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LINE ARRANGEMENTS WITH MANY TRIPLE POINTS

LUKAS KÜHNE, TOMASZ SZEMBERG, AND HALSZKA TUTAJ-GASIŃSKA

Abstract. In this paper, we construct an infinite series of line arrangements in characteristic
two, each featuring only triple intersection points. This finding challenges the existing conjec-
ture that suggests the existence of only a finite number of such arrangements, regardless of the
characteristic. Leveraging the theory of matroids and employing computer algebra software,
we rigorously examine the existence and non-existence across various characteristics of line
arrangements with up to 19 lines maximizing the number of triple intersection points.

1. Introduction

A lot of theorems in Euclidean and projective geometry can be expressed as statements on
unexpected incidences. This philosophy applies to very basic results in school geometry, e.g.,
the existence of the orthocenter of a triangle is a statement about three lines (the altitudes)
intersecting in one point. The classical Pappus Theorem asserts in turn that some three points
are collinear, see [19] for a beautiful and extended overview. This means that the three lines
dual to these points intersect in a single point (dual to the line they are contained in).

A lot of interest and work on arrangements with triple points was sparked by one of the
problems posed by Jackson in his collection [14]. In a poetic and pragmatic way, he asked if
it is possible to plant nine trees so that in each row containing two of the trees, there must a
third tree. The problem in a more formal way was posed by Sylvester [21] and became known
as the orchard problem, see [2] for a nice modern account. The problem was solved by Gallai
(Grünwald) in [12].

Sylvester-Gallai Theorem. Let L be an arrangement of lines in the real projective plane
which is not a pencil (i.e. not all lines intersect in a single point). Then there exists a point
where exactly two lines from L intersect (a double point of the arrangement).

An effective version of the orchard problem asks for a minimal number of double points in
dependency on the number s of lines in the arrangement. This problem was solved only recently
by Green and Tao [11].

From the statement of the Sylvester-Gallai Theorem it becomes immediately clear that inci-
dences in an arrangement of lines depend in a strong way on the underlying field. For example,
it follows directly, that the only arrangement with only triple points in the real projective plane
is a set of three concurrent lines. Of course this trivial arrangement exists in any projective
plane. In the complex projective plane there is the dual Hesse arrangement of 9 lines intersecting
altogether in 12 points, see [16]. Urzua asks in [23, Question 3] if the dual Hesse arrangement is
the only (nontrivial) complex line arrangement with only triple points? Possible approaches to
this problem are discussed in [1, Section 4] in the context of the bounded negativity conjecture
and Harbourne constants. The problems reappear slightly more generally in [6, Remark 6.13]
and in a recent work by Hanumanthu and Harbourne [13, Question 11].

In positive characteristic there are two more examples. In characteristic 2, there is the Fano
plane P

2(F2) consisting of 7 lines intersecting in exactly 7 triple points. In characteristic 3,
there is an example of 9 lines intersecting in 12 points. This arrangement results from 13 lines
in the projective plane P

2(F3) after removing one pencil of lines (all 4 lines passing through a
fixed point). No further examples were known up to now. This motivated our research. Our
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first result is the existence of an infinite series of new examples in characteristic 2, which in
particular shows that Conjecture 1.6 in [8] was slightly overoptimistic.

Theorem A. For any k ≥ 2 there exists an arrangement of

N = 2k + 2k−1 + . . .+ 2 + 1

lines, which intersect in triple points only.

The number of the intersection points is of course

(2k+1 − 1)(2k+1 − 2)

6
.

These arrangements are contained in finite projective planes over bigger and bigger fields of
characteristic 2. Moreover, we found a sporadic arrangement with 19 lines over F11 which
intersects in triple points only.

A related path of research is motivated by the following problem. For an arrangement of
lines L, we denote by t3(L) the number of points where exactly three lines from L intersect.

Problem 1.1. Given a positive integer s determine the number

T3(s) = max
L

t3(L),

where the maximum is taken over all arrangements L of s lines, with no restriction on the
underlying field.

These numbers have been determined completely for s ≤ 11 in [9].
There exists a non-trivial combinatorial upper bound on the numbers T3(s) introduced by

Schönheim in [20].

Proposition 1.2 (Schönheim). For s ≥ 1 let

U3(s) =

⌊⌊

s− 1

2

⌋

s

3

⌋

− ε(s),

where ε(s) = 1 if s ≡ 5 mod 6 and ε(s) = 0 otherwise. Then

T3(s) ≤ U3(s).

The second result concerns the values of T3(s) for 12 ≤ s ≤ 19.

Theorem B. We establish the following values for T3(s) summarized in this table.

s 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19

U3(s) 20 26 28 35 37 44 48 57

T3(s) 19 23 ≤ 24 28 35 37 40 ≤ 48 57

In particular we establish the (non)-existence of arrangements whose number of triple points is
close to or matches the Schönheim bound.
i) There does not exist an arrangement of 12 lines with 20 triple points.
i’) There exists an arrangement of 12 lines with 19 triple points.
ii) There does not exist an arrangement of 13 lines with 25 or 26 triple points.
ii’) There exists an arrangement of 13 lines with 23 triple points.
iii) There exists an arrangement of 14 lines with 28 triple points.
iv) There exists an arrangement of 15 lines with 35 triple points.
v) There exists an arrangement of 16 lines with 37 triple points.
vi) There exists an arrangement of 17 lines with 40 triple points.
vii) There exists an arrangement of 18 lines with 48 triple points.
viii) There exists an arrangement of 19 lines with 57 triple points.
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Our results mainly rest on two pillars. First we use an algorithm to compute the realization
space of a matroid. In the language of arrangements, the algorithm checks whether a given
geometric lattice is in fact the intersection of some line arrangement over some field. The
details of this procedure are described in Section 2.1. Second, we benefit from the fact that
the combinatorial structure of arrangements with only triple points is know as a Steiner triple
system; a special type of a design which we discuss in Section 2.2. Subsequently, we prove
Theorem A in Section 3 and turn to the proof of Theorem B in Section 4.

Open problems. We conclude the introduction with mentioning a few open problems. The
question of whether there exists an arrangement with only triple points in a field of character-
istic 0 with more than 9 lines remains open. Finally in the realm of Theorem B, let us mention
that it remains open whether there exists arrangements with

• 13 lines and 24 triple points and
• 17 lines and at least 41 triple points.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section we define the objects used throughout this note.

2.1. Matroids and their realizations. Let us start with a gentle introduction to the theory
of matroids.

Definition 2.1. A matroid M is a pair (E,B), where E is a finite ground set and B is a
non-empty set of subsets of E, called bases, such that for any two bases B,B′ ∈ B with some
i ∈ B \B′ there exists j ∈ B′ with (B \ {i}) ∪ {j} ∈ B.

The size of M is the cardinality of the ground set E and the common size of all bases is called
the rank of M . We say that the matroid M is simple if each pair of elements of E is contained
in at least one basis.

Let M = ({1, . . . , n},B) be a simple matroid of rank r. A realization of M over a given
field K is a matrix P ∈ K

r×n such that for all subsets X ⊆ {1, . . . , n} of size r we have

(1) detPX 6= 0 ⇐⇒ X ∈ B,

where PX is the r × r-submatrix consisting of the columns indexed by X. The kernels of the
linear forms given by the columns of P define an arrangement A of n hyperplanes in K

r whose
intersection lattice isomorphic to the lattice of flats of matroid M .

The key question for this note is whether a given matroid admits such a realization, that is
whether there exists an arrangement of hyperplanes over some field having that matroid as its
intersection lattice. One can answer this question using computer algebra as we discuss now.

Observe that the condition (1) defines an ideal I ′ in the ring R′ = R[d], where

R = Z[pij : i ∈ {1, ..., r}, j ∈ {1, ..., n}]

given by

(2) I ′ = 〈det(PN ) : N ⊆ E not a basis, |N | = r〉+

〈

1− d
∏

B∈B(M)

det(PB)

〉

< R[d],
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where P = (pij) ∈ Rr×n is an r×nmatrix having the variables pij as entries. Now the realization
space of the matroid M is an affine scheme, essentially described by

R(M) := V (I ′) ⊆ A
rn+1 = SpecR[d] → SpecZ.

This leads to the following observation.

Proposition 2.1. [18, Thm. 6.8.9] The matroid M is realizable over some field if and only if
1 6∈ I ′.

This condition can be refined by checking realizability over algebraically closed or finite fields
using Gröbner bases. The details of this algorithm together with a tutorial on how to use it in
OSCAR through several examples can be found in [7]. In particular, this article provides several
speed-up techniques to make this computation practically feasible.

2.2. Steiner triple systems. The combinatorics underlying arrangements with only triple
points is equivalent to Steiner triple systems, a particular type of block designs studied in
coding and design theory.

Definition 2.2. A Steiner triple system (STS) is a finite set S together a set B of 3-element
subsets of S (called blocks) such that every pair of elements of S is contained in exactly one
block. The order of the Steiner triple system is the cardinality of the set S.

An easy counting argument shows that Steiner triple systems of order n exists if and only if
n is of the form 6k + 1 or 6k + 3 for some k. Moreover there is a complete catalog of Steiner
triple systems up to permutation of the set S for the orders 7, 9, 13, 15, and 19 of which there
are 1, 1, 2, 80, and 11, 084, 874, 829, respectively. See [4, Cha. 5] for an overview of Steiner
triple systems.

Steiner triple systems are combinatorially equivalent to the intersection lattice of arrange-
ments with only triple points as the blocks are then exactly the combinatorial data of the triple
intersection points, that is the flats of rank 2 in the intersection lattice. In particular, we can
use the available database of STSs and check whether the associated matroid is realizable in
the sense described above. We did that for all STSs of order n ≤ 15 and found that of these 84
designs exactly three are realizable as arrangements.

(1) The unique STS of order 7 is the Fano plane and therefore only realizable over fields of
characteristic 2.

(2) The unique STS of order 9 is the matroid underlying the dual Hesse configuration and
therefore realizable over a field F if and only if there exists a solution to the equation
x2 − x+ 1 in F.

(3) Exactly one of the 80 STSs of order 15 is realizable. It is however only realizable over
fields of characteristic 2, the smallest being F16. Combinatorially it is the truncation
of the projective space P

3(F2). This is the basis of our general construction underlying
Theorem A which we describe in the next section.

3. Arrangements with only triple points in characteristic 2

In this section, we show that truncated projective geometries over F2 provide examples of line
arrangements with only triple points. The general idea we present here was mentioned before
vaguely in the coding theory literature, see for example [17]. To the best of our knowledge we
give the first complete proof of this statement. By the way of illustrating the approach we begin
with the simplest example and then pass to the general case.

Let X = P
3(F2) be the projective 3-space over F2 considered as a subset of Y = P

3(F24). Let
Z be the union of planes in Y , which are generated by triples of non-collinear points in X.

Lemma 3.1. The set W := Y \ Z is non-empty.

Proof. Here, we perform a very rough count of points. Any three non-collinear points in X span
a plane in X and also a plane in Y , which contains the ”smaller” plane in X. A plane in X
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contains 7 = 23 − 1 points, as it is just a Fano plane. A plane in Y contains 273 = 162 +16+ 1
points. There are 15 = 24−1 planes in X (by duality there are as many hyperplanes as there are
points). They generate 15 planes in Y , which altogether contain no more than 4095 = 15 · 273
points. Since there are 4369 = 163 + 162 + 16 + 1 points in Y , the claim follows. �

Let us consider a projection π from a point P ∈ W to a hyperplane in Y . The crucial
observation here is that P does not lie on any line passing through 2 or more points in X.
Indeed, if it were contained in such a line (extended to Y ), it would also be contained in one of
the planes building the set Z in Lemma 3.1, but this would contradict its choice not in Z. Hence
π restricted to X is injective. We may think of π as ”spreading” the 3-dimensional projective
space X on the projective plane defined over the extension field F24/F2.

Our next Lemma is a simple count of lines in X.

Lemma 3.2. There are 35 lines in P
3(F2).

Proof. As we already observed there are 15 points in P
3(F2). Every line is determined by a pair

of distinct points and since there are 3 points on each line we have

number of lines in P
3(F2) =

1

3

(

15

2

)

= 35

as asserted. �

Since collinearities remain unaltered under projections, there are 35 triples of collinear points
in X ′ = π(X). In the dual projective plane H∗ = P

2(F24)
∗ these triples of collinear points

become triples of lines meeting in a point. There are altogether 15 points in X ′, so they
correspond to 15 lines in H∗. These lines intersect by 3 in all points which are dual to the 35
lines determined by points in X ′. But then elementary combinatorics shows that there are no
other intersection points among the 15 lines.

Corollary 3.3. There exists an arrangement of 15 lines in P
2(F24) with 35 triple intersection

points and no other intersection points.

The argument above is sharp with respect to the size of the field; we determined with OSCAR

that this matroid is not realizable over F2, F4, and F8.
In general for n ≥ 3, we consider the lines in the projective geometry P

n(F2). There are
2n+1 − 1 such lines that intersect in 1

6(2
n+1 − 1)(2n+1 − 2) many points. Crucially every such

intersection point is a triple point and there are no other intersection points.
The point of the argument below is that we can find the same configuration of lines in a

projective plane of a field of characteristic two of larger size. So these are all line arrangements
of size 2n+1−1 with only triple points in larger and larger fields of characteristic two. Note that
combinatorially the matroids are the truncations of the projective geometries Pn(F2) to rank 3.

The general result goes along the same lines, but we are not able to find the smallest possible
m, such that the configuration of 2n+1 − 1 lines with only triple intersection points exists in
F2m . However, we are able to show:

Theorem 3.4. Take an integer k ≥ 4. Take m = 3k− 4. Then there exists an arrangement of

2k+1−1 lines in P
2(F2m) with

(2k+1
−1)(2k−1)
3 triple intersection points and no other intersection

points.

Proof. The idea of the proof, based on [17], is to take the configuration C of lines in P
k(F2).

We embed this space into P
k(F2m) and project the configuration to P

k−1(F2m) from a point
such that the collinearities are preserved. Then we repeat this process until we arrive at a
configuration in P

2(F2m). As each line from C contains 3 points from F2, the dual configuration
is the desired one.

The condition on a projection to preserve collinearities in the configuration C is that the
center of the projection does not lie on any plane containing at least two lines from C. So we
check when it is possible to make such a choice.
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The number n3(C) of planes in P
k(F2m) containing at least two lines from C is at most

n3(C) =
number of choices of three points from P

k(F2)

number of choices of three points on a plane in P
2(F2)

so

n3(C) =

(2k+1
−1

3

)

(7
3

) =
(2k+1 − 1)(2k+1 − 2)(2k+1 − 3)

6 · 35
.

The number of points in P
k(F2m) on each such plane is p := (2m)2 + 2m + 1.

We need to find a center of projection outside the planes in every P
j(F2m) for j = 3, 4, . . . , k.

Thus, for each j = 3, 4, · · · k the number of points in P
j(F2m), should be greater than p · n3(C).

This means, that we are able to find the desired center of projection if

p · n3(C) < (2m)3 + (2m)2 + 2m + 1 =
(2m)4 − 1

2m − 1
.

This yields

(2m)3 − 1

2m − 1

(2k+1
−1

3

)

(7
3

) <
(2m)4 − 1

2m − 1
,

which simplifies to

0 < −(23m − 1)(2k+1 − 1)(2k+1 − 2)(2k+1 − 3) + 210(24m − 1).

For m = 3k − 4 this inequality is satisfied, because then we get

0 < −216 + 11 · 2k+1 − 3 · 22k+3 + 3 · 29k−11 − 11 · 210k−11 + 3 · 211k−9 + 23k+3 + 41 · 212k−15,

which is true for every k ≥ 4. �

This construction in fact generalizes to every finite field Fq which yields line arrangements
over field extensions of Fq with all intersection points of size q + 1.

Remark 3.5. Let k ≥ 3 be an integer, let q > 2 be (a power of) a prime number. A reasoning

similar to the one above yields a configuration of qk+1−1 lines in P
2(Fq3k−5) with

(qk+1
−1)(qk−1)

(q−1)(q+1)

points which are (q + 1)-fold.

Proof. Now take as the set C all lines in P
k(Fq). Embed P

k(Fq) in P
k(Fq3k−5). We have to ensure

the existence of a suitable center of the collinearities-preserving projection from P
k(Fq3k−5) to

P
k−1(Fq3k−5), then from P

k−1(Fq3k−5) to P
k−2(Fq3k−5) etc.

Again, the projection preserves collinearities in the lines from C if the center of the projection
is not on any plane with at least two lines from C, thus again we get that the number of forbidden
points is at most

((q3k−5)2 + q3k−5 + 1) ·

(
qk+1

−1

q−1

3

)

(

q2+q+1
3

)
.

After all but one projections, this number should be strictly less than the number of points
in P

3(Fq3k−5), so we get the inequality:

((q3k−5)2 + q3k−5 + 1) ·

(
qk+1

−1

q−1

3

)

(

q2+q+1
3

)
< (q3k−5)3 + (q3k−5)2 + q3k−5 + 1.

This is equivalent to:

0 < −q2 + 2q3 + 2q4 − 3q6 + q8 + qk − 2q1+k − 2q2+k + 3q2+2k+

+2q−2+3k + 2q−1+3k − 3q1+3k − q2+3k ++q3+3k+

+q−5+4k − 2q−4+4k − 2q−3+4k + 3q−5 + 5k+

−q−3+6k+q−8+6k+2q−7+6k+2q−6+6k−3q−4+6k+q−2+6k+q−10+7k−2q−9+7k−2q−8+7k+3q−8+8k+
6



−q−8+9k − 2q−14+9k − q−13+9k + 2q−12+9k + 2q−11+9k − 3q−9+9k + q−7+9k.

Using the fact that q ≥ 3 and k ≥ 3 this is elementary (however tiresome) to show that this
inequality holds. �

4. Line arrangements with the maximal number of triple points

We begin with the following simple but useful observation.

Lemma 4.1. Let A be a realizable Steiner triple system on s lines. Then

T3(s− 1) = U3(s− 1),

i.e., there exists an arrangement of s − 1 lines with the number of triple points attaining the
Schönheim bound.

Proof. For s we have
⌊⌊

s− 1

2

⌋

s

3

⌋

=
s(s− 1)

6
,

hence s = 6k + 1 or s = 6k + 3 for a positive integer k (we omit the trivial case s = 3).
It follows that for s = 6k + 1 we have s− 1 = 6k and

(3) U3(s− 1) =

⌊⌊

6k − 1

2

⌋

6k

3

⌋

= (3k − 1)(2k) = 6k2 − 2k.

On the other hand in A there are exactly s−1
2 triple points on each line and 6k2+k triple points

altogether. Let B be an arrangement obtained from A by removing one line. Then the number
of triple points is

(6k2 + k)− 3k = 6k2 − 2k,

which shows that the bound in (3) is attained.
For s = 6k + 3 we have s− 1 = 6k + 2 and

(4) U3(s − 1) =

⌊⌊

6k + 1

2

⌋

6k + 2

3

⌋

= k(6k + 2) = 6k2 + 2k.

In A there are this time altogether 6k2 + 5k + 1 triple points and 3k + 1 points on each line.
Removing as above one line from A we obtain an arrangement B with

(6k2 + 5k + 1)− (3k + 1) = 6k2 + 2k

triple points. Again, the bound in (4) is attained. �

Here we want to provide a computational proof of nonexistence (over any field) of configura-
tions of 12 lines with 20 triple (and 6 double points) and 13 lines with 26 triple points.

Proof of Theorem B. For (i) note that a line arrangement with 12 lines and 20 triple points
either has one additional quadruple point or 6 additional double points. Consulting the database
of all matroids of rank 3 and 12 elements yields that there is no matroid of the former and exactly
5 matroids of the latter type. We checked that these five matroids are all not realizable over any
field (four of these matroids even contain the non-Pappus matroid which immediately implies
that they are not realizable). Thus, there is no line arrangement of 12 lines with 20 triple points
over any field.

The arrangements announced in (i’) are well known, see for example [10] for a description of
two such arrangements and their role the containment problem in commutative algebra.

As for (ii) the combinatorial structure of a line arrangement with 13 lines and 26 triple points is
a Steiner triple system on 13 elements. As mentioned above, up to permutation of the elements,
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there are exactly two such designs [4]:

•[1, 2, 3], [1, 4, 5], [1, 6, 7], [1, 8, 9], [1, 10, 11], [1, 12, 13], [2, 4, 6], [2, 5, 8], [2, 7, 9],

[2, 10, 12], [2, 11, 13], [3, 4, 10], [3, 5, 6], [3, 7, 11], [3, 8, 13], [3, 9, 12], [4, 7, 12], [4, 8, 11],

[4, 9, 13], [5, 7, 13], [5, 9, 10], [5, 11, 12], [6, 8, 12], [6, 9, 11], [6, 10, 13], [7, 8, 10].

•[1, 2, 3], [1, 4, 5], [1, 6, 7], [1, 8, 9], [1, 10, 11], [1, 12, 13], [2, 4, 6], [2, 5, 8], [2, 7, 9],

[2, 10, 12], [2, 11, 13], [3, 4, 10], [3, 5, 6], [3, 7, 11], [3, 8, 12], [3, 9, 13], [4, 7, 12], [4, 8, 13],

[4, 9, 11], [5, 7, 13], [5, 9, 10], [5, 11, 12], [6, 8, 11], [6, 9, 12], [6, 10, 13], [7, 8, 10].

Limbos already checked that both matroids are not realizable over any field (“projectively em-
beddable” in their language) [17]. We confirmed this observation with our realization algorithm.
Hence, there is no line arrangement with this underlying matroid.

Suppose there exists an arrangement with 13 lines and 25 triple points. There must be one
line that contains at most 5 triple points, as we would have 26 triple points otherwise in total.
Removing this line therefore yields and arrangement with 12 lines and at least 20 triple points
By (i) such an arrangement does not exists and thus also the arrangement with 25 triple points
can not exists.
The arrangement in (ii’) arises by removing three triple points from one of the STSs of order 13
and replacing them by three double intersection points each. Computations in OSCAR revealed
that the resulting matroid is only realizable in a field of characteristic 7. One such arrangement
with 13 lines and 23 triple points is defined via the following matrix in F7.





1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 1
1 4 3 0 5 1 0 1 3 4 5 0 1
1 6 4 2 6 1 0 0 1 0 2 1 4



 .

The existence of an arrangement with 13 lines and 24 triple points remains open for now.

The Steiner triple system announced in (iv) exists in characteristic 2 by Corollary 3.3, hence
also the arrangement in (iii) exists by Lemma 4.1.

(v) The existence of an arrangement of 16 lines with 37 triple points is claimed in [3, Theorem 2].
The authors use certain 15-division points on an elliptic curve to construct (after dualizing) an
arrangement of 15 lines with 31 triple points and claim that the parameter α in their construction
can be chosen in such a way that six out of twelve double points of the configuration are collinear.
However the value of α is not specified and checking the construction directly requires knowledge
of coordinates of 15-division points on a specific cubic. Our approach, motivated by [3] is much
more explicit.

The matroid we want to realize geometrically is determined by the following triples (of lines
intersecting in one point):

1, 8, 9, 1, 7, 10, 1, 6, 11, 1, 5, 12, 1, 4, 13, 1, 3, 14, 1, 2, 15, 2, 7, 9,
2, 6, 10, 2, 5, 11, 2, 4, 12, 2, 3, 13, 2, 8, 16, 3, 7, 8, 3, 6, 9, 3, 5, 10,
3, 4, 11, 3, 12, 16, 4, 6, 8, 4, 5, 9, 4, 14, 15, 4, 10, 16, 5, 6, 7, 5, 13, 15,
5, 14, 16, 6, 13, 14, 6, 12, 15, 7, 12, 14, 7, 11, 15, 7, 13, 16, 8, 12, 13, 8, 11, 14,
8, 10, 15, 9, 11, 13, 9, 10, 14, 9, 15, 16, 10, 11, 12.
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We checked with OSCAR that it can be realized over the reals by lines given by equations αx+
βy + γz = 0 whose coefficients (α, β, γ) are given by the rows of the following matrix

























































1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1
1 1 1
1 1 2
0 1 1
1 −2ε + 3 2
1 2ε− 2 4ε− 4
1 −2ε2 + 3ε 2ε− 1
1 −2ε2 + 3ε ε

1 2ε− 2 2ε− 1
1 −2ε + 3 4ε− 4
1 −2ε2 + 2ε + 1 1
1 0 2ε− 2
1 −2ε + 1 0
1 −2ε2 + 2ε + 1 ε

























































,

where ε satisfies the equation 4ε2 − 6ε+ 1 = 0.
A nice realization of the same matroid over F11 is given by the same token by the columns

of the following matrix:




1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1
0 1 0 1 5 7 6 6 7 5 1 8 1 0 3 8
0 0 1 1 2 3 8 10 8 3 2 1 1 7 0 10



 .

We now turn to the case of 17 lines in (vi). The existence of an arrangement with 40 triple
points follows from the construction in [3]. It is not known whether there are arrangements
with more than 40 triple points.

We describe an arrangement of 19 lines with only triple points in F11 in Section 4.1. This proves
the claimed statement in (viii). Hence also the arrangement in (vii) exists by Lemma 4.1.
There also exists a combinatorially different arrangement of 18 lines with 48 triple points in
characteristic zero described by Tombarkiewicz and Ziȩba in [22]. �

4.1. Sporadic example. The automorphism group of a matroid M = ([n],B) is the group of
the permutations σ ∈ Sym([n]) that preserve the bases B, that is B ∈ B if and only if σ(B) ∈ B.

We observed that matroids underlying the line arrangements with only triple points all have
a relatively large automorphism group. The matroid of the dual Hesse arrangement has an au-
tomorphism group of size 432. The matroids of the family of line arrangements in characteristic
2 in Section 3 have the automorphism group PSLn(2) with

|PSLn(2)| =
n−1
∏

i=0

(2n − 2i).

We therefore studied Steiner triple systems with a relatively large group of automorphisms.
All Steiner triple systems of order 19 and 21 with a non-trivial automorphism group were
computed in [5] and [15], respectively.

There are exactly 104 Steiner triple systems of order 19 with an automorphism group of
order at least 9, and these are given in the appendix to [5]. We checked the realizability of the
corresponding matroids and somewhat surprisingly, exactly one of those matroids is realizable.
The matroid has an automorphism group of order 57 and it is only realizable over F11. It is in
fact a protectively unique arrangement and one realization is given by this matrix over F11:





1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 1 0 1 0 1 1 10 2 3 4 8 10 6 8 2 6 3 4
0 0 1 0 1 5 6 1 10 7 6 3 4 2 10 7 4 2 3



 .

So this is a line arrangement over F11 with 19 lines and 57 triple points. We verified that the
automorphism group G57 acts transitively on the triple points, so we have a G57-orbit of triple
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intersection points. Moreover, we found that there exists another Steiner triple system of order
19 with automorphism group G57 of order 57, but it cannot be realized over any field, which
makes our sporadic example even more intriguing.

Subsequently, we consider realizability of all Steiner triple systems of order 21 with an auto-
morphism group of size at least 7 enumerated in [15]. All corresponding matroids were however
not realizable over any field.
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