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Free resolution of the logarithmic derivation modules of

close to free arrangements
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Abstract

This paper studies the algebraic structure of a new class of hyperplane arrangement A

obtained by deleting two hyperplanes from a free arrangement. We provide information
on the minimal free resolutions of the logarithmic derivation module of A , which can be
used to compute a lower bound for the graded Betti numbers of the resolution.

Specifically, for the three-dimensional case, we determine the minimal free resolution
of the logarithmic derivation module of A . We present illustrative examples of our main
theorems to provide insights into the relationship between algebraic and combinatorial
properties for close-to-free arrangements.

1 Introduction

Let V be the ℓ-dimensional vector space Kℓ over a field K. The coordinate ring S = Sym(V ∗) ∼=
K[x1, . . . , xℓ] is equipped with the usual grading and its degree i homogeneous part is denoted
by Si. A (central) hyperplane arrangement A is a finite set of linear hyperplanes in V . For
a hyperplane H ∈ A , the defining linear form is denoted by αH ∈ S1 with H = kerαH . The
defining polynomial Q(A ) of A is defined as Q(A ) =

∏

H∈A
αH , and it is defined up to a

scalar multiple. One of the most important algebraic invariants associated to an arrangement
A is its logarithmic derivation module D(A ) defined by

D(A ) = {θ ∈ DerS | θ(αH) ∈ SαH for any H = kerαH ∈ A },

where DerS is the free S-module of derivations generated by {∂xi
| 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ}. Given a

derivation θ =
∑ℓ

i=1 fi∂xi
∈ D(A ), we say it is homogeneous if all fi ∈ Sd for some d ∈ Z≥0,

and we write deg θ = d. Generally, D(A ) is a reflexive graded S-module [11] and is not
always free. If D(A ) is free, then there exist homogeneous derivations θ1, . . . , θℓ ∈ D(A ) such
that D(A ) =

⊕ℓ
i=1 Sθi. In this situation, we say that A is free with exponents exp(A ) =

(d1, . . . , dℓ), where di = deg θi.
The study of D(A ) has focused primarily on the case when it is free (see [16] for a survey).

Much remains unexplored when it is not free. In order to understand non-free cases, a natural
approach is to look at their graded minimal free resolution. Some works consider the degrees
(the Betti numbers) of the graded minimal free resolution [4, 7, 12]. In particular, [14, 15] study
the derivation degree sequence, denoted as DS(A ), which is defined as the unordered sequence
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of the degrees of the minimal homogeneous generators of D(A ). Moreover, we use |DS(A ) |
to represent the number of the minimal homogeneous generators of D(A ). In cases where A

is free, we have DS(A ) = exp(A ). Although minimal homogeneous generators are not unique,
their degrees do not depend on the choice since they are the degrees of Tor0(K, D(A )). One
of the main challenges in the study of non-free arrangements is that the determination of these
two algebraic properties of D(A ) is generally influenced not only by the combinatorics of A

but also by its geometry (see Example 4.8).
To tackle this issue, our initial approach involves examining arrangements that are close to

free arrangements. This is inspired by the next-to-free minus (NT-free-1) defined by Abe.

Definition 1.1 (Definition 1.3 and 6.1 in [1]). We say that B is next-to-free minus (NT-
free-1) if there exist a free arrangement A and a hyperplane H ∈ A such that B = A \ {H}.

In this case, we say A is a free addition of B.

Now we introduce a class of arrangement, which has a nice structure called strictly plus-one
generated (SPOG), closely related to the NT-free-1 arrangement.

Definition 1.2 (Definition 1.1 in [1]). An arrangement B is said to be strictly plus-
one generated (SPOG) with exponents POexp(B) = (d1, . . . , dℓ) and level d, if there exist
f1, . . . , fℓ, α ∈ S with α 6= 0 such that D(B) has a minimal free resolution of the following
form:

0 → S[−d− 1]
(α,f1,...,fℓ)
−−−−−−→ S[−d]⊕

(

ℓ
⊕

i=1

S[−di]

)

→ D(B) → 0.

In particular, DS(B) = (d1, . . . , dℓ, d) = (POexp(B), d).

Remark 1.3. In other words, B is SPOG if there is a minimal set of homogeneous gener-
ators θ1, θ2, . . . , θℓ and ϕ for D(B) such that deg θi = di, degϕ = d, and

ℓ
∑

i=1

fiθi + αϕ = 0,

where fi ∈ S and 0 6= α ∈ S1. This α is called the level coefficient, and ϕ is a level element.
Moreover, when d = di for some i and fi 6= 0, then θi also can be a level element. In other
words, the choice of the level coefficient and element is not unique.

Abe [1] shows that an NT-free-1 arrangement B is either free or SPOG. If B is SPOG and
NT-free-1, the level of B can be determined by the combinatorial properties of its free addition.
To state his results, let us recall that the definition of the intersection lattice of A , denoted by
L(A ), as follows:

L(A ) :=

{

⋂

H∈B

H | B ⊂ A

}

,

where L(A ) is equipped with a partial order induced by reverse inclusion. For a given X ∈
L(A ), the localization AX of A at X is defined by

AX := {H ∈ A | X ⊂ H},

and the restriction A X of A onto X is defined by

A
X := {H ∩X | H ∈ A \ AX}.

The following is a significant theorem about NT-free-1 arrangements, which plays a crucial
role in shaping our results.
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Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 1.4 and Proposition 5.3 in [1]). Let A be free with exp(A ) =
(d1, . . . , dℓ) and H ∈ A . Then A ′ = A \ {H} is free, or SPOG with POexp(A ′) = (d1, . . . , dℓ)
and level d = |A ′| − |A H |. Moreover, if ℓ = 3, then d ≥ max{d1, d2, d3}.

Remark 1.5. Suppose that A is free and A ′ = A \H is SPOG.

(1) Assume that θ1, . . . , θℓ is a basis ofD(A ). Since DS(A ′) = (POexp(A ), d) and POexp(A ′) =
exp(A ), there exists a ϕ ∈ D(A ′) of degree d such that θ1, . . . , θℓ, ϕ generate D(A ′).
Since D(A ) ( D(A ′), we have D(A ′) = D(A ) + Sϕ, and ϕ /∈ D(A ) as a level element
of D(A ′).

(2) Let ϕ /∈ D(A ) be a level element of A ′. Let αH ∈ S1 be such that kerαH = H. Since
ϕ ∈ D(A ′) \D(A ), we have αHϕ ∈ D(A ). Thus, we obtain a relationship between the
minimal generators of D(A ′). Since SPOG arrangements have a unique relation among
the minimal generators, we may always assume that αH is the level coefficient.

In this paper, we introduce a new class of possibly non-free arrangements obtained by
deleting two hyperplanes from free arrangements.

Definition 1.6. We say that B is next-to-free-minus-two (NT-free-2) if there exist a free
arrangement A and two hyperplanes H1, H2 ∈ A such that B = A \ {H1, H2}.

By analyzing the minimal free resolution, we deduce the following theorem:

Theorem 1.7. Let B be a NT-free-2 arrangement. Then the projective dimension pdS(D(B)) ≤
1 if and only if |DS(B) | ≤ ℓ+ 2.

Let A = {H1, . . . , Hp | Hi = kerαi} be a free arrangement. We denote the NT-free-1
arrangement A \ {Hj} by Aj and the NT-free-2 arrangement A \ {Hj, Hk} by Aj,k. We note
that Aj,k = Ak,j. We also denote A Hj by A j.

If A1 or A2 is free, then A1,2 is NT-free-1 and it is either free or SPOG by Theorem 1.4.
Therefore, we focus on the case when none of A1 and A2 are free. We show that when
|DS(A1,2) | ≤ ℓ + 2, the minimal free resolution of D(A1,2) assumes one of the forms listed
in Theorem 3.8. When |DS(A1,2) | > ℓ + 2, we obtain a lower bound for the Betti numbers of
D(A1,2) using the information provided in Theorem 3.9.

Note that since the logarithmic derivation module is a reflexive graded S-module, its pro-
jective dimension is less than or equal to ℓ − 2 (see, Lemma 2.10). Consequently, for a three-
dimensional NT-free-2 arrangement A1,2, we can infer that pdS(D(A1,2)) ≤ 3−2 = 1. Utilizing
Theorem 1.7, we then establish that |DS(A1,2) | ≤ ℓ + 2 = 5. Furthermore, we determine the
precise form of the minimal free resolution of D(A1,2).

Theorem 1.8. Assume ℓ = 3. Let A be free with exp(A ) = (d1, d2, d3), and A1 and A2 be
SPOG with levels c1 and c2, respectively. We may assume c1 ≤ c2. Then A1,2 can never be free
in this set-up, and the module D(A1,2) has a minimal free resolution in one of the following
forms:

(1) Suppose that |AH1∩H2
| = 2.

There exist fi, gi ∈ S such that

0 → S[−c1 − 1]⊕ S[−c2 − 1]

(α1, 0, f1, f2, f3)
(0, α2, g1, g2, g3)

−−−−−−−−−−−−−→

S[−c1]⊕ S[−c2]⊕

(

3
⊕

i=1

S[−di]

)

→ D(A1,2) → 0,

where i = 1, 2, 3.
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(2) Suppose that |AH1∩H2
| > 2.

(2.1) If c1 = c2, there exist fi ∈ S such that

0 → S[−c1 − 1]
(α1α2,f1,f2,f3)
−−−−−−−−→ S[−c1 + 1]⊕

(

3
⊕

i=1

S[−di]

)

→ D(A1,2) → 0.

Moreover, A1,2 is SPOG if and only if c1 = c2 = max{d1, d2, d3}. If A1,2 is SPOG,
let d2 = max{d1, d2, d3}, then f2 ∈ S1.

(2.2) If c1 < c2, there exist fi, gi, g ∈ S with g 6= 0 such that

0 → S[−c1 − 1]⊕ S[−c2]

(α1, 0, f1, f2, f3)
(g, α2, g1, g2, g3)

−−−−−−−−−−−−−→

S[−c1]⊕ S[−c2 + 1]⊕

(

3
⊕

i=1

S[−di]

)

→ D(A1,2) → 0,

where i = 1, 2, 3.

The organization of this article is as follows: In Section 2, we introduce previous results and
definitions. In Sections 3 and 4, we focus on proving the main results. Specifically, in Section
3, we present the proofs and provide examples in a general-dimensional setting. In Section 4,
we shift our attention to the three-dimensional case and provide further examples.

Acknowledgements: We would like to thank Takuro Abe, Shizuo Kaji, Paul Muecksch, and
Akiko Yazawa for many helpful discussions. We are particularly grateful to Takuro Abe for
suggesting this problem and for using multiarrangemet to prove the three-dimensional case.
The author has been supported by the China Scholarship Council.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we will summarize several results and definitions. Let A be an arrangement
and L(A ) be its intersection lattice.

Let θE =
∑ℓ

i=1 xi∂xi
be the Euler derivation, which is a homogeneous derivation of deg θE =

1 and always contained in D(A ). Recall that for every H ∈ A , there exists a decomposition:

D(A ) ∼= SθE ⊕DH(A ), (2.1)

where DH(A ) := {θ ∈ D(A ) | θ(αH) = 0} (see, for example, [9, Lemma 1.33]). This implies
that 1 ∈ DS(A ). Furthermore, if A 6= ∅ is free with exp(A ) = (d1, . . . , dℓ), we may assume
that d1 = deg θE = 1.

The following has been well-known and frequently utilized by specialists.

Proposition 2.1 ([14]). Let H ∈ A . Then there is a polynomial B of degree |A |−|A H |−1
such that αH ∤ B, and θ(αH) ∈ (αH , B) for all θ ∈ D(A \ {H}).

From the above proposition, we can easily derive the following proposition. We include it
here since we frequently utilize it.

Proposition 2.2 (Corollary 3.3 in [1]). Let H ∈ A and A ′ = A \{H}. Assume that there
exists ϕ ∈ D(A ′) with degϕ = |A ′| − |A H | such that ϕ /∈ D(A ). Then D(A ′) = D(A )+Sϕ.
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We now define the Euler restriction map ρ : D(A ) → D(A H) for an arrangement A by
taking modulo αH . Additionally, let A ′ = A \ {H}. We have an exact sequence as follows:

Proposition 2.3 (Proposition 4.45 in [9]).

0 → D(A ′)
·αH−−→ D(A )

ρ
−→ D(A H).

Moving forward, let’s delve into some results pertaining to the logarithmic derivation module
D(A ) and its freeness.

Theorem 2.4 (Addition-Deletion Theorem. Removal Theorem in [14]). Let H ∈ A , A ′ :=
A \ {H} and A

′′

:= A
H . Then two of the following imply the third:

(1) A is free with exp(A ) = (d1, . . . , dℓ).

(2) A ′ is free with exp(A ′) = (d1, . . . , dℓ−1, dℓ − 1).

(3) A ′′ is free with exp(A ′′) = (d1, . . . , dℓ−1).

Moreover, all the three above hold true if A and A ′ are free.

Theorem 2.5 (Saito’s criterion. [11]). Let θ1, . . . , θℓ ∈ D(A ) be homogenous and linearly
independent over S. Then A is free with basis {θ1, . . . , θℓ} if and only if

ℓ
∑

i=1

deg θi = |A |.

Let us introduce the multiarrangement theory. A multiarrangement is a pair (A , m), where
A is a hyperplane arrangement in V and multiplicity m is a map: A → Z≥0. Define |m| =
∑

H∈A
m(H). If m(H) = 1 for all H ∈ A , we say that the multiarrangement (A , m) is a

hyperplane arrangement, which is also called a simple arrangement. The logarithmic derivation
module D(A , m) is defined as follows:

D(A , m) = {θ ∈ DerS | θ(αH) ∈ Sα
m(H)
H for any H = kerαH ∈ A }.

The module D(A , m) is also a reflexive graded S-module, which is not always free. We can
define the concepts of freeness and exponents for (A , m) in the same way as for simple arrange-
ments.

Definition 2.6 ([17]). For an arrangement A and H ∈ A , define the Ziegler multiplicity
mH : A H → Z≥0 by mH(X) := |{L ∈ A \ {H} | L ∩ H = X}| for X ∈ A H . The pair
(A H , mH) is called the Ziegler restriction of A onto H. Also, there is a Ziegler restriction
map:

π : DH(A ) → D(A H , mH)

by taking modulo αH . In particular, there is an exact sequence:

0 → DH(A )
·αH−−→ DH(A )

π
−→ D(A H , mH).

Theorem 2.7 (Theorem 11 in [17]). Assume that A is free with exponents exp(A ) =
(1, d2, . . . , dℓ). Then for any H ∈ A , the Ziegler restriction (A H , mH) is also free with
exp(A H , mH) = (d2, . . . , dℓ). Explicitly, for the Ziegler restriction π : DH(A ) → D(A H , mH),
any basis θ2, . . . , θℓ for DH(A ) such that π(θ2), . . . , π(θℓ) form a basis for D(A H , mH). In
particular, π is surjective when A is free.
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Lemma 2.8 (Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3 in [2]). Let A be central line arrangement and let
m,m′ be multiplicities on A such that |m| = |m′| + 1 and m(H) ≥ m′(H) for any H ∈ A . If
exp(A , m′) = (a, b), then exp(A , m) = (a + 1, b) or (a, b+ 1).

Finally, we present the basics of free resolutions.

Definition 2.9. For arrangement B, we denote the minimal free resolution of the module
D(B) by

0 → Mk
Rk−→Mk−1

Rk−1

−−−→ · · ·
R2−→M1

R1−→M0 → D(B) → 0,

where k = pdS(D(B)) is the projective dimension of D(B). Here, Ri (i = 1, . . . , k) are
represented by matrices acting by multiplication from the left. We use Ri(j) to denote the j-th
row of Ri, and Ri(j1, j2) to denote the (j1, j2) entry of Ri.

Let JQ(A ) be the Jacobian ideal of Q(A ) generated by ∂Q(A )
∂xi

for i = 1, . . . , n. Since
D(A ) = {θ ∈ DerS | θ(Q(A )) ∈ SQ(A )}, we have a free resolution of the form

0 → Nℓ → · · · → N3 → DH(A ) → Sn → S → S/JQ(A ) → 0 (2.2)

by Hilbert’s syzygy theorem. Since pdS(D(A )) = pdS(DH(A )) by (2.1), we have

Lemma 2.10. pdS(D(A )) ≤ ℓ− 2.

From (2.2), we see D(A ) is reflexive since it is a second syzygy.
The following theorem is a simplified version of the result found in the reference [7].

Theorem 2.11 (Theorem 0.2 in [7]). If the logarithmic derivation module D(B) has a free
resolution given by:

0 →
rk
⊕

i=1

S[−dki ] → · · · →
r1
⊕

i=1

S[−d1i ] →
r0
⊕

i=1

S[−d0i ] → D(B) → 0,

then |B| =
∑k

j=0(−1)j
∑rj

i=1 d
j
i .

As a corollary, we have the following property for SPOG arrangements:

Proposition 2.12 (Proposition 4.1 in [1]). Let B be SPOG with POexp(B) = (d1, d2, . . . , dℓ)
and level d. Then

∑ℓ
i=1 di − 1 = |B|.

3 The Minimal Free Resolution of NT-Free-2 Arrange-

ments

In this section, we introduce some notations. If U is a subset of DerS, then SU :=
∑

ξ∈U Sξ.
Throughout this section, we assume that A = {Hi | Hi : αi = 0} is free, with exp(A ) =
(1, d2, . . . , dℓ), and Aj is SPOG with POexp(A ) = (1, d2, . . . , dℓ) and level cj for j = 1, 2. Let
c1 ≤ c2. By Proposition 2.3, we have Figure 1.
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0 0

0 D(A1,2) D(A2) D((A2)
1)

0 D(A1) D(A ) D(A 1)

D((A1)
2) D(A 2)

·α1 ρ12

·α1 ρ1
·α2

ρ21

·α2

ρ2

Figure 1: Exact Sequence Diagram

Remark 3.1.

(1) By Remark 1.5 (1), we may assume that the level element for Aj is not in D(A ).

(2) As there is no confusion, we can simplify by stating that D(A 1
2 ) := D((A2)

1) and
D(A 2

1 ) := D((A1)
2).

Lemma 3.2. Let Ai be SPOG, where Hi ∈ A . For any homogeneous basis element θ for
D(A ), we have θ /∈ ker ρi.

Proof. Assume that θ1, . . . , θℓ is a basis for D(A ) such that θ1 ∈ ker ρi. By Proposition 2.3,
there is an element ϕ ∈ D(Ai) such that θ1 = αiϕ. Since ϕ, θ2, . . . , θℓ ∈ D(Ai) are S-
independent, by Theorem 2.5, we may get that Ai is free, which is a contradiction.

Lemma 3.3. We have D(A ) + ker ρji ⊂ D(Ai), where i 6= j ∈ {1, 2}. Moreover,

(1) there exists an element ϕ ∈ D(A1,2) such that α2ϕ is the level element for A1 if and only
if D(A1) = D(A ) + ker ρ21.

(2) there exists an element ϕ ∈ D(A1,2) such that α1ϕ is the level element for A2 if and only
if D(A2) = D(A ) + ker ρ12.

Proof. By Figure 1, it follows that ker ρji ⊂ D(Ai). Note that D(A ) ⊂ D(Ai); hence, we have
D(A ) + ker ρji ⊂ D(Ai).

(1) By Proposition 2.3, we can deduce the following equivalences:

There exists an element ϕ ∈ D(A1,2) such that α2ϕ serves as the level element for A1.

⇐⇒ There exists a level element θ ∈ D(A1) such that θ ∈ ker ρ21.

By Remark 1.5, we can represent D(A1) as D(A ) + Sθ. Consequently, we can state the
following equivalences:

There exists a level element θ ∈ D(A1) such that θ ∈ ker ρ21.

⇐⇒ D(A1) = D(A ) + ker ρ21.

(2) This scenario bears resemblance to the one discussed in Case (1).
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Lemma 3.4. For every element ϕ ∈ D(A1,2), if αjϕ ∈ D(A ) for some j ∈ {1, 2}, then
ϕ ∈ D(Aj). Moreover, if both α1ϕ and α2ϕ are in D(A ), then ϕ itself is an element of D(A ).

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ D(A1,2) be given, and assume that α1ϕ ∈ D(A ). By Proposition 2.3 and Figure 1,
we have α1ϕ ∈ ker ρ1 = α1D(A1). Hence, we can conclude that ϕ ∈ D(A1).

Similarly, if α2ϕ ∈ D(A ), we can deduce that ϕ ∈ D(A2).
Moreover, if α1ϕ ∈ D(A ) and α2ϕ ∈ D(A ), then ϕ ∈ D(A1) ∩D(A2) = D(A ).

Lemma 3.5. If |AH1∩H2
| = 2, then D(A1,2) = D(A1) +D(A2).

Proof. Let θℓ,2 be a level element for D(A2). Since |AH1∩H2
| = 2, we can deduce that |A 2| =

|A 2
1 |+1. Consequently, we have deg θℓ,2 = |A2|−|A 2| = (1+|A1,2|)−(|A 2

1 |+1) = |A1,2|−|A 2
1 |.

Importantly, θℓ,2 ∈ D(A1,2)\D(A1). According to Proposition 2.2, this implies that D(A1,2) =
D(A1) + Sθℓ,2. Since θℓ,2 ∈ D(A2), we have D(A1,2) = D(A1) +D(A2).

Lemma 3.6. If D(A ) + ker ρ12 = D(A2), then |AH1∩H2
| > 2.

Proof. By Lemma 3.3 (2), we may assume that α1ϕ is a level element for D(A2). If |AH1∩H2
| =

2, it follows that D(A1,2) = D(A1) +D(A2) by Lemma 3.5. This observation further implies
that

ϕ ∈ D(A1,2)<c2 ⊂ D(A1)<c2 +D(A2)<c2 ⊂ D(A1) +D(A ) ⊂ D(A1).

Thus, α1ϕ ∈ D(A ), which is a contradiction with α1ϕ /∈ D(A ) being a level element for
D(A2). Hence, |AH1∩H2

| > 2.

Proposition 3.7. Let {θ1, . . . , θℓ} be a basis for D(A ). There exist two level elements, θℓ,1
for D(A1) and θℓ,2 for D(A2), such that a minimal generator set for D(A1,2) falls into one of
the following cases:

(1) If D(A )+ker ρ21 ( D(A1) and D(A )+ker ρ12 = D(A2), then |AH1∩H2
| > 2, and a minimal

generator set for D(A1,2) can be expressed as either {θ1, . . . , θℓ, ϕ2, θℓ,1 | θℓ,2 = α1ϕ2} or
{θ1, . . . , θℓ−1, ϕ2, θℓ,1 | c1 < c2 = deg θℓ, α2θℓ,2 = α2α1ϕ2 ∈ Sθ1 + · · · + Sθℓ−1 + K∗α1θℓ},
where K∗ = K \ {0}.

(2) If D(A ) + ker ρ21 = D(A1), then c1 = c2, |AH1∩H2
| > 2, D(A ) + ker ρ12 = D(A2), and a

minimal generator set for D(A1,2) can be expressed as {θ1, . . . , θℓ, ϕ1 | θℓ,1 = α2ϕ1}.

(3) If D(A ) + ker ρ12 ( D(A2), then the set {θ1, . . . , θℓ, θℓ,1, θℓ,2} forms, or can be extended
to, a minimal generator set for D(A1,2).

Moreover, if |AH1∩H2
| = 2, the set {θ1, . . . , θℓ, θℓ,1, θℓ,2} forms a minimal generator set for

D(A1,2).

Proof. Note that c1 ≤ c2, which means this statement is not symmetric with respect to A1 and
A2. We prove this statement case by case.

(1) D(A ) + ker ρ21 ( D(A1) and D(A ) + ker ρ12 = D(A2).

By Lemma 3.6, we have |AH1∩H2
| > 2. Consequently, |A 2| = |A 2

1 |. By Lemma 3.3 (2),
we may assume that θℓ,2 = α1ϕ2, where ϕ2 ∈ D(A1,2). By Theorem 1.4, this implies that

deg ϕ2 = deg θℓ,2 − 1 = (|A2| − |A 2|)− 1 = |A1,2| − |A 2
1 |.

Note that ϕ2 /∈ D(A1). If it were, then α1ϕ2 ∈ D(A ), which, since it is the level element
of D(A2), is not in D(A ).
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According to Proposition 2.2 and since ϕ2 ∈ D(A1,2)\D(A1), this indicates thatD(A1,2) =
D(A1) + Sϕ2. Hence, the set T = {θ1, . . . , θℓ, θℓ,1, ϕ2} generates D(A1,2).

If T is not a minimal generating set, there exists an element γ ∈ T such that γ is generated
by T \ {γ}. If γ = θℓ,1, then there is some h ∈ S such that θℓ,1 − hϕ2 ∈ D(A ). Since
θℓ,1 ∈ D(A1) and D(A ) ⊂ D(A1), we can deduce that hϕ2 ∈ D(A1). However, we have
claimed that ϕ2 /∈ D(A1). Therefore, it follows that α2 | h, and thus hϕ2 ∈ ker ρ21. By
θℓ,1 − hϕ2 ∈ D(A ) and D(A1) = D(A ) + Sθℓ,1, we have

D(A1) = D(A ) + Shϕ2.

Since hϕ2 ∈ ker ρ21, we then have

D(A1) = D(A ) + ker ρ21,

which contradicts our assumption. If γ = ϕ2, then D(A1,2) = D(A ) + Sθℓ,1 = D(A1),
which contradicts D(A1) ( D(A1,2). If there is a k ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} such that γ = θk, then
we may assume that

0 = p1θ1 + · · ·+ pkθk + · · ·+ pℓθℓ + uθℓ,1 + vϕ2, (3.1)

where pk = 1. It follows that vϕ2 ∈ D(A1). Note that we claimed that ϕ2 /∈ D(A1).
Hence α2 | v, and v = α2v

′, where v′ ∈ S. Since pk = 1 and θ1, · · · , θℓ, θℓ,1 form a minimal
generating set of D(A1), we have v 6= 0. Thus deg θk = deg v + degϕ2 ≥ 1 + degϕ2 = c2.
If deg θk > c2, then qk = 0 and α2ϕ2 ∈ Sθ1 + · · · + ˆSθk + · · · + Sθℓ + Sθℓ,1. Since

v = α2v
′, by Equation (3.1), it follows that θk ∈ Sθ1 + · · · + ˆSθk + · · · + Sθℓ + Sθℓ,1,

which is a contradiction. Thus, deg θk = c2. We may let v = α2. If u = 0, we have
α2ϕ2 ∈ D(A ). Then ϕ2 ∈ D(A2), which contradicts the fact that α1ϕ2 is a level element
of D(A2). Hence, u 6= 0. If c1 = c2, then we may assume that u = 1. Thus, α2ϕ2 can be
a level element for D(A1). By Lemma 3.3 (1), we have D(A ) + ker ρ21 = D(A1), which
contradicts our assumption.

As a conclusion, if T is not a minimal generating set, we may set k = ℓ. Then, we
have c1 < c2 = deg θℓ, and T \ {θℓ} forms a minimal generating set for D(A1,2). Since
α1θℓ,1 ∈ D(A ), we have α1α2ϕ2 ∈ Sθ1 + · · ·+ Sθℓ−1 +K∗α1θℓ.

(2) D(A ) + ker ρ21 = D(A1).

By Lemma 3.3 (1), we may assume that θℓ,1 = α2ϕ1, where ϕ1 ∈ D(A1,2). This implies
that deg ϕ1 = c1 − 1. If α1ϕ1 ∈ D(A ), we can conclude, based on Lemma 3.4, that
ϕ1 ∈ D(A1), which contradicts the assertion that θℓ,1 = α2ϕ1 is a level element for
D(A1). Therefore, we must conclude that α1ϕ1 ∈ D(A2)≤c1 \ D(A ). It follows that
c1 = c2. Hence, α1ϕ1 can serve as a level element for D(A2). According to Lemma 3.3
(2), this implies D(A ) + ker ρ12 = D(A2).

Referring to Lemma 3.6, we establish that |AH1∩H2
| > 2. Analogous to the proof in

Case (1), we conclude that D(A1,2) = D(A1) + Sϕ2 and θℓ,2 = α1ϕ2 is a level element
for D(A2). Since both α1ϕ1 and α1ϕ2 can be level elements of D(A2), it follows that
there exists a k ∈ K \ {0} such that kα1ϕ1 − α1ϕ2 ∈ D(A ), which implies kϕ1 − ϕ2 ∈
D(A1)<c1 ⊂ D(A ). Thus, ϕ2 ∈ S{θ1, . . . , θℓ, ϕ1}. Note that D(A1) ⊂ S{θ1, . . . , θℓ, ϕ1}.
Consequently, the set T = {θ1, . . . , θℓ, ϕ1} generates D(A1,2).

If T is not a minimal generating set, there exists an element γ ∈ T such that γ is generated
by T \ {γ}. Then D(A1,2) is free. Note that deg θ1 + · · · + deg θℓ = |A | > |A1,2|. By
Theorem 2.5, there is a k ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} such that γ = θk. Suppose

θk = p1θ1 + · · ·+ pk−1θk−1 + pk+1θk+1 + · · ·+ pℓθℓ + pϕ1.
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Note that ϕ1 is not in either D(A1) or D(A2). It follows that α1α2 | p. Note that
θℓ,1 = α2ϕ1. Thus, θk ∈ Sθ1 + · · ·+ Sθk−1 + Sθk+1 + · · ·+ Sθℓ + Sθℓ,1, which contradicts
the fact that θ1, . . . , θk, . . . , θℓ, θℓ,1 form a minimal generating set of D(A1).

(3) D(A ) + ker ρ12 ( D(A2).

By the proof of Case (2), we can conclude that D(A ) + ker ρ12 ( D(A2) implies D(A ) +
ker ρ21 ( D(A1). Obviously, the set {θ1, . . . , θℓ, θℓ,1, θℓ,2} forms, or can be extended to form,
a generating set for D(A1,2). Suppose that the set T = {θi, γj, θℓ,1, θℓ,2 | i = 1, . . . , ℓ, j =
1, . . . , t} forms a generating set for D(A1,2) such that γj /∈ S(T \ {γj}). Thus, γj is not
in either D(A1) or D(A2). This implies that deg γj ≥ c2.

If T is not minimal, there exists an element γ ∈ T such that γ is generated by T \ {γ}.
Assume that

γ = p1θ1 + · · ·+ pℓθℓ + pθℓ,1 + qθℓ,2 + q1γ1 + · · ·+ qtγt, (3.2)

where pi, qj , p, q /∈ K∗. If γ = θℓ,1, then we may assume that p = 0. Note that deg γj ≥
c2 ≥ c1 = deg θℓ,1. Thus, qj ∈ K. It follows that qj = 0 for all j = 1, . . . , t. Therefore,
θℓ,1 ∈ D(A2), which is a contradiction.

Similarly, we can conclude that γ 6= θℓ,2.

If there is a k ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} such that γ = θk, then we may assume that pk = 0. If qj = 0
for all j, then pq 6= 0. By Equation (3.2), we have deg θk = deg q + deg θℓ,2 > c2. Thus,
pi = 0 for any deg θi ≥ deg θk. By the definition of an SPOG arrangement, both θℓ,1
and θℓ,2 are S-dependent with {θi | deg θi ≤ c2}. It follows that θk is S-dependent with
{θi | deg θi < deg θk}, which is a contradiction. Thus, we may assume that q1 has the
smallest degree among the non-zero coefficient {qj}. Therefore, deg θk = deg q1+deg γ1 >
deg γ1. Since α1γj ∈ D(A1) and γj is not in D(A1), it follows that γj is S-dependent with
{θℓ,1}∪{θi | deg θi ≤ deg γj}. Note that deg γj ≥ c2 for all j, and θℓ,1 is S-dependent with
{θi | deg θi ≤ c2}. It follows that θk is S-dependent with {θi | deg θi ≤ deg γ1}, which is
a contradiction.

In conclusion, the set {θ1, . . . , θℓ, θℓ,1, θℓ,2} forms, or can be extended to, a minimal gener-
ating set for D(A1,2). Furthermore, in the scenario where |AH1∩H2

| = 2, as corroborated
by Lemma 3.5, the set {θ1, . . . , θℓ, θℓ,1, θℓ,2} serves as a minimal generating set forD(A1,2).

When constructing a graded free resolution, it is minimal if, and only if, at each step, we
select a minimal homogeneous system of generators for the kernel of the differential. Refer to
Construction 4.2 and Theorem 7.3 in [10] for details. Let us employ this approach to construct
a minimal free resolution for D(A1,2).

Theorem 3.8. If |DS(A1,2) | ≤ ℓ+2, then D(A1,2) has a minimal free resolution of one of
the following forms:

(1) If D(A ) + ker ρ21 = D(A1), there exist f1, . . . , fℓ ∈ S such that

0 → S[−c1 − 1]
(α1α2,f1,...,fℓ)
−−−−−−−−→ S[−c1 + 1]⊕

(

ℓ
⊕

i=1

S[−di]

)

→ D(A1,2) → 0.
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(2) If D(A ) + ker ρ21 ( D(A1), D(A ) + ker ρ12 = D(A2), and |DS(A1,2) | = ℓ+ 2, there exist
fi, gi, g ∈ S with g 6= 0 such that

0 → S[−c1 − 1]⊕ S[−c2]

(α1, 0, f1, . . . , fℓ)
(g, α2, g1, . . . , gℓ)

−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→

S[−c1]⊕ S[−c2 + 1]⊕

(

ℓ
⊕

i=1

S[−di]

)

→ D(A1,2) → 0.

(3) If D(A ) + ker ρ21 ( D(A1), D(A ) + ker ρ12 = D(A2), and |DS(A1,2) | = ℓ+ 1, there exist
f1, . . . , fℓ−1 ∈ S such that

0 → S[−c1 − 1]
(α1,0,f1,...,fℓ−1)
−−−−−−−−−→ S[−c1]⊕ S[−c2 + 1]⊕

(

ℓ−1
⊕

i=1

S[−di]

)

→ D(A1,2) → 0.

Moreover, in this case, A1,2 is SPOG.

(4) If D(A ) + ker ρ12 ( D(A2), there exist fi, gi ∈ S such that

0 → S[−c1 − 1]⊕ S[−c2 − 1]

(α1, 0, f1, . . . , fℓ)
(0, α2, g1, . . . , gℓ)

−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→

S[−c1]⊕ S[−c2]⊕

(

ℓ
⊕

i=1

S[−di]

)

→ D(A1,2) → 0.

Proof. We retain the notation introduced in Proposition 3.7 and its proof. Given |DS(A1,2) | ≤
ℓ + 2 and utilizing Proposition 3.7, we proceed to analyze the proof on a case-by-case basis.

(1) D(A ) + ker ρ21 = D(A1).

Note that {ϕ1, θi | i = 1, . . . , ℓ} is a minimal generator set for D(A1,2). Since θℓ,1 = α2ϕ1

is a level element for D(A1), we may assume that α1(α2ϕ1) +
∑ℓ

i=1 fiθi = 0. In other
words, there exists a relation

(α1α2, f1, . . . , fℓ) (3.3)

between {ϕ1, θ1, . . . , θℓ}.

Suppose there exists another S-independent relation, say:

(p, p1, . . . , pℓ). (3.4)

This implies that pϕ1 ∈ D(A ). Consequently, pϕ1(α2) ∈ Sα2. If ϕ1(α2) ∈ Sα2, it implies
that ϕ1 ∈ D(A1), which contradicts the statement that θℓ,1 = α2ϕ1 is a level element for
D(A1). As a result, we conclude that α2|p. Therefore Relation (3.4) is actually a relation
amongst the minimal generators of the SPOG arrangement A1, of which there is only
one by Definition 1.2. Consequently, there exist f1, . . . , fℓ ∈ S such that D(A1,2) has a
minimal free resolution of the following forms:

0 → S[−c1 − 1]
(α1α2,f1,...,fℓ)
−−−−−−−−→ S[−c1 + 1]⊕

(

ℓ
⊕

i=1

S[−di]

)

→ D(A1,2) → 0.
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(2) D(A ) + ker ρ21 ( D(A1), D(A ) + ker ρ12 = D(A2) and |DS(A1,2) | = ℓ+ 2.

Note that {θℓ,1, ϕ2, θ1, . . . , θℓ} is a minimal generator set for D(A1,2). Since θℓ,1 is a level
element for D(A1), we can assume that

α1θℓ,1 +
ℓ
∑

i=1

fiθi = 0.

In other words, there exists a relation

(α1, 0, f1, . . . , fℓ) (3.5)

between {θℓ,1, ϕ2, θ1, . . . , θℓ}.

Since α2ϕ2 ∈ D(A1) \D(A ), we may assume that

gθℓ,1 + α2ϕ2 +

ℓ
∑

i=1

giθi = 0,

with g 6= 0. This gives another relation

(g, α2, g1, . . . , gℓ) (3.6)

between {θℓ,1, ϕ2, θ1, . . . , θℓ}, and it is S-independent with Relation (3.5).

If there exist additional relations, denoted as (p, q, p1, . . . , pℓ), the implication is as follows:

pθℓ,1 + qϕ2 +
ℓ
∑

i=1

piθi = 0.

This implies that qϕ2 ∈ D(A1). Consequently, qϕ2(α2) ∈ Sα2. If ϕ2(α2) ∈ Sα2, it implies
that α1ϕ2 ∈ D(A ), which contradicts the assertion that the level element θℓ,2 = α1ϕ2 for
D(A2) is not in D(A ). As a result, we conclude that α2|q. We see q

α2
(g, α2, g1, . . . , gℓ)−

(p, q, p1, . . . , pℓ) is a relation of the form (3.5), which is the unique D(A1) relation. Thus,
(p, q, p1, . . . , pℓ) can be represented by the relations (3.5) and (3.6). That (3.5) and (3.6)
are S-independent is clear since α2 6= 0.

Thus D(A1,2) has a minimal free resolution of the following forms:

0 → S[−c1 − 1]⊕ S[−c2]

(α1, 0, f1, . . . , fℓ)
(g, α2, g1, . . . , gℓ)

−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→

S[−c1]⊕ S[−c2 + 1]⊕

(

ℓ
⊕

i=1

S[−di]

)

→ D(A1,2) → 0.

(3) D(A ) + ker ρ21 ( D(A1), D(A ) + ker ρ12 = D(A2) and |DS(A1,2) | = ℓ+ 1.

Since A1 is SPOG and D(A1) is generated by {θℓ,1, θ1, . . . , θℓ}, we may assume that

α1θℓ,1 +

ℓ
∑

i=1

fiθi = 0.

By Proposition 3.7 (1), we have c1 < c2 = deg θℓ. Thus, fℓ = 0, and we obtain a relation

(α1, 0, f1, . . . , fℓ−1)
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between {θℓ,1, ϕ2, θ1, . . . , θℓ−1}, the minimal generating set of D(A1,2).

If additional relations are present, denoted as (p, q, p1, . . . , pℓ−1), the corresponding equa-
tion is expressed as follows:

pθℓ,1 + qϕ2 +

ℓ−1
∑

i=1

piθi = 0.

Note that θℓ,1 is S-dependent with θ1, . . . , θℓ−1 by fℓ = 0. By rearranging, we get:

−qϕ2 = pθℓ,1 +

ℓ−1
∑

i=1

piθi,

which implies that qϕ2 is S-dependent with θ1, . . . , θℓ−1. However, considering qα2θℓ,2 =
qα2α1ϕ2 ∈ Sθ1 + · · · + Sθℓ−1 + qK∗α1θℓ, we deduce that q = 0. This gives a relation
between the generators for the SPOG arrangement A1. Hence, we can conclude that
{θℓ,1, ϕ2, θ1, . . . , θℓ−1} has a unique relation (α1, 0, f1, . . . , fℓ−1). Thus, D(A1,2) has a min-
imal free resolution of the following form:

0 → S[−c1 − 1]
(α1,0,f1,...,fℓ−1)
−−−−−−−−−→ S[−c1]⊕ S[−c2 + 1]⊕

(

ℓ−1
⊕

i=1

S[−di]

)

→ D(A1,2) → 0.

Moreover, based on the definition of SPOG, we deduce that A1,2 is SPOG.

(4) D(A ) + ker ρ12 ( D(A2).

Note that {θℓ,1, θℓ,2, θ1, . . . , θℓ} is a minimal generator set for D(A1,2). Since θℓ,j , where
j = 1, 2, is a level element for D(Aj), we can assume that

α1θℓ,1 +
ℓ
∑

i=1

fiθi = 0,

α2θℓ,2 +
ℓ
∑

i=1

giθi = 0.

In other words, there are two relations

(α1, 0, f1, . . . , fℓ) (3.7)

(0, α2, g1, . . . , gℓ) (3.8)

between {θℓ,1, θℓ,2, θ1, . . . , θℓ}. If there exist additional relations, denoted as (p, q, p1, . . . , pℓ),
the implication is as follows:

pθℓ,1 + qθℓ,2 +
ℓ
∑

i=1

piθi = 0.

This implies that qθℓ,2 ∈ D(A1). Consequently, qθℓ,2(α2) ∈ Sα2. Considering that θℓ,2
is a level element for D(A2), it follows that θℓ,2(α2) /∈ Sα2. As a result, we conclude
that α2|q. According to Relation (3.8), we have qθℓ,2 ∈ D(A ). This observation suggests
that this relation establishes a connection among {θℓ,1, θ1, . . . , θℓ}. Given that Relations
(3.7) and (3.8) uniquely characterize the relationship between sets {θℓ,1, θ1, . . . , θℓ} and
{θℓ,2, θ1, . . . , θℓ}, respectively, and taking into account the S-independence of θ1, . . . , θℓ,
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we can deduce that Relation (p, q, p1, . . . , pℓ) can be represented by Relations (3.7) and
(3.8). That Relations (3.7) and (3.8) are S-independent is clear since α1, α2 6= 0.

Thus D(A1,2) has a minimal free resolution of the following forms:

0 → S[−c1 − 1]⊕ S[−c2 − 1]

(α1, 0, f1, . . . , fℓ)
(0, α2, g1, . . . , gℓ)

−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→

S[−c1]⊕ S[−c2]⊕

(

ℓ
⊕

i=1

S[−di]

)

→ D(A1,2) → 0.

Theorem 3.9. Let B in Definition 2.9 be defined as A1,2. Assume that |DS(A1,2) | > ℓ+2
with DS(A1,2) = (d1, . . . , dℓ, c1, . . . , cr). Then, the following statements hold:

(1) We have
⊕r

j=1 S[−cj − 1] (M1, and there exist hij , hj ∈ S with hj 6= 0 such that

R1(1) = (h11, . . . , hℓ1, α1, 0, . . . , 0),

R1(2) = (h12, . . . , hℓ2, 0, α2, 0 . . . , 0),

R1(j) = (h1j , . . . , hℓj , hj, 0, . . . , 0, α2, 0, . . . , 0),

where R1(j) denotes the j-th row of R1, and R1(j)(ℓ+ j) = α2 for j = 3, . . . , r.

(2) We write

R1 = (ψ1, . . . , ψr, φ1, . . . , φt)
T ,

M1 =

(

r
⊕

j=1

S[−ci − 1]

)

⊕

(

t
⊕

i=1

S[−ei]

)

with some t > 0. Here, ψj corresponds to R1(j) as defined in (1), where j = 1, · · · , r.

Then,
⊕t

i=1 S[−ei − 1] ⊂ M2. In particular, M2 6= 0. Moreover, R2(i) has the form
(f1i, . . . , fri, 0, . . . , 0, α2, 0, . . . , 0), where fji ∈ S and R2(i)(r + i) = α2 for i = 1, . . . , t.
When

⊕t
i=1 S[−ei − 1] =M2, we have t = r − 2 and M3 = 0.

Proof. (1) By Proposition 3.7, we may assume that the minimal generator set of D(A1,2) is
T = {θi, ϕj | deg θi = di, degϕj = cj, i = 1, . . . , ℓ, j = 1, . . . , r}. Here {θi | i = 1, . . . , ℓ}
forms a basis for D(A ), and ϕ1 and ϕ2 represent the level elements of D(A1) and D(A2),
respectively. By Proposition 3.7, it holds that ci ≥ c2 for i > 2, and

M0 =

(

ℓ
⊕

i=1

S[−di]

)

⊕

(

r
⊕

j=1

S[−ci]

)

.

Note that α1ϕ1, α2ϕ2 ∈ D(A ) and α2ϕj ∈ D(A1) \D(A ) for j > 2. Hence we have the
following relations:

ψ1 := (h11, . . . , hℓ1, α1, 0, . . . , 0),

ψ2 := (h12, . . . , hℓ2, 0, α2, 0 . . . , 0),

ψj := (h1j , . . . , hℓj, hj , 0, . . . , 0, α2, 0, . . . , 0),

where hj 6= 0 and α2 = ψj(ℓ+ j).
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Suppose there exists a j0 ∈ {1, . . . , r} such that ψj0 is not K-spanned by {R1(i)}i. In this
scenario, we can assume the existence of relations R1(1), . . . , R1(w) ∈ R1 such that ψj0 =
∑w

i=1 piR1(i), where pi ∈ S≥1. It’s noteworthy that pi and R1(i)(j), where i = 1, . . . , w
and j = 1, . . . , ℓ+ r, are homogeneous polynomials in S≥1.

If j0 = 1, this implies that

α1 = ψ1(ℓ+ 1) =
w
∑

i=1

piR1(i)(ℓ+ 1) ∈ S≥2,

leading to a contradiction. Hence, we deduce that j0 > 1. Further, examining the
expression

α2 = ψj0(ℓ+ j0) =

w
∑

i=1

piR1(i)(ℓ+ j0) ∈ S≥2,

we again arrive at a contradiction. Consequently, we have that R1(1) = ψ1, . . . , R1(r) =
ψr and

⊕r
j=1 S[−ci − 1] ⊂M1.

Assume
⊕r

j=1 S[−ci − 1] = M1. Observe that ψ1(ℓ + 1, . . . , ℓ + r), . . . , ψr(ℓ + 1, . . . , ℓ +
r) form a lower triangular matrix. It is evident that the relations ψ1, . . . , ψr are S-
independent over S. As a consequence, we deduce thatM2 = 0. By referencing Theorem 2.11,
we can deduce that |A1,2| = (

∑ℓ
i=1 di+

∑r
j=1 cj)− (

∑r
j=1(cj +1)) =

∑ℓ
i=1 di− r. Consid-

ering |A1,2| = |A | − 2 =
∑ℓ

i=1 di − 2, it follows that r = 2, contradicting the assumption
|DS(A1,2) | = ℓ+ r > ℓ+ 2. Hence, we conclude that

⊕r
j=1 S[−ci − 1] (M1.

(2) We can assume that φi = (u1i, . . . , uℓi, v1i, . . . , vri). We set φ as follows:

φ =α2φi − (v2iψ2 + · · ·+ vriψr)

=(α2u1i +

r
∑

j=2

vjih1j , . . . , α2uℓi +

r
∑

j=2

vjihℓj , α2v1i +

r
∑

j=3

vjihj, 0, . . . , 0).

If φ = 0, let f1i = 0 and fji = −vji for j = 2, . . . , r. Then we have

Rφi
= (f1i, . . . , fri, 0, . . . , 0, α2, 0, . . . , 0)

which represents a relation among the relations R1(1), . . . , R1(r+t), where α2 = Rφi
(r+i).

Otherwise, φ forms a relation among θ1, . . . , θℓ, ϕ1. Since A1 is SPOG, ψ1 is the unique
relation among θ1, . . . , θℓ, ϕ1. Hence, we deduce the existence of some v ∈ S such that
φ− vψ1 = 0. Let f1i = −v and fji = −vji for j = 2, . . . , r. It follows that

Rφi
= (f1i, . . . , fri, 0, . . . , 0, α2, 0, . . . , 0)

represents a relation among the relations R1(1), . . . , R1(r + t), where α2 = Rφi
(r + i).

If there exists an i0 ∈ {1, . . . , t} such that Rφi0
is not K-spanned by {R2(i)}i, we can

assume the existence of relations R2(1), . . . , R2(w) such that Rφi0
=
∑w

i=1 piR2(i), where
pi ∈ S≥1. It’s worth noting that pi and R2(i)(j), where i = 1, . . . , w and j = 1, . . . , r + t,
are homogeneous polynomials in S≥1. This implies that

α2 = Rφi0
(r + i0) =

w
∑

i=1

piR2(i)(r + i0) ∈ S≥2,

leading to a contradiction. Consequently, this reasoning implies thatR2(1) = Rφ1
, . . . , R2(t) =

Rφt
and

⊕t
j=1 S[−ei − 1] ⊂M2.
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Assume M2 =
⊕t

i=1 S[−ei − 1]. Observe that Rφ1
(r+1, . . . , r+ t), . . . , Rφt

(r+1, . . . , r+
t) form a lower triangular matrix, it is evident that the relations Rφ1

, . . . , Rφt
are S-

independent. As a consequence, we deduce that M3 = 0. Since (
∑ℓ

i=1 di +
∑r

j=1 cj) −

(
∑r

j=1(cj+1)+
∑t

i=1 ei)+(
∑t

i=1(ei+1)) = |A1,2| by Theorem 2.11, it follows that r−t = 2.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. By Theorems 1.4, 3.8 and 3.9, the conclusion follows immediately.

We would like to show some examples1.

Example 3.10. Let ℓ = 4 and

Q(A ) =x1x2x3x4(x1 − x2)(x1 − x3)(x1 − x4)(x2 − x3)(x2 − x4)

(x3 − x4)(x2 − x3 + x4)(x1 − x2 + x3 − x4).

Then, A is free with exp(A ) = (1, 3, 4, 4). The order of Hi ∈ A is consistent with its order of
appearance in the polynomial.

By computer, A1 and A2 both are SPOG with level 4, and A8 and A10 both are SPOG with
level 5. Moreover, we have:

(1) DS(A1,2) = (1, 3, 3, 4, 4). The minimal free resolution of D(A1,2) has the following forms:

0 → S[−5] → S[−4]2 ⊕ S[−3]2 ⊕ S[−1] → D(A1,2) → 0.

(2) DS(A2,10) = (1, 3, 4, 4, 4, 4). The minimal free resolution of D(A2,10) has the following
forms:

0 → S[−5]2 → S[−4]4 ⊕ S[−3]⊕ S[−1] → D(A2,10) → 0.

(3) DS(A1,8) = (1, 3, 4, 4, 4, 5). The minimal free resolution of D(A1,8) has the following
forms:

0 → S[−6]⊕ S[−5] → S[−5]⊕ S[−4]3 ⊕ S[−3]⊕ S[−1] → D(A1,8) → 0.

Example 3.11. Let ℓ = 4 and

Q(A ) =x1x2x3x4(x1 − x2)(x1 − x3)(x2 − x3)(x3 − x4)

(x2 − x3 + x4)(x1 − x2 + x3 − x4).

Then, A is free with exp(A ) = (1, 3, 3, 3). The order of Hi ∈ A is consistent with its order of
appearance in the polynomial.

Note that A 2 is not free, serving as a counter-example to Orlik’s Conjecture. This can be
found in [5] or [8] by performing a coordinate change.

By computation, A1,A2, and A3 are SPOG with level 3, and |DS(A2,j) | = 5 < ℓ + 2 for
any Hj ∈ A2. Additionally, for A 1 and A 3 are free, we found that |DS(A1,3) | = 7 > ℓ + 2.
The minimal free resolution of D(A1,3) has the following form:

0 → S[−5] → S[−4]4 → S[−3]6 ⊕ S[−1] → D(A1,3) → 0.

Remark 3.12. The counterexample to Orlik’s conjecture mentioned above corresponds to the
situation |D(A1,2)| > ℓ + 2. However, every NT-free-2 arrangement of Edelman and Reiner’s
counterexample, with dimension ℓ = 5, contains at most 7 = ℓ+ 2 minimal generators.

1We have written a program and used it to compute examples.
You can find the code at https://github.com/jcwjmz/LogarithmicDerivationModule.git
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Applying our theorem allows us to recover the result in [3] and verify a part of Conjecture
4.4 from [1].

Corollary 3.13. [3] If A and A1,2 are both free, then at least one of A1 and A2 is free.

Proof. This is Theorem 1.2 in [3]. Moreover, in this paper, we can readily arrive at the same
conclusion through Proposition 3.7.

Corollary 3.14. If A1,2 is SPOG, then c2 = dj for some j ∈ {2, . . . , l}.

Proof. By referring to Theorem 3.8, we establish its validity for Case (3) in Theorem 3.8, fo-
cusing solely on Theorem 3.8 (1).

Assuming POexp(A1,2) = (1, p2, . . . , pℓ), Proposition 2.12 implies
∑ℓ

i=2 pi = |A1,2|. Ex-
amining Theorem 3.8 (1), we find DS(A1,2) = (1, d2, . . . , dℓ, c2 − 1). It’s noteworthy that

1 +
∑ℓ

i=2 di = |A | and POexp(A1,2) ⊂ DS(A1,2). This implies the existence of a dj such

that
∑ℓ

i=2 di + (c2 − 1)− dj = |A1,2|. Consequently, we deduce that c2 = dj.

4 Three Dimensional Case

In this section, we will persist in employing the notation introduced at the outset of the pre-
ceding section. Furthermore, we fix the parameter ℓ to be 3.

If |AH1∩H2
| > 2, there exists a plane H ∈ AH1∩H2

that is distinct from both H1 and H2. We
can assume that H = ker x2, H1 = ker x1, and H2 = ker(x1 − x2).

Proposition 4.1. If |AH1∩H2
| > 2, then for any basis θ2, θ3 for DH(A ), there exist a level

element θ3,i for D(Ai) such that

x1θ3,1 = f2θ2 + f3θ3, f2, f3 ∈ K[x2, x3], (4.1)

(x1 − x2)θ3,2 = g2θ2 + g3θ3, g2, g3 ∈ K[x2, x3]. (4.2)

Proof. Suppose that θ′3,i ∈ DH(Ai) is a level element for D(Ai), where i = 1, 2. Using
Theorem 1.4, we may assume that:

x1θ
′
3,1 = f ′

2θ2 + f ′
3θ3, (4.3)

(x1 − x2)θ
′
3,2 = g′2θ2 + g′3θ3, (4.4)

Since f ′
i and g

′
i are homogeneous polynomial in S = K[x1, x2, x3], we may assume that:

f ′
i = x1f

′′
i + fi, i = 2, 3, fi ∈ K[x2, x3],

g′i = (x1 − x2)g
′′
i + gi, i = 2, 3, gi ∈ K[x2, x3].

Let θ3,1 = θ′3,1− f ′′
2 θ2− f ′′

3 θ3. Considering that θ3,1 /∈ D(A ) and deg θ3,1 = deg θ′3,1, it is evident
that θ3,1 qualifies as a level element for D(A1). By substituting θ3,1 into Equation (4.3), we
obtain Equation (4.1). A parallel application yields Equation (4.2).

Lemma 4.2. Consider the scenario where |AH1∩H2
| > 2, and let θ2, θ3 form a basis for

DH(A ). Assuming that θ3,1 and θ3,2 are the level elements for D(A1) and D(A2), respectively,
satisfying Proposition 4.1. If

{

f2 = x2f
′
2 + kxr3, k ∈ K∗, r ∈ Z+, f ′

2 ∈ K[x2, x3],

g2 = x2g
′
2 + k′xr

′

3 , k′ ∈ K∗, r′ ∈ Z+, g′2 ∈ K[x2, x3],

{

f3 = x2f
′
3, f

′
3 ∈ K[x2, x3],

g3 = x2g
′
3, g

′
3 ∈ K[x2, x3],

then
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(1) c1 = c2 if and only if D(A1) = D(A ) + ker ρ21. In this case, c1 = c2 = max{d1, d2, d3} if
and only if A1,2 is SPOG.

(2) c1 < c2 if and only if D(A1) ( D(A ) + ker ρ21 and D(A2) = D(A ) + ker ρ12.

Proof. Since deg θ3,1 = c1 ≤ deg θ3,2 = c2, we have r′ ≥ r. Assuming that h = k′

k
xr

′−r
3 , then we

may get that:

x1(θ3,2 − hθ3,1) = x1θ3,2 − hx1θ3,1

= (x1 − x2)θ3,2 + x2θ3,2 − hx1θ3,1

= (g2θ2 + g3θ3) + x2θ3,2 − h(f2θ2 + f3θ3)

= (g2 − hf2)θ2 + (g3 − hf3)θ3 + x2θ3,2

= x2(g
′
2 − hf ′

2)θ2 + x2(g
′
3 − hf ′

3)θ3 + x2θ3,2.

Consequently, x1(θ3,2 − hθ3,1) ∈ x2D(A2), implying θ3,2 − hθ3,1 ∈ x2D(A1,2). We may assume
that:

θ3,2 − hθ3,1 = x2ϕ, where ϕ ∈ D(A1,2).

This leads to:

θ3,2 − x1ϕ = hθ3,1 − (x1 − x2)ϕ. (4.5)

Since the left side belongs to D(A2), and the right side belongs to D(A1), this implies that
θ3,2 − x1ϕ ∈ D(A ). Note that θ3,2 is a level element for D(A2). They imply that x1ϕ is a level
element for D(A2). By Lemma 3.3, we know that D(A2) = D(A ) + ker ρ12.

Now, let’s organize the proof on a case-by-case basis.

(1) If D(A1) = D(A ) + ker ρ21, by Proposition 3.7 (2), we have c1 = c2. Conversely, we get
h ∈ K∗. Let h = 1. By Equation (4.5), this implies that θ3,1 − (x1 − x2)ϕ ∈ D(A ). Note
that θ3,1 is a level element for D(A1). They imply that (x1 − x2)ϕ is a level element for
D(A1). By Lemma 3.3, leading to the deduction that D(A1) = D(A ) + ker ρ21.

If c1 = c2 = max{d1, d2, d3}, then by Theorem 3.8 (1) and the definition of an SPOG
arrangement, we have that A1,2 is SPOG with level max{d1, d2, d3}. Furthermore, if
A1,2 is SPOG, by employing Corollary 3.14 and Theorem 1.4, it follows that c1 = c2 =
max{d1, d2, d3}.

(2) Given that c1 < c2, by Proposition 3.7 (2), we establish that D(A1) ( D(A ) + ker ρ21.

If D(A1) ( D(A ) + ker ρ21 and D(A2) = D(A ) + ker ρ12 with c1 = c2, referring to the
previous case, we encounter a contradiction.

Now, we are going to prove Theorem 1.8.

Proof. Let |AH1∩H2
| > 2. Recall S = K[x1, x2, x3] and exp(A ) = (1, d2, d3). We may assume

that S ′ = K[x1, x3]. Since A
H
1 = A

H
2 = A

H = C , we may let the Ziegler restriction of A ,A1

and A2 on H be (C , m0), (C , m1) and (C , m2), respectively. Note that H1∩H = H2∩H . Thus
(C , m1) = (C , m2).

Since A is free, by Theorem 2.7, we may get that (C , m0) is free with exp(C , m0) =
(d2, d3). Note that we do not differentiate between d2 and d3. Since |m0| = |m1| + 1 and
m0(L) ≥ m1(L) for any L ∈ C , by Lemma 2.8, we may assume that (C , m1) is free with
exp(C , m1) = (d2− 1, d3). Moreover, there exist a basis ϕ1, ϕ2 for D(C , m1) such that x1ϕ1, ϕ2

forms a basis for D(C , m0). Let us look at the following exact sequences:
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0 DH(A ) DH(A ) D(C , m0),
·x2 π

0 DH(Ai) DH(Ai) D(C , m1),
·x2 πi

where i = 1, 2.
By Theorem 2.7, there exist a basis θ1, θ2 forDH(A ) such that π(θ1) = x1ϕ1 and π(θ2) = ϕ2.
Using Proposition 4.1, we may assume that θ3,i is a level element for D(Ai) such that

x1θ3,1 = f1θ1 + f2θ2, f1, f2 ∈ K[x2, x3]. (4.6)

(x1 − x2)θ3,2 = g1θ1 + g2θ2, g1, g2 ∈ K[x2, x3]. (4.7)

Thus

π(x1θ3,1) = f1x1ϕ1 + f2ϕ2 = x1π1(θ3,1)

π((x1 − x2)θ3,2) = g1x1ϕ+ g2ϕ2 = x1π2(θ3,2)

Note that πi(θ3,i) ∈ D(C , m1) = S ′ϕ1+S ′ϕ2. Thus f2, g2 ∈ x1S
′. Recall that fj, gj ∈ K[x2, x3],

where j = 1, 2, thus f2 = g2 = 0, i.e., f2, g2 ∈ x2K[x2, x3].
By the definition and θ3,1 ∈ DH(A1), we have π1(θ3,1) = ρ21(θ3,1). By Lemma 3.3, we

have ρ21(θ3,1) 6= 0. This implies that f1 6= 0. Since f1 ∈ K[x2, x3], we may get that f1 ∈
K[x2, x3] \ x2K[x2, x3]. Similarly, we have g1 ∈ K[x2, x3] \ x2K[x2, x3]. Thus we may assume
that

f1 = x2f
′
1 + kxr3, f2 = x2f

′
2.

g1 = x2g
′
1 + k′xr

′

3 , g2 = x2g
′
2.

where f ′
i , g

′
i ∈ K[x2, x3], r, r

′ ∈ Z+ and k, k′ ∈ K∗. Note that we assumed |AH1∩H2
| > 2. By

Lemma 4.2, c1 = c2 if and only if D(A1) = D(A ) + ker ρ21. By Lemma 4.2, if c1 < c2, then
D(A1) ( D(A ) + ker ρ21 and D(A2) = D(A ) + ker ρ12. In this case, if |DS(A1,2) | = ℓ + 1,
by Proposition 3.7 (1), it is evident that c1 < c2 = d2 or d3. By Theorem 1.4, we have
max{d2, d3} ≤ c1, which is a contradiction. Thus, if c1 < c2 we have |DS(A1,2) | = ℓ+ 2.

As a conclusion, |AH1∩H2
| > 2 if and only if either D(A1) = D(A ) + ker ρ21 and c1 = c2, or

|DS(A1,2) | = ℓ+ 2 and c1 < c2.
By Proposition 3.7, we have |DS(A1,2) | ≤ ℓ+2 when ℓ = 3. Combining with Theorem 3.8,

we successfully conclude the proof of the theorem. The moreover part in Theorem 1.8 (2.1) is
from Lemma 4.2 (1).

Remark 4.3. As demonstrated in Theorem 1.8 (2.1), it is evident that A1,2 is not neces-
sarily SPOG.

Now we would like to provide some examples to apply Theorem 1.8.

Example 4.4. Let

Q(A ) = x1x2x3(x1 − x2)(x1 − x3)(x2 − x3)(x1 + x2 − x3).

Then, A is free with exp(A ) = (1, 3, 3). See Figure 2.
By Theorem 1.4, it follows that A2 and A5 both are plus-one generated with exponents

(1, 3, 3) and level 3. By Theorem 1.8, we have A2,5 is plus-one generated with POexp(A2,5) =
(1, 2, 3) and level 3.
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H2 : x2 = 0

H1 : x1 = 0

H3 : x3 = 0

H5 : x1 − x3 = 0

H7 : x2 − x3 = 0

H6 : x2 − x1 = 0

H4 : x2 + x1 − x3 = 0

Figure 2: Free arrangement A in P2

H2 : x1 = 0

H1 : x3 = 0

H3 : x2 = 0

H4 : x3 + x1 = 0

H5 : x1 + x2 = 0

H6 : x1 − x2 = 0

H7 : x3 + x2 = 0

H8 : x3 − x1 = 0

H9 : x3 + x1 + x2 = 0

H10 : x3 + x1 − 2x2 = 0

H11 : x3 + x1 + 2x2 = 0

Figure 3: Free arrangement A in P2
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Example 4.5. Let

Q(A ) =x1x2x3(x1 + x2)(x1 − x2)(x1 + x3)(x1 − x3)(x2 + x3)

(x1 + x2 + x3)(x1 + 2x2 + x3)(x1 − 2x2 + x3).

Then, A is free with exp(A ) = (1, 5, 5). See Figure 3.
By Theorem 1.4, it is easy to see that A1, A6 and A10 are free with exponent (1, 4, 5), A3

and A4 are SPOG with POexp(A3) = POexp(A4) = (1, 5, 5) and level 6, and the remaining
Aj are all SPOG with POexp(Aj) = (1, 5, 5) and level 5. By Theorem 1.8, this implies the
following results:

(1) Note that A2 and A11 are not free, and |AH2∩H11
| = 2, we may get that DS(A2,11) =

(1, 5, 5, 5, 5), and the minimal free resolution of D(A2,11) has the following forms:

0 → S[−6]2 → S[−5]4 ⊕ S[−1] → D(A2,11) → 0.

(2) Note that A3 and A4 are SPOG with level 6, and |AH3∩H4
| > 2, we may get that D(A3,4)

is not SPOG, DS(A3,4) = (1, 5, 5, 5), and the minimal free resolution of D(A3,4) has the
following forms:

0 → S[−7] → S[−5]3 ⊕ S[−1] → D(A3,4) → 0.

(3) Note that A5 and A7 are SPOG with level 5, and |AH5∩H7
| > 2, we may get that A5,7 is

SPOG with POexp(A5,7) = (1, 4, 5) and level 5.

(4) Note that A3 is SPOG with level 6 and A5 is SPOG with level 5, and |AH3∩H5
| > 2, we

may get that DS(A3,5) = (1, 5, 5, 5, 5), and the minimal free resolution of D(A3,5) has the
following forms:

0 → S[−6]2 → S[−5]4 ⊕ S[−1] → D(A3,5) → 0.

Theorem 1.4 by Abe shows that NT-free-1 arrangements that are non-free are SPOG. It is
known that the converse does not hold in general [6, 13]. Using our result, we give such an
example. First, recall the following result:

Proposition 4.6 (Theorem 6.2 of [1]). Let C be SPOG with a minimal set of homogeneous
generators {γ1, . . . , γℓ, ϕ} for D(C ), where ϕ is a level element with a level coefficient α. Sup-
pose there exists a free addition B = C ∪{H} of C . If degϕ > deg γi for any i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ},
then H = kerα.

The following is a SPOG arrangement that does not admit a free addition.

Example 4.7. Let

Q(A ) = x1x2x3(x1 − x2)(x1 + x2)(x1 + 2x2)(2x1 + x2)(3x1 + x2)(x2 + x3)(3x1 + x2 + x3),

and let H1 = {x1 = 0} and H2 = {x2 = 0}. By computer, A is free with exp(A ) = (1, 3, 6).
We may assume that {θ1, θ2, θ3} is a basis for D(A ). By Theorem 1.8, A1,2 is SPOG with
POexp(A1,2) = (d1 = 1, d2 = 3, c1 − 1 = 5) with level d3 = 6. By Proposition 3.7, we have a
minimal generator set for D(A1,2) as {θ1, θ2, θ3, ϕ}, where α2ϕ is a level element for D(A1).
Note that θ3 is the level element of A1,2 with the level coefficient α = x2+x3. Since kerα ∈ A1,2,
by Proposition 4.6, it follows that A1,2 does not admit free addition.
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Example 4.8. We give two arrangements B and C such that L(B) ∼= L(C ) but DS(B) 6=
DS(C ). Their defining polynomials are

QB = x1x2x3(x2 − 3x3)(x2 + 3x3)(x1 − x3)(x1 + x3)(x1 + x2)(x1 + x2 − 3x3)(x1 + x2 + 3x3)

QC = x1x2x3(x2 − 3x3)(x2 + 3x3)(x1 − x3)(x1 + x3)(x1 + x2)(x1 + x2 − 4x3)(x1 + x2 + 3x3).

Their derivation degree sequences are

DS(B) = (1, 5, 6, 6)

DS(C ) = (1, 6, 6, 6, 6, 6).

This example shows the intricate nature of the derivation degree sequence that depends not only
on the combinatorics but also on the geometry of the arrangement.
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