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MORE BISECTIONS BY HYPERPLANE ARRANGEMENTS
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Dedicated to Zarko Mijajlovié on the occasion of his 70th birthday

ABSTRACT. A union of an arrangement of affine hyperplanes #H in R? is the real algebraic variety
associated to the principal ideal generated by the polynomial py given as the product of the degree
one polynomials which define the hyperplanes of the arrangement. A finite Borel measure on R? is
bisected by the arrangement of affine hyperplanes H if the measure on the “non-negative side” of the
arrangement {x € R? : py(x) > 0} is the same as the measure on the “non-positive” side of the
arrangement {x € R? : py/(z) < 0}.

In 2017 Barba, Pilz & Schnider considered special, as well as modified cases of the following measure
partition hypothesis: For a given collection of j finite Borel measures on R% there exists a k-element
affine hyperplane arrangement that bisects each of the measures into equal halves simultaneously. They
showed that there are simultaneous bisections in the case when d = k = 2 and j = 4. Furthermore, they
conjectured that every collection of j measures on R? can be simultaneously bisected with a k-element
affine hyperplane arrangement provided that d > [j/k]. The conjecture was confirmed in the case when
d > j/k = 2% by Hubard and Karasev in 2018.

In this paper we give a different proof of the Hubard and Karasev result using the framework of
Blagojevié, Frick, Haase & Ziegler (2016), based on the equivariant relative obstruction theory of tom
Dieck, which was developed for handling the Griinbaum—Hadwiger—Ramos hyperplane measure partition
problem. Furthermore, this approach allowed us to prove even more, that for every collection of 2¢(2h +
1) 4+ £ measures on R2*+¢ where 1 < £ < 2% — 1, there exists a (2h + 1)-element affine hyperplane
arrangement that bisects all of them simultaneously. Our result was extended to the case of spherical
arrangements and reproved by alternative methods in a beautiful way by Crabb in 2020.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

Let d > 1 be an integer. An affine hyperplane in the d-dimensional Euclidean space R? is determined
by a unit vector u € S(R?) in R? and a scalar a € R as follows:

Hyo:={z €RY: (z,u) = a},

where (-, ) denotes the standard Euclidean scalar product. In this description the sets H, , and H_, _,
coincide. An oriented affine hyperplane in R? determined by a unit vector u € S(R?) and a scalar a € R is
the triple H(u, a) := (Hy,q,u,a). The set of all oriented affine hyperplanes is endowed with a Z/2-action
given by the orientation change H(u,a) — H(—u, —a). To each oriented affine hyperplane H(u,a) in
R? we associate the linear polynomial function p, ,: R? — R given by py..(2) := (,u) — a for z € R%
In particular, H, , = {z € R? : p, o(x) = 0}. Furthermore, p, () = —p_y,—a(2).

Let & > 1 be an integer. A k-element affine hyperplane arrangement H in R? is an ordered k-
tuple of oriented affine hyperplanes in R%. To any k-element affine hyperplane arrangement H =
(H(uy,a1),. .., H(ug,ar)) we associate the polynomial function pz : R? — R defined by

k
pH(x) = Hpui,ai (,T)
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FIGURE 1. Illustration of a black and white bisection of four measures on the plane by an
essential 2-element affine hyperplane arrangement.

The union of the arrangement H in R? is the real affine variety
{z € RY: py(x) = 0}
A k-element affine hyperplane arrangement H = (H (uy,ay), ..., H(us,a)) in R? is essential if
H(up,ar) # H(us,as) and H(up,a,) # H(—us, —as),

for all 1 <r < s < k. As expected, a k-element affine hyperplane arrangement is non-essential if it is not
essential.

Let 41 be a nice measure on R%, meaning that p is a finite Borel measure on R? that vanishes on every
affine hyperplane in R%. A k-element arrangement H bisects the family of nice measures M = (u1, ..., )
if for every 1 <r < j:

for (Rd) .

({2 € RY pu(2) 2 0}) = g ({r € RY: pe() < 0) = 225

In other words, we are looking for an essential affine hyperplane arrangement and a coloring of the
connected components of the complement of its union into two colors with the property that no closures
of any two components of the same color share a common facet. This provides a bisection of the space
into two parts corresponding to the colors and we ask that this partition bisects every one of the given
measures into equal halves.

In this paper, motivated by the recent work of Barba, Pilz & Schnider [3] we study the set A C N3 of
all triples (d, j, k) of positive integers such that for every collection of j nice measures in R? there exists
a k-element affine hyperplane arrangement in R? that bisects these measures. It is not hard to observe
that the set A has the following property:

(djk)eN = (d,jk)eA foralld >d.
Furthermore, the ham sandwich theorem is equivalent to the inclusion

{(d,7,1) :d>j>1} CA.

The first description of the set A follows by considering j pairwise disjoint intervals on a moment
curve in R? as measures, counting the number of intersection points of a k-element affine hyperplane
arrangement with the moment curve (at most dk points) and comparing it with the minimal number of
points needed for a bisection of j intervals (at least j points). Consequently, we get

(d,j,k)eN = dk>j.

The idea of considering intervals on a moment curve as measures in the context of the Griinbaum-—
Hadwiger-Ramos hyperplane measure partition problem originates from the work of Avis [2], and was
further used in this context by Ramos [15] and others. For a detailed review of the Griitnbaum-Hadwiger—
Ramos hyperplane mass partition problem see for example [5] and the references therein. Thus, it is
natural to make the following conjecture, see also [3, Conj. 1].

Conjecture 1.1. Letd > 1, j > 1 and k > 1 be integers. If d > [j/k], then (d, j, k) € A.
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The main result of this paper is derived from the so called “join configuration space / test map
scheme” and an application of two different relative equivariant obstruction theories of Bredon [7] and
tom Dieck [10]. The join scheme was introduced for the first time in [6], while the relative obstruction
theory framework for the study of the Griinbaum—Hadwiger—-Ramos hyperplane mass partition problem
was developed only in [4]. In particular, in the first part of the theorem we give a different proof of the
result by Hubard and Karasev [11, Thm. 1], which in the special case d = k = 2 and j = 4 is due to
Barba, Pilz & Schnider [3, Thm. 2.2].

Theorem 1.2. Letd > 1, j > 1 and k > 2 be integers. If

(a) dk = j and d = 2% for some integer a > 0, or

(b) (d=0k+£¢=3j, kisodd, d=2%+{ for some integers a > 1, and 1 < < 2% —1,
then (d,j,k) € A.

Thus, Theorem 1.2(a) settles Conjecture 1.1 in the case when dk — j = 2% — j = 0, while Theorem
1.2(b) gives the positive difference dk — j = ¢k — ¢, where k > 3 is odd, and consequently does not settle
the conjecture in any additional case. The results of Theorem 1.2 were reproved by Crabb [8] in the
broader setting of spherical arrangements by intriguing evaluations of pull-backs of twisted Euler classes.

In order to illustrate the results of Theorem 1.2 we fix the parameter £ = 3 and consider the set
Alk = 3] :={(j,d) € N?: (d, j,3) € A}. In Figure 2 we depicted with a black dot for each j the minimal
d such that (j,d) € Alk = 3] as Conjecture 1.1 claims. We circled the upper bounds for the dimension
d obtained from an application of Theorem 1.2(a). In grey we circled the improved upper bounds on d
derived from Theorem 1.2(b).

The main result of this paper, stated in Theorem 1.2, is proven in the following steps:

— The problem regarding the existence of a bisection of a collection of measures in R? by a k-element
affine hyperplane arrangement is connected to the question about the non-existence of specially con-
structed Gf—equivariant maps beween spheres S(+1Dk=1 __, §i+k=2 gee Section 2.

— The claim of Theorem 1.2 is obtained as a consequence of the non-existence of Gf—equivariant maps
Sld+Dk=1 __, §i+k=2 with some specific properties, as explained in Theorem 2.5. The non-existence
of the relevant map is proved via an application of the equivariant relative obstruction theory of tom
Dieck, see Section 3.

Acknowledgment. We would like to thank Alfredo Hubard, Tatiana Levinson and Arkadiy Skopenkov for
useful discussions. The authors thank Matija Blagojevié¢ for his work on the manuscript which resulted
in several improvements of the text. We are also grateful to the referees for valuable suggestions and
comments.
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FIGURE 2. The shape of the set {(j,d) € N* : (d,4,3) € A} as suggested by Conjecture 1.1
(black dot), Theorem 1.2(a) (circled) and Theorem 1.2(b) (circled in grey).
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2. FROM A PARTITION PROBLEM TO A BORSUK—ULAM TYPE PROBLEM

In this section we relate the problem of describing the set A € N3 with a topological problem of the
Borsuk—Ulam type. For that we develop both the product and join configuration space / test map scheme
even we apply only the join scheme. The join scheme can be efficiently used only in combination with
the relative equivariant obstruction theory, as demonstrated in [4].

The space of all oriented affine hyperplanes in R? can be identified with the sphere S¢ = S(R4*1) of unit
vectors in R*! where the north pole eqy1 := (0,...,0,1) and the south pole —eg41 = (0,...,0,—1) are in-
terpreted as “extra” oriented affine hyperplanes at infinity. To see this place R? into R4*! on “height one”,
that is via the embedding (z1,...,24) — (21,...,24,1). Every oriented affine hyperplane H(u,a) =
(Hy.a,u,a) in R? spans the uniquely oriented linear hyperplane H(w(u,a),0) = (Hu(u,a),0, w(u,a),0)
in R*1. The corresponding unit normal vector w(u,a) determines a point on the sphere S¢. Further-
more, the associated polynomial function py(u,a),0: R+ — R, given by Puw(u,a),0(w) = (w,w(u,a))
for w € R4 restricts on the embedded R? = R? x {1} to the polynomial function Du,a, that is
Pu,a = Pw(u,a)0lrix{1}- The Z/2 action on the space of all oriented affine hyperplanes given by the
change of orientation translates into the antipodal action on the sphere, w — —w for w € S%.

Following the presentation in [4, Sec. 2] we consider the following configuration spaces that parameterize
all k-element affine hyperplane arrangements in R%:

— the join configuration space X4 = (S%)**F = S(RFD*F) is a sphere of dimension dk + k — 1,
(recall the homeomorphism between unit spheres of Euclidan spaces S(E; @ F2) = S(Ey) * S(Es)),
and

— the product configuration space Yqy = (S4)¥.

Both configuration spaces are equipped with an action of the group of signed permutations Gf =
(Z/2)* x G. To define an action on X4 we recall that its typical element can be presented as formal
ordered convex combinations Ajwy + - - - + Agwg, where A\; > 0, Zle i = 1 and w; € S¢. Now each copy
of Z/2 in (Z/2)F C Gf acts antipodally on the appropriate sphere S¢, and the symmetric group &, C Gki
acts by permuting factors in the product. Explicitly, for ((81,...,0k) X 7T) € G,f and Ajwy +- -+ A\pwy, €
Xa,r we set:

((ﬁl,...,ﬂk> ><17')-()\1w1—|—-~-+)\kwk) =
)\.,_71(1)(—1)6111)7_71(1) + -+ )\T—l(k)(—l)ﬂkw.r—l(k).

Alternatively, we can see the join configuration space X 5, as the unit sphere of the real Gf—representation
R(+D>E The action of & on RI#+D*F we consider is given by:

((517. .. ,ﬁk) X 7') . (ul, . ,uk) = ((—l)ﬁluT—l(l), ey (—1)5’%7—1(@),
for ((B1,...,8k) X 7)€ Gf and (uq, ..., uy) € RE+H)xE

The subspace
{%Uﬂ + -+ %wk € Xy (wl, .. .,wk) S Yd,k}
of the join X, is homeomorphic to Yy, and moreover 6 -invariant. Thus we identify it with Yy, and
the restriction action from X, ;, induces an 6 -action on Yd k. For k > 2 action of 6i on both X and
Yd & is not free. The subspaces of points of Xd r and Yy, with non-trivial stabilizers Wlth respect to the
6 -action are

X7k ={Mwi+ -+ Awg € Xag i Adr--- A =0, or Ag = A,
with ws = tw, for some 1 < s <r < k},

and
Yd?kl = {(wr,...,wg) € Ygr : ws = fw, for some 1 < s <r <k}

For future use we point out the subspace of Xd>,i given by:

(deé)/ = {\wy + -+ Apwy € Xd>,i A1 A, =0}

Let V = R be the real 1-dimensional Gf—representation with action defined to be antipodal for every
copy of Z/2 in (Z/2)F C &, and trivial for every element of the symmetric group &5 C &if. More
precisely, when ((81,...,0k) X T) € Gf and v € V we have

((517 cee ,ﬁk) X 7') S = (71)51 A (il)ﬁk .
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Next consider the vector space R¥ and its vector subspace
k
Wi ={(W1,...,yx) €R": > 4 =0}.
i=1

The group Gf acts on R* by permuting coordinates, that is, for ((1,...,8:)XT) € Gki and (y1,...,Yx) €
RF we get

((Brse s Bre) XT) - (Y15 Uk) = (Yr1(1)s -+ 5 Yr1(k))- (1)
The subspace W}, C R¥ is Sf—invarian‘c, and therefore W, is an Sf—subrepresentation of R¥.

Now, to an ordered collection M = (y1, ..., ;) of nice measures on R¢ we will associate two continuous
Gf—equivariant maps P and W py.

First, we define the continuous map
Dorg: Yd7k — V@j

to be the unique continuous extension of the map (S\{eq+1, —eq+1})* — V&I given by
H=(H(ui,a1),...,H(ug,ar)) = (w(uy,a1), ..., wlug,ar)) —
(nil{z e R s pu(@) 2 0}) —({w € R i ppu(@) <OD) . (2)

Indeed, the map (2) is the restriction of the continuous function (S¢)* — V®J defined by

(W1, .., W) — (ui({(z, 1) € R puy o (2,1) > 01)—

pi{(@,1) €ER™Y ipy, (1) OD)
i€{l,....5}

wy R+ — R is the continuous function py, ... wi, (W) == Hfﬂ(w, w;).

.....

The map P4 is Gf—equivariant with respect to the already introduced actions on Yy ; and V', assuming
the diagonal action on V&7,

The key property of the map ® r is that the k-element affine hyperplane arrangement H in R bisects
all the measures from the collection M if and only if ®p(H) =0 € VI,

The second continuous map we consider
Upg: Xag — WiV
is defined as follows:
N+ Ae— (A= 3 A= 2 @ (e ) - B, wn). (3)

It is important to notice that the map we have just defined W, does not depend on the collection M
when considered on the subspace (X7 ). Indeed, if

Awy + -+ Apw € (Xii)/,

then
‘IJM()\lw1+~'~—‘r)\kwk)=()\1—%,...,/\k—%)@OEWk@V@j.

The map W, is also Gf—equivariant.
Similarly, the k-element affine hyperplane arrangement
H=(H(ui,a1),...,H(ug,ar)) = (w(ug,a1), ..., wlug, ar)) = (wi, ..., wg)
in R bisects all the measures from the collection M if and only if

From the construction of the Gf—equivariant maps P and ¥, we have deduced the following facts;
for a similar construction consult [4, Prop. 2.1].

Proposition 2.1. Letd>1, 7 > 1 and k > 1 be integers.
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(a) Let M be a collection of j nice measures on R, and let
Dpg: Yar — VY and Vg Xgp — Wp o VI
be the Gf—equivarz’ant maps defined above. If
0€im®y or 0€imW,,,

then there exists a k-element affine hyperplane arrangement bisecting all the measures in M.

(b) If there is no Gf—equivam’ant map of either type
Yor — SV or Xgp — S(Wy, & V),
then (d, j,k) € A.

The following essential property of the constructed Gf—equivariant map V4 needs a modified approach
unlike the one used in [4, Prop. 2.2].

Proposition 2.2. Let d > 2, j > 1 and k > 2 be integers with j > d(k — 1)+ 2. Let M = (p1,..., j1;)
and M" = (pf, ..., i) be collections of nice measures on R? such that no non-essential k-element affine
hyperplane arrangement bisects all of them. Then

(a) 0 ¢ 1m‘I’M|X;i:
(b) Wmlixziy = Yarlixzry, and
(c) \I/M|Xd>i and \IIMllei are G -homotopic as maps

X7t — W@ V)N {0}
which restrict on the subspace (Xd>,li), to the map given by
AMwy + -+ Apwg — ()\1— %,...,)\k— %) @0,
where A\qwy + -+ + A\pwy, € (X(i,i)' and (A1 — 1,..., e — 1) B0 € (W, & V¥I)\{0}.

The previous proposition is the special, easy to state, £ = 0 case of a stronger statement which works
on invariant subcomplexes of X, 1, and therefore on Xg j itself; see Proposition 2.3. Hence, we only prove
the more general result.

In the upcoming proposition we use the Gf—CW structure on the join configuration space X, devel-
oped in [4, Sec. 3], and reviewed in Section 4 of this paper.

Proposition 2.3. Let d > 2, j > 1 and k > 2 be integers, and let 1 < ¢ < d — 1 be an integer
with (d — 0)(k —1) + 24+ € < j. Let Z := & -0 denote the full GE-orbit of the closure of the cell
0 = Dﬂ'l;;jt’a“(l,l...,k:), and let Z>1 = Z N X;,i and (Z7Y) == Z N (X;,i)’. Furthermore, let
M = (p1, ... 1) and M" = (pi, ..., 15) be collections of mice measures on R? such that no k-element
affine hyperplane arrangement parameterized by Z>1 bisects them. Then

(a) 0¢imWpq|z>1, and
(b) Waq|z>1 and Wpag|z>1 are Gki-homotopz'c as maps
z7h — (W, e VE)\{0}
which restrict on the subspace (Z>1) to the map given by
)\1w1+~-~+)\k’wki—>(Al—%,...,/\k—%)@o, (4)
where \qwy + -+ + Agwy € (Z71) and (A — £,..., A — 1) ®0 € (W, @ VEI)\{0}.
Proof. The first statement follows directly from the assumption that no k-element affine hyperplane
arrangement parameterized by Z>! bisects M.

From the assumption on the collections of measures M and M’ and the first part of the proposition
we have that 0 ¢ im ¥ | z>1 and 0 ¢ im WU o/ | z>1. Consequently the maps U aq|z>1 and U pq|z>1 can be
considered as &-equivariant maps Z>! — (Wy @ V®9)\{0}. Furthermore, from the definition of the
test map (3) follows that the maps W q|(z>1y = W |(z>1) coincide with the map (4).

In order to prove the second statement we need to construct an Gf—equivariant homotopy
F: 27 < I — (W, @ VEH\{0}

between the maps U aq|z>1 and Wpq|z>1. Here I denotes the unit interval [0, 1]. This will be done using
a slight extension of the equivariant obstruction theory of Bredon [7, Ch.II] as presented in [13, Ch.1.5]
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because the obstruction theory of tom Dieck [10, Sec. I1.3] cannot be used in this situation. Indeed, notice
that no point in Z>! has a trivial stabilizer.

For simplicity, we denote by
K:=2"'xI and L:=2"'x{0}uz>'x{1}u(Zz7") %I
Define F_1: L — (W ® V®)\{0} by

F—1|Z>1><{0} = \I/M|Z>1,
F—1|Z>1><{1} = \I/M/|Z>1,
F‘(Z>1)’><{t} = \IIM|(Z>1)' :\IIM"(Z>1)'3 for allt € I.

Our aim is to extend the & -equivariant map F_; to an Gi-equivariant map F: K — (W, @ V®9)\{0}
extending it one skeleton at a time.
Since (Wi @ V®9)\{0} is non-empty, and in addition, for every subgroup G of (‘5%, the following
implication holds:
(K\L)® # 0 = (Wi & VEIN{0}) # 0
we can extend F_; to the 0-skeleton of K obtaining an Gf—equivariant map Fjy. Assume that we have
defined a G,f—equivariant map F,. on the r-th skeleton of K.

The obstructions for the extension of the map F,. to the next skeleton live in the Bredon cohomology

group '
HIE (K, LB (Wi & VEI)\{0])),
where 0 < r < dimK — 1 = dim Z>'. Here @,((Wy & V)\{0}): Og# — Ab denotes the generic
coefficient system. That is a contravariant functor from the category of canonical objects (963 of the
group Gf associated to the pair (K, L) into the category of Abelian groups given on objects by
O (W © VE\{0})(6;/G) = m (Wi, @ V{01, ),

where (K\L)¢ # ). Here, for every subgroup G of & with the property that (W @ VE)\{0})¢ # 0,
we chose a G-fixed base point 3§ in ((Wy, @ V®7)\{0})¢ such that for every subgroup H; contained in the

conjugacy class gHyg~! of another subgroup Hy holds gygl = yé{ . Such a choice can be made beacuse
G is finite. For a detailed account of all relevant notions see [13, Ch.1.5] [7, Ch.1.4].

Let D;!7* (o) x I be an arbitrary r 41 cell of K \ L. The cocycle corresponding to D;}" " (o) x I

will have coefficients in 7, (((Wy, @ VE)\{0}),4§), where G C Gf is the stabilizer group of the cell
Dot (o) x T

V1yeeeylk
As Dfll,’.'.‘.'fis: (o) x I lies in K \ L, the first 1 <43 < d+ 1 and second k — 1 of the positive integers
i1,...,1 are less than or equal to 1+ ¢. Furthermore, as G is the stabilizing group of the cell Dfllfk" (o)

and i; < d+ 1, G is not a subgroup of the defining subgroup (Z/2)* of the group Gf = (Z/2)F x &;,.
Let (B1,...,Bk) x 7 € & be an element that fixes the cell Dk (o), that is
(61’ o 7ﬂk) T Dilj......,’is: (0’) _ Dz(;.l.?i;Sl’m7(_1)ﬂkSk (Tcr) _ D§1,....,§k (O,)_
Consequently, we have that
— (—=1)Pasy = 5,1 forall 1 < ¢ < k, and
— i, =d+2 for each 7(q) <r < gresp. ¢ <r <7(q) for all 1 < g < k with 7(q) # q.
In particular, (—1)%1 ... (=1)% =1 and so (V)¢ = V&,

Next, the dimension of the cell Dj!""** (o) can be estimated as follows. Let us first introduce z =

Z(iy,in) = A1 <r<kandi, = d+ 2}. Notice that 1 < z < k — 1. Then
k
r=dim D} (o) = (d+ Dk — 1= (ig— 1)
qg=1
< d+1k—1—-4k—-1)—2(d+1-2).
On the other hand, 4
dim(Wy @ VNS =k -1 -z +j.

From the assumptions that 1 < ¢ <d—1and (d —£)(k—1) 4+ 2+ ¢ < j we get that

r+1=dim(D;" % (o) x I) < dim S(W & V)9). (5)

Gk
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This conclusion follows from a direct verification of the inequality
(d+1)k—lk—1)—2(d+1-0) <k—-2-2+7,
or more precisely the inequality

=0k —1)+2+0>d+Dk—0k—1)—2(d+1—0) —k+2+ 2.

Now, the relevant generic coefficient system @, ((Wy, @ V®)\{0})(&/G) vanishes. Indeed, from
inequality (5) it follows that

Gr(Whe @ VEIN\(0})(SF/G) = m (Wi & VN {0))E, 45)
= m, (S(Wi @ VN 0))C, L) Do,

> lys
Thus, the Bredon cohomology group Hg;l (K, L&, ((Wy, & V®I)\{0})) also vanishes. Consequently all
k

obstructions, in all dimensions r + 1 < dim Z>!, vanish. Thus, the Gf—equivariant map F.1: L —
(W), @ VI)\{0} extends to an & -equivariant map F: Z>! x I — (W), @ V®)\{0}, that is to an
Sf—homotopy between the maps W a|z>1 and Uy |g>1. |

Remark 2.4. In general, for a finite group G the category of canonical object O of G consists of all sets
of left cosets G/H as objects, where H is a subgroup of G, and all G-equivariant maps G/H; — G/H>
between them as morphisms. Here the action of G on the objects is assumed to be induced by the
left translations; see [7, Ch.1.3]. A generic coefficient system of group G is any contravariant functor
w: Og — Ab from the category of canonical object into the category of abelian groups; for more details
consult [7, Ch.1.4].

Now we combine the criterion stated in Proposition 2.1 (b) and the observations from Proposition 2.2
and Proposition 2.3 into a theorem. In the following, v denotes the radial Gf—equivariant deformation
retraction

v: (W, @ VEIN{0} — S(Wy, @ V).
Theorem 2.5.
(a) Letd>1,7>1 and k > 2 be integers with d(k — 1)+ 2 < j, and let M be any collection of j nice
measures on R? such that no non-essential k-element affine hyperplane arrangement bisects them.
If there is no Gki—equivam'ant map

Xd,k — S(Wk D V@j)

whose restriction on dei is Gf—homotopic tovo \IIM|Xd>i’ then (d, j,k) € A.

(b) Letd > 1, >1 andk > 2 be integers, and let 0 < £ < d—1 be an integer such that (d=0)(k-1)+
240 <j. Set Z := Gf -0 to be the Gf—orbit of the closure of the cell 0 := D;r_(_'l;;jtl_%l(l, 2,...,k),
and Z>' .= Z N Xd>’,i. If, for a collection M of j nice measures on R? such that 0 ¢ im W | z>1,
there is no Gf-equivariant map

Z — S(Wy & V®)

whose restriction on Z>1' is Gf-homotopic to voWa|z>1, then (d,j,k) € A.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2
From this point on we fix an Gki—CW structure on the sphere X to be the one introduced and

described in [4, Sec. 3] and reviewed in the appendix of this paper, Section 4.

Let d > 1, j > 1 and k > 2 be integers. We want to prove that if one of the conditions (1)-(2) of
Theorem 1.2 is satisfied, then for every collection M of j nice measures in R? there exists a k-element affine
hyperplane arrangement in R¢ that bisects each of the measures. For this, according to Theorem 2.5(a),
in case j = dk it suffices to prove that there is no Gki-equivariant map

Xap — S(Wy @ V),
whose restriction on deé is 6f—homot0pic to v o Way,l Xzl where M is a fixed collection of j nice
measures on R? such that no non-essential k-element affine hyperplane arrangement bisects them.
Alternatively, according to Theorem 2.5(b), we may consider Z := Gf - to be the full Gf—orbit of the

closure of the cell 6 := DE’é;ft’ﬂm(l, 2,...,k) for some 0 < £ < d such that (d —£€)(k—1)+2+¢ < j.
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If j = k(d — ) + ¢ this is indeed satisfied. As before, set Z>1 := Z N Xd>),i. Then it suffices to prove that
there is no Gf—equivariant map

7 — S(Wy @ V),
whose restriction on Z>1 is Gf—homotopic to v o Wy,|z>1, where My is a fixed collection of j nice

measures on R? such that no k-element affine hyperplane arrangement parameterized by Z>! bisects
them.

Therefore, our proof of Theorem 1.2 follows directly from the following two propositions. The first
proposition gives divisibility criterions for the nonexistence of an Gf—equivariant map Z — S(W,pV )
with required properties.

Proposition 3.1. Letd > 1, j > 1 and k > 2 be integers.

(a) If dk = j, and %(ddk d) is odd, and Z := X4, 271 = Xd>,i, or

(b) if there exists an integer € such that 1 << d—1, (d—£)k+£=j and ((dfglﬁe) ﬁ(&djfj?‘(fgjg)

is odd, and Z = Gf -0, 2>V :=27Zn Xd>,/i where 0 := D;l‘l;;ftﬂ_ﬂl(l, 2,...,k),
then there is no Gf—equivariant map
Z — S(Wy @ V&), (6)

whose restriction to Z>1 is Gki—homotopic to v o Wy, |z>1, where Mo is some fized collection of j nice
measures on R such that that no k-element affine hyperplane arrangement parameterized by Z>1 bisects
them.

The proof of Proposition 3.1(a) will actually give us more, since by construction of Z C Xy the
existence of the Gf-equivariant map (6) depends only on the primary obstruction. In the case when
Z = Xg,, we have the following equivalence.

Corollary 3.2. Letd > 1, j > 1 and k > 2 be integers, and let dk = j. Then %(d dk d) is even if and

only if there exists an Gf—equivariant map
Xd,k — S(Wk D V@j)
whose restriction on Xd>7,1 18 6f—homotopic tovo \PM0|X;}C7 where My is a certain fixed collection of j

nice measures on R% such that no non-essential k-element affine hyperplane arrangement bisects them.

The second proposition shows when the divisibility criterions of Proposition 3.1 are satisfied. More
precisely, it shows that the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 are equivalent to the divisibility criterions in
Proposition 3.1. The first case of the proposition is the content of [11, Lem. 5]. In the second case we
restrict £ to 2 < 2¢ < d — 1 as the case 2¢ > d does not yield any new bound.

Proposition 3.3. Letd > 1, j > 1 and k > 2 be integers.
a) Let dk = j. Then 4 Y is odd if and only if d = 2% for some integer a > 0.
K \d,...,d
(b) Let (d—Ok+£=j and2 <20 <d—1. Then (")) 2 (Y00% ) s odd if and only if k
is odd and d = 2* + £ for some integer a > 1.

The first part of the proposition is the content of [11, Lem.5]. In the second part of the proposition
we restrict to such ¢ where 2 < 2¢ < d — 1 as the case 2¢ > d does not yield any new bounds.

Now, using Theorem 2.5, Propositions 3.1 and Proposition 3.3 we give a proof of the main result of
our paper.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. From Theorem 2.5, the claim of Theorem 1.2 holds if we are able to prove that
there is no G;i-equivariant map Z — S(W;, @ V), whose restriction on Z>' is &-homotopic to
v o U |z>1, where My is a fixed collection of j nice measures on R? such that no k-element affine
hyperplane arrangement parameterized by Z>! bisects them. Here Z := Gf 0, 27t = 7Zn X;,i and

. Dttt
0:= Dy, (12, k).

An Gf—equivariant map Z — S(Wj, @ V®7) with described properties, according to Proposition 3.1,
does not exist if either,
— dk=jand £(,% ) is odd, or
— there exists an integer ¢ such that 1 <¢<d -1, (d—{)k+ ¢ = j and ((d_Zd)kH)ﬁ(%d:ﬁ‘(_’fgjg)
is odd.

Next, Proposition 3.3 implies that when:
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— d = 2" for some integer a > 0 and dk = j, the number 7 (, dk 4) is odd, and for

3oy

— (d=Ok+€=j,2<2<d—1,d=2+{ for some integer a > 1, the number (‘4~4**).

d—)(k—1)
(kfll)! ((dfé,?‘(qdfl?) is odd.

Thus we concluded the proof of Theorem 1.2. O

In the next two parts of this section we verify both ingredients of the proof of Theorem 1.2, that is,
we prove Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.3.

3.1. Proof of Proposition 3.1 and Corollary 3.2. In order to answer the question about the existence
of the equivariant map (6) we use the relative equivariant obstruction theory of tom Dieck on an Gf-
invariant subcomplex Z of the sphere X, with respect to the group of signed permutations Gf. For
that we follow [4, Sec.2.6 and Sec.4] and use the GF-CW structure on (Xg, X7 1) introduced in [4,
Sec. 3] and presented in Section 4. A concise presentation of the relevant equivariaﬁt obstruction theory
can be found in [10, Sec.IL.3].

The study of the existence of the equivariant map (6) is done in three separate steps. First, in
Section 3.1.1, we check all the relevant assumptions needed for an application of relative obstruction
theory. Furthermore, we identify what is the first obstruction which needs to be calculated and what is
the ambient group where this obstruction lives. In the second step, Section 3.1.2, we explain how the
obstruction cocycle will be computed using the the binomial moment curve (8) and give the formula (9)
for the evaluation of the cocycle on a cell of a corresponding Gf—CW complex. The third step, proof of
the (non-)vanishing of the cohomology class of the obstruction cocycle, is presented in Section 3.1.3 for
the case when the primary obstruction is the only obstruction for the existence of the equivariant map
(6), and in Section 3.1.4 for the case when there are more obstructions.

3.1.1. Setting up the obstruction theory. We consider the problem of the existence of an Gf-equivariant
map

Z — S(W), @ V&I, (7)

whose restriction to the subcomplex Z>1 := ZOX;,i is Gf—homotopic to the map voW | z>1, where My
is a some fixed collection of j nice measures on R? such that no k-element affine hyperplane arrangement
parameterized by Z>! bisects them.

Let us denote the dimensions of Z and of the sphere S(Wj, @ V®7) as follows
M:=dimZ and N :=dim(SW, V) =j+k-2.

In the case 3.1(a) we have

M :=dim Z = dim Xq = dim D} 7757 (1,2, k) =

d+1)k-1=j+k—-1=N+1
because j = dk. In the case 3.1(b) we have j = (d — )k + ¢ and consequently
M :=dim Z = dim D ;0" (1,2,...,k) =

140,...,144,1
(d+1k—1—t(k—1)=j+k-1 =N+1.

In order to apply relative equivariant obstruction theory, as presented by tom Dieck in [10, Sec.IL.3],

the following requirements need to be satisfied:

— Z is equipped with the structure of a relative Gf—CW complex (Z, Z>'). This is obtained from the
relative Gf—CW structure of (Xgx, X;,,i), as demonstrated in [4, Sec. 3|; see Section 4.

— The N-sphere S(W}, @ V%) is path connected and N-simple; for a definition consult for example
[1, Def.5.5.7]. Indeed, we have that N > 1, and consequently 7y (S(W, & V7)) = Z is abelian for
N =1, while 7n(S(W), & V®7)) =0 when N > 2.

— The collection of nice measures Mg induces the Gf-equivariant map

h: 27t — S(W), & V), hi=voWa,lz>1,

which we want to extend.
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The N-sphere S(Wj @ V) is (N — 1)-connected. Hence, the fixed G -equivariant map h: Z>1 —
S(W), @ V) can be extended to an & -equivariant map

g: sky(Z2)U Z7t — S(W,, @ V),
where sky(Z) denotes the Nth skeleton of Z. Since we have that M = N + 1, we now try to extend
the map g to the next, final, (N 4 1)th skeleton of Z. The extension of the map g is obstructed by the

equivariant cocycle

o(9) € CaI (2,271 v (S(Wr & V),

while the extension of the map gls,_,(z)uz>1 is obstructed by the cohomology class

[o(9)] € He T (2,270 mn(S(Wi & V).

The cocycle 0(g) and the cohomology class [0(g)] are called the obstruction cocycle and respectively the
obstruction element associated to the map g. Now, the central theorem [10, Thm.I1.3.10] tells us that:
— The Gf—equivariant map g: sky(2)UZ>t — S(W,.dVP7) extends to the next skeleton sk 41(Z)U
7Z>' = Z if and only if the obstruction cocycle vanishes, that is o(g) = 0.
— The restriction Gf—equivariant map

g|skN_1(Z)UZ>1 : sky—1(Z)U z>l S(Wy, @ V®j)
extends to sky11(Z) U Z>! = Z if and only if the obstruction element vanishes, that is [o(g)] = 0.

Furthermore, since
dim(sky(Z) U Z71) — dim(S(W, @ V) =1
and
conn(S(W, @ V¥)) = N -1
according to [10, Prop.I1.3.15] any two Gf—equivariant maps
g.,9": skn(2)uZ7t — S(Wy, @ V)

define cohomologous obstruction cocycles o(g’) and o(g”), or in other words the induced obstruction
elements coincide: [0(¢")] = [0(¢”)]. Thus, it is enough to compute the obstruction element [o(v o
WU lskn (2yuz>1)] associated to the map v o Wy |sky (zyuz>1 induced by a fived collection of j nice mea-
sures My, which have the property that no k-element affine hyperplane arrangement parameterized by the
subcomplex Z>1 bisects them, or in other words for which 0 ¢ I (W g, sk (2))-

3.1.2. Evaluation of the obstruction cocycle o(v o Wy, |y (z)uz>1). With the fixed cellular structure we
assume that an orientation on each cell of the Gf-CW complex Z is chosen. Furthermore, we choose an
orientation on the sphere S(W}, & V®7).

Let 6 be an arbitrary (N + 1)-dimensional cell of Z, fp: EN*! — Z be the associated characteristic
map, and let ey denote the corresponding basis element in the cellular chain group Cyy1(Z, Z>1). Here
ENT! denotes the (N + 1)-dimensional ball. Then by the geometric definition of the obstruction cocycle
associated to the map v o ‘I’Mo|skN(Z)uZ>1 we have that

o(vo W, ‘skN(Z)UZ>1)(69) = [V oWy, © f9|,9a] enn(S(Wi @ V@j)).
For more details of the geometric definition of the obstruction cocycle consult for example [9, Sec. 7.3]. The

spheres 9 and S(Wj, @&V ®7) have the same dimension and therefore the homotopy class [0 W x4, © fa|a6]
is completely determined by the degree of the map

foloe voWag oy (z)uz>1

o0 skn(Z)uU z>1 S(Wy, & V&),

Recall that the orientations on 90 and S(Wj & V®7) are already fixed and so the degree is well defined.
For simplicity, let x := v 0 W sy (2y0z>1 © foloo-

Now we want to evaluate degree of the map k: 9 — S(Wy @ V7). For that we fix My to be
the collection of nice measures (u1,. .., ;) where u, is the measure concentrated on the segment I, :=
Y([tr1,tr2]) of the binomial moment curve in R?

At = (1) (3 (5).- - () (8)

where
£<t11<t12<t21<t22<"'<tj1 <tj2.
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(Here AT stands for the transposition of the matrix A.) In the case Z = Xy we take £ = 0. The
intervals (I, ...,I;) determined by t,1 < t,2 can be chosen in such a way that 0 ¢ im(W s, |siy (2yuz>1)-
This requirement will be directly verified for every concrete situation in the next section.

The binomial moment curve is used because the cell § = DZI{F 1"1:’_43(1, 2,3,...,k) parametrizes all

arrangements H = (Hy, ..., H}) of k linear hyperplanes in R?*!, where the order and orientation are
fixed appropriately, such that
T {(177(0)% R (17’7(6 - 1))} C Hy,
(1,7(0)) ¢ Hi,
— (1,7(0)) ¢ Hs,..., (1,7(0)) ¢ Hy, and
— Hs, ..., Hg have unit normal vectors xs, ...,z with distinct (positive) first coordinates, that is,

{2, (17O, s, (14O, - (s (14O} = k= 1.

For the complete account of these facts see [4, Sec. 3.4].

Next, consider the commutative diagram:

K

=D O (e VN sm e V)
\ J’ \IlMo‘skN(Z)UZ>1 JV v
Z

W amg |z Wk o V@j .
\/[Q—/
Here the vertical arrows are inclusions, and the composition of the lower horizontal maps is denoted by
R = Waglz o fo. Now, let E-(0) denote the ball with center 0 in the G-representation Wy & V&I
of, a sufficiently small, radius ¢ > 0. Furthermore, let 6 := 6\F~(E.(0)). Because of the equality of
dimensions dim(6) = dim(Wj, & V¥/) we can assume that the set of zeros £~1(0) C relint(6) is finite, say
of cardinality z > 0. Again finiteness of set of zeroes of the function % is checked in every concrete case
independently.

The function % is a restriction of the function Wy, and therefore the points in £~ 1(0) correspond to
the k-element affine hyperplane arrangements in relint 6 which bisect My. From the fact that:

— the measures in M are disjoint intervals on a moment curve (8), and that

— each hyperplane cuts the moment curve in at most d distinct points, B
it follows that each zero in K~1(0) is isolated and transversal. The boundary of @ is composed of the
boundary of the cell 99 and in addition z disjoint copies of N-spheres Si,...,S,, one for each zero of &,
which are contained in the relative interior of the cell 8. Therefore, the fundamental class of the sphere
6 is equal to the sum (up to a sign) of fundamental classes 3 [S;] in Hy (6;Z). Keep in mind that the
fundamental class of 90 is determined by the cell orientation inherited from the Gf—CW structure on Z,

which we already fixed. Now we define orientation on the spheres S1,...,S, in such a way that equality
[00] = >[S;] is valid. Consequently,

Y _(woRlp([Si]) = (v o k). ([96]) = . ([06]) = deg(x) - [S(Wi & V).

Rearranging the left hand side of the equality using the family of continuous maps v o Rls;: Si —
S(Wy, @ V®7) we get that

> (v o Rl (18i]) = Yo (v o ls, ) (1S1]) = (Y deg(worls,)) - [SWi @ V).

Hence,
deg(r) = 3 deg(v 0 Rls,).

where the sum ranges over all k-element affine hyperplane arrangements in relint(#) which bisect M.
Thus we have obtained that

0(¥ o Watlskn(z)uz>1)(€0) = [V 0 Wag, © foloe] 9)
= [x]
= deg(k) - ¢
= deg(voRls,) (.
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Here ¢ € nny(S(Wy @ V®I)) =2 Hy(S(Wy, @ V), Z) = 7Z is the generator determined by the already
fixed orientation on the sphere. The sum (9) ranges over all k-element affine hyperplane arrangements in
relint(6) that bisect M.

3.1.3. Ewvaluation of the obstruction element in the case Z = Xgq . In this section we complete the proof
of Proposition 3.1(a) and Corollary 3.2.

Recall that M = N +1 and thus [o(v0 W ar |ge . (x, DUXZ )] is the primary obstruction element and also

the only obstruction for the existence of the map (7). In particular, this means that an Gf-equivariant
map Xy — S(Wi @ VP), whose restriction on Xd>,i is Gf—homotopic tovo \IIM()'X;i’ exists if and
only if [o(v 0 Wt gy (x4 k)UX;}c)] = 0. We will prove that

1 dk .
000 a1 =0 =y * ) e (10)

PR

This would conclude the proof of Proposition 3.1(a) and Corollary 3.2.
We have to evaluate the cocycle

o:=o(vo ‘I’Mo|skN(xd,k)uxd>,i) € ngl(Xd,k»X;’}i ;N (S(Wik @ V),
on the M (= N + 1)-cells of the M-dimensional sphere Xy 5. From [4, Thm. 3.11] we know that X, has
a unique full Gf—orbit of maximal dimensional cells represented by the cell

0 := D (1,2, k).

Furthermore, from Theorem 4.1 or [4, Ex. 3.12], we have that 6 is given by the inequalities z1 1 < 212 <
-+ < z1. Thus, having in mind that o is an 6f—equivariant cocycle, it suffices to evaluate o(ep).

Consider a collection of j ordered disjoint intervals Moy = (I1,...,I;) along the moment curve 7,
defined in (8), with midpoints (x1,...,x;) respectively. Then, according to (9), we have that

o(eg) = Y deg(vofls,) - ¢= (D +1)-(=:a-(, (11)
where the sum ranges over all k-element affine hyperplane arrangements in relint(#) which bisect M.
We have that:
— any k-element affine hyperplane arrangement in R? has at most dk intersection points with the
moment curve 7,
— for bisection of a collection of j intervals on v one needs at least j points, and
— each k-element affine hyperplane arrangement that bisects My is completely determined (up to
an orientation of hyperplanes) by a partition of the set of midpoints {x1,...,2;} of the intervals
(I1,...,1;) into k subset of cardinality d each, where each of these subset uniquely determines a
hyperplane of the k-element affine hyperplane arrangement.
Thus the number of k-element affine hyperplane arrangements that bisect Mg is ( d,(.i.]i d) 2k Using slight
perturbations of the intervals (I1,...,I;) along the curve , without changing their order, we can assume
that all the bisecting k-element affine hyperplane arrangements are contained in | J gest g-relint(#). Thus,

the number of k-element affine hyperplane arrangements that bisect Mg and are contained in relint(6)

is % (d ’f’f_d). This means that the integer a, defined by the equation (11), has the property that

1 dk
a:k!<d,...’d> mod 2.

In the final step let us assume that [0] = 0, meaning that the cocycle o is also a coboundary. Thus

there exists a cochain |
b€ Cas (Xak X7y mn (S(Wy @ V)

such that o = 0h, where ¢ denotes the coboundary operator. From (23) or [4, Eq. (11)] we have that

k
deg = (1+ (=1)%1) - ey, + > (14 (~1)*7i-14) - €yp (12)
i=2
where the cells 71, ..., y2, are described in Example 4.2, or in [4, p. 755], and 7;_1,; € &), C 6% denotes

the transposition that interchanges ¢ — 1 and 4. Thus, 0 = §h and (12) imply that
a-¢=o(ep) =dh(ep) = h(Oep)
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k
= (1+ (=1)%1) - bley,) + Y (14 (1) 1) - ey, )
=2
= (1 + (_1)d+j) ’ b(e’h) + Z(l + (_1)d+1) ’ h(e'YZi—l)
=2

for some integer b In this calculation we use the fact that'h is an equivariant cochain, and that ¢; and
Ti—1,; act on V&I respectively by multiplication with (—1)7 and trivially. Whereas, £; and 7, ; act on
Wi, trivially and by multiplication with (—1) respectively. Hence,
1 dk
[b]=0 < =0 mod2 <+ k:!(d d):O mod 2.

We verified (10), and concluded a proof of Proposition 3.1(a) and Corollary 3.2.

geeey

3.1.4. Ewvaluation of the obstruction element in the case Z = C‘Sf -0 where § = D;’_'l;'ff’ﬁe 1(1,2,.000k).
In this section we complete the proof of Proposition 3.1(b).

As before we have that dimZ = M = N + 1 and consequently the obstruction element [o(v o
U o lsky (2)U z>1)] is the primary obstruction element and the only obstruction to the existence of an
Sf—equivariant map (7). However, in this case, it is not the only obstruction for the existence of an
Gf—equivariant map Xg — S(Wi @ V).

Thus, we prove the implication

((d - z;k +£> T ! 5 (d(d—g,ﬂ')ﬁk’ ;Dﬁ) 1 med 2

— [U(VO\I’M0|skN(Z)uZ>1)] #0. (13)
In this way we would prove Proposition 3.1(b) and complete the proof of the proposition.
For that we evaluate the obstruction cocycle

0:=o(vo \I’MolskN(Z)UZ>1) € Cgk;"l (Z7 z>1 ; N (S(Wy @ V@j))).

on the M (= N + 1)-cells of Z. By construction Z is given as the Gf—orbit of the cell

ety
0:=D{ ;11,2 k).

and the boundary of its generator ey can be written as

k—1
Oeg = (14 (1) er)ey, + Y (14 (D) ri1i)en, ,+ (14)
i=2
k
o+ (1) %e)ep,,,
1, =1 ,
where w = {k (21 For more details about the cell § consult Example 4.3 or [4, pp. 751, 754].

Now we will evaluate 0(). Since o is an Gki-equivariant cocycle, in this way we will evaluate the
cocycle o on all the cells in the orbit of 6.

Consider the moment curve v defined in (8). We fix a collection of j ordered disjoint intervals My =
(Il, e ,Ij) on 7y defined by Il = "}/([tll,tlg]), e ,Ij = ’y([tjl,tjg]) where
U <t1g <tio <top <tgg < -+ <tj1 <tj2.
Then, as in [4, Lem. 3.13], we have that the cell § parameterizes all k-element affine hyperplane arrange-

ments, where the order and orientation are fixed appropriately, such that the first £ — 1 hyperplanes
contain the points s; := v(0), s2 := y(1),..., s :=y(¢ — 1). Thus again, according to (9), we have that

o(eg):Zdeg(yoﬂSi)-C:(Z:I:l)-(::a-g, (15)

where the sum ranges over all k-element affine hyperplane arrangements in relint(#) which bisect M.
We have that:
— (d=0Ok+ (=37,
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— any k-element affine hyperplane arrangement in R? has at most dk intersection points with the
moment curve 7,

— 0 parameterizes all k-element affine hyperplane arrangements such that first k—1 hyperplane contain
the points sq,. .., S¢, meaning that (k — 1)¢ intersection points out of dk cannot be used for interval
partitioning,

— for bisection of collection of j intervals on 7 one needs at least j = dk — ¢(k — 1) points, and thus

— each k-element affine hyperplane arrangement from 6 that bisects M is completely determined (up
to an orientation of hyperplanes) by a partition of the set of midpoints {1, ...,z;} of the intervals
(I1,...,1;) into k — 1 subset of cardinality d — 1 each and one subset of cardinality D, where each
of these subsets uniquely determines a hyperplane of the k-element affine hyperplane arrangement.

Consequently, the number of k-element affine hyperplane arrangements from Z which bisect Mg is
((d_[’d)k‘%) . (kil)! ((dd:;j?v(_lfd_fg) -2k=1 Again, using slight perturbations of the intervals (11, ..., I;) along
the curve -y, without changing their order, we can assume that all the bisecting k-element affine hyper-
plane arrangements are contained in | J ges 0- relint(6). Thus, the number of k-element affine hyperplane

arrangements that bisect Mg and are contained in relint(6) is ((d%d)kﬂ) — ((dd:f?.(.]fgjg

=11 ) This means

that the integer a, defined by equation (15), has the property
(d=0k+¢ 1 (d—0(k-1)
= . d 2.
“ ( d k-—D\d—¢,....d—¢) ™°
Next, assume that [0] = 0, i.e., the cocycle o is also a coboundary. Hence there is an N-cochain b €
Cgi (Z7 Z>Y an(S(Wy @ V®j))) such that o = dh, where §, as before, is the coboundary operator.
k
Consequently, (14) implies that

a-¢=o(eg) =dh(eg) = h(ey)

= (14 (=1)"e1) - hley,) + :(1 + (=D 1) B,y )+

i(l +(=1)%)b(ens,)
= (L+ (=1)*) - blew,) + é(l +(=1)%) - blew,, )+

g;(l + (1)) b(eps;)

=2b-(,
1, =1
k, (#1

e1 and permutations 7;,_1; act on V% respectively by multiplication with (—1)7 and trivially. They act
on Wy trivially and by multiplication with (—1) respectively. Therefore, if

(d—0Ok+1¢ 1 (d—10)(k—1)

. d2
( d Goni\d—e .. a—g) 7O med2
then [o] # 0, and we concluded the proof of (13) and Proposition 3.1(b).

for some integer b, where w = { . Here we use the fact that b is an equivariant cochain, and that

3.2. Proof of Proposition 3.3. For the proof of the proposition we use the following classical facts
going back to Legendre [12], for a modern reference see for example [14, Thm. 2.6.4]. Let p be a prime,
k > 1 be an integer, and let E,(k) := max{i € NU {0} : p* | k!}. There is a unique p-adic presentation
of the integer k in the form k = ag + a1p + -+ + app™, where 0 < a; < p—1forall 0 <i < m. Let
ap(k) :=ag + a1 + - - + an, denote the sum of coefficients in the p-adic expansion of k. Then

B ) =3 | ] = Eo ) (16)

S p—1
Furthermore, if k1, ..., k; are non-negative integers such that k = ky + - - - + k¢, then
k . :
<k1, L kt) =0 modp = E,(k) — ZEp(ki) > (17)
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(i) In our proof we assume that p = 2, and we also use the inequalities
as(a+b) < as(a) + a(b) and  ag(ab) < az(a)as(b), (18)

whcih hold for arbitrary integers ¢ > 1 and b > 1. Consider the following sequence of equivalences

;(d dkd> _ % isodd <= By(dk) = Eay(k) + kEa(d)
—  By(k) = kEs(d) — Fa(dk)
0k (k) = kas(d) — as(dk).

dk

Now, if we assume that kl, (
that

d) is odd, then according of the previous equivalences and (18) we have

k — 012(]6) = kag(d) - Otg(dk}) Z k‘Oég(d) — Oéz(d)&z(k‘) = (k — CYQ(]C))O&Q(d).
Since k > 2 we have that k — as(k) > 0 and consequently as(d) < 1. Thus d must be a power of two.
On the other hand, let us assume that d is a power of two, or in other words as(d) = 1. Since in this
case as(dk) = as(k) we get the equality
k— Oég(k) = k‘ag(d) — OéQ(dk‘)
Hence, the sequence of equivalences we deduced implies that % ( d dk d) is odd.

(i) The product ((d72k+£) . ﬁ ((dd:f.)'('k;fg) is odd if and only if both factors are odd. We know that

1 ((dz)(kn
(k—1)

. o -
d—f,...,d—ﬁ)lsodd — d—f =2 for some a >0

Therefore it remains to discuss when ((d_lgk"’(g) is odd, assuming that d = 2% + ¢ where ¢ > 0 and

2% > { > 0, which follows from the assumption d = 2% + ¢ > 2¢ > 0. Now, the following sequence of
equivalences concludes the proof of the second part of the proposition:

— 9a
(d=Ok+¢ is odd <= kot is odd
d 20+ ¢
= Ey(2°k + 1) = E2(2" + 0) + E3(2°(k — £))

S 90k 40— ap(29k 4 0) =
2% 40— (2% +£) + 2°(k — 1) — ap(29(k — 1))
= (2% +0) = 22 +4) + a2(2%(k — 1))
= 2% +0) = (2" +{) + az(k — 1)
(k

22 (k) + az(0) = 1 + as(f) + as(k — 1)
<= k is odd.

4. APPENDIX: A G;-CW STRUCTURE ON THE JOIN CONFIGURATION SPACE

In this section, based on the work in [4, Sec. 3], we briefly present a relative Gf—CW structure on the
join configuration space X4 which we use in the obstruction theory proof of Theorem 1.2. In particular,
this means that the induced Gf—CW structure transforms the subspace X ; i into an Gf—CW subcomplex.
As in the original work, the relative Gf—CW complex we construct is denoted by X = (Xq, X;;). The
construction proceeds in two steps: 7

— the Euclidean space R(4+1*F is partitioned into a union of (disjoint) relatively open cones, each

containing the origin in its closure, on which the Gf—action operates by linearly permuting the
cones (Section 4.1), and then

— the open cells of a regular Gf—CW model are defined as intersections of these relatively open cones

with the unit sphere of the Euclidean space R(+1D*F " (Section 4.2).
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4.1. A stratification of the Euclidean space R(*t1D)*F_ First we recall the notion of a stratification
of a Euclidean space.

Let E be a Euclidean space. A stratification of E (by cones) is a finite collection C of subsets of F
that satisfies the following properties:

— C consists of finitely many non-empty relatively open polyhedral cones of F,

— C is a partition of E, i.e., E =0 C,

— the closure C of every cone C € C is a union of cones in C.
An element of the family C is called a stratum.

d+1)xk we first fix following data:

In order to define the desired stratification of the Euclidean space R(

— a permutation o := (01, 09,...,0%) € &,

— a collection of signs S := (s1,...,s;) € {+1,—1}* and

— a collection of integers I := (iy,...,ix) € {1,...,d + 2}*.
Furthermore, we set xo to be the origin of the Euclidean space R(*TD*k 5o = 0 and s = 1. Now we
define the cone

O}S(O') = CPrrsk (0'1, 09,... ,O'k) - R(d+1)><k

T1 eyl
to be the collection of all points (z1,...,z) € REFDXE 4, — (X145 -5 %d41,:), such that for each
1<t<k,
— if1 < <d+1, then 8,124, 6, | < 81T, 0, With $4_124 5, | = s12y o, for every i’ < iy, and
— iti, =d+2, then s;, %, , = $i,%0,-
A triple (o|I|S) € & x {1,...,d + 2}* x {+1,—1}* is called a symbol. In the notation of symbols we
write instead of the signs {41, —1} just {+, —}. The set of “inequalities” which define the stratum C7 (o)
can be shortly denoted by:
C}S (O') = 0:11,7,72?6 (0'1, 09,... ,O'k)

d+1)xk
={(z1,...,7x) € RHDxE . <iy $1Toy <ig S2Toy <ig +* <ip SkTop b

where y <; ¢/, for 1 <i < d+ 1, means that y and ¥’ agree in the first 4 — 1 coordinates and at the i-th
coordinate y; < yi. The inequality y <442 ¥’ stands for y = ¢'. Furthermore, each C;q (o) equals to the
relative interior of a polyhedral cone in (R4*1)* of codimension (i; — 1) + - -- + (i) — 1), that means

dim C;l;......,,is: (01,02,...,0k) = (d+2)k — (i1 + -+ +ig).

Let C denote the family of all strata C7 (o) defined by all symbols, that is
C={C7(0): (a]I|S) € & x {1,...,d+2}F x {+1,-1}"}.
Note that different symbols may define the same sets, additionally:
C(0)NCY (@) #0 = CF(0) = CF (o).

Since it’s not hard to check that |JC = R *k we conclude that C is a stratification of the Euclidean

space R(A+1)xk

The action of the group Gf on the Euclidean space R(4+1)*F induces an action on the stratification C
by as follows:

w- Cf(0) = CF (wo), (19)
€t - 0}9(0) =gy Cfll,’_'_'.;i’“ (01,09,...,0%)
— Cfll’,..‘.:’;zstp..,sk (0.1, o T Uk)7 (20)
where m € &, 1 <t <k, and €,...,e; are the canonical generators of the subgroup (Z/2)* of Gf.

4.2. The Gf-CW complex induced from the stratification C. The 6ki,—CW complex structure on
the joint configuration space Xy = S(R@TV*F) is defined by intersecting each stratum C7 (o) of the
stratification C with the unit sphere S(R@TV*F). Since the stratum C7 (o) is a relatively open cone
which does not contain a line, the intersection

D?(U):Disll """" Sk(01702a"'ao—k) = CSI .... Sk(o—lao—%"wak)OS(R(dJrl)Xk)

eyl T yeenylle
has to be an open cell of dimension (d+ 2)k — (iy +- - - +iz) — 1. The action of the group &7 on the cells
D% (o) is induced by from (19) and (20) as follows:

7 - D§(0) = Df (no), (21)
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g - D7 (o) =¢; - Dotk (o, 09,0, 0%)

=Dl (g gy, O). (22)

In this way we have defined a regular Gf—CW structure on Xg4 . In particular, the action of the group
Gki, on the Euclidean space R(TD** restricts to the cellular action on the model. Thus, we have the
following theorem [4, Thm. 3.11].

Theorem 4.1. Let d > 1 and k > 1 be integers. The family of cells
{DF(0): (a|I|S) # (old+2,...,d +2]S)}

forms a finite reqular ((d + 1)k — 1)-dimensional &E-CW complex X := (Xa, X;,i) which models the
join configuration space X4, = S(R@HVXE) It has
— one full Gf-orbit of cells in the mazimal dimension (d+1)k—1 induced by the cell DIf::;f{*‘(l, 2,...,k),
and
—  k full GF-orbits of cells in dimension (d+ 1)k — 2.
The (cellular) GE-action on Xay, is given by relations(21) and (22). Furthermore the collection of cells

{D?(U) tis =d+2 for some 1 < s <k}
5 a G,f—C’W subcomplex and models Xd>,,i.

As an illustration of a cell structure we analyze the cells Dij::;’fr(l, 2,...,k)and D;r_;'é'jf’ﬂé 1(1,2,...0k),

which are used in the proofs of Proposition 3.1(a) and 3.1(b). First we recall [4, Ex. 3.12].
Example 4.2. Let d > 1 and k > 1 be integers. Consider the cell

------

of the Gf—CW complex Xg 5. It is determined by the inequalities:

0<i121<122<7 -+ <1 X

The cells of codimension one in the boundary of 6 are obtained by introducing one of the following
extra equalities:

1,1 = 0, 11 =212, ... Tlk-1— Tlk-

Each of these equalities will give two cells, hence there are, in total, 2k cells of codimension one in the
boundary of the cell 6.

(a) The equality z1,; = 0 induces cells:

V1= D;rvylfl’f’ylﬁ(l, 27 37 AR k)a V2 = D27,717L1’,+1 +(1’ 27 37 RS k)
which are related, as sets, via 72 = €1 - 1. Both cells v; and 5 belong to the linear subspace
Vl = {(Il, NN 71’k) S R(d+1)><k cr11 = 0}
(b) The equality z1 ,_1 = 1, for 2 <r <k gives cells:

I e o P PP o
Yor—1:= DTy (L r =L+ 1, k),

.....

Yo 1= D1+’+’+2’""Jf (L —=1r4+1,... k),

geeeg Ly by lyeney

satisfying v, = 7p—1,r - yor—1. In these cells the index 2 in the subscript 1,...,1,2,1,...,1 appears
at the position r. These cells are contained in the linear subspace

Vr = {(l‘l, . ,lL’k) S R(d+1)><k CTlr—-1 = xl,r}~

Let eg, e, ..., ey, denote a generators in the cellular chain group corresponding to 8,1, ..., v2r. The
boundary of the cell 6 is contained in the union of the linear subspaces Vi, ..., V). Therefore we can
orient the cells y9;_1,v2; consistently with the orientation of V;, 1 < i < k, given in such a way that

Jeg = (e’Yl + 672) + (6’73 + 674) +oe (e"/zk71 + e"/zk)'

Consequently,

k
deg = (14 (=1)%1) ey, + > (14 (=D)*7i1.0) - €y, (23)
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Example 4.3. Let d > 1, k> 1,and 1 < ¢ < d— 1. Consider the cell

Pttt
0= D1+é,...,l+€,1(17 2,...,k)

of of the 6f—CW complex Xg 5, which is given by
0 <igr 21 <t4e 22 <i4e - <i4¢ Th—1 <1 Thk-
More precisely, it is given by the inequalities
O=m11="-=o1 -1 < T1pg, O=xp1 =" =Tpp_1
for all 2 <r </, and

0<zpp11 <+ < Tpg1,h—1-

The cells of codimension one in the boundary of the cell # are induced by addition of one of the
following extra equalities:

Ter11 =0, Tpp11=Tpeyr12, -y To41k-2 = To41 k-1, T1k—1= T1k-
We have the following cells of codimension 1 in the boundary of 6:
(a) The equality o111 = 0 gives cells:

o Pyt
vi =Dyl i er1(1,2,3,00k),

oyttt
V2= D£+2,e+1,z+1,.,.,e+1,1(1a 2,3,...,k),

which on the level of sets are related by o = &1 - 1. Both cells 7; and 2 belong to the linear

subspace
d+1)xk
Vi = {(Il,...7l‘k) € R( +1)x 1x11 = o, ..., Tyr1,1 = 0}
(b) The equality x¢+1,r—1 = @41, for 2 <r < k — 1 induces cells:
. ettt
Var—1 = De+1,...,l+1,€+2,€+1,...,€+1,l(1’ cor=Lrr+l. k),
_ ptHttestt
Vor i= De+1,...,z+1,e+2,z+1,...,e+1,1(17 conr=1r+1,.k),

satisfying vo, = T,._1, - V2,—1. In these cells the index ¢ + 2 in the subscript £+ 1,...,¢+1,¢+
2,04+1,...,0+ 1,1 is at the position r. These cells belong to the linear subspace

V= {(3717 s axk) € R(d+1)><k L1 =Tl --ey Tolr—1 = x€+1,r}~
(c) In the case £ = 1 the last equality (0 =)z1 —1 = 21,4 induces 2k cells for each 1 < r < k of the
form
pior—1 = D355 s TN (L e = Lk, k= 1),

it
Par =Dy 35577 5% (1,...,r =L k,r,....k—1),

satisfying ps, = €,p2,—1. The minus-sign is on the r-th position.
(d) In the case £ > 1 the last equality (0 =)x1 x—1 = 21, induces 2 cells of the form

B o T AR NI
pak—1 = Dy 7 o(12,3, 0 K),

_ ptttt—
M2k = D£+1,e+1,...,£+1,2<1a 2,3,...,k),

satisfying por = exuor—1. Either way these cells belong to the subspace
Vk = {(1‘1, A ,Ik) S R(dJrl)Xk 0= T11 = "= xl,k}.
Let €p,€uy, sy ns €uyses €un iy Cuok_1» Eusy, denote generators in the cellular chain group that
correspond to the cells 0, vq,..., V959, p1,..., M2(k—1), M2k—1, M2k, respectively. The boundary of the

cell 0 is a subset of the union of the linear subspaces V1, ..., Vi. Hence, we can orient the subspaces and
the cells consistently in such a way that for £ > 1 the following equality holds

Oeq = (61,1 + 61/2) +oet (6V2k-—3 + el’?k—2) + (6#21@71 + e#2k)7
while for £ =1 we get
869 = (eVl + el’z) +oee (6V2k—3 + eV2k—2) + (eu1 + euz) +eee (6M2k—1 + eMQk)'
Thus,

k—1
Oeg = (1+ (1) Ter)ey, + Y (14 (=D 'riri)en, ,+ (24)
=2
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k

Yo+ (=) %) e

i=w

1, /=1
Wherew:{ ’
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3]
(4]
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