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Mutual Information as a Criterion for Evaluating the Degree
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Abstract

The orthogonality is an important property in the experimental designs. When we use nearly orthogonal ar-
rays(for example, supersaturated designs), we need evaluate the degree of the orthogonality of given nearly
orthogonal arrays. We can use the mutual information as a new criterion for evaluating and testing the degree

of the orthogonality of given nearly orthogonal arrays.
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