 4}; 36), we obtain a
URD({3, 4}; 144) with r4 = 1 ( mod 2), 25 ≤ r4 ≤ 35. There exists a 4-RGDD of type 364

by Theorem 1.4 which has 36 4-pcs. By filling all groups with the same URD({3, 4}; 36),
we obtain a URD({3, 4}; 144) with r4 = 1 (mod 2), 37 ≤ r4 ≤ 47.

There exist a URD({3, 4}; 96) with r4 = 1, 3, 5, 7, 9 by Theorems 1.4, 1.13, 7.9, 8.10.
We take a {3, 4}-RGDD of type 34 as master design and a 3-RGDD of type 83 as well as
a 4-RGDD of type 84 as ingredient designs (Theorem 1.4). All points of the master design
are assigned weight 8. The only 4-pc of the master design results in 8 4-pcs. We obtain a
{3,4}-RGDD of type 244 with r4 = 8. There exist all admissible URD({3, 4}; 24) by The-
orems 1.4, 1.13, 7.9. Now, we fill all groups appropriately with the same such design. The
result is a URD({3, 4}; 96) with r4 = 1 (mod 2), 9 ≤ r4 ≤ 15. A uniform {3, 4}- LRGDD8

of type 34 with r4 = 16 is given in the Online Resource. Therefore, there exists a uniform
{3,4}-RGDD of type 244 with r4 = 16 by Theorem 2.1. By filling all groups with an appro-
priate URD({3, 4}; 24), we obtain a URD({3, 4}; 96) with r4 = 1 (mod 2), 17 ≤ r4 ≤ 23.
There exists a URD({3, 4}; 96) with r4 = 1 (mod 2), 25 ≤ r4 ≤ 31 by Theorems 1.4, 4.1,
5.16, 6.17. 	


10 Three new 4-RGDDs

In this section, we improve the result in Theorem 1.4 by eliminating three possible exceptions.

Lemma 10.1 There exists a 4-RGDD of type 2142.
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Proof There exists a 5-GDD of type 165121 by Theorem 1.2. Apply Construction 3.3 with
weight 3 and a 4-frame of type 35, which exists by Theorem 1.6. The result is a 4-frame
of type 485361. Adjoin 8 infinite points to this frame and fill all groups of size 48 with an
IURD({2,4}; 48+8) with r◦

2 = 1 (see [17, Lemma 2.5]), with the infinite points forming the
hole. Fill the group of size 36 together with the infinite points with a URD({2,4}; 44) with
r2 = 1, which exists by Theorem 1.4. The result is a URD({2,4}; 284) with r2 = 1, which
gives a 4-RGDD of type 2142. 	

Lemma 10.2 There exists a 4-RGDD of type 2346.

Proof There exists a TD(7,8) by Theorem 1.3. Truncate a group of this design to size 7. This
gives a {6,7}-GDD of type 8671. Apply Construction 3.3 with weight 12 and 4-frames of
types and 126 and 127, which exist by Theorem 1.6. The result is a 4-frame of type 966841.

Fill three of the groups of a 4-RGDD of type 324, which exists by Theorem 1.4, with a
URD({2,4};32) with r2 = 1, which exists by Theorem 1.4, results in an IURD({2,4}; 96+32)
with r◦

2 = 1 and a hole of size 32. Adjoin 32 infinite points to above frame and fill all groups
of size 96 with this IURD, with the infinite points forming the hole. Fill the group of size
84 together with the infinite points with a URD({2, 4};116) with r2 = 1, which exists by
Theorem 1.4. The result is a URD({2, 4};692) with r2 = 1, which gives a 4-RGDD of type
2346. 	

Lemma 10.3 There exists a 4-RGDD of type 654.

Proof Let the point set be (Z106 ∪ {x, y}) × Z3, and let the group set be {{ j, j + 53} × Z3 :
j = 0, 1, . . . , 52} ∪ {{x, y} × Z3}{{j, j + 53}. Below are the required base blocks.

{(90,1),(93,1),(95,1),(35,1)} {(74,1),(54,2),(80,2),(75,1)} (0,1),(62,1),(77,1),(79,2)}
{(29,1),(39,1),(98,2),(105,2)} {(44,1),(19,2),(94,1),(87,3)}{(18,1),(28,2),(34,2),(102,2)}
{(41,1),(60,3),(23,3),(40,3)} {(104,1),(81,3),(69,3),(11,2)}{(91,1),(1,3),(58,3),(85,3)}
{(10,1),(78,2),(82,2),(89,3)} {(59,1),(33,2),(83,3),(68,2)} {(3,1),(20,3),(32,2),(42,1)}
{(5,1),(9,2),(63,2),(72,2)} {(96,1),(4,3),(13,1),(53,2)} {(12,1),(46,1),(100,2),(103,3)}
{(2,1),(76,3),(56,2),(15,3)} {(88,1),(57,1),(38,2),(99,1)} {(24,1),(65,3),(97,1),(21,2)}
{(36,1),(49,1),(7,2),(25,2)} {(45,1),(61,1),(92,2),(37,1)} {(47,1),(84,2),(6,1),(14,2)}
{(67,1),(31,3),(8,1),(86,1)} {(101,1),(55,3),(30,3),(16,1)} {(52,1),(64,2),(22,1),(50,2)}
{(70,1),(66,3),(26,3),(71,2)} {(27,1),(48,3),(73,2),(y,1)} {(17,1),(43,3),(51,2),(x,1)}

Here, we first develop these blocks (−, mod 3) to get a parallel class. Then, we develop
this parallel class (mod 106, − ) to obtain the 4-RGDD of type 654 as required. 	


Combining the above lemmas and Theorem 1.4, we have:

Theorem 10.4 The necessary conditions for the existence of an k -RGDD of type hn, RGDD
(k, h; hn), namely, n ≥ k, hn ≡ 0 (mod k) and h(n − 1) ≡ 0 (mod k − 1), are also
sufficient for

k = 2;
k = 3, except for (h, n) ∈ {(2, 3), (2, 6), (6, 3)}; and for
k = 4, except for (h, n) ∈ {(2, 4), (2, 10), (3, 4), (6, 4)} and possibly excepting:

5. h ≡ 2, 10(mod 12):
h = 2 and n ∈ {34, 46, 52, 70, 82, 94, 100, 118, 130, 178, 184, 202, 214, 238,

250, 334};
h = 10 and n ∈ {4, 34, 52, 94};
h ∈ [14, 454] ∪ {478, 502, 514, 526, 614, 626, 686} and n ∈ {10, 70, 82}.
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6. h ≡ 6(mod12) : h = 6 and n ∈ {6, 68}; h = 18 and n ∈ {18, 38, 62}.
7. h ≡ 9(mod12) : h = 9 and n = 44.
8. h ≡ 0(mod12) : h = 36 and n ∈ {11, 14, 15, 18, 23}.

Acknowledgments The authors thank the referees for their careful reading and many valuable comments
and suggestions. Research of the second author was supported by the National Outstanding Youth Science
Foundation of China under Grant No. 10825103, National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant
No. 10771193, Specialized Research Fund for the Doctoral Program of Higher Education, Program for New
Century Excellent Talents in University, and Zhejiang Provincial Natural Science Foundation of China under
Grant No. D7080064.

References

1. Abel R.J.R., Ge G., Greig M., Ling A.C.H.: Further results on (V, {5, w∗}, 1)-PBDs. Discrete Math. 309,
2323–2339 (2009).

2. Abel R.J.R., Colbourn C.J., Dinitz J.H.: Mutually orthogonal Latin squares (MOLS). In: Colbourn C.J.,
Dinitz J.H. (eds.) The CRC handbook of combinatorial designs, 2 edn, pp. 160–193. CRC Press, Boca
Raton, FL (2006).

3. Beth T., Jungnickel D., Lenz H.: Design theory, 2nd edn. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (1999).
4. Colbourn C.J., Dinitz J.H. (eds.): The CRC handbook of combinatorial designs, 2nd edn. CRC Press,

Boca Raton, FL (2006).
5. Danziger P.: Uniform restricted resolvable designs with r = 3. Ars. Combin. 46, 161–176 (1997).
6. Danziger P., Mendelsohn E.: Uniformly resolvable designs. JCMCC 21, 65–83 (1996).
7. Dinitz J.H., Ling A.C.H., Danziger P.: Maximum uniformly resolvable designs with block sizes 2 and 4.

Discrete Math. 309, 4716–4721 (2009).
8. Furino S.C., Miao Y., Yin J.X.: Frames and resolvable designs: uses, constructions and existence. CRC

Press, Boca Raton, Fl (1996).
9. Ge G.: Uniform frames with block size four and index one or three. J. Combin. Des. 9, 28–39 (2001).

10. Ge G.: Resolvable group divisible designs with block size four. Discrete Math. 243, 109–119 (2002).
11. Ge G.: Resolvable group divisible designs with block size four and index three. Discrete Math. 306, 52–65

(2006).
12. Ge G., Lam C.W.H.: Resolvable group divisible designs with block size four and group size six. Discrete

Math. 268, 139–151 (2003).
13. Ge G., Ling A.C.H.: A survey on resolvable group divisible designs with block size four. Discrete Math.

279, 225–245 (2004).
14. Ge G., Ling A.C.H.: Asymptotic results on the existence of 4-RGDDs and uniform 5-GDDs. J. Combin.

Des. 13, 222–237 (2005).
15. Ge G., Ling A.C.H.: Some more 5-GDDs and optimal (v, 5, 1)-packings. J. Combin. Des. 12: 132–141

(2004).
16. Ge G., Lam C.W.H., Ling A.C.H.: Some new uniform frames with block size four and index one or three.

J. Combin. Des. 12: 112–122 (2004).
17. Ge G., Lam C.W.H., Ling A.C.H., Shen H.: Resolvable maximum packings with quadruples. Des. Codes

Cryptogr. 35, 287–302 (2005).
18. Ge G., Rees R.S.: On group-divisible designs with block size four and group-type. Des. Codes Cryptogr.

27, 5–24 (2002).
19. Hanani H., Ray-Chauduri D.K., Wilson R.M.: On resolvable designs. Discrete Math. 3, 343–357 (1972).
20. Lamken E.R., Mills W.H., Rees R.S.: Resolvable minimum coverings with quadruples. J. Combin. Des.

6, 431–450 (1998).
21. Rees R.S.: Uniformly resolvable pairwise balanced designs with blocksizes two and three. J. Combin.

Theory Ser. A 45, 207–225 (1987).
22. Rees R.S.: Two new direct product-type constructions for resolvable group-divisible designs. J. Combin.

Des. 1, 15–26 (1993).
23. Rees R.S.: Group-divisible designs with block size k having k+1 groups for k = 4, 5. J. Combin. Des. 8,

363–386 (2000).
24. Rees R.S., Stinson D.R.: Frames with block size four. Can. J. Math. 44, 1030–1049 (1992).
25. Schuster E.: Uniformly resolvable designs with index one and block sizes three and four—with three or

five parallel classes of block size four. Discrete Math. 309, 2452–2465 (2009).

123

 Author's personal copy 



On uniformly resolvable designs 69

26. Schuster E.: Uniformly resolvable designs with index one, block sizes three and five and up to five parallel
classes with blocks of size five. Discrete Math. 309, 4435–4442 (2009).

27. Shen H.: Constructions and uses of labeled resolvable designs. In: Wallis W.D. (ed.) Combinatorial
designs and applications, pp. 97–107. Marcel Dekker, New York (1990).

28. Shen H.: On the existence of nearly Kirkman systems. Ann. Discrete Math. 52, 511–518 (1992).
29. Shen H., Wang M.: Existence of labeled resolvable block designs. Bull. Belg. Math. Soc. 5, 427–439

(1998).
30. Shen H., Shen J.: Existence of resolvable group divisible designs with block size four I. Discrete Math.

254, 513–525 (2002).
31. Sun X., Ge G.: Resolvable group divisible designs with block size four and general index. Discrete Math.

309, 2982–2989 (2009).
32. Zhang X., Ge G.: On the existence of partitionable skew Room frames. Discrete Math. 307, 2786–2807

(2007).

123

 Author's personal copy 


	On uniformly resolvable designs with block sizes 3 and 4
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Labeled resolvable designs and direct constructions
	3 Recursive constructions
	4 Results for URDs with exactly 4 parallel classes with blocks of size 3
	5 Results for URDs with exactly 7 parallel classes with blocks of size 3
	6 Results for URDs with exactly 10 parallel classes with blocks of size 3
	7 Results for URDs with exactly 7 parallel classes with blocks of size 4
	8 Results for URDs with exactly 9 parallel classes with blocks of size 4
	9 All admissible URD({3, 4};v) for many values v 
	10 Three new 4-RGDDs
	Acknowledgments
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 149
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 149
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 599
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


