SEEHRIC B 0D 41 22 [A] DR 77 [F] AH

Bl EPNE I NE S T T e
/NLTEAR (Motoki OYAMA)

BE

En POTEMICB I 2EMAD 1 IRTT 7 1 V2B OEATHETH 2 EEMEEIZE L T, FE
BOMEMDKE b HOFRMAEAZEFIEFEEDATREIRELED LD Z L
Dot BB, REEIZA)IMEK (LHEERY) & ORENRICEICEDTHS.

1 XLC®IC

R"™ DD 2EHNE A= {H,....,Hy} &1, AREDT 7 1 VEAZEMOBED Z & TH 5. HRr2e
IR E O FIEE OWZEH M(A) .= R"\U/~, H; EOWTOFRERY—HP I REn Y —BIZBT 5
BIAEDPTONT NS, [T, AT Y —HHIH D LRI E O @ 7 ORE 2 A EBIRIC L > THF
B U5 I e P( ) 12 & o> THIAADERICIES NG Z ARISNT S, (Goresky,
MacPherson [3] £l#) %7z, de Longueville, Schultz [1] 12 & - T, #4322 M & O #i 22 D 2 &
ERY-BRIIERIIREINT WS, LU, SR EDMEMDFRE M —HIE, 58 PEIEY
EEDATIRREL KW EPHMONTE D, BEEHREDSGE T ZREIN TR, Ziegler
[6] @ Theorem 2.1 12 &% &, R* I2351F % 2 YOG FH ORLEIZ B W TR A LT EA DI AT H
LZMIABREOY—BRDRLDL, MIBHZERNEE P E—AETRWHINEFEET S 2 EAHoNT VWS,
UL, HRADEMRDES TH 5 EEMILEDHHER DA E b E—RIZONTE S BEKE AW, &
ROEEFTRIZE VT BAMHDEACITE T 2B E 24T o iR, AT DY —20F T2 Mo FRMERIC
DNWTH, KAEPIEFES L O DL VERIZ L > THAGDEIIZIRESI NS Z D30 o7z,

2 REMREE

COELIDVHZIEN>2LT2. RUICBITDZEEMEE A= {l1,...ln} CIEEWVT®RRS 1RC
T 74 VI EROBED I L TH S, FEMAEE A OMZERE M(A) =R \UL, [ LEHET 5.

Definition 2.1. pe |J", ; " #{lc Alpel} =k Zili7=3 &, p& AICHTS L EREWVS.

I, FEEMEE A G T, RO 2 D20%MERZTHRMART Mo e SPL C R 23#Y, &
SEF AR >R, h(z) :=z-v (-1Z2—2V vy NAMK) 2EHKT 5.

(v i, A D EDERRE & EETE.

(il) EEOEL c 1IZBUL T h(e) N (Uycpemip € Uil Lilp F k HEE}) I, e 1 DOZEFEE
o,



I 51T,
M(A)<.:={x e M |h(z) <c}, MA)<={recM]|h(z)<c}

EERTD.

Lemma 2.2. A= {l;,....1;,,} 2 R (B 2EEMILEL T . c<d D
(e, d) N (Ugchamip € Uity Lilp 13 k BEAL}) =0

Rl &, M(A)ce & M(A)cq IR E 225,

Lemma 2.3. p %, AICBT 2 kERTHY, h(p) =cTHBLT2. (k>2)IDrEe>0%
FANEL LB Y M(A)<ore BEIIR ST

¢: L= D2 x oD 2) — bt (e =) \ (Ujeal ) C M(A)<c—e

ZEoTHEND M(A)<ee Uy (LI (D2 x DI2)) ORI AR 2 5.

3 FEHE
Theorem 3.1. (Ishikawa, Oyama [4])
R ICH 2 HEMEE A= {l1,.... L} &, pp BO k BEREZR>TWE 2T 5. (K <m)

Z DI M(A) 1F n IRTGEABKIKIZ n IRTTD n — 2-N2 v E m + Z(k — 1)pi HEHIZEE L THE
k=2

505 n RTTHEFN EZHIADONE L MO FEM & 2 5.

/\

1 n=3DHEDH

2 LHOWNEBE MRS

Corollary 3.2. M(A) & m+ > 1, (k— 1)pg D n — 2 RGTERE O — A & KE M E—[FAETH
%. (M(A) = \ Sn=2)

m+3 5 o (k—1)pk



T/, TLYIAY MOBBIZENT, M/NE & WS A AR 72 EE DR FED R I T W5, |
LB R VAR X BN TH D L%, k=1, 1 IZR LT (K RGEVOMEE)=(X O kX betti
B) PO LDOZ & TH S, IR HELE O 22 M O F/NEIZ DWW Tk Randell @ [5] % Dimca,
Papadima @ [2] IZBWTHINE 85 Z EAVRINT WS, &2 AN, #4r 2EHIELE OFMZEHIZBI L T
1E— MR IR 2 AR S 72\, R, SR Y BRI RO BREARD ST T Y RO % 1D
AL ZERHELHINSNT WS, UL, FEHEORD S EEMREEIZBE U Tl w22 i 236/ &
BBHEZEN D hoT.

Corollary 3.3. A% R" IZBIFHHEEMILEL TS, Z0L& &, izl M(A) FBUNE 725,

£ 3R

[1] de Longueville, Schultz, The cohomology ring of complements of subspace arrangements,
Math. Annalen. 319, 625-646, (2000).

[2] Dimca, Papadima, Hypersurface complements, Milnor fibers and higher homotopy groups
of arrangements, Ann. Of Math. (2) 158(2003), no.2, 473-507.

[3] Goresky, MacPherson, Stratified Morse theory, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg,
NewYork, (1988).

[4] Ishikawa, Oyama, Topology of complements to real affine space line arrangements,
arXiv:1902.08377 (2019).

[5] Randell, Morse theory, Milnor fibers and minimality of hyperplane arrangements, Proc,
Amer. Math. Soc. 130 (2002), no.9, 2737-2743.

[6] Ziegler, On the difference between real and complex arrangements , Math. Z. 212-1, 1993,
1-11.



