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ABSTRACT. We consider the complement to an arrangement of hyperplanes in a cartesian
power of an elliptic curve and describe its cohomology with coefficients in a nontrivial rank
one local system.

1. INTRODUCTION

We start with a cartesian power E* of an elliptic curve E and a nontrivial rank one local
system on E*. We consider an arrangement of elliptic hyperplanes in E* and describe the
cohomology of its complement with coefficients in the local system.We show that the coho-
mology is nontrivial only in degree k. We present each cohomology class by a unique closed
holomorphic differential form. Our forms are elliptic analogs of the Arnold-Brieskorn-Orlik-
Solomon logarithmic differential forms representing cohomology classes of the complement to
an arrangement of hyperplanes in an affine space. For the elliptic discriminantal arrangement
our forms are the forms considered in [FV1, FV2, FRV] to solve the KZB equations in hy-
pergeometric integrals and to construct Bethe eigenfunctions to the elliptic Calogero-Moser
operators.

To simplify the exposition, we first consider in Sections 2 and 3 the case of an elliptic
discriminantal arrangement, then in Sections 4 and 5 we consider arbitrary elliptic arrange-
ments.

The authors thank the Max Planck Institute for Mathematics in Bonn for hospitality.

2. COHOMOLOGY OF AN ELLIPTIC DISCRIMINANTAL ARRANGEMENT

Fix a natural number £ and 7 € C, Im 7 > 0. Denote A = 7Z + 7Z C C. The group
[' =7 @& Z acts on C by transformations (I,m) : t — ¢ + IT + m. The action on each factor
gives an action of I'* on C*. Denote by p : C¥ — C¥/T'* the canonical projection onto the
space of orbits. We have C¥/T'* = E¥ where E is the elliptic curve C/T.

For each representation p of I'* on a vector space W we get a vector bundle over E* with a
flat connection, which is (C* x W)/T'* — C*/T'*. In particular, we may fix complex numbers

* Supported in part by AG Laboratory GU-HSE, RF government grant, ag. 11 11.G34.31.0023
¢ Supported in part by NSF grant DMS-1101508
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w = (wy,...,wy), take W = C, and py,(y) = eV 1wt twds) for ~ = (I}, my) x --- x
(I, mz). This line bundle over E* with the flat connection will be denoted by L,,.

We say that the numbers w = (wy, ..., wy) are discriminantal convenient if for any subset
I'c{l,...,k} the sum ) ., w; is not in A.

Fix distinct complex numbers z = (z1,. .., z,). The discriminantal arrangement C, in C*k
with parameters z is the arrangement of hyperplanes:

a . — A — .
HY + t;—2,=0, 1=1,...)k,a=1,...,n;

k

Let M, denote its complement C* — Upce, H.

The I'*-orbit of C, is the infinite arrangement C, v = {y(H) | v € T*, H € C}. Denote
by M, r+ its complement C* — U ek yee v(H). Denote by M, . C E* the image of M, p«
under the projection p.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that the numbers w are discriminantal convenient and zi, ...,z
project to distinct points of E. Then He(szT;Ew) =0 for { # k and H’“(Mzﬁ;ﬁw) 18
canonically isomorphic to H*(M,; C), the k-th cohomology group with trivial coefficients of
the complement in C* to the discriminantal arrangement.

Here H *(MZJ; L,,) denotes the cohomology of MZ,T with coefficients in the local system
of horizontal sections of L,,. Theorem 2.1 is proved in Section 5.

The space MZ,T is a K(m,1)-space and our theorem describes the cohomology of the
fundamental group of M, , with coefficients in £,,. Notice that the fundamental group of
M, ; is a subgroup of the pure elliptic braid group.

The cohomology H*(M,;C) of the complement to the discriminantas arrangement in CF
are presented be explicit logarithmic forms by the Arnold-Brieskorn-Orlik-Solomon theory.
Below we describe logarithmic differential forms representing elements of H k(MZ,T;Ew).
Those forms were used in [FV1, FV2 FRV] to give integral hypergeometric representa-
tions for solutions of the KZB equations with values in a tensor product of highest weight
representations of a simple Lie algebra and to construct Bethe eigenfunctions of elliptic
Calogero-Moser operators.

3. DIFFERENTIAL FORMS OF A DISCRIMINANTAL ARRANGEMENT
In this section we follow [FRV]. Theorem 3.3 is new.

3.1. Combinatorial space. An ordered k-forest is a graph with no cycles, with & edges,
and a numbering of its edges by the numbers 1,2, ..., k. We consider the ordered k-forests
on the vertex set of symbols {21, ..., zn,t1,...,tx}. An ordered k-forest T"is admissible if all
t1,...,t, are among the vertices of T" and each connected component of 1" has exactly one
vertex from the subset {z1,...,2,}.

Let A” be the complex vector space generated by the admissible ordered k-forests, modulo
the following relations:

R1: T} = —T; if T} and T, have the same underlying graph, and the order of their
edges differ by a transposition;
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\/ ; ; (a,be{l,...,k}),

that is, the sum of three k-forests that locally (i.e. their subgraphs spanned by 3
Vertlces) differ as above, but are otherwise identical, is 0.

A linear map ¢ of AF to a vector space W is called a representation of AX. Suppose we
are given a vector space W and a vector ¢(T) € W for every admissible k-forest T'. This
data induces a representation if the assignment 7' — ¢(T") respects relations R1 and R2.

3.2. Rational representation. Let e be an edge of an admissible forest T". The connected
component of T, containing e, has exactly one vertex, say z,, from the set {z1,...,2,}.
Denote by h(e) and t(e) the head and tail of the edge e, i.e. the vertices adjacent to e,
farther resp. closer to the vertex z,.

Fix distinct complex numbers z = (21,...,2,). To an admissible forest T' with ordered
edges €1, ..., e, we assign a closed holomorphic differential k-form ¢,.(7T") on M, by the
formula

Grat(T) = N dlog(h(e;) — t(e;))-
This assignment defines a representation of A* on the space of k-forms on M, see [A, OS].
By [A, OS], the representation is an isomorphism onto its image, see Proposition 2.1 in

[FRV]. We denoted the image by A*. The assignment to a form its cohomology class gives
a linear map A% — H*(M,;C).

Theorem 3.1 ([A, OS]). The map A* — H*(M,;C) is an isomorphism. O

3.3. Theta representation. For z,7 € C, Im 7 > 0, the first Jacobi theta function is
defined by the infinite product

0(z) = 0(z,7) = V=1e™ 1) ()

—~

T(q).

2m\/—17

_ 2w/ 1z
qg=ce ,r=e ,

(y;q) = | | (1 —yd),

—

<
Il
o

[WW]. Tt is an entire holomorphic function of z satisfying
0(z+1,7) = —0(z,7), 0(z+7,7)=—e ™V 12VLY0 1) (—z7) = —0(z,7).
By 0'(z,7) we will mean the derivative in the z variable. Define
- O(w —t,7)
O(w, T)0(t, T)

The listed properties of the theta function yield that the function ¢ — viewed as a function
of t — has simple poles at the points of A C C, as well as the properties

ou(t+1,7) =0,(t,7), ow(t+7,7) = o2V ~Tw o(t,7), Resi—gou(t,7) = 1.

We also have

ow(t) = ou(t, T -0'(0,7).

Owi +ws (t - u)an(s - t) - UW2<S - u)awl (t - u) + Ow,; (t - S)Uw1+w2 (3 - u) = 07
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see for example, [FRV].

Fix discriminantal convenient complex numbers w = (wy,...,wy) and distinct complex
numbers z = (z1,...,2,). For i = 1,... k, we say that ¢; has weight w;.

Let T be an admissible forest and v a vertex of 7. The connected component of T,
containing v, has exactly one vertex, say z,, from the set {z1,...,z,}. We define the branch
B(v) of v to be the collection of those vertices u for which the unique path connecting u
with z, contains v. By definition v € B(v). The load L(v) of a vertex v in the forest 7" is
defined to be the sum of the weights of the vertices in B(v).

To an admissible forest T" with ordered edges eq,..., e, we assign a closed holomorphic
differential k-form ¢g(7") on M, rr by the formula

00(T) = Ny osnien (hles) — tes),7) d(h(e,) = t(e,))
Notice that if w are discriminantal convenient, then the load of each vertex h(e;) does not
lie in A and the form is well-defined.

Theorem 3.2 ([FRV]). Assume that w is discriminantal convenient and z1, ..., z, project
to distinct points of E. Then the assignment T + ¢(T) defines a representation of A*
on the space of k-forms on M, k. The representation is an isomorphism onto its image,
denoted by A';,Fk. Each element of A’;Fk descends to a closed holomorphic differential form

on Mzﬁ with values in L.,. O

The assignment to a form its cohomology class defines a linear map A* — H k(MZ,T; L)
In Section 5 the following theorem will be proved.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that the numbers w are discriminantal convenient and 21, ..., 2,
project to distinct points of E. Then the map A — H*(M, ,; L4,) is an isomorphism.

Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 imply the second statement of Theorem 2.1.
According to [SV], dim A* =5

| |
M+ +mn=k my:...MmMy! .

4. TRANSVERSAL ELLIPTIC HYPERPLANES
4.1. Elliptic hyperplanes in E*. Denote & = E*. Any k x k-matrix C € GL(k,Z)
defines an isomorphism € — & (f1,..., 1) = (2, f;cn, -5 20;t¢%). The collection
>_iticits -, > tics will be called coordinates on €.

Let #),...,%, be coordinates on €. Fibers of the projection & — E* along the last k — ¢
coordinates will be called elliptic k — (-planes in &, in particular, elliptic k¥ — 1-planes are
elliptic hyperplanes. Fibers of the same projection will be called parallel k — {-planes.

An elliptic k — ¢-plane is defined by equations ¢, = z;, i = 1,...,¢, for suitable z; € E.
Each elliptic k — ¢-plane is isomorphic to E*~* as an algebraic variety.

Lemma 4.1. The normal bundle of an elliptic k — £-plane in £ is trivial. U

4.2. Intersection of ¢ < k transversal elliptic hyperplanes. We say that £ < k elliptic
hyperplanes Hy, ..., H, intersect transversally, if they are defined by equations

(41) t~1a1j+"'+£kakj—gj:07 j:l’,,_,&

and the rank of the ¢ x k-matrix a = (a;;) equals .
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By standard theorems, see for example [Vi], there are coordinates 7}, . . . >7§;€ on & such that
system (4.1) is equivalent to a system
(4.2) d;t; — 2, = 0, jg=1,...,¢,

where 2 € E, d; € Zso and dj|d;, for j = 1,...,£ — 1. Therefore, the intersection X of ¢
transversal hyperplanes in £ consists of (d; .. .d,)?* parallel elliptic k — (-planes.

Let w = (wy,...,w;) be complex numbers and L,, the line bundle over £ with a flat
connection defined in Section 2. We say that w are convenient for £, if there are no nonzero
L.,-valued holomorphic differential k-forms on £.

Lemma 4.2. Complex numbers w are convenient for € if and only if w ¢ A*.

Proof. 1t is enough to prove the lemma for £ = 1. If £ = 1 and w is an L,,-valued holomorphic
1-form, then it is 1-periodic and has the Fourier series expansion. The expansion easily
implies the required statement. 0

Similarly, we say that w are convenient for the transversal intersection X with dim X =
k — ¢ > 0, if there are no nonzero L,,-valued holomorphic differential k — ¢-forms on any of
the parallel £ — ¢-planes composing X.

Lemma 4.3. Complex numbers w are convenient for the transversal intersection X , dim X >

0, if and only if there exist integers ly, ..., 1l such that Y ._ lia;; =0 forj =1,...,¢, and
l1w1+~-~—|—lkwk %A

Proof. The proof of Lemma 4.3 is the same as the proof of Lemma 4.2. OJ

Lemma 4.4. If the numbers w are convenient for &, then H*(E, Ly,) = 0. If w are conve-
nient for the transversal intersection X, dim X > 0, then H*(X, Ly|x) = 0.

Proof. The lemma follows from the Kunneth formula and the fact that the cohomology of a
circle with coefficients in a nontrivial local system is zero. 0

4.3. Differential forms of k transversal hyperplanes in £. This section contains the
main construction of the paper. 3 .
Let k transversal elliptic hyperplanes Hy, ..., H in £ be given by equations

k
(43) Zfiaij :5]' j = 1,...,k’,

i=1
where 1y, ..., are coordinates on £, a = (a;;) is an integer matrix (with nonzero determi-
nant) and Zi, ..., Z; are some points of F.

For a complex number ¢, we denote by ¢ its projection to E. In particular, 0 € E is the
projection of 0. For given complex numbers w = (wy, ..., wy), we consider the system of
equations

k
(44) Zaijf)j :U~}7, 1= ]_,...,k?,
j=1
with respect to the unknown @, ..., 0, € E. We say that w is admissible for Hy, ..., Hy, if

any coordinate ¥; of any solution of (4.4) is not equal to 0.
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Lemma 4.5. Assume that the numbers w are convenient for each of the transversal intersec-
tions X;,7 = 1,...,k, where X; is the intersection of the elliptic hyperplanes Hy, ..., H;_q,
Hjiq, ..., Hg, then w are admissible for Hy, ..., Hy.

Proof. Let vy,...,0; be any solution of system (4.4). Let [y, . -, Ui, be integers such that
Zi:l liaij =0 for ] = 2, ey k‘, and l1w1 + -+ lkwk ¢ A. Then 0 7£ Zz lﬂI]Z = Zij liaij@j =

> i liain®y. Hence 0y # 0. Similarly we prove that os, ..., 7, are not equal to 0. ]
Let w be admissible for Hi, ..., H,. Fix complex numbers z1, . . ., z; whose projections to
E are Zy,..., 2. For any integers A;, B;, C;, D; with ¢ = 1,... k, we consider two systems

of equations:

k
(45) Zula” :AJT+B]+Z], j = 1,,k,
i=1
and
(46) Za,jvj :CZ'T—FDZ'—FUJZ', 1= 1,...,1{?.
j=1
The first system is with respect to complex numbers w = (uy, ..., u) and the second system
is with respect to complex numbers v = (vy, ..., vg).
To the solution v = (vy, ..., v) of (4.6), we assign the meromorphic k-form on C*,

(47)  wo(t,7) = wylty,...,tp7) =
k k
— detq e 2mV/IX Cits H UU].(Z titij — 2z, T)dty A\ -+ A dty.
j=1 i=1
The form is well-defined since the numbers w are admissible for Hy, ..., Hy.

Lemma 4.6. The form wy(t,7) descends to an Ly,-valued meromorphic form on &, i.e.
wy(t +7,7) = puw(V)w(t, ) for v € T*. O

Lemma 4.7. The form wy,(t, ) does not change if v is changed by an element of A*. O
Lemma 4.8. Let u = (uy,...,ux) be the solution of system (4.5). Then
We(tr +up, .oty +ug, 7) =
= M(u,v) deta e~ 2V=IY, Cits ﬁ oy, (i tiqij, T) dty A -+ A diy,
j=1 i=1
where

M(“’; ’U) = ezw\/?lzi?:l(Aivi—Ciui)'

For a complex number ¢, we shall write ¢ = cg + 7¢, with cg, ¢, € R.
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Lemma 4.9. We have
k k k
Z(Aivi — Ciu;) = Z(Aivi,R — B ;) + Z(uiwi,’r — ZiVir)-
i=1 i=1 i=1
P’I"OOf. Zz Aﬂ)i = Zi(AiU@R + TAiUi’T) and Zz C’zul = Zz(Z] Q;5V5+ — wiﬁ)u,; =
D i WiRAijVjr + T D i Wir@igVr — D Wigty = Y (Bj + 2jr)Vjr + 73 (Aj + 2j7)vjr —
> wiru;. These equalities give the lemma. O

If w is a solution of (4.5), then p(u) is a solution (4.3). All solutions of (4.3) have this
form. Similar relations hold for systems (4.6) and (4.4).

Each of the systems (4.3) and (4.4) has (det a)? solutions. For each solution @ of (4.3) we
fix a solution w of (4.5) such that p(u) = 4. We denote by U the constructed set of (det a)?
points u € CF. For each solution v of (4.4) we fix a solution v of (4.6) such that p(v) = .
We denote by V the constructed set of (det a)? points v € C*.

Theorem 4.10. The matric M = (M (u, v))yeuvey s nondegenerate.

Proof. Let M (u,v) = e2™V-1Xim(Aivir=Bwis)  The matrix M; = (M (uw,v))ucyvey is ob-
tained from M by multiplication by nondegenerate diagonal matrices. Thus, it is enough to
prove that M; is nondegenerate.

The nondegeneracy of M; follows from the nondegeneracy of M; for w = 0 and z = 0,
since the matrix M; for w, z not necessarily equal to zero is obtained from the matrix M;
with w = 0, z = 0 by multiplication by nondegenerate diagonal matrices.

By elementary row and column transformations, the pair of systems (4.5) and (4.6) can
be reduced to the case of a diagonal matrix a. For a diagonal ¢ and w = 0, z = 0 the
nondegeneracy of M; is obvious. O

Theorem 4.11. Let w be admissible for Hi,...,H,. LetU be a set as above. Then there
exist the unique differential k-forms w, g, 7 (t,7), w € U, such that each w, g 7 (t,7)
is a C-linear combination of forms w,(t,7),v € V, and for any w,u’ € U we have the
followings expansion,

k k
We fy . (t+u,7) = (byw + O(t)) dlog(z tiagn) A A dlog(z tia),
i=1

i=1
where O(t) is a function holomorphic at t =0 and O(0) = 0.
Proof. The theorem is a direct corollary of Theorem 4.10. U

Given transversal Hy, ..., Hy, the set U is not unique, each point w' € U can be shifted
by any element v = (b7 + my, ..., [T +my) of AF.

Lemma 4.12. Assume that exactly one point u’ of the set U is replaced with a point u" =
u' + 7. Consider the set of differential forms assigned to the new set U by Theorem 4.11.
Then Wyn g, i, (8, T) = €2ﬂﬁ(wlll+"'+“’kl’€)wu,ﬁ1Vn,gk (t,7) and all other differential forms

We ity ...it, (8 T), w €U, remain unchanged. O
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4.3.1. The residue of w, 5 5 . Let H be a hyperplane in C* defined by an equation
tiay; + -+ - + thag; = A7 + B, + z;, where j € {1,...,k} and A;, B; are some integers, c.f.
(4.5) and (4.7). We have p(H) = H;. Let u be a point of U and W 1,17, the corresponding
differential form. We denote by 7, the residue of w,, 5 5 at H.

Lemma 4.13. Assume that a vector v = (LT +mq,..., kT +my) € AF is tangent to H,
i.e. S.(Lim +my)a;; = 0. Then for all t € H, we have ny,(t +7) = ™V~ Hwlttwd)y, (),
That is, the form mn, defines an Lq,-valued differential form over the elliptic hyperplane
p(H) = Hj cé€.

Now we choose H in Lemma 4.13 so that w € H.
For ¢ # j, the intersection H;NHj is a collection of parallel elliptic k—2-planes. We denote

by ]:IZ-(j) that elliptic k—2-plane which contains w = p(w). Then ]:Ifj), e lf];];)l, ﬁ]@l, . ,ﬁ,&j)

are transversal elliptic hyperplanes in H -

Theorem 4.14. We have ny(t) = (=177 0 _—y =) =) =) -
u(t) = (=1) TN AL S /SRR 1

Proof. The difference of the right hand side and the left hand side defines an £,,-valued form
on ]Z[j with logarithmic singularities along Hi N ﬁj, cee ﬁj,l N H'j, f[jﬂ N ﬁj, L HeN }N[j.
The difference has zero k— 1-iterated residues at all points. Therefore, the difference vanishes
due to the following lemma. O

Lemma 4.15. Assume that for everyi =1, ..., k, we have a finite set of parallel hyperplanes
{lf]f l; € L;} in £ Assume that the hyperplanes f[il, e ,ﬁ,i’“ intersect transversally.
Assume that numbers w are convenient for the transversal intersection of f[{l, e ,F[,i’f.

Let Q2 be an L,-valued meromorphic differential k-form on € with logarithmic singularities
at the union of all hyperplanes {ﬁf’ i=1,....k l; € L;}. Assume that ) has zero k-iterated
residues at all points of £. Then () is the zero form.

Proof. The proof is by induction on k. If £ = 1, then 2 is regular on E£. Since w are
convenient, {2 vanishes.

Step of the induction. The residue of 2 at any hyperplane ];l;j has the same properties
as €): the residue has logarithmic singularities at the union of all intersections ]Z[f N f[;j ,
the residue has zero k — 2-iterated residue at any point. By the induction assumption, the

residue of () at ﬁjl-j vanishes, hence, () is regular on £ and (2 is the zero form due to the
convenience of w. O

4.3.2. Example. Here is an example illustrating Theorem 4.11 for £ = 1. Consider an
analog of the pair of systems (4.3) and (4.4): 2t = 0 and 20 = @, where w ¢ A. We can
choose U = {0,1/2,7/2,1/2+7/2} and V = {w/2,w/2+1/2,w/2+ 7/2,w/2 4+ 1/2+ T /2}.
The differential forms w,, v € V, given by formula (4.7), are
w1 = 20w/2<2t7 T)dt7 Wy = 20w/2+1/2(2t7 T)dta
w3 = 26727T\/jlt0-w/2+7—/2<2t, T)dt, Wy = 26727r\/jlt0'w/2+1/2+7—/2(2t, T)dt

Denote v = e~ ™~1»_ Then the differential forms w,, w € U, given by Theorem 4.11, are

N B 1
WIZZ<W1 + wo + Yws + Ywy), wgzz(w1+w2—7w3—7w4),
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- . 1
w3=4—1(W1—w2+7w3—’Y¢U4)> w4:Z(w1—w2—7w3+7w4).
The forms w;, i = 1, ..., 4, define meromorphic L,,-valued differential forms on E. The form

@y is regular on C— A, has simple poles at A, has residue 1 at t = 0. The forms @y, @3, W4 have
similar properties with respect to the sets C—(1/24+A), C—(7/2+A), C—(7/2+1/2+A)
and points 1/2,7/2,7/2 + 1/2, respectively. These properties imply that

W1 = oy (t, 7)dt, Wy = 0y(t — 1/2,7)dt,
W3 = oy(t — 7/2,7)dt, Oy = ou(t—7/2—1/2,7)dt

5. ARBITRARY ELLIPTIC ARRANGEMENT

5.1. An elliptic arrangement. An elliptic arrangement in £ = E* is a finite collection
C={H i}ies of elliptic hyperplanes. We fix coordinates #y, ..., on £ and for every j € J
we fix an equation yay; + -+ - + {rax; — Z; = 0 defining the hyperplane flj.

We denote by . .

Me =& —Uje H;
the complement of the arrangement.

Consider the intersection of any ¢ < k transversal hyperplanes of C. The intersection
consists of a finite set of parallel elliptic £ — ¢ planes. Each of these £ — f-planes will be
called an edge of £. In particular, if £ = k, then the 0-planes will be called vertices of £.

For an edge X we denote Jx = {j €C J | X C H;}.

We denote by U the set of all vertices of C. For every vertex & € U we choose a point
u € C* such that p(u) = @. The set of all chosen points in CF is denoted by U.

We say that complex numbers w = (wy, ..., wy) are convenient for the elliptic arrangement

C, if w are convenient for the intersection of every ¢ < k transversal hyperplanes H jrs-ee, Hj,
of C (in the sense of Section 4.2).

5.2. Differential k-forms of an elliptic arrangement. For a vertex @ € U, we denote
by Cq = {Flj}je 1, the subarrangement of all hyperplanes of C containing . In a small
neighborhood of w the arrangement Cg is isomorpic to a central arrangement of affine hy-
perplanes. We denote by A% the k-th graded component of the Orlik-Solomon algebra of
that arrangement. More precisely, let A% be the complex vector space generated by symbols
(fljl, H]k) with j; € Jg, subject to the relations:

(i) (Hy, . H,) = 0if H,

Jiaee H are not transversal;
(ii) <Hja(1>" ’Hﬂa(k)) tl)‘o‘(ij ---,ij) for any o € Si;

(iit) S (—1)i(Hy,, ... . Hj,.,) =0 for any k + 1 elliptic hyperplanes of Cs.
We set

Alé = @ﬁedAfl'

Let us fix w = (wy, . .., wy) convenient for . Let & € U and u € U be such that p(u) = .

Let Hj,...,H; be any k transversal hyperplanes in Cz. Denote by W1, 1, (t,7) the

differentail meromorphic k-form on C* assigned by Theorem 4.11 to these k transversal
hyperplanes and denoted by w,, 7, 7, (t,7) in Theorem 4.11. We denote by A% the complex
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vector space generated by the forms w,, o 1, (t, 7). Notice that by Lemma 4.12, the space

AL does not depend on the choice of u such p( ) = .
We denote by A% the sum of vector spaces A%, @ € U.
Theorem 5.1.
(i) The map AL — AL (Hj,..., Hj,) Wl . 1, (t,7), is an isomorphism of vector
spaces.

(ii) We have A} = @, ;AL

Proof. 1t is enough to prove that for any k+ 1 elliptic hyperplanes of Cg, we have the elliptic

Orlik-Solomon relation
k41

(5.1) D (Vw, o =, =0

- Jro g g g
=1

The proof is by induction on k. If k£ =1, the difference w,, 5 — w, g, is regular on E and is
the zero 1-form due to the convenience of w.

Step of the induction. For every ¢ = 1,...,k + 1, the residue at PNI of the left hand side
in (5.1) is the left hand side of an elliptic Orhk Solomon relation for an arrangement in H
see Theorem 4.14. By the induction assumption, the residue of the left hand side at H Js
the zero k — 1-form. Hence, the left hand side in (5.1) is regular on £ and vanishes due to
the convenience of w. O

5.3. Cohomology of the complement. Every form w € A% induces a holomorphic
L-valued k-form p,(w) on the complement Me of the elliptic arrangement C. The im-
age of A% will be denoted by p.(A%). The assignment to p,(w) its cohomology class [p.(w)]
defines a linear map ¢ : A5 — H*(Me; L,,). Here H*(Me; Ly,) denotes the cohomology of

Mp with coefficients in the local system of horizontal sections of L.

Theorem 5.2. Assume that w are convenient for C. Then HY(Mg; L) = 0 for £ # k and
e AE — H*(Me; Lo,) is an isomorphism.

Proof. We need the following lemmas.
Lemma 5.3. The map ic : Af — H*(Mg; Ly,) is a monomorphism.

Proof. For a central affine arrangement of hyperplanes in C*, the k-th homology group of
the complement with trivial coefficients is generated by k-dimensional tori located near
the vertex of the arrangement and corresponding to the k-flags of the arrangement, see
Section 4.4 in [SV]. The nondegenerate pairing between the top degree cohomology of the
complement with trivial coefficients and the top degree homology is given by the integrals
of the Orlik-Solomon differential forms over the tori. The integrals are nothing else but the
multiple residues of the differential forms at the flags of the arrangement. Locally at & € U,
the arrangement Cy is isomorphic to a central affine arrangement. The k-dimensional tori of
that central arrangement, considered as k-dimensional tori in a small neighborhood of @ in
M 1nduces a vector subspace Hyy C Hy(M; Ly). The pairing between Hy . and Ay is zero
if w # 4’ and the pairing is nondegenerate if u = @' 0

Lemma 5.4. Theorem 5.2 is true for k = 1.
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Proof. The lemma follows from the convenience of w and the exact sequence for the pair
Me C E. O

Let jo be an element of J. We consider the following three elliptic arrangements: C,C’,C”,
where C' = {H,}jcj—{j,} and C" is the elliptic arrangement induced by C on Hj,.

Lemma 5.5. We have an ezxact sequence
(5.2) 0— AL — AF — ALY — 0,
where the second map is the residue at ﬁjo.

Proof. The lemma follows from the fact that A%, Af,, Aéil are isomorphic to the top degree
components of the Orlik-Solomon algebras of central arrangements. O

Lemma 5.6.
(i) For ¢ # k we have H'(Mer; L) = H (Me; L) = H Y (Men; L) = 0.
(ii) Consider the following diagram

0 Ak, Ak Al 0

\L Lot i Lc l Len

0 — H*(Mer; L) — H*¥(Mg; Loy) — H*Y(Men; Loy) — 0

where the top horizontal sequence is the sequence (5.2), the homomorphisms of the
bottom horizontal sequence are the homomorphisms of the exact sequence of the pair
My € Mg, c.f. Lemma 4.1. Then the diagram 1s commutative, the horizontal se-
quence 1s exact and the vertical homomorphisms are isomorphisms.

Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to the corresponding proofs in Section 5.4 of [OT].
Namely, using Lemma 4.1, one proves that there is a cohomology long exact sequence

coo = HY(Mer; L) — HY (Me; L) — HT (Men; L) = HF Y (Mo L) — .

c.f. Corollary 5.81 in [OT]. Using the induction on k, one proves that H'(Mes; L)
H Z(Mc;ﬁw) if ¢ # k. Using the induction on the number of hyperplanes in C, one con-
cludes that H'(Me; L) = 0 if £ # k and one gets an exact sequence 0 — H¥*(Mgr; L) —
H"*(Me; L) — H*Y(Men; L) — 0. Then using the double induction on k and the number
of hyperplanes in C one gets the second statement of Lemma 5.6. U

Lemma 5.6 implies Theorem 5.2. U
Theorem 5.2 implies Theorems 3.3 and 2.1.
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