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THERE ARE NO REALIZABLE 154- AND
164-CONFIGURATIONS

JURGEN BOKOWSKI AND LARS SCHEWE

ABSTRACT. There exist a finite number of natural numbefsr which

we do not know whether a realizahtg-configuration does exist. We
settle the two smallest unknown cases 15 andn = 16. In these cases
realizablens-configurations cannot exist even in the more general gettin
of pseudoline-arrangements. The proof in the ¢as€l5 can be gener-
alized tong-configurations. We show that a necessary condition for the
existence of a realizablg-configuration is thah > k? + k — 5 holds.

1. INTRODUCTION

Point line configurations have a long history. Levi’'s booR][&bout the
subject starts with the remark that they can be considerearting point
for studying combinatorial geometry. It was also Levi whooterin 1926
the first known papef [9] of pseudoline arrangements, thecaalent of the
general oriented matroid concept. Within this paper we beddtter con-
cept in the context of configurations. We assume the readee familiar
with basic concepts from the theory of oriented matroiddianrank 3 case
(see for instance [6] of [2, Chapter 6]). For an introductiothe theory of
oriented matroids see alda [3].

We fix our notation in Sectiofl 2, however, an intuitive im@ies of a
realizablens-configuration can be obtained from looking at the smallest
known example of a realizablg-configuration fom = 21 in Figure[l. A
realizablens-configuration consists of two element sets, a set afpoints
and a set oh lines in the Euclidean plane. The defining property ohagn
configuration requires each element of one set to be incidightprecisely
4 elements of the other.

It is known that realizables-configurations do not exist for < 14. For
15< n <20 and forn = 22,23 26,29,31,32,34,37,38,43, the existence
of realizableny-configurations is a long standing problem in this context,
whereas for all other n, we do have realizable configurat{ees[[7]). For
all even values that are larger than 21, realizations wittugslines are
known. For the values = 22 andn = 28 these can be found séé [8]. For the
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FIGURE 1. The smallest known realizalig-configuration

other values the realizations were unpublished; Brankamkaim provided
us with his drawings (see FigurE 8).

In Sectiol2 we prove a general TheorEim 1, which implies iti@dar
that arealizable 15configuration does not exist. The proof for the case
16 in SectioriB is more involved. Our results have been aeHigithout
using a computer in our final argument, although a foregoasglt of the
second author in connection with computations of Betten Beitien (see
[1]) did use a computer in the case- 16. In Sectioll4 we give an overview
of this foregoing result.

2. ON GENERAL Nng-CONFIGURATIONS

An ng-configuration(with k > 3) is a matroidM of rank 3 onn points
such that every line a1 has at mosk points and each point is contained
in exaktly k k-point lines. We say that ang-configuration is ingeneral
position if the only number of points on a line is eithieor 2.

THEOREM 1. A realizable p-configuration can only exist if » k? +k—5
holds. This implies that a realizablé,-configuration does not exist.

Let %€ be ang-configuration. If an arrangement of pseudolines has exactl
the incidences prescribed 1%/, we say thats’ is realizable with pseudo-
lines or shortpl-realizable By the Folkman-Lawrence representation the-
orem (for an elementary proof in the rank-3-case, Skee [#)ishequivalent
to the fact that the matroiM underlying®%’ is orientable. Our definition
of pl-realizablity implies that every realizable configtioa — that is one
that can be drawn with straight lines in the projective planis also pl-
realizable. So pl-realizability is a necessary conditimnréalizabilty in the
ordinary sense.

We only have to deal with points &f in general position:
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RemarkLet € be a pl-realizabley-configuration. Then there exists a pl-
realizablen-configurationts” such thats” is in general position.

We note that we can always change to polar formulation wherswitch
the roles of points and lines.

Proof of Theoreril1The result follows from an application of Euler’s for-
mula. We may assume th&t is in general position. We assume further
that we are given a pl-realization @f on the sphere. This induces a graph
embedding on the sphere.

We count the number of vertices and edges. The number otesris
given by fo = 2 (n+ (5) — n(‘é)) =n(n—k(k—1)+1). The number of
edges is given byf; = 2n(k+(n—k(k—1) —1)) = 2n(n—k? + 2k — 1).
From Euler’s formula we can deduce the number of cdlis= f; — fg + 2.

A pseudoline-arrangement as a pl-realizatio@omplies that digons are
not allowed. By double-counting edge-cell incidences wdlgzfollowing
additional inequality: 3 < 2f;. Plugging in the above expressions figr
f1, and fo our inequality becomes:

2 —5n+nk¥+nk+6<0.

For fixedk > 3 and nonnegativa the expression on the left-hand-side is
monotonically decreasing. For=k?+k — 5 the inequality does not hold
whereas fon = k? + k — 4 the inequality holds. O

RemarkThe proof allows us to replagealizablewith pl-realizablein the
statement of Theoref 1.

COROLLARY 1. Realizablel5;-configurations do not exist.

We are using the fact that twa-configurations in general position are
rr-equivalent; they have the same Poincaré polynomial (fafmition, see
the book by Orlik and Teraa [11]).

3. THE CASENn=16
The aim of this section is to prove the following theorem:
THEOREM 2. Realizablel64-configurations do not exist.

We start of with some convenient definitions: We call the nsgetion
point between pseudolinesossing We call such a point an-crossingif
exactlyn pseudolines go through that point. As in the section above we
assume that our configuration is in general position. So, mhg loave to
deal with 2- and 4-crossings. We pick an arbitrary pseuéotis line at
infinity in our arrangement and we denote it weth
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In the casen = 16 we have to have exactly four 4-crossings and three 2-
crossings on each pseudoline. This means that we have twasdhtgs that
are adjacent on our pseudolime Now call the elements that intersect in
these two 4-crossings b, ¢, andd, e, f, respectively. These six pseudolines
have to have nine additional distinct crossings which wellilomAto| as
in Figure[Z2(d). We call these crossings aigi pointsto distinguish them
from other crossings. Note that we have chosen our stariingt®n so
that no pseudoline in our arrangement can go teetween the pseudolines
c andd aboveA and no pseudoline can go ¢obetweera and f belowl.

All the pseudolines,,. . .,f crossw in a 4-crossing. This means that they
contain only six further crossings in total: three 4-crogsiand three 2-
crossings. We further remark that at most nine and at leasifshe grid
points have to be 4-crossings.

However, not all nine grid points can be 4-crossings. Thilees from
the following Lemma.

(a) (b)

FIGURE 2.

LEMMA 1. The grid points A and | cannot be bodkcrossings.

Proof. Assume botlA andl were 4-crossings. Then the two non-grid pseu-
dolines leavinA have to cross the linkein two distinct crossings that both
lie aboveB. However, the two non-grid pseudolines leavirgave to cross

b in two distinct crossings as well, but those crossings havie toelowH.

So we get four additional crossings to the crossiBgs, andH onb. This

is a contradiction. O

If eight grid points are 4-crossings, we may assume that dthegoints
Aorl is a 2-crossing. Now we can show that the case of eight 4iogss
in the grid cannot occur.

LEMMA 2. At most seven grid points can Becrossings.
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Proof. We cannot have nine grid points that are 4-crossings. Thigdadvo
contradict Lemmd&ll. So, assume we had eight grid points tea¢ wW-
crossings. We may then assume w.l.0.g. that a 4-crossing antlis not.
So we are in the situation of Figufe J(a). We can then see lirahew
pseudolines leavinG have to cross in at least one new crossing. The new
pseudolines leavin® have to cros$ in at least one new crossing as well.
However, this would give us seven crossingdpwhich is impossible. [

Now we deal with the case thatandl are both 2-crossings.
LEMMA 3. The grid points A and | cannot be ba2hcrossings.

Proof. Assume both were 2-crossings. Then at most one further giid p
is a 2-crossing. So w.l.o.g. we are in the situation of FidZ(fg]. No 4-
crossings can lie in the bold 1-cells gfotherwise we would get too many
crossings orf. By symmetry the same holds for the bold 1-cellgofSo
we know the 1-cells in which the further 4-crossingsaoresp. g lie. We
count the number of lines entering the 2-cell on the rightolhis bordered
by the dashed line. This number is ten, but only nine linedeseing this
cell to crosso, which is a contradiction. O

From now on we can always assume thats a 4-crossing] is a 2-
crossing and we have at least one and at most two further gndspthat
are 2-crossings. First we deal with the case that precisedyfarther grid
point is a 2-crossing.

(@) (b)

FIGURE 3.

LEMMA 4. At most six grid points can b&crossings.

Proof. We deal with two cases seperately: First we asskrseour further
2-crossing. Then we are in the situation of Figure]3(a). Tole A-cells
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cannot contain a 4-crossing. This would lead to too manysaongs on line
b, or e, respectively. So one 4-crossing has to lie above the fibon e.
Now there are again ten pseudolines entering the 2-celllwisibordered
by the dashed line, but again only nine pseudolines form pangement.
This is the desired contradiction in this case.

So we may assumE is a 4-crossing. So we are in the situtation of
Figure[3(D). By symmetry we can assume w.l.0.g. thas a 4-crossing.
Now, howeverH has to be a 4-crossing as well, otherwise we would get a
contradiction. The two lines coming frof crossb in two points. If one
of these was natl, we would have eight crossings bn So bothG andH
have to be 4-crossings.

Now by symmetry we may assume tl@ts a 4-crossing. Then the two
lines coming fromC that crossb give at least one new crossing bn To-
gether with the crossing that gave, we have eight crossings in total. This
is our desired contradiction. So we have shown that no sev@pa@ints can
be 4-crossings. Together with Lemfda 2 we have shown the lemmal]

@) (b)

FIGURE 4.

The following lemma reduces the number of possible posstion the
2-crossings.

LEMMA 5. Assume A, F, and H a#crossings and | is 2-crossing. Then
C is a4-crossing.

Proof. This is the situation of Figurg 4{a). Assur@eis a 2-crossing. If
there was a 4-crossing ohbelow F, we would get too many crossings
on b. However, no 4-crossing can lie abolveon ¢ as well, we would get
too many crossings offi. So we get one 4-crossing abokeon f and
one 4-crossing below onc. Now the cell bounded by the dashed line is
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entered by ten pseudolines. This is a contradiction. HeQdgs to be a
4-crossing. O

The next lemma reduces the possibilities further.

LEMMA 6. The situation that A, C, F, and H a#crossings and G and |
are 2-crossings cannot occur.

Proof. This is the situation of Figuile 4{b). As can be seen in the &gtire
lines coming fromH that crossa give too many crossings aa Hence the
situation cannot occur. O

FIGURE 5.

Now only four cases remain, for the first two of them (see Feffiirwe
refer only to the figure. The other two cases are consideltadiyer.

FIGURE 6.

LEMMA 7. The situation, that the grid points D, E, and | a2ecrossings
cannot occur.
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Proof. This is the situation of Figuldg 6. No 4-crossings may liebdyelow

H. Also no 4-crossings may lie ahaboveB. Additionally, no 4-crossing
lies ona belowD. So the two further 4-crossings @have to lie above
D. This means, however, that no 4-crossingdocan lie belowD. Hence,
the missing 4-crossing ahhas to lie betwee® andB. Now we have five
further lines — coming from the new 4-crossing dhé that need to crods

belowB. We only have one further 4-crossing that liespmhich can only
lie in the segment denoted by the dotted line. This meansxiéainly have
two possible exit points for the above mentioned five lindsis;Thowever,
leads to a contradiction. The three lines coming from the 4@nossing on
d need to crosb in three pairwise distinct crossings. O

Now, we take on the last — and hardest — case.

(a) (b)

FIGURE 7.

LEMMA 8. The situation, that the grid points G, H, and | a2ecrossings
cannot occur.

Proof. This is the situation of Figurg 7{a). We see that no 4-crassan
lie ona belowD. No 4-crossing can lie obh belowE. By symmetry no
4-crossing can lie oe below E, and no 4-crossing can lie ohbelowF.
The drawing in Figuré 7(b) shows that the 4-crossings thrat@ssing on
b ande cannot both lie directly above. We may assume that the missing
4-crossing ore lies aboveC; we call it J. The other line coming fronA
crosse in a 2-crossing, which means that only one further crosseg |
one.

Now we see that the five lines that come fr@randJ have to crosd
aboveF. They have the possibility to crogsn the two missing 4-crossings
on f, which have to lie abové; we call themK andL. This takes care of
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four of the five lines. However, one of the lines cannot gotigitK or L, it
yields a new 2-crossing oh So, all the crossings ohare now determined.

Now we take a closer look & andL. Of the two lines that come from
A at least one has to crogsin K or L — the other one could go through
and leads to the above mentioned 2-crossing. Together hetfour lines
that come fronC andJ five of the six lines that go througk andL are
determined. So exactly one of the lines that go throkigéndL does not
crossein C or J; we call this lineg.

To determine the place whegecrosses, we first look at the lines that
come fromF. The two additional lines coming frorR have to cros®
belowC. However, we have already determined two 2-crossings and
only one 4-crossing lies belo@. One of the lines leaving has to cross
ein E, and the other has to cross it in a 2-crossing which eitherdimve
E or belowE; we call these linet andi. If i crosses aboveE, we call
the resulting crossing, and ifi crosses below E, we call the resulting
crossingy. All 2-crossings are now determined, gbas to crosgin E.

Now we have two cases. iltrosse® in X, i has first to crosg. We call
this crossingM. This crossingvl, however, has to be a 2-crossing. We have
already determined all lines that enter the 2-cell bordése@, E, F, and
H, and there are simply not enough of them to mikea 4-crossing. The
4-crossingE andF are adjacent oh, no lines cross between them. And
the segment between them borders two triangles which hax@@s2ing as
the remaining vertex. So, if we taketo be the line at infinity, we are in the
situation of Lemm§2Z(b), which settles this case.

If i crosse®inY, theni has to cros$ in a 2-crossing betweef andH,
we call it O. Now we look at the point#1, F, O, E, we are again in the
situation of Lemm@ Z(b) usinigas line at infinity. O

So, with the proof of this lemma, we have settled all caseshithvsix
grid points were 4-crossings. We already know, howeverribahore than
six grid points can be 4-crossings (Lemfa 4), and we also khaivno
less than six grid points can be 4-crossings. This concltiteegroof of
TheorentP.

RemarkWe can replaceealizablewith pl-realizablein TheoreniR.

4. FURTHER REMARKS

All ng-configurations up ta = 17 have been classified by Betten and Bet-
ten [1]. They have shown that there exist only 19 differentdénfigurations.
This result gives us all possible matroids that can lead kyréalizable
164-configurations. Such a configuration can only be pl-reblzawhen
the matroid is orientable. Using software, written by theosel author,
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we can decide whether a matroid is orientable. The progre® to find a
base orientation for the given matroid that satisfy the &rasn-Plucker-
Relations. In all 19 cases found by Betten and Betten theawlatvas not

orientable, thus giving another proof of Theoreim 2.
We are optimistic that further arguments in connection veidmputer

support might lead to results in other cases as well.
After this article was written, Branko Griinbaum has sentiagpbeudo-

line arrangements of Figuké 8.
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FIGURE 8. Pseudoline Realizations by Branko Griinbaum
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