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ABSTRACT. We relate the cohomology of the Orlik-Solomon algebra of a dis-
criminantal arrangement to the local system cohomology of the complement.
The Orlik-Solomon algebra of such an arrangement (viewed as a complex) is
shown to be a linear approximation of a complex arising from the fundamental
group of the complement, the cohomology of which is isomorphic to that of the
complement with coefficients in an arbitrary complex rank one local system.
We also establish the relationship between the cohomology support loci of the
complement of a discriminantal arrangement and the resonant varieties of its
Orlik-Solomon algebra.

INTRODUCTION

Let A be an arrangement of N complex hyperplanes, and let M(.A) be its com-
plement. For each hyperplane H of A, let fg be a linear polynomial with kernel H,
and let Ay be a complex number. Each point A = (..., Ag,...) € CV determines
an integrable connection V = d + Qx on the trivial line bundle over M (A), where
Qx = Y gearmdlog f, and an associated complex rank one local system £ on
M(A). Alternatively, if t € (C*)Y is the point in the complex torus corresponding
to A, then the local system L is induced by the representation of the fundamental
group of M (A) which sends any meridian about H € A to ty = exp(—27wi\g).

Due largely to its various applications, the cohomology of M (A) with coefficients
in £ has been the subject of considerable recent interest. These applications in-
clude representations of braid groups, generalized hypergeometric functions, and the
Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations from conformal field theory. See, for instance,
the works of Aomoto, Kita, Kohno, Schechtman, and Varchenko [m, ﬁ, @, , ,
and see Orlik and Terao [@] as a general reference for arrangements. Of particu-
lar interest in these applications are the discriminantal arrangements of [@], the
complements of which may be realized as configuration spaces of ordered points in
C punctured finitely many times. (Note that our use of the term “discriminantal”
differs from that of [RF].)

The local system cohomology H*(M(A); £) may be studied from a number of
points of view. For instance, if A is real, that is, defined by real equations, the com-
plement M (A) is homotopy equivalent to the Salvetti complex X of A, see [q]. In
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this instance, the complex X may be used in the study of local systems on M (A).
This approach is developed by Varchenko in ], to which we also refer for discus-
sion of the applications mentioned above, and has been pursued by Denham and
Hanlon @] in their study of the homology of the Milnor fiber of an arrangement.

If Ais K(m, 1), that is, the complement M (A) is a K(m,1)-space, then local
systems on M (A) may be studied from the point of view of cohomology of groups.
Any representation of the fundamental group G of the complement of a K(m,1)
arrangement gives rise to a G-module L, and a local system of coefficients £ on
M(A). Since M(A) is a K(m,1)-space, we have H, (M (A); L) = H.(G;L) and
H*(M(A); £) = H*(G; L), see for instance Brown [§. The class of K (r,1) arrange-
ments includes the discriminantal arrangements noted above, as they are examples
of fiber-type arrangements, well-known to be K (m, 1), see e.g. Falk and Randell [@]

For any arrangement A, let B(A) denote the Brieskorn algebra of A, generated
by 1 and the closed differential forms dlog fr, H € A. Asis well-known, the algebra
B(A) is isomorphic to H*(M(A);C), and to the Orlik-Solomon algebra A(A), so
is determined by the lattice of A, see [, B4, R). If £ is a local system on M(A)
determined by “weights” A which satisfy certain Aomoto non-resonance conditions,
work of Esnault, Schechtman, and Viehweg [@], extended by Schechtman, Terao,
and Varchenko [7], shows that H*(M(A); L) is isomorphic to the cohomology
of the complex (B(A),QxA). Thus for non-resonant weights, the local system
cohomology may be computed by combinatorial means, using the Orlik-Solomon
algebra equipped with differential p(X), given by left-multiplication by wx, the
image of Q2 under the isomorphism B(A) — A(A).

For arbitrary (resonant) weights, one has

dim H*(A(A), p(X)) < dim H*(M(A); £) < dim H*(M(A); C)

for each k. See Libgober and Yuzvinsky [@] for the first of these inequalities.
The second is obtained using stratified Morse theory in [E], and resolves a question
raised by Aomoto and Kita in [ﬂ] For resonant weights, the precise relation between
H*(A(A), p(X)) and H*(M(A); L) is not known.

However, recent results suggest, at least for small k, that H*(A(A), u(\)) may
be viewed as a “linear approximation” of H¥(M(A);L). The resonant varieties,
RIM(A(A)) = {A € CN | dim H*(A(A), u(X)) > m}, of the Orlik-Solomon algebra
were introduced by Falk in [E] For k = 1 and any arrangement A, it is known
that RT*(A(A)) coincides with the tangent cone of the cohomology support locus of
the complement, 3L (M(A)) = {t € (C*)V | dim HY(M(A); L) > m}, at the point
(1,...,1), see [D, , @] For certain arrangements, we present further “evidence”
in support of this philosophy here.

If A is a fiber-type arrangement, the fundamental group G of the complement
M (A) may be realized as an iterated semidirect product of free groups, and M (A)
is a K(G, 1)-space, see [@, @] For any such group, we construct a finite, free
ZG-resolution, Ce(G), of Z in [@] This resolution may be used to compute the
homology and cohomology of G with coefficients in any G-module L, or equivalently,
that of M(A) with coefficients in any local system £. We have H,.(M(A); L) =
H.(Co(G) ®g L) and H*(M(A); £) = H*(Home(Ce(G), L)), see [{.

Briefly, for a fiber-type arrangement .4, the relationship between the cohomol-
ogy theories H*(A(A), n(A)) and H*(M (A); £) is given by the following assertion.
For any X, the complex (A(A), u(X)) is a linear approzimation of the complex
Homea(Co(G), L). We prove a variant of this statement in the case where A is a
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discriminantal arrangement here. We also establish the relationship between the
resonant varieties R7*(A(A)) and cohomology support loci ¥, (M (A)) of these ar-
rangements, analogous to that mentioned above in the case k = 1.

The paper is organized as follows. The Orlik-Solomon algebra of a discriminantal
arrangement admits a simple description, which fascilitates analysis of the differen-
tial of the complex (A(A), 1(X)). We carry out this analysis, which is elementary
albeit delicate, in section ﬂ, and obtain an explicit (inductive) description of the
differential y(X). In section [, we recall the construction of the resolution Ce(G)
from [@] in the instance where G is the fundamental group of the complement of a
discriminantal arrangement, and exhibit a complex (C®, §°(t)) which computes the
cohomology H* (M (A), L) for an arbitrary rank one local system. We then study
in section [ a linear approximation of (C*®, §°(t)), and relate it, for arbitrary A, to
the complex (A(A), u(A)). We conclude by realizing the resonant varieties of the
Orlik-Solomon algebra of a discriminantal arrangement as the tangent cones at the
identity of the cohomology support loci of the complement in section @

1. COHOMOLOGY OF THE ORLIK-SOLOMON ALGEBRA

Let My, = {(z1,...,2n) € C" | z; # x; if i # j} be the configuration space of n
ordered points in C. Note that M, may be realized as the complement of the braid
arrangement A, = {z; = z;,1 < i < j < n} in C". Classical work of Fadell and
Neuwirth [@] shows the projection C" — C* defined by forgetting the last n — £
coordinates gives rise to a bundle map p : M,, — M,. From this it follows that M,
is a K(Py, 1)-space, where P, = m1(M,,) is the pure braid group on n strands.

The typical fiber of the bundle of configuration spaces p : M,, — M; may be
realized as the complement of an arrangement in C"~*, a discriminantal arrange-
ment in the sense of Schechtman and Varchenko, see [@, . The fiber over
z = (z1,...,20) € My may be realized as the complement, M, , = M(A,¢), of

n

the arrangement A,, ;, consisting of the N = (2) — (é) hyperplanes

0. - ker(z; —z;) (+1<i<j<m,
P ker(w; —z) 1<i<{, L4+1<j<n,
in Cn—* (with coordinates z¢y1,...,z,). Note that M, , is the configuration space
of n — ¢ ordered points in C\ {z1,...,2,}, and that the topology of M,, ; is inde-
pendent of z, see , E, @] We first record some known results on the cohomology
of Mnyg.

1.1. The Orlik-Solomon Algebra. The fundamental group of M,, , may be re-
alized as P, ¢ = m(My) = ker(P, — P;), the kernel of the homorphism from
P, to P, defined by forgetting the last n — £ strands. From the homotopy exact
sequence of the bundle p : M,, — M,, we see that M, ¢ is a K(P, ¢, 1)-space. The
cohomology of this space, and hence of this group, may be described as follows.
Let £ = @évzo &9 be the graded exterior algebra over C, generated by e; ;,
{+1<j5<n,1<i<j. Let Z be the ideal in £ generated, for 1 <i < j < k < n, by

eijNeik —€ijNejk+ e Nejk lfj >/+1, and eik N€jk lf] < /.

Note that £9 C Z for ¢ > n — £. The Orlik-Solomon algebra of the discriminantal
arrangement A, ¢ is the quotient A = /7.
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Theorem 1.2. The cohomology algebra H*(M,, ¢;C) = H*(P,.¢; C) is isomorphic
to the Orlik-Solomon algebra A = A(An0).

The grading on £ induces a grading A = @Z;g A? on the Orlik-Solomon algebra
A = A(Any). Let a;; denote the image of e; ; in A, and note that these elements
form a basis for A! and generate A. From the description of the ideal Z above, it
is clear that all relations among these generators are consequences of the following:

a; i N (a;x —a; ifj>0+1,
ai,k/\aqu :{ i, ( 3,k 1,k> J =

1.1
(L) 0 if j < ¢,

forl1<i<j<k<n.

This observation leads to a natural choice of basis for the algebra A. For m < n,
write [m,n] = {m,m+1,...,n}. If I ={i1,... i, and J = {j1,...,jq} satisfy the
conditions J C [( +1,n] and 1 < i, < j, for each p, let ar j = a;, j, A Nag, j,-
If |J| = 0, set ar.jg = 1.

Proposition 1.3. For each q, 0 < ¢ < n — ¢, the forms ar y with |J| = q and I
as above form a basis for the summand A? of the Orlik-Solomon algebra A of the
discriminantal arrangement A, . Furthermore, the summand A9 decomposes as a

direct sum, A = @‘J‘:q Ay, where A =@, Cay, ;.

Remark 1.4. These results are well-known. For instance, if A = A,, is the braid
arrangement, Theorem [[.7 follows from results of Arnol’d [[f] and Cohen [[[J], which
show that H*(M,,; C) is generated by the forms a; ; = dlog(xz; — x;), with relations
(L]) (with ¢ = 1). For any discriminantal arrangement A, ¢, Theorem [[.] is a
consequence of results of Brieskorn and Orlik-Solomon, see [E, @, @]

As mentioned in the introduction, the discriminantal arrangements A, , are
examples of (affine) fiber-type or supersolvable arrangements. The structure of the
Orlik-Solomon algebra of any such arrangement A was determined by Terao [@]
The basis for the algebra A(Ay ¢) exhibited in Proposition E above is the nbc-basis
(with respect to a natural ordering of the hyperplanes of A,, ¢), see [@] The Orlik-
Solomon algebra of any supersolvable arrangement admits an analogous basis, see
Bjorner-Ziegler [E], and see Falk-Terao [@] for affine supersolvable arrangements.

1.5. The Orlik-Solomon Algebra as a Complex. Recall that N = (g) — (5),
and consider CV with coordinates Xij, £+1 <7 <n, 1< i< j Each point
A € CN gives rise to an element w = wy = Y. \; j - a;; of Al. Left-multiplication
by w induces a map p?(\) : A9 — A9 defined by p?(A)(n) = w An. Clearly,
pITE) o ud(X) = 0, so (A®, u*(N)) is a complex.

We shall obtain an inductive formula for the boundary maps of the complex
(A®, u*(X)). The projection C"~* — C onto the first coordinate gives rise to a
bundle of configuration spaces, My, ¢ — My11,, with fiber M, ¢41, see @, E, @]
The inclusion of the fiber M, p41 — M, ¢ induces a map on cohomology which is
clearly surjective. This yields a surjection m: A(A,¢) = A(Ane41)-

Write A = A(A,¢) and A= A(Ap ¢41), and denote the generators of both A
and A by a; ;. In terms of these generators, the map = is given by m(a;¢41) = 0,
and 7m(a; ;) = a;; otherwise. Let & € A denote the image of w € A! under 7. If
we write w = Y, | wg, where wy = Zi:l Aik - @ik, then & = 370 o wy. As
above, left-multiplication by @ induces a map 7i9(X) : A9 — A9t! and (A®,7i*(\))
is a complex. The following is straightforward.
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Lemma 1.6. The map 7 : (A%, u*(A)) — (A*,@*(N)) is a surjective chain map.

Let (B®, u%(A)) denote the kernel of the chain map w. The terms are of the
form B? = @@ A%, where £+ 1 € K and |K| = ¢. In particular, B = 0. We now
identify the differential p%(A). If £ <m <n and J C [m,n], let {k, J} denote the
(ordered) subset {k} U J of [k,n]. For a linear map F, write [F']¥ for the map ®¥F.

Proposition 1.7. The complex (B®,u% (X)) decomposes as the direct sum of £

copies of the complex /Al', shifted in dimension by one, with the sign of the boundary
map reversed. In other words, (B*, (X)) = ((A*~1)4, —[@*~1(A)]Y).

Proof. For 1 < q < n — ¢, we have B? = @A%ZH_J}, where the sum is over

all J C [+ 2,n] with |J| = ¢ — 1. Each summand may be written as A?HLJ} =
@le @i 41 /\A?,_l. Thus, B? = @le ai 41 AATT g isomorphic to the direct sum
of £ copies of A9-1 via the map B? — [Aq_l]é, aioy1 Narg— (0,...,a1.5,...,0).

Now consider the boundary map pu%(X) : B? — B9"! of the complex B®, induced
by left-multiplication by w = EZ:@-H wy. Let 7 = a; 41 Aar,; be a generator for
B9, Since a; 1 A ajr =0 for all 7,j <k, we have wgy1 A1 = 0. Thus,

pEN) M) =wAn = (w—wer1) AN = —aie41 A (W —wep1) Aar.
Write (w — wet1) A ar,g = & + &2 in terms of the basis for A specified in Propo-
sition [L.3, where & € @, A% and & € D¢ A, Then we haze WAD =
—aiot1 N (&1 4+ &) = —ai 1 A E. Checking that & Aayy; = & in A, we have
pEN)(ai i1 Nar,g) = —a; 41 A9 (X)(ar,). Thus, with the change in sign, the
boundary map % () respects the direct sum decomposition B® =2 (A*~1)¢, O

1.8. Boundary Maps. We now study the differential of the complex (A®, u®(\)).

o~

The direct sum decompositions of the terms of the complexes A®, A®, and B*®
exhibited above yield

A=y, 45 = (D 49) © (DB 40) = 20 A
Let g : A7 — B? denote the natural projection. With respect to the direct
sum decomposition of the terms A? = B? $ A\q, the boundary map u®(\) of the
complex A*® is given by p?(X)(vi, v2) = (5 (A)(v1) + WI(X)(v2), 19(A)(v2)), where
WI(A) =7 o p(A) : A1 — BT+ In matrix form, we have

q
arny — (HBA) 0
(12) w0 = (558) ainy) -

Since A® is the complex associated to the discriminantal arrangement A, 41
in C" ! and B* = (A*~ 1)’ decomposes as a direct sum by Proposition D, we
inductively concentrate our attention on the maps W4(A). Fix J C [£ + 2,n], and
denote the restriction of W¢(X) to the summand A% of A? by W% (X). For n € A%,
since g (wiAn) = 0if k & {€+1, J}, we have W (X)(n) = w1 An+2_ e y T5(w;AN).
Thus, W5(A) : A — AT7L 0 = @)y ameir A AL

For 1 <m < ¢, let w041 : A‘%Z}LJ} — am,+1 A A% denote the natural projec-

tion. Then (the matrix of) U9(X) : AY — (A%)Z may be expressed as
(1.3)  TIA) = (mre010TG(A) -+ 1 0 WHA) oo w0 TH(N)),
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and we focus our attention on one such block, that is, on the composition

(1.4) Tm,e+1 0 UE(A) : AY — A‘ﬁrj]} — Qo1 A AL

Write J = {j1,...,7q} and for 1 <p < g, let J, = {j1,...,jp} and J? = J\ J,.
If p=0,set Jo=0and J° = J. Then for a; ; € A% it is readily checked that
Tm,e4+1 © U4 (X)(ar,7) = Tm,e41 0 T(w A ar, ) is given by

q
(1.5) Tme1 0 WG (A)(ar,s) = szo Tm,e41 0 T (W), Aar, g ) Aar e,

where jo = £+1. In light of this, we restrict our attention to m,, ¢110mp(w;, Aar, ).
We describe this term using the following notion.

Definition 1.9. Fix J = {j1,...,jq} C ¢+ 2,n]and m < £. If I = {i1,...,iq}
and 1 < i, < j, for each p, a set K = {ks,,..., ks, ks, } is called I-admissible if
L {isy, - yis, ) © T\ {iq} and i, , =ig;
2. {ks;,is,} = {m, L+ 1}; and
3. {ks, is,} = {ks, 1, Js,_,} forp=2,...,t+1.
Note that the last condition is vacuous if K is of cardinality one. Note also that
1 <ks, <js, and ks, # is, for each p.

Lemma 1.10. We have
Tm,e+1 ° TB(wj, Aar,y) = ZK Akg.jq@m 41 N bjy Ao Ay,

where the sum is over all I-admissible sets K = {ks,,... ks, ks, = kq}, and

b] = alip’jp o akP7jP pr € {817 o5 Sty Q}7
i i ifp¢{517'-';5t7Q}'

Proof. Let a; ; and ay, ; be elements ofAb}. Write r = min{i, k} and s = max{i, k}.
From (|L.1]), we have either a; j Aak ; = ar sA(ak;—aq ;) if s > 0+1, or a; jAag,; =0
if s < ¢. It follows from these considerations, and a routine exercise to check the
sign, that summands A, j, @m,e41 Abj, A=+ Abj, of T o1 0 mp(wj, Aar, ) arise
only from I-admissible sets K. [l

Now write 7, 041 0 Tp(wj, Aary) = > g Ay 1@me+1 A ag,J, where the sum is
overall R={r,...,rq}, 1 <1p <jp, 1 <p<gq, and /\ﬁ,l e C.

Proposition 1.11. The coefficient /\ﬁ,l of amer1NGR,J iN T i1 0TB(W), Aar, )
is given by

)\}Jm = (=1)/B\EN ZK Mg ja
where the sum is over all I-admissible sets K such that R\ RNI C K.

Proof. Let K = {ks,,...,ks,,kq} be an I-admissible set. Associated with K, we
have the term Mg, j, @m e+1/Abj, A~ - -Abj, of T py107B (a7, 7 Awj, ) from Lemma .
If R\RNI ¢ K, it is readily checked that this term contributes nothing to the
coefficient /\}]%,1 of am 41 A ag,y. On the other hand, if R\ RN I C K, then the

above term contributes the summand (—1)|R\Rm‘/\kq .jq to the coefficient )\'1]%)]. g
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We now obtain a complete description of the map 7, 41 0 ¥4(A) : A% —
amep1 A AY from (L4). Write mp o1 0 U5(A)(ar,1) = S Ak Gmes1 A ar,,
where, as above, the sum is over all R = {r1,...,r¢}, 1 <rp < jp, 1 <p < g, and
A}J%J € C. Let eg,;y =1if R=1, and eg,; = 0 otherwise.

Theorem 1.12. The coefficient A']]%)I of @me+1NQR,J 1 T 0410 UL (X) is given by

J  _ (_1\R\RNI| ‘
AR,I = ( 1) (GR,I)\’ITL,@-{-I + Z]GJ ZK )\kd)’

where, if j = j,, the second sum is over all I,-admissible sets K = {ks,, ..., ks,  k}
for which R\RNICK.

Proof. From ([L.5), we have

q
Tm+1 0 ¥ (ar,7) = Zp

and the summand corresponding to p = 0 is simply Ap, er1ame41 A ar,y. For

_ Tmt+1 0 TB(w), Aar,g,) Aagr e,

. J
p > 1, write mp, 41 0 TB(Wj, A ar,,y,) = ERP >\Rpp,1pam,€+1 A ag,,j,, where the
sum is over all R, = {r1,...,7,}. For a fixed R, the coefficient of ay, ¢41 A ag,r in
Tm,e+1 © Te(w A ar,y) may then be expressed as

J a Jp
Agr = €rrAmet1 + E b1 AR, I

where R = R, U I”. Note that we have R\ RNI = R, \ R, NI, for such R.
By Proposition [L.1T, we have )‘}];tl;,lp = (=1)IBARNLIS™ g, 5, , Where the sum
is over all I,-admissible sets K with R, \ R, NI, C K. Thus,

J  _ g Ro\R,NI
AR = €R1Am 141 +Zp:1(—1)| P\ | ZK Ak, jp>

and since R = R, UI?, we have R\ RNI=R,\R,NI, C K. O

Remark 1.13. In light of the decomposition of the boundary maps of the complex
(A®, 1*(X)) given by (L.9) and ([[.J), the above theorem, together with the “initial
conditions” p®(X) : A° = A 1= 30wk =0, SN k@i g, provides a
complete description of the boundary maps p®(X).

2. RESOLUTIONS AND LOCAL SYSTEMS

The fundamental group of the complement of a discriminantal arrangement, and
more generally that of any fiber-type arrangement, may be realized as an iterated
semidirect product of free groups. For any such group G, in [E] we construct a
finite free ZG resolution Ce(G) of the integers. We recall the construction of this
resolution in notation consonant with that of the previous section.

Denote the standard generators of the pure braid group P, by v;,;, 1 <1 < j < n,
and for each j, let G; be the free group on the j—1 generators vy j,...,vj—1,;. Then
the pure braid group may be realized as P, = G, X --- X G3. More generally, for
1 <4 < n, the group P, = ker(P,, — P;) may be realized as P, ¢ = G,, X+ - - X Gyy1,
generated by v; ;, £ < j. Note that P, = P, ;. For £ < j, the monodromy homomor-
phisms Pj_1 ; — Aut(G,) are given by the (restriction of the) Artin representation.
For s < j, we shall not distinguish between the braid v, and the corresponding
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right) automorphism =, ; € Aut(G;). The action of 7, s on G; is by conjugation:
: J : J

-1 _ -1
Vrs (Vi) = Vros * Vij * Ves = %" Vit 2 - Where

Yr,iVs,j ifi=7rori= s,
(2.1) 2i =< gy vs,) T <i<s,
1 otherwise.

See Birman [ﬂ] and Hansen [@] for details, and as general references on braids.

2.1. Some Fox Calculus. We first establish some notation and record some ele-
ments of the Fox Calculus [[9, ], and results from [[[(] necessary in the construction.

Denote the integral group ring of a (multiplicative) group G by ZG. We regard
modules over ZG as left modules. Elements of the free module (ZG)™ are viewed
as row vectors, and ZG-linear maps (ZG)" — (ZG)™ are viewed as n X m matrices
which act on the right. For such a map F, denote the transpose by F'T, and recall
that [F]¥ denotes the map @5 F. Denote the n x n identity matrix by L,.

For the single free group G; = (v; ;), a free ZG;-resolution of Z is given by

(2.2) 0= (ZG,)' 252G, S 7 0,

where A; = (”yl,j -1 - yim1 - 1)T, and e is the augmentation map, given by
€(vi,;) = 1. For each element v € Pj_1 ¢, conjugation by 7 induces an automorphism
v : Gj = Gj, and a chain automorphism -, of (B-2), which by the “fundamental
formula of Fox Calculus,” can be expressed as

(ZG;y~ — 7,
(2.3) lj(v)oa la
(ZGj)j_l L ZGJ

where J(y) = (%":]J)) is the (j—1) x (j —1) Jacobian matrix of Fox derivatives of
7, and 7 denotes the extension of 7 to the group ring ZGj, resp., to (ZG,;)’~*. For a
second element 3 of Pj_1 ¢, we have (7-3)e = (807)e = Be07e by the “chain rule of
Fox Calculus™: J(Bov) = B(J(Y)) - J(B). In particular, 7 (v~ 1) =5 YT ()7 1).

Now fix ¢, 1 < £ < n, and consider the group P, = Gy, x -+ X Gyq1. Let
R = ZP, ¢ denote the integral group ring of P, ¢, For v € P;_;, as above, define
my : R — R by m,(r) = -r. From (R.3) and extension of scalars, we obtain

id ®A;
—

R ®za, (2G,)7~! R @z, LG;

lmv®ﬂ('y)ﬂ lmwm

L 1d®A;

R@ch (ZGj)Jfl & R®ch ZGj

The map m, ® J(7) o and the canonical isomorphism R ®z¢, (ZG;)I~t = RI~1

define an R-linear automorphism p;(7y) : R/~ — R~ whose matrix is v - J(7),
see [0, Lemma 2.4]. Furthermore, we have the following.

Lemma 2.2 ([I], Lemma 2.6]). For each j, 2 < j < n, the action of the group
Pj_1.0 on the free group G; gives rise to a representation pj : Pj_1 ¢ — Autrp(R/™1)
with the property that p;(v) = my ® J () o7 for every v € Pj_1 .
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Remark 2.3. Via the convention p;(vp,4) = Ij—1 for ¢ > j, the above extends to
a representation p; : P, o — Autgr(R’7~!) of the entire group P, ,. We denote by
pj + R — Endg(R’~!) the extension of p; to the group ring R. We also use j;
to denote the homomorphism Homg (R™, R") — Homg (R™U~1) R*~1) defined
by replacing each entry x of an m x n matrix by p;(z).

2.4. The Resolution. We now recall the construction of the free resolution ¢ :
Co = Co(G) — Z over the ring R = ZG from [[[{], in the case where G = P,
is the fundamental group of the complement of the discriminantal arrangement
Ape. I8 T ={j1,...,Jq} € [¢+ 1,n], recall that for p < q, J, = {j1,...,jp} and
J? = J\Jp. For such a set J, let C/ be a free R-module of rank (j; —1)- - (jg—1).

Let Ch =R, and, for 1 <g<n-—/{, let C, = @Ileq C;Z], where the sum is over
all J C [¢+ 1,n]. The augmentation map, € : Cy — Z, is the usual augmentation

of the group ring, given by €(y) = 1, for v € P, ¢. We define the boundary maps of

C, by recursively specifying their restrictions A’ to the summands C'qJ as follows:

If J = {j}, we define Ay : 0 = RI~1 = R = Cp as in the resolution (2.9), by
T

Aj=(n;=1 = yay—1)

In general, if J = {j1,...,Jq}, then J' = {jo,...,jo} and Jy—1 = {Jj1,. .-, Jg—1}

and we define Ay : Cf — C72; by Ay = —4;,(Ag,,)

Now deine A7 €} = @, 00 by
AT (AJ, (A" [AR" [AJqfl]dq,l) |

where dp, = (j1 — 1) --- (§p — 1).

Finally, define 0, : Cqy = Cyq—1 by 0 = Z|J| A7,
=q

Theorem 2.5 (1], Theorem 2.10]). Let R = ZP, ¢ be the integral group ring of
the group P, . Then the system of R-modules and homomorphisms (Ce, ) is a
finite, free resolution of Z over R.

Remark 2.6. The proof of this result in ] makes use of a mapping cone decom-

position of the complex (C,,ds). This decomposition may be described as follows.

Let (C,, 0s) dengte the subcomplex of (Ce, ds) with terms C‘L: ®€+1€J C;, and

boundary maps d; = 9,|s given by restriction. The complex Cs may be realized as
q

Co = Co(Ppryt1) ®p,, R, where € : Co(Pp¢11) — Z is the resolution over ZP, ¢11

obtained by applying the above construction to the group P, ¢41 < Py e.

Let (Ds,dP) denote the direct sum of £ copies of the complex C,, with the sign
of the boundary map reversed. That is, Dy = (Cy)* and 9P = —[9,]*. The terms
of this complex may be expressed as Dy = @, cx Ci% 1, where |K| = ¢. Using
this description, define a map =, : Do — C, by setting the restriction of Z, to the
summand CX ; of D, to be equal to A :AC(ﬁL1 — CJ € Cy, where K = {{+1}UJ.

As shown in , the map =, : Dy — C, is a chain map, and the original complex
(Cs, 0s) may be realized as the mapping cone of Z,. Explicitly, the terms of C,
decompose as Cq = Dy_1 © Cy. With respect to this decomposition, the boundary
map 9g11 : Cqp1 — Cy s given by 9gq1(u,v) = (=0 (u), Eq(u) + 9g11(v)).
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2.7. Rank One Local Systems. The abelianization of the group P, is free
abelian of rank N = (}) — (é) Let (C*)V denote the complex torus, with coordi-
nates t;;, £ +1 < j <mn,1<i<j Bachpointte (C*)N gives rise to a rank one
representation vg : P, ¢ — C*, v; ; — t; ;, an associated P, ;-module L = Ly, and a
rank one local system £ = L4 on the configuration space M, ¢. The homology and
cohomology of P, ¢ with coeflicients in L (resp., that of M, , with coefficients in £)
are isomorphic to the homology and cohomology of the complexes Co := Ce®p, , L
and C* := Homp, ,(C., L) respectively, see [f].

The terms of these complexes, C; = Cy ®r C and C? = Homp, ,(C,, L), are
finite dimensional complex vector spaces. Notice that dim C; = dim C¢ = dim A? =
21 7j=q(Jr = 1)+ (jg — 1), where the sum is over all J C [( 4+ 1,n]. Denote the
boundary maps of Co and C® by 9,(t) : C, — C,—1 and §%(t) : C? — C? . As
we follow [] in our definition of C*, these maps are related by

(2.4) 07(t)(u)(z) = (=1)*u(8g41(t)(z))

for u € C? and x € Cy11. To describe these maps further, we require some notation.

Consider the evaluation map R x (C*)¥ — C, which takes an element f of
the group ring, and a point t in (C*)V and yields f(t) := 7 (f), the evaluation
of f at t. Fixing f € R and allowing t € (C*)" to vary, we get a holomorphic
map f : (C*)N¥ — C. More generally, we have the map Mat,.xs(R) x (C*)V —
Mat, xs(C), (F,t) — F(t) := »4(F). For fixed F' € Matyx4(R), we get a map
F : (C*)N — Mat,«s(C). With these conventions, if dim C, = r and dim Cy41 = s,
the boundary maps of the complexes C, and C® may be viewed as evaluations,
9,(t) and §%(t), of maps 9, : (C*)Y — Mat,«s(C) and 67 : (C*)Y — Matyx,(C).

We shall subsequently be concerned with the derivatives of these maps at the
identity element 1 = (1,...,1) of (C*)N. The (holomorphic) tangent space of
HY(M,, ¢;C*) = (C*)N at 1 is HY(M,, ;C) = CV, with coordinates \; ;. The expo-
nential map Ty (C*)Y — (C*)¥ is the coefficient map H'(M,, ¢;C) — H'(M,, ¢; C*)
induced by exp : C = C*, A\;; — erii = t;,;. For an element f of R, the deriv-
ative of the corresponding map f : (C*)Y — C at 1 is given by f. : CVN — C,
f.(A) = 2 mzof(...e“w‘ ...). More generally, for F' € Mat,»s(R), we have
F, : CN — Mat,«s(C).

3. A COMPLEX OF DERIVATIVES

We now relate the cohomology theories H*(A®, u®(A)) and H*(M,; L) by relat-
ing the complexes (A®, u®(A)) and (C®,8°(t)). As above, let (8,). and 7 denote
the derivatives of the maps 8, and § at 1 € (C*)V.

Theorem 3.1. The complex (A®, u®(N)) is a linear approzimation of the complex
(C*,8°(t)). For each A € C¥, the system of complex vector spaces and linear
maps (C®,85(N)) is a complex. For each q, we have A? = CY, and, under this
identification, pZ(X) = d%(A).

From the discussions in sections and R.7, it is clear that A% 22 C. In light of
the sign conventions (2.4) used in the construction of the complex (C*®,d°(t)) and
the fact that (A®, u®*(A)) is a complex, to show that (C*®,4d%(A)) is a complex, and
to prove the theorem, it suffices to establish the following.

Proposition 3.2. For each q, we have p4(X) = (—1)4 [(anrl)*(A)}T
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The maps p2(A) were analyzed in section IE We now carry out a similar analysis
of the maps (9g+1)«(A).

3.3. Some Calculus. We first record some facts necessary for this analysis. Recall
that R denotes the integral group ring of the group P, ¢. For f, g € R, the Product
Rule yields (f - g)«(A) = £.(A) - g(1) + £(1) - g« (A). Similarly, for F' € Matpxq(R)
and G € Matgx,(R), matrix multiplication and the differentiation rules yield

(3.1) (F-G),(A) =F,(\)- G(1) + F(1) - G, (\).

As an immediate consequence of the Product Rule, for v,¢ € P, and 7 = [(,7] a
commutator, we have (y~1), = —v,, and 7, = 0. Consequently, (¢-v-¢ ™), = ~,.

Now recall the representations p; defined in Lemma P.2, and used in the con-
struction of the resolution C. Associated to each v € P;_1,, we have a map
p;(7) : (C*)N — Aut(CI~1). Since ~ acts on the free group by conjugation, we have
p;(7)(1) = I;_;. Identify End(C’~') as the tangent space to Aut(C/~') at the iden-
tity, and denote the derivative of the map p;(v) at 1 by p;(7). : CYN — End(C771).

Define (p;)« : Pj—1, — Hom(CN,End(C’~')) by (p;)«(v) = p;j(7)«. The
chain rule of Fox Calculus and a brief computation reveal that (p;). is a homo-
morphism, and is trivial on the commutator subgroup P{l)g. This yields a map
CY — Hom(CN,End(C771)), Ay = p;(7r,s)s, which we continue to denote by
(pj)«. For v € Py, view the derivative, v, (A) = > ¢rsArs, of the corresponding
map v as a linear form in the A, ;. Then we have the following “chain rule”:

(32) Pi(1)sN) =D crs(p)e(Ars) = ()« (7. (X))
In particular, p(7,s)s« = Py (Ar,s), which we now compute.

Lemma 3.4. Forr < s < j, the derivative of the map p;(yrs) is given by

Ars L1 0 0 0 0
0 )\r,s + )\s,j 0 _)\r,j 0
pj (FYT‘,S)*(A) = 0 0 /\r,s ' Hs—r—l 0 0
0 —Xs,j 0 Ars + Arj 0
0 0 0 0 )\r,s : ijsfl

Proof. The matrix of p;(Vr,s) is Vrs - T (Vr,s), Where J(7r,s) is the Fox Jacobian.
Thus, pj(”Yr,s)(t) =trs T (rs)(t) = (trs ijl) - T (7r,s)(t), where T (v5)(t) is
the map induced by the Fox Jacobian. By the Product Rule (@), we have

pj('Vr,S)*(A) = (/\ns 'Hj—l) : J(’W)S)(l) + j('VT,S)*(A)'

The action of v, s on the free group G; = (v; ;) is recorded in (P.1]). Computing Fox
derivatives and evaluating at t yields the familiar Gassner matrix of 7,5 (see [f]),

I 0 0 0 0
0 11—t +t ts; 0 tr;(1—1tr ;) 0
J(FYﬂS)(t) = 0 U ]Is—r—l —U 0 5
0 1—t,, 0 tr 0
0 0 0 0 I_s 1
where @ = ((1 —tr+1)j)(1 _tﬂj) (1 —ts_l)j)(l —tnj))—r. Since J("Yr,s)(]-)

I;_1, the result follows upon differentiating J (7yrs)(t). O
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3.5. Boundary Map Derivatives. We now obtain an inductive formula for the
derivatives of the boundary maps of the complex (C,, 8e(t)). The mapping cone
decomposition of the resolution (C,, ) discussed in Remark @ gives rise to an
analogous decomposition of the complex (C,, d(t)). Specifically, the terms decom-
pose as Cy = Dy_1 @ (AJq, and with respect to this decomposition, the matrix of
the boundary map 8q+1(t) : C4y1 — Cy is given by

_oP =
b e (49 20)

Up to sign, the complex (D.,B?(t)) is a direct sum of ¢ copies of the complex
(6., 3. (t)), which arises from the group P, ¢+1 < P, ¢. In light of this, we restrict
our attention to the chain map =, and its components Ay, s}, their evaluations
Eo(t) and Agyqq s3(t), and the derivatives of these evaluations at 1.

For J = {j1,...,jq} € [(4+2,n],1et p; = pj, 0---0pj, anddy = (j1—1)--- (jg—1).
Then A1,y = (—1)9p,(Apy1), where Ay = (vp1—1 - Yeegr — 1)T7
and the matrix of A{g+17J} isf-dy x dy with dy x dj blocks (—1)qu(FYm,E+1 — 1),
1 < m < /. We concentrate our attention on one such block.

Fix m, 1 <m < ¢, and let M denote the matrix of p;(Vm,e+1 —1). Similarly, let
M’ denote the matrix of p; _ (Ym,e4+1—1). Then M is the matrix of g;, (M’). Since
M is dj x dy, its rows and columns are naturally indexed by sets R = {r1,...,r,}
and I = {i1,...,iq}, 1 <7rp,ip < jp — 1. We thus denote the entries of M by Mg ;.
With these conventions, we have
(3.4) Mg,r = [pj,(Mps )] roria
where, for instance, I' = I,_1 =T\ {i4}.

Now consider the block M(t) of Ay4; s3(t) arising from the block M of the ma-
trix of A1, 7y above. Recall the notion of an I-admissible set from Definition E,
and recall that eg;; = 1 if R = I, and eg ; = 0 otherwise.

Theorem 3.6. Let J C [{ + 2,n] and let M denote the matriz of pj(Ym.e+1 — 1).
Then the entries of the derivative, M, (), of the evaluation M(t) are given by

ML )]s = (DA (e Ay + >k Mes);

where, if j = j,, the second sum is over all I,-admissible sets K = {ks,, ..., ks,  k}
for which R\RNICK.

Proof. The proof is by induction on |J].

If J = {j}, then M = v 041 T (Ym,e+1) —Lj—1 is the matrix of p;(Vm, e+1—1), so
M(t) = v,041(t) - T (Ym,e41)(t) — ;1. Since the derivative of the constant I;
is zero, the entries of M, () are given by Lemma B.4 (with r = m and s = £+ 1).
In this instance, we have I = {i}, and a set K = {k} is [-admissible if k # ¢ and
{k,i} = {m, £+ 1}. It follows that the case |.J| = 1 is a restatement of Lemma [.4

In general, let J = {j1,...,jq-1,Jq} and write Mr = [ﬁjq(M}’%,)I,)L , asin
(B-4) above. Then we have o

MOt = [Py, (Mp )(®)]  and M.(N]rr = [, (M 1)« (V)]

Tarlq Taqrlq
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By induction, the entries of the matrix M/, (\) are given by
_ R\R'NI'
ML ()], = (1) I(ER’J’)‘m,Hl + ijeJ/ ZK )‘kp,jp)v

where J' = J,_1 = J\{jq}, and for j, € J’, the second sum is over all I,-admissible
sets K for which "\ R’'NnI' C K.
By the chain rule (B.), the entries of M, () are given by

M. = (2, (M a)- V] = [(03,)0 (M) (V)

— [S(ER’,I’ (qu)*()\m,é—i-l) + ijeJ/ Zx(qu)*()‘kwp))} ,

Tqylq

Tq,lq

(3.5)

where § = (=1)IF\R'07'l| By Lemma B4, for r < s < j,, we have

Ars + Ay g, if g =g and {kq, i} = {r, s},

(3.6) [(qu)*(xr,s)}r =3 A, if iy # g and {rg, i} = {r, s},
o 0 otherwise.

The entries of M. () may be calculated from (B.5) using (B.6), yielding the
formula in the statement of the theorem. We conclude the proof by making several
observations which elucidate this calculation.

First consider the case R' =I'. Then S =1 and egr/.; = 1. If rq = ig, then the
first case of (B.4) yields a contribution of A\, ¢41 + Mkgjq t0 [ML(N)]; 7, provided
that {kq,iq} = {m,£+ 1}. Note that this condition implies that the set K = {kq}
is I-admissible (and that kq # i¢). Note also that in this instance we have R = I,
R\RNI=0CK,egy=1,and |[R\ RNI|=0.

If R = I' and ry # iq, then the second case of (B.g) contributes —\,_ ;, to
[ML(M)] g ; if {rg,iq} = {m, £+ 1}. In this instance, the set {r,} is [-admissible,
and since R’ = I’ and rq # iq, we have [R\ RNI|=1.

For general R’ and I', suppose that S - Ay, ;, is a summand of [M} ()], ;, for
some p < g — 1. Then, by the inductive hypothesis, this summand arises from an
I,-admissible set K = {ks,,...,ks,, kp} with RF\ R'NI' C K. If r4 = iy, then
the first case of (B.§) yields a contribution of S+ (Ax, ;, + Ak,.j,) to [Mi(A)] 5 1,
provided that {kq,iq} = {kp,jp}. For such kg, it is readily checked that the set
K U{k,} is I-admissible. Also, since ry = i4, we have R\RNI =R \R'NI' C K.

If, as above, S- Ay, ;, is a summand of [M}(A)] g, and rq # 44, then the second
case of (B.f) contributes —S - Argje 10 [Mu(N)] g provided {ry,iq} = {kp.jp}-
In this instance, the set K U {r,} is I-admissible, and since rq # 1q, we have
R\RNI=R\R'NI"U{ry} CKU{rg},and |[R\RNI|=|R'\R'nI'|+1.

Applying these observations to (@) above completes the proof. O

3.7. Proof of Proposition @ We now use Theorems and @ to show that
the differential of the complex (A®, u®(X)) is given by p?(A) = (—1)4[(8g41)«(A)] T,
where (84).(A) is the derivative of the boundary map of the complex (C,, 84(t)),
thereby proving Proposition @ and hence Theorem @ as well.

The proof is by induction on d = n—¥¢, the cohomological dimension of the group
P, ¢, (resp., the rank of the discriminantal arrangement A,, ¢).

In the case d = 1, the complexes A® and C, are given by

91(t)

0
A0 a2
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respectively, where A = Cy = C, A' = @i<nCaip, and C; = C"~'. The boundary
maps are u%(A) : 1 +— ZKn Xin * @i and 91(t) = (tl)n -1 - oty — 1)T.
Identifying A' and C; in the obvious manner, we have p°(X) = (=1)°[(81)«(A)] ’

In the general case, we identify A? and C, in an analogous manner. In particular,
the rows and columns of the matrix of the boundary map 8,41(t) : C411 — C, are
indexed by basis elements a; s of A9T! and A%, or simply by the underlying sets
I and J, respectively. To show that p4(X) = (=1)?[(8g41)(A) T, we make use of
the decomposition of the complex A® established in Proposition [l.7, and that of C,
stemming from the mapping cone decomposition of the resolution C, described in
Remark P.6. Recall from ([[.3) and (B.d) that with respect to these decompositions,
the boundary maps may be expressed as

o (HS) 0 _(-0P(t) B, ()
“W—@%) ﬁq(A)) and 3q“(“—< 0 5q+1<t>>-

The maps 119(A) and 5q+1(t) are the boundary maps of the complexes A* and

C., arising from the cohomology algebra A(A, ¢11) and fundamental group P, ;11
of the complement of the discriminantal arrangement A,, /1. So by induction, we
have g?(\) = (—1)¢ [(5q+1)*(A)}T for each ¢. Since the complexes B® = (A*)! and
D, = (C,)! decompose as direct sums, with boundary maps ph(A) = =[N
and BqD (t) = —[5,1 (t)]¢ the inductive hypothesis also implies that

J4 T

i) = = [ @) ]| = (17 [B0). ]| = (1) [=@D). ]

Thus it remains to show that WI(X) = (—1)9[(Eq)«(A)] " For this, it suffices to

show that the restriction % (X) : A% — A%Z&l gy of U2(A) is dual to the derivative

of the summand Ay 53 (t) : Céﬁl"]} — C; of ,(t) for each J = {j1,...,js} C
[¢+2,n]. As noted in ([.3), the matrix of % (X) is dj x £ d; with d; x d; blocks
Tm,e+1 © W4(X), where dj = (j1 —1)--- (jg — 1). Similarly, from the discussion in
section B.5, we have that the matrix of Ay sy (t) is £-dj x d; with d; x d; blocks

(=1)%(p s (Ym,e41)(t) =g, ). Comparing the formulas obtained in Theorem and
Theorem B.6, we see that mp, 41 0 WH(A) = [P (m,e41)«(N)] T It follows readily
that U9(X) = (—1)¢ [(A{g+1)J})*(A)}T, completing the proof.

4. COHOMOLOGY SUPPORT LOCI AND RESONANT VARIETIES

In an immediate application of Theorem @, we establish the relationship be-
tween the cohomology support loci of the complement of the discriminantal ar-
rangement A, , and the resonant varieties of its Orlik-Solomon algebra.

Recall that each point t € (C*)Y gives rise to a local system £ = £¢ on the com-
plement M,, , of the arrangement A,, ;. For sufficiently generic t, the cohomology
H*(M,, 4, Lt) vanishes (for k < n — £), see for instance [T, [[d]. Those t for which
HF (M,,¢; Lt) does not vanish comprise the cohomology support loci

Yk (M) = {t € (C)N | dim H*(M,, ¢; L¢) > m}.

These loci are algebraic subvarieties of (C*)", which, since M,, ¢ is a K (P, ¢, 1)-
space, are invariants of the group P, ;.
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Similarly, each point A € C¥ gives rise to an element w = wy € A' of the
Orlik-Solomon algebra of the arrangement A, ,. For sufficiently generic A, the
cohomology H¥(A®, u® (X)) vanishes (for k < n—£), see [B1], [[§]. Those A for which
HF(A®, 1*(X\)) does not vanish comprise the resonant varieties

RI(A) = {A € CN | dim H*(A®, u*(N)) > m}.

These subvarieties of C"V are invariants of the Orlik-Solomon algebra A of Apo.
Recall that 1 = (1,...,1) denotes the identity element of (C*)™.

Theorem 4.1. Let A, ¢ be a discriminantal arrangement with complement M,, ¢
and Orlik-Solomon algebra A. Then for each k and each m, the resonant variety
R (A) coincides with the tangent cone of the cohomology support locus $% (M, ;)
at the point 1.

Proof. For each t € (C*)V, the cohomology of M, , with coefficients in the local
system L is isomorphic to that of the complex (C*®,8°(t)). So t € Xk (M, ) if
and only if dim H*(C*,8°(t) > m. An exercise in linear algebra shows that

Sk (M) = {t € (C*)V | rank 6" ' (t) + rank 6*(t) < dim C* — m}.
For A € CV, we have XA € R} if dim H*(A®, u®(X)) > m. So, as above,
RI(A) = {X € CV | rank pF =1 (A) + rank % (X) < dim A% — m}.
By Theorem B.1], dim A¥ = dim C* and z*(X) = 6%(A) for each k. Thus,
RI(A) = {A € CN | rank 6*7H(A) 4 rank 6% (A\) < dim C* — m},
and the result follows. O

The cohomology support loci are known to be unions of torsion-translated subtori
of (C*)N, see [[{]. In particular, all irreducible components of X% (M, ;) passing
through 1 are subtori of (C*)". Consequently, all irreducible components of the
tangent cone are linear subspaces of CV. So we have the following.

Corollary 4.2. For each k and each m, the resonant variety R} (A) is the union
of an arrangement of subspaces in CV.

Remark 4.3. For k = 1, Theorem and Corollary @ hold for any arrangement
A, see [@, @, @] In particular, as conjectured by Falk [E, Conjecture 4.7],
the resonant variety RT*(A(A)) is the union of a subspace arrangement. Thus,
Corollary above may be viewed as resolving positively a strong form of this
conjecture in the case where A = A,, ; is a discriminantal arrangement.
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