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Abstract

There are two restriction maps of the logarithmic modules of plane
arrangements in a three dimensional vector space. One is the Euler re-
striction and the other is the Ziegler restriction. The dimension of the
cokernel of the Ziegler restriction map of logarithmic derivation mod-
ules has been well-studied for the freeness of hyperplane arrangements
after Yoshinaga’s celebrated criterion for freeness, which connects the
second Betti number and the splitting type (exponents). However,
though the Euler restriction has a longer history than the Ziegler re-
striction, the cokernel and its dimension of the Euler restriction have
not been studied at all.

The aim of this article is to study the cokernel and dimension of the
Euler restriction maps in terms of combinatorics, more explicitly, the
characteristic polynomial. We give an upper bound of that cokernel,
and show the formula for that if the arrangement is free.

1 Main theorem

Let K be a field and A be a central arrangement in K3 = V , i.e., a finite
set of linear planes in V . Let S = Sym(V ∗) = K[x1, x2, x3] and let DerS :=
⊕3

i=1S∂xi
. Fixing the defining linear form αH ∈ V ∗ for each H ∈ A, we can

define the logarithmic derivation module D(A) of A by

D(A) := {θ ∈ DerS | θ(αH) ∈ SαH (∀H ∈ A)}.

Geometrically D(A) consists of polynomial vector fields of V which are tan-
gent to A. D(A) is an S-graded module of rank three over S and is known to
be reflexive. Since dimV = 3, in this case D(A) is locally free, in particular,
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D̃(A) is a vector bundle over Proj(S) = P2. When A 6= ∅, then there is the
Euler derivation θE =

∑3
i=1 xi∂xi

such that

D(A) = SθE ⊕DH(A),

where
DH(A) := {θ ∈ D(A) | θ(αH) = 0}

for each H ∈ A. Thus DH(A) ≃ D(A)/SθE ≃ DL(A) for any H,L ∈ A. In
general, D(A) is not free. Thus we say that A is free with exp(A) = (1, a, b)
if

D(A) ≃ S[−1]⊕ S[−a]⊕ S[−b],

or equivalently,
DH(A) ≃ S[−a]⊕ S[−b].

Here the degree 1-part in the above corresponds to the free submodule SθE
of D(A).

Let us define combinatorial invariants of A. The intersection lattice

L(A) of A is defined by

L(A) := {∩H∈BH | B ⊂ A}.

L(A) knows how planes in A intersect, so we regard L(A) as combinatorial
data of A. We can define the Möbius function µ : L(A) → Z defined
by µ(V ) = 1 and by µ(X) = −

∑

X(Y ∈L(A) µ(Y ) for X 6= V . Then the

characteristic polynomial χ(A; t) of A is defined by

χ(A; t) :=
∑

X∈L(A)

µ(X)tdimX .

When A 6= ∅, it is known that χ(A; t) is divisible by t− 1. So

χ0(A; t) := χ(A; t)/(t− 1) = t2 − b01t+ b02

is defined, and called the reduced characteristic polynomial of A. Both
are the most important combinatorial invariants of A. Note that it is easy
to show by the definition of µ that

b01 = |A| − 1

and the coefficient of t2 in χ(A; t) is −|A|.
For each H ∈ A, we can define two restrictions of A and D(A). The first

one is the Euler restriction AH := {L ∩ H | L ∈ A \ {H}}. Then in the
same way we can define its logarithmic derivation module D(AH), that is a
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module graded by S/SαH . Since D(AH) is reflexive too and it contains θE ,
we know that AH is free with exp(AH) = (1, |AH|−1). AH does not contain
any information of multiplicity, so we can define the other restriction called
the Ziegler restriction (AH, mH), where mH : AH → Z>0 is defined by

mH(X) := |{L ∈ A \ {H} | L ∩H = X}|

for each X ∈ AH . Then for S := S/SαH , we can define

D(AH , mH) := {θ ∈ DerS | θ(αX) ∈ Sα
mH (X)
X (∀X ∈ AH)}.

Also for θ ∈ D(A) the Euler restriction map ρH : D(A) → D(AH) is
defined by

ρH(θ)(f) := θ(f)

for f ∈ S. Regarding DH(A) as a submodule of D(A) by the above de-
composition, the Ziegler restriction map πH : DH(A) → D(AH, mH) is
defined by πH := ρH |DH(A). Then we have the Euler exact sequence

0 → D(A \ {H})
·αH→ D(A)

ρH

→ D(AH)

and the Ziegler exact sequence

0 → DH(A)
·αH→ DH(A)

πH

→ D(AH, mH).

See [6] and [11] for details.
Since D(AH , mH) is reflexive over S which is a coordinate ring of a two-

dimensional vector space H , it is free. However, contrary to D(AH), it is
hard to determine exp(AH , mH). This difficulty is similar to determine the
splitting type of a rank two vector bundle over P2. These two restriction
maps have played essential roles in the research of freeness. In particular,
in [10] Yoshinaga gave a criterion for freeness of 3-arrangements by using
Ziegler restriction. Namely, first, he computed the dimension of the cokernel
of the Ziegler restriction map πH : DH(A) → D(AH , mH). It was known that
πH is surjective if and only if A is free by Ziegler in [11]. Yoshinaga made
this into numerical setup, i.e., if exp(AH , mH) = (d1, d2), then

dim coker πH = χ0(A; 0)− d1d2

and it is zero if and only if A is free with exp(A) = (1, d1, d2). Also, the
fact that dim coker πH < ∞ is frequently used and we obtain a lot of related
results on freeness, combinatorics and geometry of hyperplane arrangements.
Based on these developments, it is natural to ask the following first question
in this article:
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Problem 1.1. Can we compute the dimension of the cokernel of the Euler
restriction map

ρH : D(A) → D(AH)

or not? Is it of the finite dimensional at all?

No one has considered this problem though ρH was discovered and used
far before πH . This is the first problem we want to solve. On the other hand
we consider a different problem from it, which seems rather combinatorial.

In [1], it was proved that

χ0(A; |AH| − 1) ≥ 0

for any H ∈ A. Since χ0(A; t) is combinatorially determined and is a polyno-
mial with integer coefficients, χ0(A; |AH|−1) is a combinatorially determined
nonnegative integer. Then from the point of combinatorics, it is natural to
ask whether there is some geometric or algebraic invariants that can be ex-
pressed by this integer. Let us give a name to it as follows:

Definition 1.2. For H ∈ A, the combinatorial invariant χ0(A; |AH| − 1) is
denoted by LP (A, H), called the line-point invariant or LP-invariant,
which is a nonnegative integer, see Theorem 2.3.

So our next problem is as follows:

Problem 1.3. What is a combinatorial, algebraic or geometric meaning of
LP (A, H)?

Our main result in this article surprisingly answers these two, completely
different problems at once as follows:

Theorem 1.4. (1) It holds that

dim coker ρH ≤ χ0(A; |AH| − 1) = LP (A;H),

and

(2)
dim coker ρH = LP (A;H)

if A is free with exp(A) = (1, a, b). Explicitly,

Hilb(coker ρH ; x) = x|AH |−11− xa−|AH |+1

1− x

1− xb−|AH |+1

1− x
.
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Thus the LP-invariant describes the upper bound of the dimension of the
cokernel of the Euler restriction map, and it attains the upper bound when
A is free. Hence Theorem 1.4 (1) gives a sharp upper bound.

The organization of this article is as follows. After introducing basic
results used for the proof of main results in §2, we prove Theorem 1.4 in §3.
§4 is devoted to understand Yoshinaga’s criterion in terms of χ0(A;n) for
some integer n, and give applications of Theorem 1.4.

Acknowledgements. The authors are grateful to Shizuo Kaji for his com-
ment to Example 4.5. The first author is partially supported by JSPS KAK-
ENHI Grant Numbers JP23K17298 and JP23K20788. The second author is
partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP24K06656.

2 Preliminaries

In this section let us recall fundamental results on algebra and combinatorics
for hyperplane arrangements to prove Theorem 1.4. For the rest of this

paper, A is an arrangement in K3 unless otherwise specified. First
let us recall the famous Saito’s freeness criterion.

Theorem 2.1 (Saito’s criterion, [7]). Let H ∈ A, Q(A) :=
∏

H∈A αH and

Q(AH , mH) :=
∏

X∈AH α
mH (X)
X .

(1) The homogeneous derivations θ1 := θE , θ2, θ3 ∈ D(A) form a basis for
D(A) if and only if det(θi(xj)) = cQ(A) up to nozero scalar c ∈ K. In
particular,

∑3
i=1 deg θi = |A|.

(2) Let H ∈ A. Then the derivations θ2, θ3 ∈ D(AH , mH) form a basis
for D(AH, mH) if and only if det(θi(xj)) = cQ(AH , mH) up to nozero
scalar c ∈ K. In particular,

∑3
i=2 deg θi = |m| =:

∑

X∈AH mH(X) =
|A| − 1.

Theorem 2.2 (Terao’s factorization, [9], Main Theorem). If A is free with
exp(A) = (1, a, b), then

χ(A; t) = (t− 1)(t− a)(t− b).

Theorem 2.3 ([1], Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2). Assume that χ0(A; t)
has two real roots α ≤ β and H ∈ A. Then |AH| − 1 ≤ α or |AH| − 1 = β.
Moreover, A is free if α = |AH| − 1 or β = |AH | − 1.

5



Theorem 2.4 ([11]). Assume that A is free with exp(A) = (1, a, b). Then
the Ziegler restriction map πH : DH(A) → D(AH, mH) is surjective. In
particular, (AH , mH) is free with exp(AH , mH) = (a, b).

Theorem 2.5 (Yoshinaga’s criterion, [10], Theorem 3.2).

dim coker πH = χ0(A; 0)− d1d2,

where exp(AH , mH) = (d1, d2). Moreover, A is free with exp(A) = (1, d1, d2)
if and only if χ0(A; 0) = d1d2.

Theorem 2.6 (Free surjection theorem, [4], Theorem 3.3). Let H ∈ A. If
A′ = A \ {H} is free, then

ρH : D(A) → D(AH)

is surjective.

Theorem 2.7 ([2], Theorem 1.4). Assume that A is free with exponents
(1, a, b) and H ∈ A. If A′ := A \ {H} is not free, then A′ is SPOG with
exponents POexp(A) = (1, a, b) and level d := |A′| − |AH |, i.e., D(A′) has
the following minimal free resolution:

0 → S[−d− 1] → S[−1]⊕ S[−a]⊕ S[−b]⊕ S[−d] → D(A′) → 0.

Let us recall a part of a general theory of multiarrangements in K2. Let
A be an arrangement in W = K2 and m : A → Z>0 be a multiplicity. For
the coordinate ring T = Sym∗(W ∗), define

D(A, m) := {θ ∈ DerT | θ(αH) ∈ Tα
m(H)
H (∀H ∈ A)}.

It is known, for example by [11], that D(A, m) is reflexive, so free in this
setup. Let exp(A, m) = (a, b) be the set of degrees of a homogeneous free
basis for D(A, m). Then we have the following.

Lemma 2.8 ([5], Lemma 4.2). Let A be an arrangement in K2 and m a
multiplicity on A. Let H ∈ A and δH : A → {0, 1} be defined by δH(L) = 1
only when L = H and 0 otherwise. Let exp(A, m − δH) = (a, b). Then
exp(A, m) = (a+ 1, b) or (a, b+ 1).
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3 Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section we prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. (1) Let θHE := ρH(θE) and let

D1 := SθHE +D(AH, mH) ⊂ D(AH).

Note that

ρH(D(A)) = ρH(SθE ⊕DH(A)) ⊂ D1 ⊂ D(AH).

First let us consider D1/ρ
H(D(A)). By definition it is clear that

D1/ρ
H(D(A)) ≃ D(AH , mH)/ρH(D(A)) ∩D(AH, mH).

Since there is the Ziegler restriction map πH : DH(A) → D(AH, mH) and
ρH |DH(A) = πH |DH(A), there is a surjection

(3.1) D(AH, mH)/ρH(DH(A)) → D(AH , mH)/ρH(D(A)) ∩D(AH, mH).

By Theorem 2.5, the left hand side is of dimension χ0(A; 0) − d1d2, where
(d1, d2) = exp(AH , mH). So

(3.2) χ0(A; 0)− d1d2 ≥ dimD1/ρ
H(D(A)).

Next let us consider D(AH)/D1. We show that dimD(AH)/D1 = (d1 −
n)(d2−n). Let θHE , θ be a basis for D(AH) with deg θ = |AH|−1 =: n. Then
for the basis θ1, θ2 for D(AH , mH) with deg θi = di, there is ai, bi ∈ S such
that

θi = aiθ
H
E + biθ (i = 1, 2).

First we consider the case b1 = 0. Then b2 6= 0 by Theorem 2.1. Since
θHE is tangent to all hyperplanes with multiplicity one, it holds that a1 =
Q(AH , mH)/Q(AH). Thus d1 = |mH | − |AH |+ 1 and d2 = |AH| − 1 = n. So
we may assume that θ = θ2, i.e., b1 = a2 = 0 and b2 = 1. Hence

D(AH)/D1 ≃
(

SθHE + Sθ
)

/
(

SθHE + Sa1θ
H
E + Sθ

)

= (0),

and

(3.3) dimD(AH)/D1 = 0 = (d1 − n)(d2 − n)

since d2 = n.
Next we consider the case b1b2 6= 0. Assume that there is a non-constant

common divisor b of b1 and b2. Since Q(AH , mH) = (a1b2 − a2b1)Q(AH) up
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to non-zero scalar, we may assume that b = αX for some X ∈ AH. Thus
mH(X) ≥ 2. Since θ(αX) ∈ SαX and θHE (αX) = αX , it holds that αX | ai
for i = 1, 2. Thus αX | θi and θi/αX ∈ D(AH , mH − δX) for i = 1, 2. Since
deg θ1/αX + deg θ2/αX = |mH | − 2 < |mH − δX |, and θ1/αX , θ2/αX are
S-independent, this contradicts to Theorem 2.1. Thus (b1, b2) = 1. Hence

D(AH)/D1 ≃
(

SθHE + Sθ
)

/
(

SθHE + Sb1θ + Sb2θ
)

≃ S/(b1, b2).

Since deg bi = di − n for i = 1, 2, they are complete intersection. Thus

(3.4) dimD(AH)/D1 = (d1 − n)(d2 − n).

Now using (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4),

dimD(AH)/ρH(D(A)) = dimD(AH)/D1 + dimD1/ρ
H(D(A))

≤ (n− d1)(n− d2) + χ0(A; 0)− d1d2(3.5)

= n2 − (d1 + d2)n+ χ0(A; 0) = χ0(A;n),

which completes the proof.
(2) If A is free, we know that ρH(DH(A)) = D(AH , mH) and (a, b) =

(d1, d2) = exp(AH , mH) by Theorem 2.4. Thus in (3.1), we have a surjection

0 → D1/ρ
H(D(A)) = 0.

So the inequalities (3.2) and that in (3.5) are the equalities. By the argument
in the proof of (1), we know that for

coker ρH = D(AH)/ρH(D(A)) = D(AH)/D1 ≃ S/(b1, b2)[−n].

Thus (b1, b2) form a regular sequence. Thus

0 → S[−a− b+ 2n] → S[−a + n]⊕ S[−b+ n] → S → coker ρH → 0

is a minimal free resolution of coker ρH , and we have

Hilb(coker ρH ; x) = xn1− xa−n

1− x

1− xb−n

1− x
. �

Based on Theorem 1.4, we can show the higher version. For that recall
the following:

Definition 3.1. Let ℓ = 2 or 3 and A be an arrangement in Kℓ. Then
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(1) D2(A) is defined by

D2(A) := {θ ∈ ∧2DerS | θ(αH , f) ∈ SαH (∀H ∈ A)}.

(2) The Euler restriction map ρH2 : D2(A) → D2(AH) is defined by

ρH2 (θ)(f, g) := θ(f, g).

On D2(A), the following is known.

Theorem 3.2 ([8], Proposition 3.4). Let A be an arrangement in Kℓ with
ℓ ∈ {2, 3}.

(1) Assume that A is free. Then D2(A) = ∧2D(A).

(2) Let ℓ = 2. Then D2(A) is a free S-module with a basis Q(A)∂x1
∧ ∂x2

.

Now we prove the same result as in Theorem 1.4 for ρH2 .

Theorem 3.3. (1)
dim coker ρH2 ≤ LP (A;H),

and

(2)
dim coker ρH2 = LP (A;H),

if A is free. Moreover,

Hilb(coker ρH2 ; x) = x|AH |−11− xa−|AH |+1

1− x

1− xb−|AH |+1

1− x
,

where exp(A) = (1, a, b).

Proof. (1) Let αH = x1 and we may assume that x2 = 0 is in AH . Then
θHE , θ2 := (Q(AH)/x2)∂x3

form a basis forD(AH). Also, θHE∧θ2 = Q(AH)∂x2
∧

∂x3
form a basis for D2(AH). Let f1θ

H
E + f2θ2 ∈ ρH2 (D(A)). Then there is

ϕ ∈ D(A) such that ρH2 (ϕ) = f2θ2. Then

(f1θ
H
E + f2θ2) ∧ θHE = f2Q(AH)∂x2

∧ ∂x3
= ρH2 (θE ∧ ϕ) ∈ ρH2 (D

2(AH)).

Hence there is a well-defined surjection

∧θHE : D(AH)/ρH2 (D(A)) → D2(AH)/ρH2 (D
2(A))
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by taking the wedge with θHE . Consider the kernel of the map ∧θHE . Let
θ ∈ D(AH) satisfy that θ ∧ θHE ∈ ρH2 (D

2(A)). Also, for L ∈ AH , define the
map ∂L : D2(AH) → D(AH) by

∂L(θ)(f) := θ(αL, f)/αL

for θ ∈ D2(AH), f ∈ S. Since

∂L(ρ
H
2 (D

2(A))) ∋ ∂L(ρ
H
2 (θ)) = ρH2 (θ)(αL, ∗)/αL = ρH2 (∂L(θ)) ∈ ρH2 (D(A))

for θ ∈ D2(A), we know that

∂L : D2(AH)/ρH2 (D
2(A)) → D(AH)/ρH2 (D(A))

is well-defined. Let f1θ
H
E + f2θ2 ∈ D(AH)/ρH2 (D(A)). We may assume that

θ2 ∈ DL(A
H). Then

∂L(θ
H
E ∧ (f1θ

H
E + f2θ2)) = ±f2θ2,

which is the same as f1θ
H
E + f2θ2 since θHE ∈ ρH2 (D(AH)). Hence ∧θHE is

injective, and we know that

D(AH)/ρH2 (D(A)) ≃ D2(AH)/ρH2 (D
2(A)).

Combining this with Theorem 1.4, we know that dim coker ρH2 ≤ LP (A;H).
(2) The same proof as in Theorem 1.4 and the argument in (1) complete

the proof. �

Theorem 1.4 (2) is not true in general for non-free arrangements.

Example 3.4. Let A be
xyz(x+ y + z) = 0.

Then |AH | = 3 for any H ∈ A and χ0(A; t) = t2 − 3t+ 3. Hence

χ0(A; |AH| − 1) = 1.

However, it is easy to show that ρH is surjective for allH . Thus dim coker ρH =
0 < 1 = χ0(A; 2).

4 Multiarrangements and characteristic poly-

nomials

In the previous section we showed the importance of the combinatorial in-
variant χ0(A; |AH| − 1). Not only coker(ρH : D(A) → D(AH)), but also

coker(πH : DH(A) → D(AH, mH)),

which is explicitly written by Yoshinaga’s criterion, is bounded by LP-invariants
as follows:
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Theorem 4.1.

χ0(A; |AH| − 1) = χ0(A; |A| − |AH|) ≥ dim coker(πH : DH(A) → D(AH , mH))

= χ0(A; 0)− d1d2.

where exp(AH, mH) = (d1, d2).

Proof. Compute

χ0(A; |A| − |AH |) = (|A| − |AH|)2 − (|A| − 1)(|A| − |AH|) + b02
= b02 − (|AH| − 1)(|A| − |AH|).

Note that exp(AH) = (1, |AH| − 1). By Lemma 2.8, we know that if
exp(B, m) = (a, b) for some 2-arrangement B and a multiplicity m on it,
then for H ∈ B, it holds that exp(B, m+ δH) = (a+ 1, b) or (a, b+ 1). Since
exp(AH , k) = (k, |AH|−1) if |k| ≤ 2|AH|−1, the minimum of d1d2 is attained
when d1 = |AH | − 1 and d2 = |A| − |AH |. As a conclusion,

χ0(A; |A| − |AH |) = b02 − (|AH| − 1)(|A| − |AH|) ≥ b02 − d1d2.

So Yoshinaga’s criterion completes the proof. �

As we saw, the dimension of the cokernel of the Ziegler restriction is ex-
plicitly computable by Yoshinaga’s criterion, but for that we need to know
the exponents of multi-arrangements, which is in general hard to see. Theo-
rem 4.1 gives us an easy way to estimate it just based on the combinatorial
data. Moreover, we can understand Yoshinaga’s criterion as a “value” of the
reduced characteristic polynomial with some integer substituted:

Proposition 4.2. Let exp(AH , mH) = (d1, d2). Then

dim coker πH = χ0(A; d1) = χ0(A; d2).

Proof. Compute

χ0(A; d1) = d21 − (|A| − 1)d1 + b02 = b02 − d1d2.

So Yoshinaga’s criterion completes the proof. �

There is no obvious relation between dim ker ρH and dimker πH as seen
below.
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Example 4.3. (1) First consider the case when dim coker ρH > dim coker πH .
Let A be the cone of the affine arrangement in R2 consisting of the edges and
diagonals of the regular pentagon, which is thus an arrangement in R3. It is
known to be free with exponents (1, 5, 5), and |AH | = 5 for all H ∈ A. Thus
LP (A, H) = (4− 5)2 = 1. Since it is free, dim coker πH = 0 by Theorem 2.5.
Since A is free, Theorem 1.4 shows that dim coker ρH = LP (A, H) = 1 >
dim coker πH = 0.

(2) Second consider the case when dim coker ρH < dim coker πH . Let A
be defined by xyz(x+ y + z) = 0 in R3. Then χ0(A; t) = t2 − 3t+ 3 thus A
is not free. Since |AH | = 3 for all H ∈ A, it holds that LP (A, H) = 1. Since
A is not free, Theorem 4.1 shows that dim coker πH = 1. On the other hand,
it is easy to compute that dim coker ρH = 0 < 1 = dim coker πH .

(3) Third consider the case when dim coker ρH = LP (A, H) but A is not
free. Let A be defined by

xyz(x− z)(y − z)(x− y + z)(x− y − z) = 0

in R3. Then χ0(A; t) = t2 − 6t+10, thus A is not free and dim coker πH > 0
by Theorem 2.5. Since we can compute that exp(AH , mH) = (3, 3), Theorem
2.5 shows that dim coker πH = 10−9 = 1. Let H : z = 0. Then |AH| = 3 and
thus LP (A, H) = 2. Since A ∪ {x − y = 0} is free with exponents (1, 3, 4),
Theorem 2.7 shows that D(A) has a minimal free resolution of the following
form:

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

Since exp(AH) = (1, 2), we can compute that 2 ≤ dim coker ρH . By Theorem
1.4, it holds that

LP (A, H) = dim coker ρH = 2 > 1 = dim coker πH .

By using these, we can give an application to determine the structure of
D(A) combinatorially.

Corollary 4.4. Let ℓ = 3 and assume that LP (A, H) = 1 for some H ∈ A.
Then either A is free, or nearly free with exponents (a, b). Namely, there is
a minimal free resolution

(4.1) 0 → S[−b− 1] → S[−1]⊕ S[−a]⊕ S[−b]2 → D(A) → 0.

Example 4.5. Let A be an arrangement in R3 defined by

xz(y − z)(x2 − y2)(x2 − 4y2)(x− 3y) = 0.
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Then χ0(A; t) = t2 − 7t+ 11. By Theorem 2.2, A is not free. Let H : x = 0.
Then |AH | = 3 and hence L(A, H) = χ0(A; 2) = 1. Hence Corollary 4.4
shows that D(A) has a minimal free resolution of the type (4.1). In this
case, explicitly, a = 2 and b = 6.
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