arXiv:2404.18835v2 [math.CO] 3 May 2024

Degeneration in discriminantal arrangements

Takuya Saito^∗

June 21, 2024

Abstract

Discriminantal arrangements are hyperplane arrangements, which are generalized braid ones. They are constructed from given hyperplane arrangements, but their combinatorics are not invariant under combinatorial equivalence. However, it is known that the combinatorics of the discriminantal arrangement are constant on a Zariski open set of the space of hyperplane arrangements. In the present paper, we introduce non-very generic varieties in the space of hyperplane arrangements to classify discriminantal arrangements and show that the Zariski open set is the complement of non-very generic varieties. We study their basic properties and construction and provide examples, including infinite families of non-very generic varieties. In particular, the construction we call degeneration is a powerful tool for constructing non-very generic varieties. As an application, we provide lists of non-very generic varieties for spaces of small line arrangements.

1 Introduction

The discriminantal arrangement B(A) is a collection of hyperplanes in the space of parallel translations of a given arrangement A. Manin and Schechtman introduced this as a generalized braid arrangement ([MS89]). The defined motivations for the discriminantal arrangement are the higher Bruhat order and higher braid groups. Originally, it was defined for generic arrangements, but Bayer–Brandt defined it for arbitrary arrangements, and hyperplanes in B(A) correspond to circuits of A. It is also known as an arrangement that spans points at general positions, and from this point of view, the characteristic polynomial is calculated in [KNT12, NT12]. Applications of discriminantal arrangements include braided monoidal 2-categories [KV94], vanishing cohomology of toric varieties [Per11], and the maximum likelihood degree of very affine varieties of point configurations [ABF^+23]. For a general theory of hyperplane arrangements, refer to [OT92].

Each point in the discriminantal arrangement B(A) corresponds to a parallel translation A^t of an original arrangement A. Several invariants of parallel translations in a discriminantal arrangement have been studied in [CFW21, FW23]. From the perspective of parallel translations, there is a toric version, namely, a discriminantal toric arrangement [Pag19].

The concept of discriminantal arrangements is equivalent to a circuit basis for a binary matroid by Longyear [Lon80], concurrence geometry, the geometry of circuits by Crapo [Cra84, Cra85], derived matroid by Oxley and Wang [OW19], derived code introduced to determine extended coset weight enumerators by Jurrius and Pellikaan [JP15]. A similar concept has been pointed out as secondary polytopes, or more generally, a fiber zonotope [BB97, ER96]. All of them are defined for representations of matroids. Here, representations of matroids are almost equivalent to hyperplane arrangements. Some similar combinatorial constructions are adjoint [Che74], which generalize these to geometric lattices without representations, and combinatorial derived matroids, which provide a purely combinatorial definition by [FHJK23]. However, these are not matroid invariants except for combinatorial derived matroid. In other words, they are constructions that cannot be uniquely determined from the given matroid. Alternatively, in terms of hyperplane arrangements, the constant combinatorics of discriminantal arrangement are not obtained even if the arrangements have the same combinatorics. In the context of discriminantal arrangement, Falk was the first to point this fact out in [Fal94]. Another fundamental example is by Crapo [Cra84] (see Example 2.1).

∗Affiliations: Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, Hokkaido University, Sapporo 060-0810, Japan/ Department of Economics and Statistics, University of Turin, 10124 Turin, Italy. e-mail: takuya.saito@unito.it

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: primary; 52C35, secondary; 52C30, 14N20, 05B35 Key words: hyperplane arrangement, intersection lattice, discriminantal arrangement

Therefore, one of the problems in the theory of discriminantal arrangements is determining the possible discriminantal arrangements B(A) for an arrangement A with given combinatorics. Let Arr_K (n, k) denote the set of arrangements consisting of n hyperplanes in K^k . As is well known, this is equivalent to the quotient of the Grassmannian Gr_k(K^n ) by the maximal torus (K^× )^n. We focus on the subset Arr^∘(n, k), consisting of generic arrangements in Arr(n, k). It is known that an arrangement on a Zariski open set in the realization space of a generic arrangement yields a discriminantal arrangement with constant combinatorics [Ath99]. Arrangements on such Zariski open set are called very generic, and arrangements that are not are called non-very generic.

Athanasiadis gives the combinatorial sufficient condition for parallel translation to be non-very generic, but there are examples in [SY22a] where the converse does not hold. Some other sufficient conditions for non-very genericity have been given in [SY22b, SY22a]. The set of non-very generic arrangements is an algebraic set; thus, it defines a stratification of Arr_K (n, k) (or the Grassmanian Gr_k(K^n )), which is a refinement of matroid stratification (see [Fal94]). The Pappus hypersurfaces in Gr_3(K^n ) were introduced in [SSY17] to study and classify Falk’s example. As a generalization of the Pappus hypersurface, we introduce the non-very generic variety V_{(T,r)} in Arr(n, k). We show that this definition is appropriate in Theorem 3.9 and Theorem 3.10; the set of non-very generic arrangements is the union of non-very generic varieties. In order to examine the stratification of Arr(n, k), which is defined by non-very generic varieties, we must classify and determine them. Some known simple descriptions of the stratification using an algebraic set in Arr^∘(n, k) are in [SSY19],[SS22]. However, simple descriptions of the defining equations are generally unknown. We construct 2n-wheels as an infinite family of non-very generic variety and give their explicit equation in Theorem 4.1. Furthermore, we examine the behavior of non-very generic varieties for deleted/restricted arrangements (Theorem 5.6). We show that the very generic arrangements are closed under the operations deletion and restriction. In particular, deleting parallel elements, which we call degeneration, is a powerful tool for finding non-very generic arrangements. By applying this to 2n-wheels, we obtain another infinite family of non-very generic varieties, which we call 2n + 2-ladders (Proposition 6.1). It is possible to determine all non-very generic varieties of 8 or fewer lines (Theorem 6.3). Other studies on non-very generic arrangements are [LS18, Yam23].

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 includes the basic definitions of discriminantal arrangements and presents some examples of discriminantal arrangements with different combinatorics constructed from arrangements with the same combinatorics. In Section 3, we revisit the definition of non-very generic arrangements, translations, and intersections and introduce non-very generic varieties. We discuss some fundamental properties related to necessary and sufficient conditions for non-very generic arrangements. In Section 4, we construct an infinite family of non-very generic line arrangements called 2n-wheels and provide the defining equations of their non-very generic varieties. Moreover, we give a sufficient condition for the existence of (degenerated) 2n-wheels. In Section 5, we review the discriminantal arrangement for multiarrangements. Then, we discuss the deletion and restriction of arrangements, mainly focusing on the case of deleting parallel hyperplanes, which we refer to as degeneration. In Section 6, by applying the construction from Section 5 to 2n-wheels, we construct 2n+2-ladders. We will determine all the defining equations for a minimal non-very generic line arrangement with eight lines. Additionally, we discuss non-very generic line arrangements with nine lines.

Acknowledgment

This work was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP23KJ0031. The author wants to thank Mutsumi Saito, Simona Settepanella and So Yamagata for helpful comments.

2 Discriminantal arrangements

In this section, we give the definitions of parallel translations of the arrangement, discriminantal arrangements, and examples.

2.1 Notations and basics on hyperplane arrangements

Throughout this paper, K is a commutative field, and W is a k-dimensional vector space over K . We sometimes abbreviate the set {a, b, . . . , c} as ab . . . c. First, we recall the notions of hyperplane arrangements. Let A = {H_1, . . . , H_n} be a central hyperplane arrangement in W with normals α_i ∈ W^∗. The combinatorics of A form a graded lattice of the intersections of hyperplanes in A, ordered by reverse inclusion and denoted by L(A). The rank of L(A) is defined as rank X = k − dim X. A central arrangement A is generic if rank (⋂ i∈S H_i ) = min{|S|, k} for each S ⊂ [n] = {1, . . . , n}. Two arrangements are combinatorially equivalent if their combinatorics are lattice isomorphic and linearly equivalent if a linear map exists between ambient spaces, inducing a bijection between these arrangements. For convenience, we require A to be an essential arrangement, that is, dim ⋂ H∈A H = 0. Until Section 4, we assume that A is generic.

2.2 The space S(A) of parallel translations of A and its subspaces

We define the space of parallel translations of an arrangement. There is a natural isomorphism α^{−1}_i : K → W/H_i; t_i → α^{−1}_i (t_i), which induces the isomorphism from K^n to the space S(A) = ⨁_n i=1 W/H_i of parallel translations of A. Define A^t to be the image of t = (t_i)^n_{i=1} ∈ K^n . Since H^t_i = α^{−1}_i (t_i) is a hyperplane in W , A^t can be regarded as a hyperplane arrangement {H^t_i | i = 1, . . . , n}, which is a parallel translation of A by t.

For each subset S of [n] = {1, . . . , n}, define the subspace D_S = D^A_S in S(A) as the set of translations A^t whose intersection of hyperplanes indexed by S is not empty, i.e., D_S = {A^t ∈ S(A) | ⋂ i∈S H^t_i ≠ ∅}.

The dimension of D_S is dim D_S = n − |S| + rank( ⋂ i∈S H_i) = min{n, n + k − |S|}. Thus, D_S is a hyperplane in S(A) if and only if |S| = k + 1. Let C(A) denote {C ⊂ [n] | |C| = k + 1}, then D_C forms a hyperplane in S(A) with the

normal α_C = det ( e^∗_{i1} . . . e^∗_{ik+1} α_{i1} . . . α_{ik+1} ) for each C = {i_1, . . . , i_{k+1}} ∈ C(A). Here e_i’s, in which each e_i spans W/H_i

for each i ∈ [n], are the canonical basis of S(A), and e^∗_i are the dual basis.

The discriminantal arrangement associated to A is the hyperplane arrangement B(A) = {D_C ⊂ S(A) | C ∈ C(A)}. If the original arrangements are linearly equivalent, then the discriminantal arrangements associated to them are also linearly equivalent. When k = 1, it is equivalent to the braid arrangement, which consists of D_{ij} = {(t_1, . . . , t_n) ∈ K^n | t_i = t_j } for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n. The normals consist of non-zero scalars; thus, C(A) = (_{[n]} 2 ) . The hyperplanes are D_{ij} = {A^t ∈ S(A) | t_i ∩ t_j ≠ ∅} = {A^t ∈ S(A) | t_i = t_j }.

Let us define a representative of an intersection X ∈ L(B(A)). If A^{t1} , A^{t2} are parallel translations of A such that L(A^{t1} ) ∼= L(A^{t2} ), then we have for any S ∈ 2^{[n]}, A^{t1} ∈ D_S if and only if A^{t2} ∈ D_S. We call an element A^t of X representative of X, and write [A^t] as X if and only if A^t ∈ X \ ( ⋃ Y ⊊X Y ). If A t_1 , At_2 are both representatives

of X then L(A^{t1} ) ∼= L(A^{t2} ). We call D_S a component of X if |S| ≥ k + 1 and X ⊄ D_{S∪{i}} for all i ∈ [n] \ S. Define the canonical presentation of X = [A^t], denoted by T(X) = T([A^t]), as the set consisting of all the components of X, i.e.

T(X) = {S ⊂ [n] | D_S is a component of X}

The following example is fundamental.

Example 2.1 (Crapo [Cra84]). Let n = 6 and k = 2, and let the coefficient field be the complex field C . Take λ ∈ C \ {0, 1/2, 1, 2} and take the vectors

(α_1α_2α_3α_4α_5α_6) = ( 1 2 1 1 0 λ 0 1 1 2 1 1 ) . Let A be a generic arrangement with the normals {α_1, α_2, α_3, α_4, α_5, α_6}. We have C(A) =

(_{[6]} 3 ) = {S ⊂ [6] | |S| = 3}. Since A is generic, L(A) is independent of a choice of λ. Now we consider the intersection of hyperplanes D_{123}, D_{156}, D_{246}, D_{345} in B(A). Let X be D_{123} ∩ D_{156} ∩ D_{246} ∩ D_{345}. We have

α_{123} =e^∗_1 − e^∗_2 + e^∗_3, α_{156} = − λe^∗_1 − e^∗_5 + e^∗_6, α_{246} =(1 − 2λ)e^∗_2 + (λ − 2)e^∗_4 + 3e^∗_6, α_{345} =e^∗_3 − e^∗_4 + e^∗_5.

Then

rank X = 6 − dim⟨α_{123}, α_{156}, α_{246}, α_{345}⟩ = { 4 if λ ≠ −1, 3 if λ = −1.

Therefore, we get the representatives as in Figure 3 and the canonical presentations T(X) = { {123456} if λ ≠ −1, {123, 156, 246, 345} if λ = −1.

And we have a representative of X is A^{(0,0,0,0,0,0)} = A^0 if λ ≠ −1, or A^{(0,1,1,1,0,0)} if λ = −1.

H_1H_2H_3H_4 H_5H_6

Figure 1: A = A^0 in Example 2.1

H^t_1H^t_2 H^t_3H^{t4}

H^t_5H_{t6}

Figure 2: a representative of D_{123} ∩ D_{345}

H^t_1H^t_2 H^t_3H^{t4}

H^t_5 H^t_6 (λ = −1)

H^t_6 (λ ≠ −1)

Figure 3: a representative of D_{123} ∩ D_{156} ∩ D_{345}

Geometrically, one of the representatives of D_{123} ∩ D_{345} is A^{(0,1,1,1,0,t6)} for a generic t_6 (see Figure 2). Then we obtain H^t_1 ∩ H^t_2 ∩ H^t_3 = {(0, 1)}, H^t_3 ∩ H^t_4 ∩ H^t_5 = {(1, 0)}, H^t_1 ∩ H^t_5 = {(0, 0)}.

Move H^t_6 through the intersection of H^t_1 and H^t_5, then it should be t_6 = 0. This means that A^{(0,1,1,1,0,0)} is in D_{156}. Now H^t_2 ∩ H^t_4 = {(1/2, 1/2)}, and H^t_6 through the intersection if and only if λ = −1. In other words, D_{123} ∩ D_{156} ∩ D_{345} ⊂ D_{246} if λ = −1. If λ ≠ −1, then we have D_{123} ∩ D_{156} ∩ D_{345} ⊄ D_{246}. Then, we can get the rank of X. In some cases, it is possible to know the rank of the intersection by observing the translation of A in this way.

More generally, in any commutative coefficient fields, a discriminantal arrangement associated to a line arrangement A, consisting of 6 lines, have an intersection D_{123} ∩ D_{156} ∩ D_{246} ∩ D_{345} of rank 3 if and only if

Δ_{16}Δ_{24}Δ_{35} − Δ_{15}Δ_{26}Δ_{34} = 0 (1)

where we use the symbol Δ_{ij} = det(α_i, α_j ). This equation is shown in [Cra84],[SS22], and we call a representative of a non-very generic intersection Crapo configuration, whose canonical presentation is T or its permutation σ.T = {{σ.i_1, σ.i_2, σ.i_3} | i_1i_2i_3 ∈ T} for σ ∈ S_n. Notice that the canonical representation combinatorially determines this condition. This example is one example of discriminantal arrangements not invariant under the combinatorial equivalence relation.

A phenomenon where intersections of hyperplanes in B(A) with the same indices have different ranks also occurs in other parameters n, k. The following example differs from the previous example in that the intersections of hyperplanes in B(A) with the same indices have different ranks, but the canonical presentation is the same. The next section will explain the main difference between Example 2.1 and Example 2.2.

Example 2.2 (Settepanella, Yamagata [SY22a, Example 4.3.]). Let n = 10, k = 3, and let the coefficient field be the complex field C . And let C_1 = {1, 2, 3, 4}, C_2 = {1, 5, 6, 7}, C_3 = {2, 5, 8, 9}, C_4 = {3, 6, 8, 10} and C_5 = {4, 7, 9, 10} For a sufficiently generic arrangement A, we get rank

⋂_5 i=1 D_{Ci} = 5. However if we take normals α_i of H_i (i = 1, . . . , 10) as follows;

(α_1, . . . , α_{10}) =

0 20 2 3 0 1 1 4 314 139 10 0 −3 1 0 −1 2 −1 −40 30 3 −9 0 0 1 1 2 −3 −197 −43 ,

then rank

⋂_5

i=1 D_{Ci} = 4. The difference from the previous example is that the canonical presentation of intersection X = ⋂_5 i=1 D_{Ci} is the same {C_1, C_2, C_3, C_4, C_5} in both cases of rank X = 4 or 5. Hence, this condition is not combinatorially determined.

3 Non-very generic arrangements

As we saw in the previous section, discriminantal arrangements with different combinatorics can be obtained from arrangements with the same combinatorics. We define classes of original arrangements based on this problem. First, Bayer–Brandt defined very generic arrangements for the real case. An arrangement A consisting of n hyperplanes in R^k is very generic if the cardinality of L(B(A)) is the largest possible for a discriminantal arrangement associated to an essential arrangement with n hyperplanes in R^k .

If A is generic, then each k element subset of [n] is contained in at most one member of T([A^t]) for all translation A^t of A. In other words, if a family T of subsets of [n] is a canonical presentation of some intersection of a discriminantal arrangement, then T satisfies the following conditions; (Q0) S_1 ⊄ S_2 if S_1, S_2 ∈ T, (Q1) each element of T has at least k + 1 element, (Q2) each k element subset of [n] is contained in at most one member of T.

”In order to consider all possible combinatorics of parallel translations of the generic arrangement, we define the set Q(n, k) = Q([n], k) to be a set T consisting of all elements satisfying the above two conditions (Q0), (Q1) and (Q2). The order on Q(n, k) is defined as follows: for T_1 and T_2, T_1 ≤ T_2 if for all S_1 ∈ T_1, there exists S_2 ∈ T_2 such that S_1 ⊂ S_2. From now on, we always assume that a set T satisfies (Q0).

Following the works of Bayer–Brandt and Athanasiadis, we define a map ν : Q(n, k) → N and subposet P (n, k) of Q(n, k). Definition 3.1 (Bayer–Brandt [BB97], Athanasiadis [Ath99]). Let T be an element in Q(n, k) and define ν(T) = ∑ S∈T (|S| − k)

for each T ∈ Q(n, k). The family T satisfies the Bayer-Brandt-Athanasiadis condition (the BBA-condition) if 1. |S| > k for all S ∈ T, and 2. |T^′| > 1 then ν ({⋃ S∈T^′ S }) > ν(T^′) for all T^′ ⊂ T.

The Bayer-Brandt-Athanasiadis poset (BBA-poset ) P (n, k) is a subposet of the poset graded by ν of Q(n, k). It consists of the set of all T ∈ Q(n, k) satisfies the BBA-condition.

The following theorem is conjectured by Bayer–Brandt, and proven by Athanasiadis.

Theorem 3.2 (Bayer–Brandt [BB97], Athanasiadis [Ath99]). Let n ≥ k + 1 ≥ 2. There exists a real arrangement A ∈ Arr^∘(n, k), which is very generic and L(B(A)) isomorphic to P (n, k). The isomorphism is defined by the canonical presentation T : L(B(A)) → P (n, k).

We define very generic arrangements over general fields.

Definition 3.3. Let A be a generic arrangement with n hyperplanes in k dimension space W , and let X be an intersection in L(B(A)).

• an arrangement A is called very generic if L(B(A)) ∼= P (n, k);

• an intersection X ∈ L(B(A)) is very generic if T(X) ∈ P (n, k) and rank X = ν(T(X)); • a translation A^t is very generic if it is representative of some very generic intersection.

Otherwise, they are called non-very generic. A non-very generic intersection X is minimal if Y is very generic whenever X ⊊ Y ∈ L(B(A)).

Notice that (non-)very generic intersections are first defined in [SS22]; however, since it is unclear, we will use the above definition. The condition of very generic intersections means that if X = ⋂ S∈T(X) DS is very generic

then D_S (S ∈ T(X)) intersect transversally, i.e. rank X = ∑ S∈T(X) rank DS . Also, note that if T(X) fails the

BBA-condition, then X is non-very generic. However, the converse does not hold. Such cases are T(X) ∈ P (n, k) and rank X < ν(T(X)); one of the examples is in Example 2.2. Proposition 3.4. Let X ∈ L(B(A)). Then rank X ≤ ν(T(X)).

Proof. By induction on the size of T = T(X). If T = 1 then rank X = ν(T(X)). Assume that rank X^′ ≤ ν(T(X^′)) holds for every X^′ such that |T(X)| = m − 1. If T = {S_1, . . . , S_m}, then X = ⋂_{m−1} i=1 D_{Si} ∩ D_{Sm} . By the semimodularity of the rank function,

rank X ≤ rank X + rank ((_{m−1} ⋂ i=1 D_{Si} ) + D_{Sm} )

≤ rank m−1⋂ i=1 D_{Si} + rank D_{Sm} ≤ ν ( T (_{m−1} ⋂ i=1 D_{Si} )) + |S_m| − k = ν(T(X)).

Let Arr(n, k) denote the set of linear isomorphism class of essential central multiarrangements consisting of n hyperplanes in W = K^k , and let Arr^∘(n, k) ⊂ Arr(n, k) denote the set of generic arrangements. If A is a generic arrangement, then their normals α_1, . . . , α_n can be written as follows, by appropriate coordinate transformations and scalar products;

(α_1, . . . , α_n) =

1 0 · · · 0 0 1 a_{1,k+2} . . . a_{1,n} 0 1 0 0 1 a_{2,k+2} . . . a_{2,n} . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 1 0 1 a_{k−1,k+2} . . . a_{k−1,n} 0 0 · · · 0 1 1 1 . . . 1 .

Therefore, Arr^∘(n, k) is the isomorphic to a Zariski open set of a (k − 1) × (n − k − 1) dimensional affine space. Note that all representative of the isomorphism class of arrangements is written as (α_1, . . . , α_n) ∈ (W^∗)^n, and all lists of normals that are transformed by the automorphism of W and the scaling of each vector are included in the same equivalence class. We have Arr(n, k) ⊂ K^{k×n} /GL(W ) × (K^× )^n ∼= Gr_k(K^n )/(K^× )^n. Therefore, we can treat Arr(n, k) as a quotient of the Grassmannian Gr_k(K^n ) and will use Plücker coordinates for Arr(n, k).

Definition 3.5. Let T be an element in Q(n, k), and let r be a non-negative integer. Define V_{(T,r)} = { A ∈ Arr(n, k) | | | | | rank ⋂ S∈T D^A_S ≤ r } , V^∘_{(T,r)} = V_{(T,r)} ∩ Arr^∘(n, k). We call V_{(T,r)} the non-very generic variety of (T, r) if V_{(T,r)} ≠ ∅ and V_{(T,r)} ≠ Arr(n, k).

Note that V_{(T,r)} is defined by vanishing all the r × r minor of the matrix (α_C )_{C⊂S∈T}, so it is an algebraic set in Arr(n, k). However, it is not necessarily irreducible.

We know A ∈ V_{(T0,r)} if T([A^t]) = T_0 for some t ∈ K^n . Therefore, if a coefficient field is the real or the complex numbers and T ∈ P (n, k), then we have V_{(T,ν(T))} = Arr(n, k). Also, by definition, the following proposition holds.

Proposition 3.6. Let T, T^′ ∈ Q(n, k) and let r and r^′ be non-negative integers. If r ≤ r^′ and T ≥ T^′, then V_{(T,r)} ⊂ V_{(T}′_{,r}′_).

Proof. If T ≥ T^′, then it holds that ⋂ S∈T D_S ⊂ ⋂ S∈T^′ DS and so rank ⋂ S∈T D_S ≥ rank ⋂ S∈T^′ DS . Hence, we have { A ∈ Arr(n, k) | | | | rank ⋂ S∈T D^A_S ≤ r } ⊂ { A ∈ Arr(n, k) | | | | rank ⋂ S∈T^′ D^A_S ≤ r^′ } .

The rank decreasing surjection P (n, k) → L(B(A)); T → ⋂ S∈T D_S exists. Hence, we have ν(T) ≥ rank ⋂ S∈T D_S for T ∈ P (n, k). Therefore, for an intersection X in L(B(A)), rank X < min {ν(T^′) |T^′ ∈ P (n, k), T(X) < T^′} holds. In particular, if X is very generic, then min {ν(T^′) |T^′ ∈ P (n, k), T(X) < T^′} = rank X + 1. And we have V^∘_{(T,r)} = Arr^∘(n, k) if r ≥ min {ν(T^′) |T^′ ∈ P (n, k), T < T^′}. For simplicity, we write V_T and V^∘_T as V_{(T,r)} and V^∘_{(T,r)} if min {ν(T^′) |T^′ ∈ P (n, k), T < T^′} = r+1. Then we have if A ∈ V_T for some T ∈ Q(n, k)\P (n, k), then A is non-very generic. An example of a case where a non-very generic variety is not equal to V_T is in Example 2.2; take A and X as in Example 2.2, then min {ν(T^′) |T^′ ∈ P (n, k), T < T^′} = 6 = rank X + 2 holds.

Example 3.7. Consider the same intersection as in example 2.1. Take T = {123, 156, 246, 345} For n = 6, k = 2, T = {123, 156, 246, 345} is in Q(6, 2) but not in P (6, 2). The element larger than T in P (6, 2) is only {123456}, hence min {ν(T^′) |T^′ ∈ P (n, k), T < T^′} = 6 − 2 = 4. Then

V_{(T,r)} ={A ∈ Arr(6, 2) | rank D^A_{123} ∩ D^A_{156} ∩ D^A_{246} ∩ D^A_{345} ≤ r}

If min {ν(T^′) |T^′ ∈ P (n, k), T < T^′} = r + 1, then we have V_T = V_{(T,3)} = {A ∈ Arr(6, 2) | Δ_{16}Δ_{24}Δ_{35} − Δ_{15}Δ_{26}Δ_{34} = 0} where α_i is a normal of H_i and Δ_{ij} = det(α_iα_j ).

Similarly, for n = 7, k = 2, take T = {123, 147, 156, 246, 357} in Q(7, 2) but not in P (7, 2). Then min{ν(T^′) | T^′ ∈ P (n, k), T < T^′} = 7 − 2 = 5. We have V_T = V_{(T,4)} and the defining equation of V_T is

Δ_{14}Δ_{16}Δ_{27}Δ_{35} − Δ_{17}Δ_{15}Δ_{26}Δ_{34} = 0. (2)

The author shows such the defining equation in [SS22].

Let us justify that it is fundamental to consider V_T; that is, the BBA-condition is a necessary and sufficient condition for determining very generic arrangements.

Lemma 3.8. Let A ∈ Arr^∘(n, k).

1. Let X be a non-very generic intersection in L(B(A)). If X satisfies the BBA-condition, then there exists an intersection Y ∈ L(B(A)) which fails the BBA-condition with the condition X < Y .

2. A generic arrangement A is non-very generic if and only if there is a non-very generic translation A^t.

Proof. 1. If there is no such intersection Y , then the length of every maximal chain contains X in L(B(A)) is at most n − k. It is contradictory that the length of a maximal chain of a geometric lattice of rank n − k is n − k + 1.

2. Suppose that A is non-very generic, but every intersection in L(B(A)) is very generic. Then there is a proper subposet P^′ of P (n, k) with the same grading ν such that P^′ ∼= L(B(A)). In other words, there exists T_0 in P (n, k) \ P^′. Let T_1 be a canonical presentation of ⋂ S∈T_0 DS , then it holds that ν(T1) = rank ⋂ S∈T_0 DS < ν(T_0). Since T_0 is not canonical presentation of X = ⋂ S∈T_0 DS , there exists canonical presentation T1 of

X satisfying the BBA-condition with a property T_1 > T_0. It leads rank X < ν(T_0) < ν(T_1). However it contradicts to rank X = ν(T_1).

The above lemma and Proposition 3.6 yield the following theorems.

Theorem 3.9. Let X be a non-very generic intersection of the rank r in L(B(A)). There exists T_0 ∈ Q(n, k) such that T_0 /∈ P (n, k), T(X) < T_0, A ∈ V_{(T(X),r)} ⊂ V_{T0}.

Proof. By Lemma 3.8, there exists an intersection Y such that X < Y and T(Y ) fails the BBA-condition. Take T_0 = T(Y ), then T_0 /∈ P (n, k) and T(X) < T_0 hold. Finally, by Proposition 3.6, V_{(T(X),r)} ⊂ V_{(T0,rank Y )} ⊂ V_{T0}.

Theorem 3.10. The set of generic but non-very generic arrangements in W with n hyperplanes is ⋃ T∈Q(n,k)\P (n,k) V^∘_T . 4 Generalized Crapo configuration; wheels

In this section, we discuss non-very generic line arrangements, generalized Crapo configuration, and the corresponding non-very generic variety. In this section, we assume n ≥ 3.

We define a couple of families of subsets of [2n] as follows: W_{2n} = {{2i − 1, 2i, 2i + 1} ⊂ [2n] | i ∈ [n]} ∪ {{2, 4, . . . , 2n}}, W^†_{2n} = {{2i, 2i + 1, 2i + 2} ⊂ [2n] | i ∈ [n]} ∪ {{1, 3, . . . , 2n − 1}}. Here, we identify [2n] with the cyclic group Z/2nZ. We call W_{2n} and a permutations σ.W_{2n} of W_{2n} 2n-wheel and call σ.W^†_{2n} a twin of σ.W_{2n} where σ.T denotes {σ.S = {σ.i | i ∈ S} | S ∈ T} for subcollection T ⊂ 2^{[n]} and a permutation σ ∈ S_n.

Also, a 2n-wheel arrangement defined as an affine line arrangement {H_1, . . . , H_{2n}} with the condition: ⋂ i∈S H_i ≠ ∅ and H_j ∩ ⋂ i∈S H_i = ∅ for all j /∈ S ∈ W_{2n} cf. Figure 4. This name comes from the fact that the intersection graph of W_{2n} is a wheel graph. It is easy to check that W_{2n} ∈ Q(2n, 2) and W_{2n} /∈ P (2n, 2). Since W_{2n} \ {123} satisfies the BBA-condition, we obtain 2n − 3 = ν(W_{2n} \ {123}) < min{ν(T) | T ∈ P (2n, 2), W_{2n} } ≤ 2n − 2. Hence we obtain min {ν(T^′) |T^′ ∈ P (n, k), W_{2n} < T^′} − 1 = 4 and V_{W2n} = V_{(W2n ,2n−3)}.

H_2 H_4 H_6

H_8

H_{10}

H_{12} H1 H_3H_5 H_7

H_9H^{11} H_{2n}

. .

. .

Figure 4: 2n-wheel arrangement

H^t_{2n+2} H^t_2

H^t_{2n}H t_1 H^t_{2n+1} H^t_3 H^t_{2n−1} H_⋆

. . .

. . .

Figure 5: add H_⋆ to 2n + 2-wheel

Theorem 4.1. Let A = {H_1, . . . , H_{2n}} be a generic line arrangement consisting of 2n lines in K^2 . The arrangement A admits a translation into the 2n-wheel arrangement if and only if satisfying the equation; n∏ i=1 Δ_{2i,2i−1} − n∏ i=1 Δ_{2i,2i+1} = 0. (3)

In other words, the defining equation of V^∘_{W2n} is the above equation 3.

When n = 3, it looks different form from the equation (1), but it follows that these equations are consistent with the three terms Plücker relation; Δ_{ab}Δ_{cd} − Δ_{ac}Δ_{bd} + Δ_{ad}Δ_{bc} = 0. The equivalence between that A satisfying the equation (1) and the existence of a non-very generic intersection whose canonical presentation is {123, 156, 246, 345} in L(B(A)) holds even if H_1 = H_4, H_2 = H_5 or H_3 = H_6. It can be proved in the same way as the case A generic.

Proof. We prove this by induction on n. The case n = 3 has already been shown. Suppose that the claim holds for n. First, suppose that there exists translation A^t admitting a 2n + 2-wheel arrangement. Then, let H_⋆ be the line through H^t_1 ∩H^t_2 ∩H^t_3 and H^t_{2n−1} ∩H^t_{2n} ∩H^t_{2n+1}, and let α_⋆ be the normal vector of H_⋆. Now, {{⋆, 1, 2}, {⋆, 2n, 2n+ 1}, {1, 2n + 1, 2n + 2}, {2, 2n, 2n + 2}} is a 6-wheel and W_{2n+2} \ {{1, 2, 3}, {2n − 1, 2n, 2n + 1}, {1, 2n + 1, 2n + 2}, {2, 4, . . . , 2n + 2}} ∪ {{⋆, 2, 3}, {2n − 1, 2n, ⋆}, {2, 4, . . . , 2n}} is a 2n-wheel (c.f. Figure 5). Then, by the assumption, det(α_2α_⋆) Δ_{2,3} Δ_{2n,2n−1} det(α_{2n}α_⋆) n−1∏ i=2 Δ_{2i,2i−1} Δ_{2i,2i+1}

= 1, (4) and det(α_2α_⋆)Δ_{2n,2n+1}Δ_{2n+2,1} − Δ_{2,1} det(α_{2n}α_⋆)Δ_{2n+2,2n+1} = 0

is equivalent to det(α_2α_⋆) det(α_{2n}α_⋆) = Δ_{2,1}Δ_{2n+2,2n+1} Δ_{2n,2n+1}Δ_{2n+2,1} (5) hold. Combining them yields the given equation (3).

Conversely, suppose that the equation (3) holds. Taking α_⋆ such that the equation (5) is satisfied, then from the assumption that the equation (4) is also satisfied. The equation (4) provides an isomorphic arrangement to the n-wheel, so removing H_⋆ gets us the arrangement W_{n+1}.

Corollary 4.2. The non-very generic variety of a 2n-wheel and the twin of it are same, i.e., V_{W2n} = V_W†_{2n} .

Definition 4.3. We call a family of subset of T a degenerated wheel (resp. a degenerated wheel minus a hab) if T is formed by {{i_l, i_{l+1}, j_l} | l = 1, . . . , n} ∪ {{j_1, . . . , j_n}} (resp. {{i_l, i_{l+1}, j_l} | l = 1, . . . , n}) with the conditions;

• For each l ∈ [n], i_l does not belong elements of T without {i_{l−1}, i_l, j_{l−1}}, {i_l, i_{l+1}, j_l} (allow j_l = j_l′ for some l, l^′ ∈ [n]), and

• i_l = i_l′ if and only if l − l^′ ∈ nZ.

Proposition 4.4. Let A be a generic line arrangement and let X be a minimal non-very generic intersection in L(B(A)). If there exists a subcollection of T(X) formed by {{i_l, i_{l+1}, j_l} | l = 1, . . . , n} which is a degenerated wheel minus a hub, then the normals of A satisfy the following equation; n∏ l=1 Δ_{jlil} − n∏ l=1 Δ_{jlil+1} = 0.

Proof. Without loss in general, we assume i_1 < · · · < i_n < j_l for l ∈ [n]. For each component D_S of X and l ∈ {3, . . . , |S|}, α_{S,ι} denotes α_{p1 p2 pι} where S = {p_1 < · · · < p_{|S|}}. The orthogonal space D^⊥_S ⊂ S(A)^∗ of D_S is spanned by {α_{S,3}, . . . , α_{S,|S|}}. Hence the orthogonal space of X is spanned by ⋃ S∈T(X){αS,3, . . . , αS,|S|} whose cardinality ν(T(X)) = ∑ S∈T(X) rank DS . Since X is non-very generic, dim D ⊥ S = rank X < ν(T(X)).

Thus ⋃ S∈T(X){αS,3, . . . , αS,|S|} is linearly dependent. In particular, it is minimally dependent because X is min-

imal non-very generic. In other words, there exists non-zero scalers c_{S,ι}(S ∈ T(X), ι ∈ {3, . . . , |S|}) such that ∑ S∈T(X) ∑_{|S|} ι=3 c_{S,ι}α_{S,ι} = 0. Fix such c_{S,ι}’s. The above equation also holds for each coefficient of e^∗_i , i.e., ∑ S∈T(X) |S|∑ ι=3 c_{S,ι}a_{S,ι,i}e^∗_i = 0

where α_{S,ι} = ∑_{|A|} i=1 a_{S,ι,i}e^∗_i . When |S| = 3, we write c_S instead of c_{S,3}. The normal of D_{i1 injn} is α_{i1 injn} = Δ_{injn} e^∗_{i1} − Δ_{i1 jn} e^∗_{in} + Δ_{i1 in} e^∗_{jn} .

And the normal of D_{il il+1jl} is α_{ilil+1 jl} = Δ_{il+1 jl} e^∗_{il} − Δ_{il jl} e^∗_{il+1} + Δ_{ilil+1} e^∗_{jl} for l = 2, . . . , n. By the assumption, a_{S,ι,il} ≠ 0 if and only if S = {i_{l−1}, i_l, j_{l−1}}, {i_l, i_{l+1}, j_l}. Hence we get

c_{i1 i2 j1} Δ_{i2 j1} + c_{i1in jn} Δ_{injn} = 0, −c_{il−1 iljl−1} Δ_{il−1 jl−1} + c_{il il+1jl} Δ_{il+1 jl} = 0 for l = 2, . . . , n − 1, −c_{in−1in jn−1} Δ_{in−1 jn−1} − c_{i1 injn} Δ_{i1 jn} = 0. Therefore 1 = c_{i1 i2 j1} c_{i1 injn} (_{n−1} ∏ l=2 c_{il il+1jl} c_{il−1il jl−1} ) c_{i1 injn} c_{in−1 injn−1} = Δ_{in jn} Δ_{i2 j1} (_{n−1} ∏ l=2 Δ_{il+1 jl} Δ_{il−1 jl−1} ) Δ_{in−1jn−1} Δ_{i1 jn} = n∏ i=1 Δ_{jl il} Δ_{jl il+1} .

5 Deletion, contraction, degeneration

Recall the definition of discriminantal arrangement in the general case (see [Cra84, Cra85, BB97, OW19, CFW21, FW23]). Let A = {H_i = Ker α_i | i = 1, . . . , n} be a multiarrangement with normals {α_1, . . . , α_n} where we allow the α_i’s to be parallel. (Multiarrangements are usually defined as a pair of an arrangement and a weight function, but here, they are defined as a multiset indexed by [n]. Hence, we allow α_i = α_j for some i, j ∈ [n].) As in the case of generic arrangement, we define S(A) = ⨁ i∈[n] W/Hi and DS = {A t ∈ S(A) | ⋂ i∈S H^t_i ≠ ∅}. Let f_S : V → S(A); v → ∑ i∈S H^{αi(v)}_i for each S ⊂ [n]. Then, we obtain D_S = Im f_S ⨁ S(A \ S), and so codim D_S = |S| − dim Im((α_i)_{i∈S} : W → K^S ) = |S| − rank( ⋂ i∈S H_i). Hence D_S ≠ S(A) if and only if {α_i | i ∈ S} is linearly dependent, and D_S is hyperplane if rank( ⋂ i∈S H_i) = |S| − 1. A subset C of [n] is a circuit if {α_i | i ∈ S} is minimally linearly dependent, and C = C(A) denotes the set of circuits in A. Then D_C is a hyperplane in S(A) for a circuit C ∈ C, and D_C ≠ D_C′ whenever C and C^′ in C are distinct. The discriminantal arrangement associated to A is a hyperplane arrangement consisting of all D_C for all circuits C ∈ C. If the cardinality of the circuit is all k + 1, it is a generic arrangement. Thus, this is a generalization of what was defined in Section 2. Since we are interested in generic arrangements, we will focus on the primary case where the cardinality of all circuits is 2 or k + 1. In other words, they are generic arrangements with some parallel hyperplanes added. In other words, they are generic arrangements with some parallel hyperplanes added. If C = {i, j} then α_C = c_ie^∗_i − c_j e^∗_j where c_i, c_j satisfy c_iα_i = c_j α_j . Here e_i’s, in which each e_i spans W/H_i for each i ∈ [n], are the canonical basis of S(A), and e^∗_i are the dual basis.

Example 5.1. Let the coefficient field be real numbers. Take the vectors

(α_1α_2α_3α_4) = ( 1 2 0 1 0 0 1 1 ) . Then the circuits of the arrangement A whose normals are α_1, α_2, α_3, α_4 are C(A) = {12, 134, 234}. Hence B(A) consists of 3 hyperplanes in 4 dimensional space S(A), and the normals are

α_{12} = −2e^∗_1 + e^∗_2, α_{134} = −e^∗_1 − e^∗_3 − e^∗_4, α_{234} = −e^∗_2 − 2e^∗_3 − 2e^∗_4.

As is well known, deletion and restriction are basic constructions of arrangements. For a (multi)arrangement A in W and H_i ∈ A, define the deletion A \ H_i = A \ {H_i} and the restriction A^{Hi} = {H_i ∩ H | H ∈ A \ H_i}. Then C(A \ H_i) consists of all circuits of A not containing i, is {C | i /∈ C ∈ C(A)}. And C(A^{Hi} ) consists all minimal elements of {C \ i | i ∈ C ∈ C(A)}. The discriminantal arrangement associated to restriction A^{Hi} is discussed in [LS18], but we mention it here again.

Proposition 5.2. Let A be an arrangement and let H_i ∈ A.

i) The discriminantal arrangement B(A \ H_i) associated to A \ H_i is linearly equivalent to {D_C ∩ S(A \ H_i) | i /∈ C ∈ C(A)}. In particular H_i = H_j for some j ≠ i, B(A \ H_i) is linearly equivalent to B(A)^{Dij} .

ii) The discriminantal arrangement B(A^{Hi} ) associated to A^{Hi} is linearly equivalent to {D_C ∩ S(A \ H_i) | i ∈ C ∈ C(A)} ∪ {D_{C∪{i}} ∩ S(A \ H_i) | i /∈ C ∈ C(A), C ∪ {i} contains no circuits of A except C}. In particular, if A is a generic arrangement, then B(A^{Hi} ) ∼= {D_C ∩ S(A \ H_i) | i ∈ C ∈ C(A)}.

Proof. i) The first claim follows from C(A \ H_i) = {C ∈ C(A) | i /∈ C}. If A has j ∈ [n] such that H_i = H_j , then D_{ij} = {A^t | H^t_i = H^t_j }. Hence the isomorphism between D_{ij} and S(A \ H_i) by A^t → A^t \ H^t_i provides the linear equivalence B(A)^{Dij} ∼= B(A \ H_i).

ii) Fix a natural isomorphism between S(A^{Hi}) = ⨁ H∈A\H_i Hi/(Hi ∩ H) and S(A \ Hi) = ⨁ H∈A\H_i W/H. Let (A \ H_i)^t ∈ D_S (A \ H_i), then ⋂ i∈S (H^t_i ∩ H_i) = H_i ∩ ⋂ i∈S H^t_i ≠ ∅. Thus if 0 ∈ C ∈ C(A), then C \ i is a circuit of A and D_{C\i}(A^{Hi} ) = D_C (A) ∩ S(A \ H_i). Assume i /∈ C ∈ C(A), then D_C (A^{Hi} ) ∼= D_{C∪{i}}(A) ∩ S(A \ H_i). If C ∪ {i} contains circuits C^′ not C of A, then D_{C∪{i}} ⊊ D_C′ . In this case, D_{C∪{i}} is not hyperplane in S(A). Conversely, C ∪ {i} contains no circuits except C, then D_{C∪{i}} is a hyperplane in S(A).

Therefore, the very generic arrangements are closed under the operations deletion and restriction.

Corollary 5.3. Let A be a generic arrangement. If A \ H or A^H is a non-very generic arrangement for some hyperplane H ∈ A, then A is also non-very generic.

In particular, we call the deletion of parallel elements degeneration.

Definition 5.4. Let i, j ∈ [n] and let T ∈ Q([n], k). Define T̃_{i→j} = {S ∪ {j} \ {i} | i ∈ S ∈ T} ∪ {S | i /∈ S ∈ T} \ ( [n] k )

and T_{i→j} to be a minimal element of Q([n] \ i, k) equal to or larger than T̃_{i→j} . The family T_{i→j} of subset of [n] \ i is said to be a degeneration of T from i to j. We write γ = γ(T; i, j) as the cardinality of {S ∈ T | {i, j} ⊂ S}.

H^t_1H^t_2 H^t_3H^{t4}

H^t_5

H^t_6

H^t_1H^t_2 H^t_3H^{t4}

H^t_5

H^t_6

H^t_7

Figure 6: representatives of the minimal non-very generic intersection with 6 or 7 lines

Example 5.5. Let T be {123, 147, 156, 246, 357}. The degeneration of T from 7 to 4 is T_{7→4} = {123, 156, 246, 345}. Refer to the two non-very generic varieties in Example 3.7, these defined by equation (1) and (2), i.e.

V_T ={A ∈ Arr(7, 2) | Δ_{14}Δ_{16}Δ_{27}Δ_{35} − Δ_{17}Δ_{15}Δ_{26}Δ_{34} = 0} V_{T7→4} ={A ∈ Arr(6, 2) | Δ_{16}Δ_{24}Δ_{35} − Δ_{15}Δ_{26}Δ_{34} = 0}

where α_i is a normal of H_i and Δ_{ij} = det(α_iα_j ). For real or complex coefficients, degeneration of T from 4 to 7 corresponds to continuously deforming the representative and taking the limit H^t_7 → H^t_4 while maintaining the canonical presentation, cf. Figure 6. Equation (1) is obtained by substituting α_4 for α_7 in equation (2). It says that; if A = {H_1, . . . , H_7} ∈ V_T and H_4 = H_7, then A \ H_7 ∈ V_{T7→4}.

Generalizing the above example, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 5.6. Let T ∈ Q(n, k) and let T_{n→j} be the degeneration of T from n to j.

1. If | | | ⋃ S∈T_{n→j} S | | | = | |⋃_{S∈T} S | | − 1, T /∈ P (n − 1, k), γ(T; i, j) = 1 and T̃_{n→j} ∈ Q(n − 1, k), then T_{n→j} /∈ P (n, k). 2. If γ(T; n, j) > 0, A = {H_1, . . . , H_n} ∈ V_{(T,r)} and H_n = H_j , then A \ H_n ∈ V_{(Tn→j,r−1)}.

Proof. 1. Since T /∈ P (n, k), there exists T^′ ⊂ T such that ν(T^′) ≥ | |⋃_{S∈T′} S | |−k. Let us show that T^′_{n→j} /∈ P (n−

1, k). By the assumption, T̃_{n→j} = T_{n→j} for each T^′ ⊂ T. We obtain ν(T^′_{n→j} ) = ν(T̃^′_{n→j} ) = ν(T^′) − γ(T^′; i, j).

Because γ(T^′; i, j) ≤ γ(T; i, j) for T^′ ⊂ T, 0 ≤ γ(T^′; i, j) ≤ 1. If γ(T^′; i, j) = 1, then | | ⋃ S∈T^′_{n→j} S | | = | |⋃_{S∈T′} S \ {n} | | = | |⋃_{S∈T′} S | | − 1, hence we have ν(T′_{n→j} ) ≥ | | | ⋃ S∈T^′_{n→j} S | | | − k. If γ(T^′; i, j) = 0, then we have ν(T^′_{n→j} ) = ν(T^′) ≥ | |⋃_{S∈T′} S | | − k ≥ | | | ⋃ S∈T^′_{n→j} S | | | − k. 2. We identify B(A\H_n) and B(A)^{Dnj} via Proposition 5.2. By the assumption, D_{nj} ⊃ ⋂ S∈T D_S and rank_{B(A)} ⋂ S∈T D_S ≤ r. Hence ⋂ S∈T D_S = D_{nj} ∩ ⋂ S∈T D_S = D_{nj} ∩ ⋂ S∈T_{n→j} D_S . and rank_{B(A)}D_{nj} D_{nj} ∩ ⋂ S∈T_{n→j} D_S = rank_{B(A)} D_{nj} ∩ ⋂ S∈T_{n→j} D_S − 1 = rank_{B(A)} ⋂ S∈T D_S − 1 ≤ r − 1.

6 Applications

In this section, we provide some applications of the degeneration construction and wheels. The 2n-wheel was defined for a generic arrangement consisting of 2n hyperplanes. However it can be extended to a general arrangement by adding the following assumption: H_i ≠ H_{i+1} and H_i ≠ H_{i+2} for each i ∈ [2n]. Also, even under this assumption, Theorem 4.1 holds, i.e. the non-very generic variety V_{W2n} is defined by the equation (3). Define L_{2n+2} = {{2i − 1, 2i, 2n + 1} | i ∈ [n]} ∪ {{2i, 2i + 1, 2n + 2} | i ∈ [n − 1]} ∪ {{1, 2n, 2n + 2}}, and we call it a 2n + 2-ladder. Then L_{2n+2} ∈ Q(2n + 2, 2) \ P (2n + 2, 2).

Proposition 6.1. The defining equation of V_{L2n+2} is n∏ i=1 Δ_{2i,2n+2}Δ_{2i−1,2n+1} − n∏ i=1 Δ_{2i,2n+1}Δ_{2i−1,2n+2} = 0.

Proof. Because L_{2n+2} can be obtained by degenerate of W_{4n} from 4i − 2(i = 2, . . . , n) to 2 and from 4i(i = 2, . . . , n) to 4 and permutation of indices. Then it follows from Theorem 5.6 and Theorem 4.1

Also, by applying Theorem 5.6 to Theorem 4.1 in the same way as the proof above and combining Proposition 4.4, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 6.2. Let A be a generic line arrangement and let X be a minimal non-very generic intersection in L(B(A)). If there exists a subcollection of T(X) formed by {{i_l, i_{l+1}, j_l} | l = 1, . . . , n} which is a degenerated wheel minus a hub, then there exists a non-very generic intersection Y in L(B(A)), whose canonical presentation is a degenerated wheel {{i_l, i_{l+1}, j_l} | l = 1, . . . , n} ∪ {{j_1, . . . , j_n}}. Let us list non-very generic varieties corresponding to minimal non-very generic intersections in Arr(8, 2).

Assume a line arrangement A with 8 lines has a minimal non-very generic intersection X in L(B(A)). We will denote n^′ as | | | ⋃ S∈T(X) S | | |. Because X minimal non-very generic, rank X+1 = ν(T(X)) = ∑ S∈T(X)(|S|−2) = ∑ S∈T(X) |S|− 2|T(X)| and each line in ⋃ S∈T(X) S is contained by at least two subset S ∈ T(X). Hence, 2n ′ ≤ ∑ S∈T(X) |S|. Subtracting 2ν(T(X)) ≥ 2|T(X)| from both sides of this inequality, 2 (n^′ − ν(T(X))) ≤ 2 (n^′ − |T(X)|) ≤ ν(T(X)), then 2n^′/3 ≤ ν(T(X)) = rank(X) + 1. Since n^′ ≥ 6, we should consider the cases n^′ = 6, 7, 8. In the case n^′ = 6, 7, since 2n^′/3 − 1 ≤ rank X ≤ n^′ − 3, X is either as in Example 3.7 or these permutation. In the case n^′ = 8, since 13/3 ≤ rank X ≤ 5, we obtain rank X = 5 and ν(T(X)) = 6. If |S| = 3 for all S ∈ T(X), then there exist two lines H_{i1} , H_{i2} in A such that |{S ∈ T(X) | i_l ∈ S}| = 3 for l = 1, 2. Then T(X) is a 8-ladder or degenerated 10-wheel. If |S| = 3 for some S ∈ T(X), then T(X) is a permutation of the 8-wheel. Then, the equations follow from Theorem 5.6 and Theorem 4.1. Hence, the following proposition holds.

Theorem 6.3. Let A be a generic arrangement with 8 lines in a plane. The canonical representation of minimal non-very generic intersection in L(B(A)) is one of the following 5 families or permutations of them: 6-wheel W_6 , degenerated 8-wheel (W_8 )_{8→4}, 8-wheel W_8 , degeneration of indices 8 and 9 swapped 10-wheel (((89).W_{10} )_{10→6})_{9→4}. The defining equations of these non-very generic varieties are as follows:

W_6 :Δ_{21}Δ_{43}Δ_{65} − Δ_{23}Δ_{45}Δ_{61} = 0, (W_8 )_{8→4} :Δ_{21}Δ_{43}Δ_{65}Δ_{47} − Δ_{23}Δ_{45}Δ_{67}Δ_{41} = 0, W_8 :Δ_{21}Δ_{43}Δ_{65}Δ_{87} − Δ_{23}Δ_{45}Δ_{67}Δ_{81} = 0, L_8 :Δ_{17}Δ_{37}Δ_{57}Δ_{28}Δ_{48}Δ_{68} − Δ_{18}Δ_{38}Δ_{58}Δ_{27}Δ_{47}Δ_{67} = 0, (((89).W_{10} )_{10→6})_{8→4} :Δ_{21}Δ_{43}Δ_{65}Δ_{47}Δ_{68} − Δ_{23}Δ_{45}Δ_{67}Δ_{48}Δ_{61} = 0.

What happens if there are 9 lines or more? Since 2n^′/3 − 1 ≤ rank X ≤ n^′ − 2, the rank of X cannot be uniquely determined by n^′. For example, let n^′ = 9, then rank X = 5 or 6. We give an example of the case rank X = 5.

Example 6.4. Let A be a line arrangement with normals

(α_1 . . . α_9) = ( −4 −3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ) . And let T_0 = {123, 456, 789, 147, 258, 369}. Consider the intersection X of D_S (S ∈ T_0) in L(B(A)). We obtain

α_{123} α_{456} α_{789} α_{147} α_{258} α_{369} = −1 2 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 2 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 2 −1 −3 0 0 6 0 0 −3 0 0 0 −3 0 0 6 0 0 −3 0 0 0 −3 0 0 6 0 0 −3 .

The non-very generic intersection X of rank 5 is minimal because ν(T_0 \ i) = ⋂ C∈T_0\i DC = 4 where T0 \ i =

{C ∈ T_0 | i /∈ C} for i = 1, . . . , 9. We have min {ν(T^′) |T^′ ∈ P (n, k), T < T^′} = rank X + 2. It is easy to check that T_0 satisfies the BBA-condition. Therefore, there exists an intersection Y which is greater than X in L(B(A))

H^t_1H^{t2}

H^t_3 H^t_4H^t_5H t_6 H_{t7}H^t8H^{t9}

Figure 7: a representative of X in Example 6.4

by Theorem 3.9. By Proposition 6.2, A belongs non-very generic varieties of nine 8-wheels T_1, . . . , T_9 and six degenerated 12-wheels T_{10}, . . . , T_{15} as follows;

T_1 ={123, 456, 147, 258, 3678}, T_2 ={123, 789, 147, 258, 3459}, T_3 ={123, 456, 147, 369, 2579}, T_4 ={123, 789, 147, 369, 2468}, T_5 ={123, 456, 258, 369, 1489}, T_6 ={123, 789, 258, 369, 1567}, T_7 ={456, 789, 147, 258, 1269}, T_8 ={456, 789, 147, 369, 1358}, T_9 ={456, 789, 258, 369, 2347}, T_{10} ={123, 456, 789, 147, 258, 369, 159}, T_{11} ={123, 456, 789, 147, 258, 369, 168}, T_{12} ={123, 456, 789, 147, 258, 369, 249}, T_{13} ={123, 456, 789, 147, 258, 369, 267}, T_{14} ={123, 456, 789, 147, 258, 369, 348}, T_{15} ={123, 456, 789, 147, 258, 369, 357}.

Then we obtain V_{T0} ⊂ V_{Ti} for i ∈ [15]. Note that, V_{T1}, . . . , V_{T15} do not intersect transversal. Of course, no intersection is larger than X whose canonical representation is 8-wheel. However consider X ∩ ⋂ S∈T_1 DS , then its

rank is 6 and the canonical presentation is {123, 456, 147, 258, 36789}. Also, the intersections corresponding to these degenerated 12-wheels are the first example of intersections that are not minimal non-very generic intersections, but all proper subsets of canonical presentation that satisfy the BBA-condition.

References

[ABF^+23] Daniele Agostini, Taylor Brysiewicz, Claudia Fevola, Lukas Kühne, Bernd Sturmfels, and Simon Telen.

Likelihood degenerations. Adv. Math., 414:Paper No. 108863, 39, 2023. With an appendix by Thomas Lam.

[Ath99] Christos A Athanasiadis. The largest intersection lattice of a discriminantal arrangement. Beitr. Algebra Geom, 40(2):283–289, 1999.

[BB97] Margaret M Bayer and Keith A Brandt. Discriminantal arrangements, fiber polytopes and formality.

Journal of Algebraic Combinatorics, 6(3):229–246, 1997.

[CFW21] Beifang Chen, Houshan Fu, and Suijie Wang. Parallel translates of represented matroids. Advances in Applied Mathematics, 127:102176, 2021.

[Che74] Alan L. C. Cheung. Adjoints of a geometry. Canadian Mathematical Bulletin, 17(3):363–365, 1974. [Cra84] Henry Crapo. Concurrence geometries. Advances in Mathematics, 54(3):278–301, dec 1984.

[Cra85] Henry Crapo. The combinatorial theory of structures. In Matroid Theory, volume 40 of Colloquia mathematica Societatis János Bolyai, pages 107–213. North-Holland, 1985.

[ER96] P. H. Edelman and V. Reiner. Free arrangements and rhombic tilings. Discrete Comput. Geom., 15(3):307–340, 1996.

[Fal94] Michael Falk. A note on discriminantal arrangements. Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 122(4):1221–1227, 1994.

[FHJK23] Ragnar Freij-Hollanti, Relinde Jurrius, and Olga Kuznetsova. Combinatorial derived matroids. Electron.

J. Combin., 30(2):Paper No. 2.8, 28, 2023.

[FW23] Houshan Fu and Suijie Wang. Modifications of hyperplane arrangements. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 200:Paper No. 105797, 34, 2023.

[JP15] Relinde Jurrius and Ruud Pellikaan. The coset leader and list weight enumerator. In Topics in finite fields, volume 632 of Contemp. Math., pages 229–251. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2015.

[KNT12] Hiroshi Koizumi, Yasuhide Numata, and Akimichi Takemura. On intersection lattices of hyperplane arrangements generated by generic points. ANNALS OF COMBINATORICS, 16(4):789–813, 12 2012.

[KV94] M. Kapranov and V. Voevodsky. Braided monoidal 2-categories and Manin-Schechtman higher braid groups. J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 92(3):241–267, 1994.

[Lon80] Judith Q Longyear. The circuit basis in binary matroids. Journal of Number Theory, 12(1):71–76, 1980.

[LS18] Anatoly Libgober and Simona Settepanella. Strata of disctiminantal arrangements. Journal of Singularities, 18:440–454, 2018.

[MS89] Yu. I. Manin and V. V. Schechtman. Arrangements of hyperplanes, higher braid groups and higher Bruhat orders. In Algebraic number theory, volume 17 of Adv. Stud. Pure Math., pages 289–308. Academic Press, Boston, MA, 1989.

[NT12] Yasuhide Numata and Akimichi Takemura. On computation of the characteristic polynomials of the discriminantal arrangements and the arrangements generated by generic points. Harmony of Grobner Bases and the Modern Industrial Society, (Takayuki Hibi, editor), World Scientific, pages 228–252, 2012.

[OT92] Peter Orlik and Hiroaki Terao. Arrangements of hyperplanes, volume 300 of Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1992.

[OW19] James Oxley and Suijie Wang. Dependencies among dependencies in matroids. The Electronic Journal of Combinatorics, pages P3–46, 2019.

[Pag19] Roberto Pagaria. Combinatorics of toric arrangements. Atti Accad. Naz. Lincei Rend. Lincei Mat. Appl., 30(2):317–349, 2019.

[Per11] Markus Perling. Divisorial cohomology vanishing on toric varieties. Documenta Mathematica, 16:209– 251, 2011.

[SS22] Takuya Saito and Simona Settepanella. Non-very generic arrangements in low dimension. arXiv preprint arXiv:2202.04794, 2022.

[SSY17] Sumire Sawada, Simona Settepanella, and So Yamagata. Discriminantal arrangement, 3 × 3 minors of plücker matrix and hypersurfaces in grassmannian Gr(3, C^n). Comptes Rendus Mathematique, 355(11):1111–1120, 2017.

[SSY19] Sumire Sawada, Simona Settepanella, and So Yamagata. Pappus’s theorem in grassmannian Gr(3, C^n).

Ars Mathematica Contemporanea, 16(1):257–276, 2019.

[SY22a] Simona Settepanella and So Yamagata. A linear condition for non-very generic discriminantal arrangements. arXiv preprint arXiv:2205.04664, 2022.

[SY22b] Simona Settepanella and So Yamagata. On the non-very generic intersections in discriminantal arrangements. C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris, 360:1027–1038, 2022.

[Yam23] So Yamagata. A classification of combinatorial types of discriminantal arrangements. J. Algebraic Combin., 57(4):1007–1032, 2023.