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ON CONNECTED SUBGRAPH ARRANGEMENTS

LORENZO GIORDANI, TILMAN MOLLER, PAUL MUCKSCH, AND GERHARD ROHRLE

ABSTRACT. In [CK24], Cuntz and Kiihne introduced a particular class of hyperplane ar-
rangements stemming from a given graph, so called connected subgraph arrangements. In
this note we strengthen some of the result from [C]K24] and prove new ones for members
of this class. For instance, we show that aspherical members withing this class stem from
a rather restricted set of graphs. Specifically, if @7; is an aspherical connected subgraph
arrangement, then o7 is free with the unique possible exception when the underlying graph
G is the complete graph on 4 nodes.
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In [CX24], Cuntz and Kiihne introduced a special class of hyperplane arrangements stemming
from a given graph, so called connected subgraph arrangements. They include such prominent
classes as the braid arrangements and resonance arrangements among many others. In this
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note we strengthen some of the result proved in | | and prove some new theorems for
members of this class.

We first recall the definition from | ]. Fix n € N. Let K be a field and let V = K".
Let x1,...,x, be the dual basis in V* of the standard K-basis of V. Let G = (N, E) be
an undirected graph with vertex set N = [n] and edge set E. For I C N, let G[I] be the
induced subgraph of GG on the set of vertices I. For I C N, define the hyperplane

H; = kerZ:z:i.

iel

Definition 1.1. With the notation as above, the connected subgraph arrangement g (K)
in V is defined as

oK) :={H; | @ # 1 C N if G[I] is connected }.
In case K = Q, we write & := @5(Q).

In | ], Cuntz and Kiihne classified all connected subgraph arrangements over Q which
are free, factored, simplicial or supersolvable. The purpose of this note is firstly to strengthen
several of these results and secondly to prove new ones.

All properties of arrangements we study in this note are compatible with the product con-
struction for arrangements. For a simple graph G, the connected subgraph arrangement
¢ is the product of the connected subgraph arrangements stemming from the connected
components of GG. Thus there is no harm in assuming that G is connected throughout.

A property for arrangements is said to be combinatorial if it only depends on the intersection
lattice of the underlying arrangement. Our first main theorem shows that the class of
connected subgraph arrangements is very special in the sense that essentially every property
we may formulate for members of this class is combinatorial. This is formally captured by
the notion of projective uniqueness, see Definition 3.1.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a connected graph. Then </ is projectively unique.

Theorem 1.2 implies that for the class of all rational arrangements whose underlying matroid
admits a realization over (Q as a connected subgraph arrangement freeness is combinato-

rial. In particular, Terao’s conjecture over Q is valid within this class, cf. [Z90, Prop. 2.3].
Likewise, asphericity is combinatorial within this class. Whether both these properties are
combinatorial in general are longstanding and wide open problems, see | , Conj. 4.138]
and | , Prob. 3.8].

Theorem 1.2 is proved in Section 3. The results there show that the theorem holds for any
fixed field K.

In | ., Thm. 1.6] Cuntz and Kiihne classified all free members among the .o7;:
Theorem 1.3. The connected subgraph arrangement </ is free if and only if G is a path-

graph, a cycle-graph, an almost-path-graph, or a path-with-triangle-graph (Definition 2.1).
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We strengthen Theorem 1.3 as follows, where we look at the stronger freeness property of
accuracy, see Definition 2.10.

Theorem 1.4. The arrangement g is free if and only if it is accurate.

Thanks to Theorem 1.2, the concept of accuracy is combinatorial with the class of connected
subgraph arrangements. It is not clear whether this notion is combinatorial in general, see
[ , Rem. 1.3(ii)]. Theorem 1.4 is proved in §4.

While it follows from Theorem 1.2 that freeness within the class of connected subgraph
arrangements is a combinatorial property, it is viable to ask whether each of the families
among the free connected subgraph arrangements belongs to a general class satisfying a
stronger combinatorial freeness property. For instance, if G is a cycle graph or a path
graph, then o7; is inductively free [ , Prop. 3.1, Cor. 8.11]. For the notion of inductive
freeness, see Definition 2.4. Moreover, thanks to | , Thm. 4.1], o/ is MAT-free for
G = A, ;. For the notion of MAT-freeness freeness, see Definition 2.8. MAT-freeness is a
combinatorial property for arrangements, | , Lem. 18]. Cuntz and Miicksch raised the
question whether MAT-freeness implies inductive freeness | , Ques. 3|. This appears to
be the case for the class of connected subgraph arrangements. For, computational evidence
up to rank 8 suggests the following strengthening of Theorem 1.3.

Conjecture 1.5. The arrangement g is free if and only if it is inductively free.

It is not known whether the family %;, where G = A, ) is a path-with-triangle-graph
(Definition 2.1) satisfies a stronger combinatorial freeness property. We give further evidence
for Conjecturel.5 in §5.

Note, an analogue of Theorem 1.3 for free multiplicities on .o7; is studied in | ].

In [ , Thm. 1.8(1)] Cuntz and Kiihne classified all factored members among the con-
nected subgraph arrangements.

Theorem 1.6. The connected subgraph arrangement ¢ is factored if and only if either G
is a path graph P, or a path-with-triangle graph A, for n > 2.

We strengthen Theorem 1.6 as follows.
Theorem 1.7. The arrangement < is factored if and only if it is inductively factored.

For the notions of factoredness and inductive factoredness, see Definitions 2.13 and 2.22.
Theorem 1.7 is proved in §6.

Recall the graphs G from Theorem 1.3 (Definition 2.1). If G = P,,, then 7 is supersolvable
(I , Thm. 1.8(2)]), so it is K(m, 1), by | , Prop. 5.12, Thm. 5.113|. Moreover, .7,
is factored, so is also K(m, 1), owing to | ]. In general, o7; is not K(m, 1). Indeed,
the following theorem shows that the graphs G of possible aspherical connected subgraph

arrangements 7, are extremely restricted.
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In general, K(m,1) arrangements need not be free, e.g. see | , Fig. 5.4]. However, for
connected subgraph arrangements, this does seem to be the case.

Theorem 1.8. If @/ is K(m, 1), then o/g is free with the possible exception when G = Kj.

While o7, is not free, it is unknown at present whether o7, is K(m,1). Theorem 1.8 is
proved in §7.

A hyperplane arrangement is called formal provided all linear dependencies among the defin-
ing forms of the hyperplanes are generated by ones corresponding to intersections of codi-
mension two. The significance of this notion stems from the fact that complex arrangements
with aspherical complements are formal, | , Thm. 4.2]. In addition, free arrangements
are known to be formal, [Y93, Cor. 2.5], and factored arrangements are formal, | ,
Thm. 1.1]. In our next result we show that any connected subgraph arrangement .o7; is
combinatorially formal, see Definition 8.1.

Theorem 1.9. For a fized field K, o75(K) is combinatorially formal.

The proof of this theorem which is presented in §8 is based on results from | ]. Note
that Theorem 1.9 is false for general 0/1-arrangements, as, for instance, the generic rational
3-arrangement given by Q(«7) = xyz(x + y + 2) is clearly not formal.

In our final section §9 we investigate ideal subarrangements <7 of the connected subgraph
arrangements oz when G is an almost path graph A, . For instance, generalizing | ,
Thm. 4.1], in Proposition 9.2 we show that each ideal subarrangement .z of <74, is also
MAT-free. We go on to determine certain subarrangement .77 of @74, , which are inductively
factored and K(m, 1), see Proposition 9.8.

For general information about arrangements we refer the reader to | ].

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Hyperplane arrangements. Let V = C" be an n-dimensional complex vector space.
A hyperplane arrangement is a pair (7, V'), where 7 is a finite collection of hyperplanes in
V. Usually, we simply write <7 in place of (<7, V).

The lattice L(/) of of is the set of subspaces of V' of the form HiN...NH; where {Hq, ..., H;}
is a subset of &7. For X € L(/), we have two associated arrangements, firstly o7y := {H €
o | X C H} C o, the localization of o/ at X, and secondly, the restriction of </ to X,
(X, X), where X :={XNH|He o\ x}. Thelattice L(&) is a partially ordered
set by reverse inclusion: X <Y provided Y C X for X,Y € L(<).

Throughout, we only consider arrangements .o/ such that 0 € H for each H in /. These
are called central. In that case the center T'(«7) := NpgewsH of &7 is the unique maximal
element in L(47) with respect to the partial order. A rank function on L(<7) is given by
r(X) := codimy (X). The rank of &7 is defined as (&) = r(T()).

Following | , §2.3], we call a rational arrangement </ a 0/1-arrangement if all hyper-
planes in .27 are of the form H; = ker) ., x; for some I C [n]. Of course, by Definition 1.1,

connected subgraph arrangements are 0/1-arrangements.
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The following families of graphs play a central role in the investigation of free simple con-
nected subgraph arrangements. They are equally crucial for our study.

Definition 2.1 (] D). e The path-graph P, on n vertices.
P, — - -
1 2 n—1 n

e The almost-path-graph A, on n + 1 vertices, where 1 < k£ < n. Draw a path-graph
on n vertices, add an additional vertex n + 1, and connect the vertices k and n + 1
by an edge.

e The cycle-graph C,, on n vertices. Draw n vertices and connect vertex 1 and 2, 2 and
3,...,nand 1.

Chi n—1

o The path-with-triangle-graph A, j, where 1 < k < n — 1. Draw a path-graph on n
vertices, add an additional vertex n + 1, and connect the vertices &k and n + 1 by an
edge as well as the vertices k + 1 and n + 1.

n+1

An,k:

1 2 k kE+1 n

2.2. Free arrangements. Free arrangements play a crucial role in the theory of arrange-
ments; see | , §4] for the definition and basic properties. If &7 is free, then we can asso-
ciate with .o/ the multiset of its ezponents, denoted exp /. We sometimes write (ey, ..., er)<
for the ordered set of exponents, i.e. to indicate that e; < ey, < ... < ey.

Terao’s Factorization Theorem | | shows that the Poincaré polynomial of a free arrange-

ment &7 factors into linear terms given by the exponents of &7 (cf. | , Thm. 4.137]):
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Theorem 2.2. Suppose that <7 is free with exp .o/ = {by,...,by}. Then
¢

n( ) = [J(1+bi).

i=1

Terao’s celebrated Addition-Deletion Theorem | | plays a fundamental role in the study
of free arrangements, | , Thm. 4.51].

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that of # ®,. Let (o7, /" /") be a triple of arrangements. Then
any two of the following statements imply the third:

(i) < is free with exp o/ = {by, ..., by_1,b¢};
(ii) & is free with exp o/’ = {by, ..., by_1,bp — 1};
(i) @7” is free with exp &/” = {by,...,bi_1}.

Theorem 2.3 motivates the notion of an inductively free arrangement, | , Def. 4.53].

Definition 2.4. The class ZF of inductively free arrangements is the smallest class of ar-
rangements subject to

(i) &, € ZF for each ¢ > 0;

(ii) if there exists a hyperplane Hy € &7 such that both &/’ and " belong to ZF, and
exp /" C exp o/’, then & also belongs to ZF.

Clearly, inductively free arrangements are free. However, the latter class properly contains
the former, cf. | , Ex. 4.59].

Remark 2.5. It is possible to describe an inductively free arrangement &7 by means of a so
called induction table, cf. | , §84.3, p. 119]. In this process we start with an inductively
free arrangement and add hyperplanes successively ensuring that part (ii) of Definition 2.4 is
satisfied. This process is referred to as induction of hyperplanes. This procedure amounts to
choosing a total order on &, say & = {Hi,..., H,}, so that each of the subarrangements
ot :={Hy,...,H;} and each of the restrictions sziHi is inductively free for i = 1,...,m. In
the associated induction table we record in the i-th row the information of the i-th step of
this process, by listing exp o7/ = exp %1, H;, as well as exp &7 = exp ,inHi, fori=1,...,m.

2.3. MAT-Free arrangements. Next we recall the so-called Multiple Addition Theorem
(MAT) from | -

Theorem 2.6 (| , Thm. 3.1]). Let &' = (&', V) be a free arrangement with exp(«/') =
(€1,...,e0)< and let 1 < p < € be the multiplicity of the highest exponent, i.e.

1< e < ... <ep<e€pp1 = =e =€
Let Hy, ..., H, be hyperplanes in V with H; ¢ &/’ fori=1,...,q. Define
A = (" U{H N ={HNH; |He '}, forj=1,...,q

Assume that the following conditions are satisfied:
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(1) X :==H,N---NH, is g-codimensional.
(2) X ZUpea H-
(3) || — || = e for 1 < j<q.
Then g <p and o = /" U{Hy,..., H,} is free with
exp(&) = (e1,...,ep—ge+1,...,e+1)<.

We often consider the addition of several hyperplanes using Theorem 2.6. This motivates
the next terminology.

Definition 2.7. Let /" and {H,, ..., H,} be as in Theorem 2.6 such that conditions (1)—(3)
are satisfied. Then the addition of {Hy,..., H,} to &' resulting in & = &/ U{H,,...,H;}
is called an MAT-step.

An iterative application of Theorem 2.6 motivates the following natural concept.

Definition 2.8 (| , Def. 3.2, Lem. 3.8]). An arrangement & is called MAT-free if there
exists an ordered partition

m=(m|-- )
of o/ such that the following hold. Set .<% := @, and

k
,ka::Um forl1 <k<n.
i=1
Then for every 0 < k£ < n — 1 suppose that

(1) rk(mg+1) = |mppal,
(2) Nreme i € Upren, 1,
(3) || — [(A U{H})?| =k for each H € 1,
ie. @1 = ) Uy is an MAT-step.
An ordered partition m with these properties is called an MAT-partition for <f .
Remark 2.9. Suppose that &7 is MAT-free with MAT-partition 7 = (7| - - - |m,). Then we
have:
(a) for each 1 < k < n, o is MAT-free with MAT-partition (|- - |mg),

(b)  is free and the exponents exp(e) = (ey, ..., es)< of &7 are given by the block sizes of
the dual partition of

ei = [{k | |m| = £ =i+ 1},
(¢) |mi| > |ma| > -+ > |m,].
Proof. Statement (a) is clear by Definition 2.8. Statements (b) and (c) follow readily from

Theorem 2.6 and a simple induction. U
7



2.4. Accurate arrangements. We also consider the following stronger notion of freeness
from [ ].

Definition 2.10. A free arrangement f with exp(&/) = (e; < es < --- < ¢y) is accurate,
if for every 1 < d </, there exists an intersection Xy € L(%7) of dimension d such that the
restriction @/¥4 is free with exp(&/¥d) = (e; < ey < -+ < eg).

The main theorem in | , Thm. 1.2] shows that MAT-freeness implies accuracy. It is also
known that the braid arrangement 7 for G' a path graph is accurate, | , Thm. 1.6].
In | , Thm. 4.1], the authors show that .o7; is MAT-free for G = A, .

2.5. Nice arrangements. The notion of a nice or factored arrangement goes back to Terao
[ ]. It generalizes the concept of a supersolvable arrangement. We recall the relevant
notions and results from | ] (cf. | , §2.3]).

Definition 2.11. Let 7 = (7, ..., 7) be a partition of «7. Then 7 is called independent,
provided for any choice H; € m; for 1 < i < s, the resulting s hyperplanes are linearly
independent, i.e. r(HyN...N Hy) = s.

Definition 2.12. Let m = (7, ..., 7) be a partition of &/ and let X € L(«7). The induced
partition wx of @/x is given by the non-empty blocks of the form m; N .@x.

Definition 2.13. The partition 7 of &7 is nice for & or a factorization of < provided

(i) 7 is independent, and

(ii) for each X € L(«7) \ {V}, the induced partition mx admits a block which is a
singleton.

If &7 admits a factorization, then we also say that &7 is factored or nice.

Remark 2.14. The class of nice arrangements is closed under taking localizations. For, if
&/ is non-empty and 7 is a nice partition of o/, then the non-empty parts of the induced
partition mx form a nice partition of &y for each X € L(&/) \ {V'}; cf. the proof of | :
Cor. 2.11].

We recall the main results from | ] (cf. [ , §3.3]) that motivated Definition 2.13.
Let A(<7) be the Orlik-Solomon algebra, introduced by Orlik and Solomon in | |, see
also | |. Let m = (my,...,ms) be a partition of &/ and let
(1] =K+ Z Kay
Hem,

be the K-subspace of A(<7) spanned by 1 and the set of K-algebra generators ay of A(<7)
corresponding to the members in 7;. So the Poincaré polynomial of the graded K-vector
space [m;] is just Poin([m;],t) = 1 + |m|t. Consider the canonical K-linear map

(2.15) Kilm|®- - ® 1) = A(A)
8



given by multiplication. We say that 7 gives rise to a tensor factorization of A(</) if k is an
isomorphism of graded K-vector spaces. In this case s = r, as r is the top degree of A(%/),
and thus we get a factorization of the Poincaré polynomial of A(/) into linear terms

(2.16) Poin(A(),t) = H(l + |milt).

For o = ®, the empty arrangement, we set [&] := K, so that  : [&] = A(D,).

In | , Thm. 5.3], Orlik, Solomon and Terao showed that a supersolvable arrangement
</ admits a partition 7 which gives rise to a tensor factorization of A(2/) via k in (2.15) (cf.
(0792, Thm. 3.81]).

In [ , Thm. 2.8], Terao proved that 7 gives rise to a tensor factorization of the Orlik-
Solomon algebra A(<) via k as in (2.15) if and only if 7 is nice for &7, see Theorem 2.17
(cf. [ , Thm. 3.87]). Note that  is not an isomorphim of K-algebras.

Theorem 2.17. Let o be a central (-arrangement and let m = (7, ..., 7s) be a partition of
of . Then the K-linear map k defined in (2.15) is an isomorphism of graded K-vector spaces
if and only if ™ is nice for of .

Corollary 2.18. Let 7 = (my,...,7s) be a factorization of o/ . Then the following hold:
(i) s=r=r() and

Poin(A(«),t) = [ (1 + |mi|t);

i=1
(i) the multiset {|m|, ..., |m|} only depends on < ;
(ili) for any X € L(</), we have
r(X) =il mnax # a}.

The following is immediate from Corollary 2.18 and Theorem 2.2.

Lemma 2.19. Let (<7, ) be a factored arrangement which is also free. Then exp o/ =
{|7T1|> ceey |7Tg|}.

2.6. Inductively factored arrangements. Following Jambu and Paris | ] and | ,
we introduce further notation. Suppose that o/ is non-empty and let @ = (7,...,7) be a
partition of 7. Let Hy € m and let (&7, .o/’ /") be the triple associated with Hy. We have
the induced partition 7' of &/’ consisting of the non-empty parts 7, := m; N &7’. Further, we
have the restriction map 0 = 0x p, : & \ m — /" given by H — H N Hy, depending on 7
and Hy. Let 7!’ := o(m;) for i = 2,...,s. Clearly, imposing that 7’ = (7}, ..., 7/) is again a
partition of .&7” entails that o is onto.

Here is the analogue for nice arrangements of Terao’s Addition-Deletion Theorem (cf. The-

orem 2.3) for free arrangements from | ].
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Theorem 2.20. Suppose 1 = (my,...,7,) is a partition of o # ®,. Let (o, o', /") be the
triple associated with Hy € my. Then any two of the following statements imply the third:

(i) m is nice for o ;
(ii) «' is nice for of';
(iii) o: o\ m — " is bijective and 7" is nice for <"

Definition 2.21. Suppose o7 # ®,. Let m = (m,...,7,) be a partition of «/. Let Hy € m
and let (o7, .o/’ o/") be the triple associated with Hy. We say that Hy is distinguished (with
respect to 7) provided 7 induces a factorization 7’ of &7’; i.e. the non-empty subsets m; N .o/’
form a nice partition of @7’. Note that since Hy € 71, we have m; N &/’ = 7; # & for
1=2,...,8

The Addition-Deletion Theorem 2.20 for nice arrangements motivates the following stronger
notion of factorization, cf. | ].

Definition 2.22 (] , Def. 3.8]). The class ZFAC of inductively factored arrangements
is the smallest class of pairs (7, 7) of arrangements o7 along with a partition 7w subject to

(i) (¢, (@)) € ZFAC for each ¢ > 0;

(ii) if there exists a partition m of &/ and a hyperplane H, € 7 such that for the triple
(o, o /") associated with Hy the restriction map ¢ = oz p, : & \ 71 — " is
bijective and for the induced partitions 7’ of &’ and 7" of &/ both (&7’ 7’) and
(o",7") belong to ZFAC, then (&7, ) also belongs to ZFAC.

If (o, 7) is in ZFAC, then we say that 7 is inductively factored with respect to m, or else
that 7 is an inductive factorization of <. Usually, we say .« is inductively factored without
reference to a specific inductive factorization of 7.

Remark 2.23. Definition 2.22 of inductively factored arrangements differs from the one
given by Jambu and Paris | | in that, apart from the mere technicalities of incorporating
empty arrangements and for defining ZFAC for pairs of arrangements and partitions rather
than for partitions of arrangements, in part (ii) we do not assume from the outset that =
is a factorization of «. This is possible by virtue of the Addition-Deletion Theorem 2.20.
However, this comes at the cost of the bijectivity requirement for the associated restriction

map o.

Remark 2.24. (i). If o/ is inductively factored, then <7 is inductively free, by |

Prop. 3.14]. The latter can be described by an induction table, see Remark 2.5. The proof
of | , Prop. 3.14] shows that if 7 is an inductive factorlzatlon of & and Hy € & is
distinguished with respect to 7, then the triple (o7, &7’, &/"") with respect to Hy is a triple of
inductively free arrangements. Thus an induction table of &7 can be constructed, compatible
with suitable inductive factorizations of the subarrangments 7.

(ii). Now suppose & is inductively free and let o/ = {Hl, ..., H,} be a choice of a total
order on &7, so that each of the subarrangements % := ®,, <7, := {H;, ..., H;} and each of

the restrictions 5272 * is inductively free for ¢ =1,... n.
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Then, starting with the empty partition for ®,, we can attempt to build inductive factor-
izations m; of .o/ consecutively, resulting in an inductive factorization 7 = 7, of & = 47,.
This is achieved by invoking Theorem 2.20 repeatedly in order to derive that each w; is
an inductive factorization of 7. For this it suffices to check the conditions in part (iii) of
Theorem 2.20, i.e., that exp &7" is given by the sizes of the parts of 7; not containing H; and
that the induced partition 7/ of <7 is a factorization. The fact that H; is distinguished with
respect to m; is part of the inductive hypothesis, as 7, = m;_; is an inductive factorization of
o = ;.

We then add the inductive factorizations m; of &7 as additional data into an induction table
for o (or else record to which part of m;_; the new hyperplane H; is appended to). The
data in such an extended induction table together with the “Addition” part of Theorem
2.20 then proves that o is inductively factored. We refer to this technique as induction of
factorizations and the corresponding table as an induction table of factorizations for of .

We illustrate this induction of factorizations procedure in Tables 1 and 2. As for the usual
induction process for free arrangements, induction for factorizations is sensitive to the chosen
order on .

2.7. K(m,1)-arrangements. A complex (-arrangement o7 is called aspherical, or a K(m,1)-
arrangement (or that o7 is K (m, 1) for short), provided the complement M(.27) of the union
of the hyperplanes in &/ in C’ is aspherical, i.e. is a K(m,1)-space. That is, the universal
covering space of M(/) is contractible and the fundamental group m (M (%)) of M(<7) is
isomorphic to the group w. This is an important topological property, for the cohomology
ring H*(X,Z) of a K(m,1)-space X coincides with the group cohomology H*(w,Z) of .
The crucial point here is that the intersections of codimension 2 determine the fundamental

group w1 (M (<)) of M(7).

By Deligne’s seminal result | |, complexified simplicial arrangements are K (7, 1). Like-
wise for complex supersolvable arrangements, cf. | ] and [ ] (cf. | , Prop. 5.12,
Thm. 5.113]).

2.8. Local Properties. A property for arrangements is called local if it is preserved un-
der localizations, | , Def. 6.1]. Typical examples of local properties of arrangements
are freeness | , Thm. 4.37], inductive freeness | , Thm 1.1], factoredness | :
Cor. 3.90], and asphericity, see Remark 7.1. We record two graph theoretic constructions
from [ | which allow us to control local properties of the .o7;.

Let G = (N, E) be a graph. Let S C N be a subset of nodes and let G[S] be the induced
subgraph on S. Then ;g is a localization of .o7; cf. proof of | , Lem. 6.2]. Let e € E
be an edge. Denote by G/e the graph with contracted edge e, i.e. the graph in which the
vertices of e are identified to a single vertex, and multiple edges or loops are discarded. Then
/e is a localization of o7q; cf. proof of | , Lem. 6.4].

Lemma 2.25 (] , Lem. 6.2, Lem. 6.4]). Let G = (N, E) be a graph. Assume the
connected subgraph arrangement </ has the local arrangement property P.

(i) Let S C N be a subset of nodes. Then @gs) also has property P.
11



(ii) Let e € E be an edge of G. Then g . also has property P.

3. PROJECTIVE UNIQUENES: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Definition 3.1. Let &/ and £ be two arrangements in a K-vector space V.

(i) o/ and A are linearly isomorphic if there is a ¢ € GL(V') such that Z = {¢(H) |
H € o/}; denoted by &7 = A.

(ii) &/ and £ are L-equivalent if L(<7) and L(Z) are isomorphic as posets; denoted by
o = B.

(iii) @7 is projectively unique if for any arrangement ¢ in V we have: ¥ = o implies
C = .

Remark 3.2. The term “projectively unique” originates in the dual point of view. Every
hyperplane arrangement 7 in V' yields a dual point configuration in the projective space
P(V), denoted by o7*, see [290, §2]. Two arrangements ./, % in V are linearly isomorphic
if and only if there is a projective transformation ¢* which maps &/* to %*.

Example 3.3. (i). Let &/ be a generic arrangement in V = K’ with |&/| = ¢+ 1. Then
of ={Hy,...,Hy, H'} where oy, ..., o0 € V* with H; = ker(a;) and «ay, ..., o, form a basis
of V*. If v = Ele a;a; € V* with ker(y) = H’, then by the genericity of </ we have
a; # 0 for all 1 <7 < /. Hence, after rescaling the «;, we see that o7 is linearly isomorphic
to {ker(z), ..., ker(z), ker(320_, ;)}, where a1, ..., 2, is some basis of V*. Thus, . is
projectively unique.

(ii). Let V = Q% and z,y be a basis of V*. Let & = {ker(x), ker(y), ker(z +y), ker(z + 2y)}
and Z = {ker(x), ker(y), ker(z+y), ker(z+3y) } be arrangements in V. Then clearly &7 =, £
but 7 is not linearly isomorphic to Z. Thus, &7 (resp. %) is not projectively unique.

Fix a field K. Let & be a K-arrangement. We specify what we mean by a subarrangement
of o/ being generated by a subset (or subarrangement) of o7 (cf. [C22, Def. 3.4] for an
equivalent formulation for arrangements of rank 3).

Definition 3.4. Let @ # S C o7. Set Geng(«7, S) := S and inductively

Geng (o, 9) = {H e |3JC L(Geny(e7,S)): H= ZX}
XeJ
for ¢ > 0. Then we say that
(S)r = Geny(, 8) C
i>0

is the subarrangement of o/ generated by S. If (S) ., = <, then we say that S generates <.

Lemma 3.5. Let o/ and # be two arrangements in V. Suppose @ #+# S C o, & +T C A
such that (S)yy = o and (T)y = B, i.e. S generates &/ and T generates B. If o/ and

A are L-equivalent via a poset isomorphism ¢ @ L(&/) — L(#) and ¢ € GL(V) such that
12



P(S) =¢(S) =T and Y(H) = ¢(H) for all H € S, then ¢ extends to a linear isomorphism
between the whole arrangements, i.e. p() = A.

Proof. Set G; := Gen;(<7, 5), and G, := Gen,;(#4,T). We argue by induction that p(G;) = G,
for all 4 > 0 which implies the statement. By assumption, the statement is clear for ¢ = 0.
Let H € G},,. Then H' =} ,_, X' for some J' C L(G}). But L(G}) = ¥(L(G;)) and by
the induction hypothesis G = ¢¥/(G;) = ¢(G;). Thus, with J = ¢~ 1(J') = o 1(J") C L(G;),
for H =5 ., X €Gip1 we have o(3 o, X) = yep X' =H' O

Proposition 3.6. Let o/ be an essential and irreducible arrangement in V =2 K*. Suppose
there is a subset S of o/ such that (S), = o/ and |S| = £ + 1. Then </ is projectively
unique.

Proof. Since < is irreducible, after an appropriate coordinate change we may assume without
loss of generality that S = {H; = ker(zy),..., Hy = ker(x;), Hpyqy = ker(Zle x;)} where
x1,...,x is a basis for V* (cf. Example 3.3(i)). Let % be another arrangement in V' which
is L-equivalent to o/ via ¢ : L(&/) — L(#) and set T' := 9(S5). Since ¢ is a poset
isomorphism, we have (T} = 9. Moreover, T spans a generic subarrangement of % with
¢+1 hyperplanes, say T' = {¢(H;) = ker(S1), ..., ¥ (Hy) = ker(5e), ¥ (Hp1) = ker(y)}. After
rescaling 1, ..., B, by suitable scalars, we can assume v = Zle 5; and note that £q,..., 5
yield a basis for V*. Thus, if we take ¢ € GL(V') as the unique linear map which is dual
to the transformation of V* which maps x1,...,z, to 5,..., B, we have ¥(S) = p(S) =T
and o(H) = ¢(H) for all H € S. Since (S), = &, we can construct inductively a lattice
isomorphism v : L(e/) — L(Z) such that ¢(S5) = T via ¢(Gen; (S, «)) = Gen;(T, #). By
Lemma 3.5, 4 is linearly isomorphic to 7 which concludes the proof. O

Finally, Theorem 1.2 is an immediate consequence of our next result.

Proposition 3.7. Let G be a connected graph on [n] and let S := {ker xq, ... ker z,, ker(x;+
oot xn)} C . Then (S)y, = Ho. In particular, <t is projectively unique over Q.

Proof. Let @ # I C [n] such that the induced subgraph G[I] of G on I is connected,
i.e. H = ker(} ,.; %i) € 2. Then define

X = ﬂker(:vi) and
i€l
Y :=ker(z; +...+x,) N ﬂ ker(z;).
JemNI

Both X and Y belong to the lattice of intersections of the subarrangement S of o7, dim X =
n—|I|,dimY = |I|—1, dim(XNY) =0, and X, Y C Hj. It follows that H; = X+Y € (S)...
Since @ # I C [n] is arbitrary such that the induced subgraph G[I] of G on I is connected,
the result follows thanks to Proposition 3.6. [l

Remark 3.8. Proposition 3.6 applies more generally to 0/1-arrangements .« over QQ which

satisfy the condition of Proposition 3.7.
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4. Accuracy: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

In this section we characterize accuracy for connected subgraph arrangements. The ar-
rangement <7; is free if and only if G is a path, almost-path, path-with-triangle, or cycle
graph. All of these arrangements are known to be accurate, the only exception being the
path-with-triangle graph. The path graph and the cycle graph are isomorphic to the braid
arrangement and the cone over the Shi arrangement, respectively. The braid arrangement is

accurate, see [ , Thm. 1.6]. Also, the cone over the Shi arrangement was shown to be
accurate in | , Thm. 1.8]. The almost-path graph is MAT-free, and hence accurate due
to [ , Thm. 1.2]. We are left to show that <7, is accurate. We first need to study the

automorphism group of the almost-path graph arrangement.

Remark 4.1. The arrangement .7y, contains three independent path-graph arrangements
p,,9p,_,,and /p _, corresponding to each of the three branches of the almost-path graph.
It follows that the automorphism group of the arrangement contains the product of the
automorphism groups of these three path graph arrangements, namely G, X & X &,,_j11.
Denoting by Aut(A,, ;) the automorphism group of the graph A, ; we consider the subgroup

(42) g = Aut(An,k) X 62 X Gk—l X Gn—k—l—l

of the automorphism group of 74 ,. More precisely, we obtain the following groups depend-
ing on n and k:

[ ] Aut(Agz) X (62 X 62 X 62) for (n, k‘) = (3,2),
° (Allt(Amg) X (62 X 62)) X Gn_g for (n, ]{7) = (n, 2),
° 62 X (Aut(Agk_Lk) X (Gk X Gk)) for (n, ]{3) = (2]{3 — 1, ]{7),
o Gy X B x 6,,_k41 otherwise (here Aut(A, ;) is trivial).
From the description above, we deduce that the action of the group G from (4.2) on &y, ,

has exactly 4 — g orbits, where g is the minimal number of generators of Aut(A, ;). In the
general case when Aut(A, ;) = 1, there are

(1) three orbits each corresponding to a path graph branch of A, j,
(2) one orbit consisting of all hyperplanes H; with k € I.

When Aut(A,x) is non-trivial, some of the first three orbits are merged together, namely,
those corresponding to branches of the same length.

We now prove accuracy for @/, ,. Consider the connected subgraph arrangement &7, .,
with its set of ordered exponents (eq, €3, - - - , €,12) <, and its MAT-partition 7 = (7 ..., Tp42),
where 7y = {Hy | |I| = d}. For every hyperplane H in the same orbit of x4, = 0, i.e. for
H = Hy with k+1 € I, we have

N i

Apgi k41’
Because @4, ,, ., is MAT-free, | , Thm. 3.9] implies that for each 1 < k < n and every
[Trt1] < q < ||, there exists a subset € C m, with |¢'| = ¢ such that, for X = (o, H, of

dimension n+2—gq, the restriction ,ijiﬂ _is free with exponents (e1, €2, -+, €nq2-¢)<. This

14
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is how the accuracy of MAT-free arrangements is proven in general. Now we observe that
for some H € 7;\ €, we still have that ,ijfgfkﬂ is free with exponents (e, €2, + , €n11_g)<-
Because an element H; with k + 1 € I exists in every block of the MAT-partition 7 of
DA, 151> W can always choose such an element for every choice of X. Finally, we observe
that exp(a, ,) = (€1,€2, - ,ent1)< C (€1, €2, €ny2)< = exp(a, ., ). Therefore, we
can conclude that
'Q%Ax;z,k = (’dffm+1,k+1)x = 'fofiziﬂ
is again free with the right exponents, that is, @, , is accurate. O

There is a natural stronger notion of accuracy as in Definition 2.10. We say that the free
arrangement <7 is flag-accurate, if &7 is accurate and if the tuple of flats (X3, Xo,..., X))
from Definition 2.10 can be chosen to be a flag in L(&7), see | , Def. 1.1). It is
shown in [ , Cor. 1.7] that Coxeter arrangements are flag-accurate and in | :
Thm. 1.14] that all Shi arrangements are also flag-accurate. Consequently, the connected
subgraph arrangements 7; are flag-accurate provided G is a path graph or a cycle graph. It
follows from | , Lem. 3.1] and [ , Thm. 4.1, Prop. 5.1, Thm. 5.4] that &7y, is
flag-accurate if and only if @5, is flag-accurate for all n and k. So potentially, this gives an
inductive means to derive this property also for almost-path graphs and path-with-triangle
graphs. Moreover, it is shown in | , Thm. 4.8] that ideal arrangements up to rank 8
are also flag-accurate. Thus /; is flag-accurate for G = A, for 3 <n <8 and 2 <k < 3.

In view of these results and of Theorem 1.4, we put forward the following.
Conjecture 4.3. o is free if and only if it is flag-accurate.

It is clear that flag-accuracy is a combinatoral property which only depend on the lattice of
intersections. This is not known for accuracy, though; see | , Rem. 1.3].

5. INDUCTIVE FREENESS: EVIDENCE FOR CONJECTURE 1.5

According to Theorem 1.3, @7; is free if and only if G is a path, a cycle, an almost path, or
a path-with-triangle graph. For G a path graph, 7; is supersolvable, by [ , Cor. 8.11],
and supersolvable arrangements are inductively free, thanks to work of Jambu and Terao
[ , Thm. 4.2]. For G a cycle, Cuntz and Kiihne show in | , Prop. 3.1] that <
is inductively free. Thus in order to derive Conjecture 1.5 we need to show that o7; is
inductively free for G an almost path or a path-with-triangle graph.

We observe that the arrangements 74, , are particular ideal arrangements in the root system
of type Dpi1, cf. | , Ex. 1.4]. The latter are known to be inductively free, [ ,
Thm. 1.7]. Thus we know in particular that .27, , is inductively free for n > 4. In the same
vein, for n = 5,6, 7 the arrangements .74, , are certain ideal arrangements in the root system
of type E,11. As all ideal arrangements are inductively free, owing to [ , Thm. 1.4],
so are @7y ., forn =15,6,7.

n,3)
6. INDUCTIVE FACTOREDNESS: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.7

According to Theorem 1.6, o7; is factored if and only if G is a path graph or G = A,,; for
some n > 2. For G a path graph, o7 is supersolvable, by | , Cor. 8.11] and supersolvable

arrangements are inductively factored, cf. | Jor | , Prop. 3.11].
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Thus, in order to derive Theorem 1.7 we need to show that .o7; is inductively factored for
G = A, with n > 2. For that purpose we present an induction table for an inductive
factorization 7 of A, ; for each n > 2. We require the following auxiliary result. Let P, be
path graph on n nodes. Here we use the following labelling of A, ;:

Anl: ----—
’ 1 2 n

Lemma 6.1. For n > 2, consider the n-arrangement B, = </p, \J{H:1,..., H,_1}, where
Hy =ker 2zg+x + -+ ag) fork=1,...n—1. Let m = " be the partition of B, given

by:
m1 = {ker(zo)}
m = {ker(x; + ...+ xp1) | 7=0,.. .k} U{Hp_1} for k=2,... n.

Then m s an inductive factorization of %B,. In particular, %, is inductively free with
exp(%B,) = (1,3,4,...,n+1).

Proof. We aim to show that Hy,..., H, 1 forms an inductive chain (in that order) from
the supersolvable arrangement «7p to %,. For that purpose define o) := o/p and o7 :=
Ap, U{Hy,...,H;} for i = 1,...,n — 1. Both arrangements %, and % are inductively
factored. We proceed by induction on n and ¢, assuming that %, _; and o_; are inductively
factored, with A = A\*~! an inductive factorization for .2%_, given by:

Mg i=mpfork=1,...,i—1,

A= d{ker(z;+ ...+ 251) | 7=0,...,k}for k=1, ... n.
Note that after a change of coordinates for o7p,, like the one in | , Ex. 1.2], the partition
A\ given by

A =7,

A= {ker(z; + ...+ a1 1) | j=0,... .k} fork=2,....n,

is the inductive factorization for the rank n braid arrangement corresponding to the maximal
chain of modular flats

{x0:x1}<{x0:x1:x2}< ...<{x0:x1:...:xn}_
Then one checks that the restriction to H;_; yields the arrangement 4,,_; with the inductive
partition 77!, Similarly, thanks to the chosen factorization, one sees by inspection that the

map o: ;_1\\i_1 — &7, is bijective for each i. Consequently, 7 is an inductive factorization
of #,. We give the induction table for the inductive factorization in Table 1 below. O
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(!, 7)) exp &, ap, (!, 7ll) exp &,

)

(e, \O) 1,2,3,4,....,n 29+ m (Bo_1, 7Y 1,3,4,...,n—1
(4271,)\1) 1,3,3,4,...,n 21’0+l’1+$2 (%n_l,ﬂ'n_l) 1,3,4,...,71—1

(Hp_9, \"72) 1,3,4,5,...,n,n 2xg+a1+ -+ 2p 1 (B, 7™ 1,3,4,...,n—1
(B, 7" 1,3,4....n+1

TABLE 1. Induction Table of Factorizations for 4%,

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Recall from | , Thm. 5.4] that o is free for G = A, ; with
exp(g) = (1,3,4,...,n+1,n+1). We claim that the following partition 7 = 7"*! is an
inductive factorization for @/, ,:
m1 = {ker(zo + x1)},
m = A{ker(x; +...+x5) | i=0,...,k} for k=2,...,n; (k+ 1 hyperplanes),
Tt = {ker(zg + 22+ ...+ xp) | E=2,...,n} U {ker(xg), ker(z;)} (n + 1 hyperplanes).

Note that this is identical to the partition in the proof of | , Prop. 8.9]. We argue by
induction on n > 2. For n = 2 one checks that 7 is inductive. By induction we assume that
7 given above is an inductive factorization for @/, , .

We claim that Hi,...,H,s is an inductive chain (in that order) from /s to Ap

where:

n—1,1 n,17

H;,=ker(z; 1+ -4z, fori=1,....n+1
Hn+2 :ker(x0+x2+-~-+xn).

Fori=1,...,n+1, let & = x, ., U{H:1,...,H;} and A = X" be the corresponding

partition obtained from the partition 7 = 7"~! of @, _, , as follows:

ANy =mpfor1<k<n-—1
)\n = {Hl,...,Hi}
Anal = Tn;

the last hyperplane is added to the block A, ., unlike the others, yielding the arrangement
Gpy2 = @, and its inductive partition A2 = g,

In the first n + 1 addition steps the restriction arrangement is always /s, ,, with the
respective inductive factorization 7"~!, and for example by using | , Lem. 2.10], the
map ¢ can be seen to be always bijective.

For the last hyperplane, the restriction is different: we leave the class of connected subgraph
arrangements, but just for one hyperplane: @/, = @/, ,, U{ker(zg — z1)}, with the asso-

ciated partition (7")” obtained by adding the extra hyperplane ker(zy —x1) to the (n —1)-st
17



and penultimate) block of the inductive partition 7%~ of @r ..
n—1,1

Now, we prove that this arrangement is inductively factored. By choosing as distinguished
hyperplane ker(zy — 1), clearly, the deletion is #/x,_, ,, and the restriction turns out to be
the arrangement %,,_; with the respective inductive factorization from Lemma 6.1. Hence,
thanks to this lemma we are done. See Table 2 for the induction table of this inductive

factorization of @, ;. O
(<, m) exp </ o, (" )  expd
('Q%Anfl,ﬂﬂ-) 1,3,4,...,77,,77, x0++xn (’QfAnfl,Nﬂ-) 1,3,4,...,77,,77,
(1, A1) 1,3,4,...,n,1,n T4+ a, (Dapr1>m) 1,3,4,...,n,n
(A, AT) 1,3,4,....,n,n,n Ty, (Dapr1>m) 1,3,4,...,n,n

(A, NN 1,34, on,n+1,n  xzo4+aet--+z, (1) 1,3,4,...,n+1n
(7N 1,3,4,....,n+1,n+1

TABLE 2. Induction Table of Factorizations for @/x,, ,

7. ASPHERICAL @/;: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.8

Remark 7.1. Thanks to an observation by Oka, asphericity is a local property in the sense
of §2.8, e.g., see | , Lem. 1.1].

We recall the concept of a generic arrangement from | , Def. 5.22].

Remark 7.2. An (-arrangement &7 with rank(.«?) = r is called generic if every subarrange-

ment A of o7 of cardinality r is linearly independent and |&7| > r, | , Def. 5.22]. Due
to work of Hattori, generic arrangements are not aspherical, cf. | , Cor. 5.23].
The following is the list from | | of minimal graphs G subject to %; being not free.
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G, Go

G5 G

We show next that o7 is not K(m, 1) for each G in Figure 1 with the possible exception of
Gy = K. We begin with Gi:

Proposition 7.3. The connected subgraph arrangement of = o/, stemming from the graph

Owm©
A
is not K(m,1).

Proof. Consider the rank 3 localization ' = @7x for the subspace
X=H,NH N Hy ={xy =24 =21 + 25 =0}.
This arrangement is defined by
Q(B') = wowy(wo + 14) (1 + 0 + 13) (11 + T3 + X4)(T1 + T2 + T3 + T4)
which is linearly isomorphic to the essential 3-arrangement % defined by

Q(B) =yz(z +y)(x+2)(y +2)(x +y+2)

T+ I3 Xz
under the linear transformation T — |y |. Fort € C, consider the arrangement
Ty z

A(t) defined by Q(A(t)) = yz(z +y +t2)(x + 2)(y + 2)(x + y + z) . We have B = H(0)
and B = A(t) for all t € C\ {1,2}. Furthermore, for ¢ real and ¢t > 2, the arrangement

A(t) has a “simple triangle”. Defining the 1-parameter family (%’(2(6“” +1)[1<t< 2),

we observe that this is a lattice isotopy in the sense of [ |. Thus, the arrangements
B =B0) = B2 +1)) and B(4) = B(2(e*™ + 1)) have diffeomorphic complements.
Since #A(4) admits a “simple triangle®, and thus is not K(m, 1), owing again to | ,
Cor. 3.3, (3.12)], also £ is not K(m,1). Since 4 is linearly isomorphic to «7x, the latter is

not K (m,1). Finally, it follows from Remark 7.1 that neither o is K(m,1). O
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FIGURE 2. Projective pictures of the arrangements 4 = %4(0) and #(4) for
z = 1 with the “simple triangle” shaded in.

We note that the arrangement % above is linearly isomorphic to the rank 3 arrangement
utilized in | , Lem. 2.1].

Remark 7.4. It is shown in (the proof of) [ , Prop. 3.1] that for G = G; and G,
e admits a generic localization of rank 4 and 5, respectively. It follows from Remarks 7.1
and 7.2 that 7 is not K(m,1).

We discuss further obstructions to the K(m, 1) property for the o7; and give additional
minimal configurations of connected graphs G for which 7; fails to be aspherical. These
obstructions also stem from the presence of a localization of rank 3 which satisfies the
“simple triangle” condition of Falk and Randell, cf. | , Cor. 3.3, (3.12)]. Thus these
rank 3 localizations are not K (m, 1), and so neither is @7, by Remark 7.1. In particular,
they include the instances when G is G3, G4, G5, or Gg from Figure 1.

Proposition 7.5. If G is one of the graphs in Figure 3, then < is not K(m,1).

We also note that G; can be obtained from graph contractions from G = Gy up to Gis, so
that o7, is a localization of ;. It follows from Lemma 2.25, Remark 7.1, and Proposition
7.3 that o7; is not K(m, 1).

Here is an immediate consequence of Proposition 7.5.

Corollary 7.6. Let G = K,, be the complete graph on n vertices. If n > 5, then g is not
K(m,1). Le. resonance arrangements of rank at least 5 are not K(m,1).

Proof. We argue by induction on n > 5. Owing to Proposition 7.5 and the presence of Kj
in Figure 3, @, is not K(m,1). Now let n > 5 and assume that the result holds for K, ;.
Let G = K,,. Contracting along any edge of G gives K,,_;. By our induction assumption,
Iy, , is not K(m,1). The result follows from Lemma 2.25 and Remark 7.1. U

We are now in a position to address Theorem 1.8.
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FIGURE 3. Minimal connected graphs G for which 7; fails to be K (7, 1).

Proof of Theorem 1.8. If @/ has rank 3, then either G = P53 or (5. In both instances .o/
is K(m,1), thanks to [ , Thm. 7.2], and free by Theorem 1.3. If 7; has rank 4, then
G = Py, Cy, Aso Agq, Gy or Gy = K4. The result now follows from Theorem 1.3 and
Proposition 7.3.

If @7 has rank at least 5, our argument closely follows the line of reasoning of | ,
Thm. 6.7]: For a given G with at least 5 nodes we use the contraction method from §2.8
and arrive at a suitable induced subgraph G[S] of rank 5 which either belongs to one of our
accepted families or it appears in Figure 3. In the latter case, @/(g) is not K(m,1), thanks
to Proposition 7.5. Consequently, owing to Lemma 2.25 and Remark 7.1 also .@7; fails to be
K (m,1). We use this repeatedly in the arguments below.

(1). Suppose there is a node v in G of degree at least 4. Let vq,...,v4 be four distinct
neighbours of v. Let S = {v,v1,...,v4}. Then the induced subgraph G[S] of G by S is one
of the graphs listed in the first two rows of Figure 3. It follows from the argument outlined
above that @7 can’t be K(m,1). Consequently, any node in G has degree at most 3.

(2). Assume that G has at least two cycles Cy and Cy of length at least three that share
at least one edge. Contracting edges results in an induced subgraph G[S] = G;. It follows
from Lemma 2.25 and Proposition 7.3 that <f; fails to be K(m,1). So there is no pair of
such cycles in G.

(3). Now suppose G admits at least two cycles of length at least 3 which do not share an
edge. Then contracting edges in G to a minimum of 5 nodes leads to an induced subgraph
G[S] identical to G5 in Figure 3. Once again we conclude that @7 is not K(m,1). So there
is no pair of such cycles in G either. So there can be at most one cycle in G.

(4). Next we suppose that G admits a single cycle of length at least 4, but that G itself is
not a cycle itself. Since the rank of .@7; is assumed to be at least 5, contracting edges in G
leads to an induced subgraph G[S] which is identical to Gg in Figure 3, as G itself is not a
cycle. Once again, we conclude that @7; must fail to be K(m,1). So there is at most one

cycle in G of length 3.
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(5). Now suppose that G does admit a cycle of length 3. Then at least one of its nodes is
of degree 3 (else G = (). Suppose there is yet another node in G of degree 3 which does
not belong to the 3-cycle. After possibly contracting edges in G we arrive at an induced
subgraph G[S]| which is identical to G, in Figure 3. Yet again, «7; is not K(m, 1). Suppose
G admits three nodes of degree three which belong to the cycle of length 3. The induced
subgraph of this configuration coincides with the graph G; from Figure 1. It follows from
Lemma 2.25 and Remark 7.4 that o7; fails to be K(m,1). So G is A, ;, for some n > 4.

(6). Finally, we consider the case when G is a tree and not itself a path graph. If G admits
more than one node of degree 3, then contracting edges leads to an induced subgraph G[S]
which is identical to GG3 in Figure 3. So there is at most one node v of degree 3. If the paths
attached to the node v all have lengths at least 2, then there is an induced subgraph of G
identical to Gg from Figure 1. It follows from Lemma 2.25 and Remark 7.4 that «7; fails to
be K(m,1). So therefore, G is A, j, for some n > 4. O

In view of Theorem 1.8 and its proof above, it would be interesting to know whether o7 is
K(m,1) when G = Cy or Gy = Kj.

8. COMBINATORIAL FORMALITY: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.9

A property for arrangements is said to be combinatorial if it only depends on the intersection
lattice of the underlying arrangement. Yuzvinsky [Y93, Ex. 2.2] demonstrated that formality
is not combinatorial, answering a question raised by Falk and Randell | | in the negative.
Yuzvinsky’s insight motivates the following notion from | ].

Definition 8.1. Suppose o7 is a formal arrangement. We say &7 is combinatorially formal
if every arrangement with an intersection lattice isomorphic to the one of o/ is also formal.

The following definitions, which are originally due to Falk for matroids [FF02], were adapted

for arrangements in | , §2.4]. Let 8 C o/ be a subset of hyperplanes. We say A is

closed it B = oty for Y = (| H. We call £# line-closed if for every pair H, H' € %A of
He®

hyperplanes, we have &yng C %B. The line-closure 1c(A) of £ is defined as the intersection
of all line-closed subsets of &/ containing Z. The arrangement &7 is called line-closed if
every line-closed subset of o is closed. With these notions, we have the following criterion
for combinatorial formality, see [F02, Cor. 3.8], | , Prop. 3.2]:

Proposition 8.2. Let o/ be an arrangement of rank r. Suppose 98 C & consists of r
hyperplanes such that r(B) = r and lc(B) = of. Then o is combinatorially formal.

A subset # C & as in Proposition 8.2 is called an lc-basis of <.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Let G be a connected graph. Let B = {kerz; | i € [n]} C <.

Then it is easy to see that successively all H; for I C [n] with G[I] connected belong to the

line-losure 1c(#) of #. Consequently, 1c(#) = ;. Since rk(e;) = n = |B| = 1k(£4), it

follows from Proposition 8.2 that o7 is combinatorially formal. U
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There is a stronger notion of formality for an arrangement 7, that of k-formality for 1 <
k <1k(</) due to Brandt and Terao | |. In view of Theorem 1.9 and in view of the fact
that all free arrangements are not just formal but are k-formal for all k, one might ask for
this stronger notion of k-formlity among connected subgraph arrangements.

It was shown in [ , Prop. 3.4] that despite both simple arrangements o7, and <,
are not free, both admit free multiplicities. It thus follows from | , Cor. 4.10] that both
q, and g, are k-formal for any k. Thus @7; is k-formal for any k provided the rank of o7
is at most 4 or o7 is free. Computational evidence for further non-free small rank connected
subgraph arrangements suggests the following.

Conjecture 8.3. Any o/ is k-formal for any k.

9. ON IDEAL SUBARRANGEMENTS OF 2/

In this section we investigate properties of natural subarrangements of connected subgraph
arrangements which are counterparts of ideal subarrangements of Weyl arrangements.

9.1. Arrangements of ideal type in Weyl arrangements. We begin by recalling the
construction of ideal arrangements from | , §11]. Let ® be an irreducible, reduced root
system and let ®* be the set of positive roots with respect to some set of simple roots II.
An (upper) order ideal, or simply ideal for short, of T, is a subset Z of ®T satisfying the
following condition: if « € Z and § € ®T so that a + 8 € ®T, then o + 5 € Z. Recall
the standard partial ordering < on ®: a < 3 provided 3 — « is a Zs¢-linear combination of
positive roots, or f = «. Then Z is an ideal in ®* if and only if whenever & € Z and § € ®*
so that o < 3, then § € 7.

Following | , §11], we associate with an ideal Z in ®* the arrangement consisting of all
hyperplanes with respect to the roots in Z¢ := ®*\ Z, the complement of Z in ®*. Let o7 (D)
be the Weyl arrangement of ®, i.e., o (P) = {H, | « € &7}, where H, is the hyperplane in
the Euclidean space V =R ® Z® orthogonal to the root a.

Definition 9.1 (| , §11]). Let Z C ®* be an ideal and let Z¢ := ®*\ 7 be its complement
in ®*. The arrangement of ideal type associated with Z is the subarrangement o7 of o7 ()
defined by

oy ={H, | a €I}

We note that Z¢ is a lower order ideal in the set of positive roots ®.

In | | it is shown that a combinatorial property (see | , Cond. 1.10]) combined with
Terao’s fibration theorem | | provides an inductive method which allows one to deduce
that a large class of the arrangements of ideal type @7 are inductively free. In fact all ideal
arrangements 77 are inductively free for all types of reduced root systems, thanks to | ,
Thm. 1.4].

9.2. Arrangements of ideal type in connected subgraph arrangements. In | ,
Ex. 1.4], Cuntz and Kiihne remark that if G is the underlying simple graph of the Dynkin

diagram of a reduced root system ®, then the corresponding connected subgraph arrangement
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Y is a particular ideal arrangement o7 as in Definition 9.1 where the hyperplanes in 75
correspond to the positive roots o in ® where a simple root has coefficient 0 or 1 in a.

Here Cuntz and Kiihne also indicate that if the graph G is not the Dynkin diagram of a
reduced root system so that the Coxeter group with underlying Dynkin diagram G is infinite,
one may interpret o7; as a finite ideal subarrangement of the infinite root system associated
with G.

Generalizing this interpretation, for a simple graph G we consider the poset of induced
connected subgraphs of G ordered by inclusion. A lower order ideal Z in this poset then gives
rise to a subarrangement 277 of 27 (generalizing ideal subarrangements of Weyl arrangements
discussed above) to which we also refer as an ideal subarrangement of g; i.e., for such an
ideal Z, define

42/21:{]‘[1642/(;‘161}.

It was shown in | , Thm. 1.1] that all ideal subarrangements @77 of Weyl arrangements
are free by means of Theorem 2.6, consequently the o7 are MAT-free, see Definition 2.8.
Generalizing this result and generalizing | , Thm. 4.1], we observe next that MAT-
freeness also prevails for the class of ideal subarragements @7 of the connected subgraph
arrangements %/, for G' an almost path-graph A, j.

Proposition 9.2. Let G' be an almost path-graph A, and let T be an ideal in the poset of
induced subgraphs of A, , and let <1 the associated ideal subarragement of <. Then <7 is
MAT-free.

Proof. The case T = G is | , Thm. 4.1]. The argument in the proof of | , Thm. 4.1]
generalizes to arrangements stemming from ideals of such posets for non-Dynkin type almost-
path-graphs A, , # Eg, E7, Es. The MAT-partition needed for @7 is the same as in the proof
of | , Thm. 4.1}, simply restricted to the ideal Z: let d be the maximal rank of Z; define:

= B, the empty arrangement in Q%
MZ:M_1U{H]|H]€JZ{IaHd |]|:Z}f01"]_§7,§d
The proof of | , Thm. 4.1] can then be repeated almost verbatim: all hypotheses of

Theorem 2.6 are satisfied. The arrangement o7 is Boolean, so there is nothing to be shown
for the first step (%, .o#). For the pair (<7_1, %) we observe that:

(1) the hyperplanes in 7 \ <7 _; are linearly independent, as the argument in the proof
of | , Thm. 4.1] shows that all rank ¢ elements of the poset of induced subgraphs
are independent;

(2) the first part entails Upec o H € Nprew,, H';

(3) the condition |&7_i| — |(«f_1 U {H})t| =i for H; € o \ _; is proven for & =
a, ., and it clearly only uses elements below H; in the poset ordering. Because 7
is an order ideal, the argument can be repeated in the present case.

This completes the proof of the proposition. O
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For @7 a connected subgraph arrangement and s € N, we define the ideal subarrangement
/5 of @ by the hyperplanes H; where I involves at most s coordinate functions, i.e.,

E.g. &2 is the Boolean subarrangement of @/ consisting of the coordinate hyperplanes. So
A2 is supersolvable and K (7, 1) irrespective of G. We are going to investigate combinato-
rial and topological properties of the ideal subarrangements @75 of @7 for s > 1 for some
prominent classes of graphs GG below.

Remark 9.4. Let G = P, be a path-graph. Then any ideal subarrangement of .o7; is an
ideal subarrangement 277 of the Weyl arrangement of type A,. It is known that each such is
supersolvable and thus is also K (7, 1), see | , §6], or | , Thm. 1.5]. This in particular
applies to 275 for any s > 1.

Proposition 9.5. Suppose G contains a cycle. Then /2 is neither free, nor K(m,1). In
particular, this is the case if G is a complete graph K,, a cycle-graph C,, or a path-with-
triangle-graph A, j.

Proof. Suppose @ has rank 3. Then G = K3 = C3 = Ay and &2 coincides with the
arrangement X3 from [ , (3.12)]. Owing to loc. cit., @/ is neither free, nor K(m,1).
Now suppose that the rank of @75 is at least 4. After possibly contracting edges in G first
and then by passing to a suitable induced subgraph, we arrive at a localization @7, of .27
of rank 3, by Lemma 2.25. It follows from the rank 3 case above, | , Thm. 4.37] and
Remark 7.1 that &3 is neither free, nor K (m,1). O

Remark 9.6. Let 3 be in ®*. Then 8 = )" cacx for ¢, € Z>o. The height of 3 is defined
to be ht(f) = > ey Ca- Let 0 be the highest root in ®. Then h = ht(f) + 1 is the Coxeter
number of W. For 1 <t < h, let Z; := {a € ®* | ht(«) > ¢} be the ideal consisting of all
roots of height at least ¢t. In particular, we have Z; = ®* and 7;, = @.

It is shown in [ , Thm. 1.31] that if ® is of type D,, for n > 4, Es, Er7, or Eg, and Z D 73
(resp. Z D Zy), then 77 is supersolvable (resp. inductively factored). In particular, if Z = 7
(resp. Z = Z,), then @77 consists of all hyperplanes in o7 (®) relative to roots of height
at most 2 (resp. 3). Using (9.3), it follows that in thes cases @, = /2 is supersolvable
(resp. o7, = <73 is inductively factored), where G is the underlying simple graph of the
Dynkin diagram of ®. Next we show that | , Thm. 1.31] generalizes to all almost-path-
graphs A, .

In our following two results we present particular ideal subarrangements of o7 for for G =
A, which are inductively factored.

Proposition 9.7. Let G = A, ;. be the almost-path-graph, for n > 3 and k > 2. Then </
is supersolvable, and <3 is inductively factored.

Proof. The inductive arguments in | | to derive | , Thm. 1.31] equally apply to the
generalizations for all almost-path-graphs A, ;, for both parts. Thanks to | , Thm. 1.31],

for K = 2 and any n and for k = 3 and n < 7, both parts above hold. So we may assume
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that n > 7 and k£ > 4 and argue by induction on n. Consider the subgraph G’ = A,,_1
of G and the induced subarrangement @7 of ;. Let X be the flat in L(&/Z) (resp. in
L(43)) given by the intersection of all H;, where I C [n—1]. Then X is a modular element
of corank 1 in @72 (resp. </2) and 3 (resp. #2,) coincides with this localization of 272

at X (resp. &3 at X). It follows from | , Thm. 1.12, Lem. 3.1, Lem. 3.4] that &3 is
supersolvable (resp. <732 is inductively factored), since by induction, &3 is supersolvable
(resp. 73, is inductively factored). O

Next we consider another family of ideal subarrangements 27 of the @, for G = A, each
of its members lies properly in o7 jn . and properly contains &/ j’n L

Proposition 9.8. Let G = A, forn > 4. Let T be a lower order ideal in the poset of
connected subgraphs of G consisting of subsets I C [n + 1] subject to /f G @y C oy
and I #{k —1,k,k+ 1,n+ 1}. Then o/ is inductively factored.

Proof. We argue by induction on n. Let n = 4. So 7 is an ideal subarrangment of the
Weyl arrangement of type D5 with either 14 or 15 hyperplanes and exponents exp .o/ =
{1,3,3,3,4} or {1,3,3,4,4}. One checks directly that in each instance .27 is inductively
factored. For instance, if @/ admits 15 hyperplanes, then the following is an inductive
factorization of @7, where we use the short hand notation abc for ker(x, + x, + x.):

7 ={2},{1,12,125},{3, 23,123}, {5, 25,235, 2345}, {4, 34, 234, 1234}.

In fact there are four inductive factorizations of 277, but all are equivalent under the auto-
morphism group of /7. Now suppose n > 4 and that the statement in the lemma holds
for n — 1. As in the proof of Proposition 9.7, the inductive arguments in | | to derive
[ , Thm. 1.31] equally apply here as well. So that the case for n — 1 can be obtained as
a localization of o7 at a modular flat of corank 1 and so the result follows by induction. [J

10. RANK-GENERATING FUNCTIONS OF THE POSET OF REGIONS

Let ./ be a hyperplane arrangement in the real vector space V = Rf. A region of <7 is a
connected component of the complement M(o/) :=V \ UgesH of . Let Z := % () be
the set of regions of /. For R, R’ € %, we let S(R, R") denote the set of hyperplanes in .o/
separating R and R’. Then with respect to a choice of a fixed base region B in %, we can
partially order Z as follows:

R<R if 8(B,R)CS(B,R).

Endowed with this partial order, we call Z the poset of regions of </ (with respect to B)
and denote it by P(«7, B). This is a ranked poset of finite rank, where rk(R) := |S(B, R)|,
for R a region of &7, | , Prop. 1.1]. The rank-generating function of P(</, B) is defined
to be the following polynomial in Zs|t]

((P(o/,B);t) := Y ™,
ReZx

This poset along with its rank-generating function was introduced by Edelman | ].
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Thanks to work of Bjorner, Edelman, and Ziegler | , Thm. 4.4] (see also Paris | D,
respectively Jambu and Paris | , Prop. 3.4, Thm. 6.1], in case of a real arrangement .o/
which is supersolvable, respectively inductively factored, there always exists a suitable base
region B so that ((P(</, B);t) admits a multiplicative decomposition which is determined
by the exponents of &7, i.e.

J4
(10.1) ((P(o,B)it) = [JA+t+...+t%),

i=1
where {e1,...,e;} = exp .o/ is the set of exponents of 7.

Quite remarkably many classical real arrangements do satisfy the factorization identity
(10.1), the most prominent ones being Coxeter arrangements.

Let W = (W, S) be a Coxeter group with associated reflection arrangement o = o7 (W)
which consists of the reflecting hyperplanes of the reflections in W in the real space V = R",

where |S| = n. The Poincaré polynomial W (t) of the Coxeter group W is the polynomial in
Z[t] defined by

(10.2) W(t) =Y ),

weWw

where ¢ is the length function of W with respect to S. Then W(t) coincides with the
rank-generating function of the poset of regions ((P(<7, B);t) of the underlying reflection
arrangement .o/ = o/ (W) with respect to B being the dominant Weyl chamber of W in V;
see | | or | ].

The following factorization of W (t) is due to Solomon | |:

(10.3) Wty =J[a+t+... +t),

i=1
where {ey,...,e,} is the set of exponents of W, i.e., the set of exponents of &7 (W). So by
the comments above, (10.3) coincides with the factorization in (10.1).

Moreover, also the rank-generating function of the poset of regions ((P(<#z, B);t) for an
ideal arrangement o7 from Definition 9.1 also obeys the factorization identity (10.1); see
[ 1, [ | for partial results, and | , Cor. 1.3] for the general statement.

Let W be a Coxeter group again with reflection arrangement o7 = o/ (W), let X be a member
of the intersection lattice L(/), and consider the restricted reflection arrangement &/*. In

general, &% is no longer a reflection arrangement. Nevertheless, thanks to | , Thm. 1.3],
there always exists a suitable base region B of &/ in X so that also (P (&f X ) t) satisfies
(10.1), provided W is not of type FEg. In case W is of type Fg, then ((P(&7/*, B);t) satisfies

t)
(10.1), provided X has rank at most 3 with only two exceptions or .&/% = (Eg, Dy).
(

We close with a comment on the rank-generating function of the poset of regions (P (%, B); )

of the free arrangements o7; from Theorem 1.3.

27



Remark 10.4. It follows from Theorems 1.6, 1.7 and | , Prop. 3.4, Thm. 6.1] that <7
satisfies (10.1) for G a path graph P, or a path-with-triangle graph A, ; for n > 2. We
checked that (10.1) also holds for @7; for G = Ay and Aj .

As discussed in the previous section, for G = A, 2 = D,1, Ass = Es, Ass = E7, and
Az 3 = Es, 9 is a particular ideal arrangement. Thus it follows from | , Cor. 1.3]
that of; satisfies (10.1).

Given this strong evidence, it is very plausible that more generally, 7; fulfills (10.1) for G
an almost path graph A, j or a path-with-triangle graph A, ; for any n > 2 and any k.
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