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Abstract—This paper develops a generative statistical model
for representing, modeling, and comparing the morphological
evolution of biological cells undergoing motility. It uses the
elastic shape analysis to separate cell kinematics (overall location,
rotation, speed, etc.) from its morphology and represents mor-
phological changes using transported square-root vector fields
(TSRVFs). This TSRVF representation, followed by a PCA-
based dimension reduction, provides a convenient mathematical
representation of a shape sequence in the form of a Euclidean
time series. Fitting a vector auto-regressive (VAR) model to
this TSRVF-PCA time series leads to statistical modeling of the
overall shape dynamics. We use the parameters of the fitted
VAR model to characterize morphological evolution. We validate
VAR models through model comparisons, synthesis, and sequence
classifications. For classification, we use the VAR parameters in
conjunction with different classifiers: SVM, Random Forest, and
CNN, and obtain high classification rates. Extensive experiments
presented here demonstrate the success of the proposed pipeline.
These results are the first of the kind in classifying cell migration
videos using shape dynamics.

Index Terms—cell migration, shape dynamics, elastic shape
model, amoeboid motion, classification.

I. INTRODUCTION

UNDERSTANDING cell motility is crucial to understand-
ing such critical biological phenomena as development,

reproduction, healing, and cancer metastasis, among others.
Cell motility is a complex process with many simultaneous
events, including certain intra- and extra-cellular physiochem-
ical events, that lead to a restructuring of the cytoskele-
ton [1]. This restructuring, in turn, induces morphological
and positional changes in cells causing motility and com-
plex migration patterns. Under cursory visual inspections, the
cell migrations may appear chaotic and random. However,
scientists hypothesize that biological influences force certain
characteristic structures on motility patterns. The cell motility
has two components: (1) kinematics, relating to the gross
movement (position, speed, rotations, etc.) of the cell, and
(2) morphology, relating to changes in its shape. In this paper,
we focus on the morphology of cells to examine dominant
modes of cell motility under different intra- and extra-cellular
conditions.
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The development of precise mathematical representations
and statistical modeling of shapes, especially in cellular biol-
ogy, is an active area of research. Past research has mainly
dealt with either static shapes [2], [3], or simply the overall
kinematics of single cells [4], [5] primarily ignoring their
shapes. The main challenges in modeling shape dynamics
are: How to separate shape variables from kinematic variables
during cell motility? How to mathematically represent and
statistically model the time series of shapes of cells? How
to use these models in characterizing and classifying different
modes of cell motility? In this paper, we develop a systematic,
detailed approach for analyzing dynamics of shapes during cell
motility. To the best of our knowledge, this paper is amongst
the first to develop such a framework.

From a biological perspective, the focus here is on uni-
cellular amoebas and some cancer cells. These organisms
exhibit amoeboid migration patterns during the invasion of
their surroundings or escape from the originating tissues. Such
amoeboid motions are characterized by alternate protrusions
(or blebs) and retractions of the cell membranes, which, in
turn, result from forces generated by intra-cellular pressure
changes and adhesion to the extracellular substrate. Conse-
quently, it becomes interesting to focus on membrane deforma-
tions as representing shape dynamics during cell migrations.
Specifically, we focus on single-cell Entamoeba histolytica as
the prototype organism to study cell motility. We will consider
amoeba as 2D objects represented by their membranes or
boundaries (simple, closed, planar curves) in video frames,
thus generating a time series of contours.

Observed cell shape evolutions are complex and demon-
strate unpredictable irregular pattern. A robust approach that
can capture dynamics of the shape of a cell membrane is
essential for studying different modes of cell migration. A
major challenge is to accurately capture the spatiotemporal
behavior of the deforming membrane i.e., develop a model
to represent the whole sequence of evolving shapes. Our main
objective is to develop a comprehensive pipeline for extracting
shapes from contour sequences, transforming shapes into a
Euclidean time series, using statistical models for analyzing
such time series, and using model parameters to characterize
original shape dynamics. Such a pipeline can be used in vari-
ous applications ranging from dynamic shape prediction, shape
sequence synthesis/simulation, clustering and classification.

A. Related Works
There exists an extensive literature on quantifying kinemat-

ics, specifically trajectory analysis, for single-cell motility [4],
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Fig. 1: An overview of the proposed pipeline for characterizing and analyzing dynamics of cellular shapes during motility.

Fig. 2: Top: Image sequences with segmented cell contours in yellow
for four sample sequences (from top to bottom) from Glass + Control,
Glass + Inhibitor, Fibronectin + Control, Fibronectin + Inhibitor
experiments. Bottom: examples of extracted shape sequences from
different experimental conditions.

[5]. A few papers have also investigated the dynamics of cell
migration, albeit from a biological/biophysical perspective [6]–
[9]. The current biophysical models for cell migration apply
only to specific cell types as the models differ drastically
from one cell type to another [8], [9]. Further, such modeling
is geared towards simulations and assessments of physical
properties in cell migration, especially kinematics. Analyzing
and characterizing cell membrane protrusions [10]–[13], which
demonstrate wave-like patterns and guide amoeboid motility,
is another common research direction. Tweedy et al. [3]
analyzed different motility modes exhibited by a migrating
cell using principal components of Fourier shape descriptors,
with the latter computed from individual shapes. In [2], the
authors employed various global shape features, to classify and
interpret differences between amoeba populations. In contrast,
the analysis of local morphodynamics of cell membrane is
based on spectral decomposition of spatiotemporal features
[14] obtained by dividing cell membrane into local sectors.
However, these works do not account for the global temporal

correlations in shape evolution, a crucial aspect of amoeboid
motion. This deficiency motivates development of sophisti-
cated mathematical representations and statistical models of
dynamic shape evolution, which is not restricted to a specific
type of analysis, but can be adopted to different avenues in
cell biology as described in the following sections.

In terms of shape analysis, there exists a large literature
on techniques for shape analysis of planar contours. While
older techniques represented contours using labeled points, or
landmarks, the recent focus has been on parametrized curves.
The use of elastic shape analysis of parametrized curves
[15]–[19] has gained attention due to superior mathematical
properties and good practical performance. A large majority of
elastic shape analysis literature focuses on static shapes, with
scant attention paid to analyzing time-varying shapes. There
are some exceptions however. For example, using Dryden
et al. have study dynamical shapes, albeit using Kendall’s
shape representations, in several contexts [20], [21]. Also, the
papers on activity recognition have studied dynamical shapes
as trajectories in shape spaces [22]. The use of time series
models to analyze shape sequences of cells is a novel approach
pursued in the current paper.

B. Our Approach

Focusing attention on shapes of cell boundaries, we will
utilize tools from elastic shape analysis of curves to charac-
terize cell motility. The main challenges in modeling shape
dynamics are the infinite-dimensionality and nonlinearity of
shape spaces under elastic representations. While time-series
analysis methods for finite-dimensional Euclidean domains
are well established, the corresponding solutions for shape
spaces are relatively few. We will develop an approach that
uses: (1) the geometry of shape spaces to flatten nonlinear
representations of cell shapes into Euclidean variables and (2)
principal component analysis (PCA) to reach finite dimen-
sionality. Specifically, we will use a combination of inverse
exponential maps and parallel translations on shape spaces to
represent a shape sequence by a Euclidean time series. Then,
we will model this Euclidean series using classical VAR and
GARCH models and perform parameter estimation. We will
use these estimated parameters to analyze and compare shape
dynamics across appropriately defined classes. This work aims
to develop representations that can capture essential dynam-
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ics of membranous shapes and develop statistical tools for
related biomedical inferences. Such tasks include simulation
of motile cellular sequences, shape prediction, clustering, and
classifying predominant motility patterns in a cell population.
A pictorial overview of this pipeline is shown in Fig. 1

In a preliminary paper [23], we developed some parts
of this pipeline. We showed that nonlinear representations
of cell shapes can be modeled as a Euclidean time series
by exploiting the differential geometry of shape spaces. In
particular, we demonstrated the efficiency of the model in
shape reconstruction and prediction of cellular shapes. The
current paper presents extends to different time-series models
and parameter estimation schemes, which can be employed
over the Euclidean representations of shape sequences. The
estimated parameters are then employed for shape-time series
classification of amoeboid motility modes demonstrated by E.
histolytica when subject to different biological experimental
conditions.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows:
1) It uses the differential geometry of the shape space of

planar, elastic curves, followed by PCA-based dimen-
sion reduction, to represent shape sequences as low-
dimensional, Euclidean time series.

2) It applies and fits classical time-series models, such as
the vector autoregressive (VAR) [24] model and DCC-
GARCH model [25], on the resulting time series and
pursues VAR models for subsequent statistical analyses.

3) It validates the effectiveness of VAR models by syn-
thesizing complete shape sequences and by performing
predictions of future amoeboid shapes from past data in
time series.

4) Finally, it utilizes VAR parameters to characterize and
classify modes of cell motility in different experimental
conditions. It obtains a high classification performance
in conjunction with machine learning, as demonstrated
through various simulation and microscopy data.

These are the first results in modeling and classifying cell
motility using shape analysis, as most previous results relied
only on cell kinematics for such classifications. We combine
shape analysis with kinematics data to obtain superior results.
This pipeline provides a promising direction of research for
understanding migration patterns during cell utility.

C. Data Description

As mentioned, we adopt the unicellular E. histolytica as
the prototype to demonstrate the efficiency of the proposed
method in analyzing cellular migration patterns. During a
classical amoeboid movement (e.g., E. histolytica on glass),
the actomyosin contraction [6] enhances intracellular pressure
allowing bleb formation and induces contraction at the cell
rear. One of the enzymes (in the mammalian cell) involved
in myosin contraction is ROCK (Rho-dependent kinase) [26].
The importance of ROCK in podosome and invadosome
dynamics has been described in previous works [27]. To
analyze whether ROCK is involved in amoeboid migration on
glass and fibronectin, we added a ROCK inhibitor (100 mM)
during migration assays. In these experiments, the amoeba

was seeded on 35 mm glass-bottomed or Fibronectin-coated
imaging dishes. In some experiments, plated amoebae were
incubated with a specific ROCK inhibitor (Y-27632) (BD
Biosciences, USA). We recorded videos of cell movements
with a spinning-disk confocal microscope (bright field mode).
Thus, the data was obtained for four different biological
conditions, where amoebas are on glass and fibronectin with
or without rho-kinase inhibitor.

The application and effectiveness of the proposed frame-
work depend on the robust segmentation of individual cells
from microscopy data. Although this segmentation is an in-
teresting problem in itself, it is not the focus of this paper,
which rather focuses on analysing the shape dynamics of
the cells. We employed an existing approach [28] designed
explicitly for segmentation of amoeboid cells from brightfield
microscopy to extract the cell boundaries. Sample images
of the cell sequences captured using the brightfield mode
overlaid with the segmented contours (in yellow) are shown in
Fig. 2. Our approach for dynamics shape modeling assumes
that contour sequences extracted from microscopy videos are
directly available to us.

II. MATHEMATICAL REPRESENTATION OF SHAPE
DYNAMICS

We start by reviewing the elastic shape analysis of planar
closed contours, and then apply it to derive Euclidean time-
series representations of cell shape sequences.

A. Elastic Shape Analysis of Contours

The main challenges in modeling and analyzing shape
sequences as time series are the nonlinearity and infinite-
dimensionality of shape spaces [17], [29]. We will use parallel
transport of the velocity vectors to linearize shape repre-
sentations without significant distortions and use principal
component analysis (PCA) to reduce dimensions.

To develop a mathematical representation of shape evolu-
tions, we use the elastic shape analysis [17], [29]. In this
theory, each closed parametrized curve y : S1 → R2 is
represented by its Square-Root Velocity Function (SRVF)
q : S1 → R2 given by: q(t) = ẏ(t)√

|ẏ(t)|
. The use of SRVF

greatly simplifies the shape analysis of curves, especially in
imposing invariance to rotation, translation, scaling, and re-
parameterization of y. Note that each of these transformations
is considered shape-preserving transformations, and, therefore,
one needs to be invariant to them in shape analysis.

The SRVF q of a curve y is already invariant to the
translation of y. If a curve y is rescaled to have length one,
then its SRVF q has L2 norm of one, i.e. q ∈ S∞, the unit
Hilbert sphere. If y is rotated by a matrix O ∈ SO(2), and
re-parameterized by a diffeomorphism γ, then the new SRVF
is given by O(q ◦ γ)

√
γ̇. Since all of these preserve shape

of y, the shape of y is represented by the equivalence class
[q] = {O(q ◦ γ)

√
γ̇|O ∈ SO(2), γ ∈ Γ}, that contains SRVFs

of all possible rotations and re-parameterizations of y. The
set of all shapes is denoted by S. S is an infinite-dimensional,
nonlinear space and that limits our ability to perform statistical
modeling and analysis of shapes. For instance, given any two
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Fig. 3: Examples of geodesic paths between some cell shapes.
Computations are done in SRVF shape space S but displayed as
curves.

shapes, [q1] and [q2], we can not take a linear combination
of these two shapes. Using previously developed tools, Fig. 3
show examples of geodesic paths between some static cell
shapes. Each row shows a uniformly-spaced points along the
geodesic between the first and the last shapes. This geodesic
computation can also be used to find the shooting vector. That
is, given two shapes [q1] and [q2], first we compute a geodesic
path g : [0, 1] → S such that g(0) = [q1] and g(1) = [q2].
Then, the initial velocity ġ(0) ∈ T[q1](S) is also called the
shooting vector from [q1] to [q2]. These quantities – geodesics,
shape distances, and shooting vector – are invariant to rigid
motions of curves, and are instrumental in separating cell
kinematics from its morphology for our purposes.

So far we have a shape space S of planar curves. A
shape sequence associated with a migrating cell corresponds
to a discrete time-series on S. Next we develop Euclidean
representations for such sequences.

B. Transported Velocity Fields

Let α : I → S represent a discrete-time evolution of a
shape over the observed times I = {0, 1, 2, . . . , T − 1}. The
next question is: What is a useful mathematical representation
for comparing and modeling this process? As stated earlier,
the difficulty in answering this question comes from the
nonlinearity and infinite dimensionality of S . So, we use the
changes in the shapes, denoted by {α̇(τ)}, instead of shapes
{α(τ)} themselves, to represent the dynamics. Here α̇(τ) =
exp−1

α(τ)(α(τ+1)) stands for the shooting (tangent) vector form
α(τ) to α(τ + 1). Note that the expressions for the exponential
map and its inverse for the shape space S have been discussed
in the book [29]. This representation is able to deal with non-
linearity in the data and the subsequent use of PCA help reach
a finite representation space. Fig. 4 shows three examples
of computing shooting vectors or shape velocities. In each
panel, we show two shapes and the infinitesimal deformation
(shooting vector field) on the first shape that takes the first
to the second. However, these velocities α̇(τ) ∈ Tα(τ)(S) are
elements of different tangent spaces at different times, and we
need to bring them to the same space for comparisons. This is
accomplished using parallel transport on the shape space S.

Definition 1: (Transported Square-Root Velocity Field or
TSRVF) [30]: For a shape sequence α : I → S , we define its
transported square-root velocity field (TSRVF) according to:

Fα(τ) = (α̇(τ))α(τ)→α(0) ∈ Tα(0)(S), τ = 1, . . . , T − 1 , (1)

where the subscript α(τ)→ α(0) denotes the parallel transport
of α̇(τ) from α(τ) to α(0) along the path α. Similarly,

Fig. 4: Examples of computing shape velocities α̇(τ) in the shape
space. As earlier, the computations are performed in S space but
displayed for convenience in the curve space.

define the integrated TSRVF (I-TSRVF) to be: Hα(τ) =∑τ
s=0 Fα(s).

A shape sequence can be represented uniquely either by the
pair (α(0), Fα) or (α(0), Hα) depending on the application.
That is, given any one of these pairs, one can reconstruct
α using covariant integration and parallel translation. For
instance, given (α(0), Fα), we can compute:

α(τ +1) = expα(τ)((Fα(τ))α(0)→α(τ)) , τ = 1, 2, . . . , T −2 .

The TSRVF Fα and I-TSRVF Hα are time series in a vector
space Tα(0)(S) and can be used for statistical modeling and
analysis. Similar quantities, albeit for Kendall’s shape analysis,
have been utilized for studying shape dynamics in [20], [21]
and related works.

Since the analysis remains the same whether we use Fα or
Hα, we will henceforth focus only on TSRVF. The next issue
is that Fα are still infinite dimensional. Let Π : Tα(0)(S) →
Rd denote a linear projection to a finite-dimensional subspace
Rd of the tangent space Tα(0)(S). The projection Π in this
paper will come from the principal component analysis (PCA)
of the observed TSRVFs, as elements of Tα(0)(S), while
ignoring their time labels. Let xα(τ) = Π(Fα(τ)) denote the
first d PCA coefficients of Fα(τ), forming a d-dimensional,
Euclidean time series. We will call xα the TSRVF-PCA of
the shape sequence α. The forward mapping from the original
shape sequence α to the representation xα is given by:

α ∈ SI → α̇ ∈ (TS)I → Fα ∈ (Tα(0)(S))I
Π−→ xα ∈ (Rd)I .

Here TS denotes the tangent bundle of the shape space
S. Using appropriate constraints, one can invert Π for use
in mapping the Euclidean time series xα back to a shape
sequence α̂, that approximates α. In the PCA context, these
constraints equate to setting the principal coefficients beyond
the first d to be zero. Fig. 5 shows an example of reconstructing
a shape sequence α from its representation (α(0), Fα) for
different values of d. The bottom plot shows the shape wise
reconstruction error ds(α(τ), α̂d(τ)) versus τ . We see that the
reconstruction error is minimal for d = 10, and very high for
d = 1. The value of d = 5 seems to provide a good balance
between the representation size and the reconstruction error.

III. TIME-SERIES MODELS IN TSRVF-PCA SPACE

Now we have d-dimensional Euclidean time-series xα :
I → Rd associated with a shape sequence α : I → S. We
will impose a statistical model on this time series and use
this model to analyze shape dynamics of amoeba videos. For
this purpose, we can use some existing ideas involving auto-
regression and moving averages [31]
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Fig. 5: Reconstruction of a shape sequence α from its Euclidean
representation TSRVF-PCA xα for different values of d. The first
rows show the original sequence α and the next three show the the
reconstructed sequences for different d.The bottom plot quantifies the
reconstruction error plotted versus τ .

A. Common Time-Series Models

We will explore the VAR and GARCH models for mod-
eling the d-dimensional time series xα. These are two most
commonly used models in statistical time series analysis.

I. Vector Auto-Regressive or VAR Model: A popularly-
used model for Euclidean time series is VAR(p), given
by [31]:

xα(τ) = c+

p∑
j=1

Ajxα(τ − j) + εα(τ), τ ∈ I . (2)

where: p is the model lag, c ∈ Rd is a constant,
Aj ∈ Rd×d are coefficient matrices, and εα(τ) ∈ Rd
is the observation noise, modeled as i.i.d multivariate
normal with mean zero and covariance Σ. Given an
observed sequence xα one can estimate model parameters
Θ = (c, {Aj},Σ) using the generalized least square error
criterion, as described later.

II. Dynamic Conditional Correlation - GARCH or DCC-
GARCH Model: Another popular time-series model is
the multivariate Generalized Autoregressive Conditional
Heteroscedasticity or GARCH model, with dynamic con-
ditional correlation [32] [33]. Here we model:

xα(τ) = µ(τ) + e(τ), e(τ) = K1/2(τ)e(τ),

K(τ) = D(τ)Λ(τ)(τ)D(τ), τ ∈ I .
(3)

Here µ(τ) ∈ Rd is the mean of xα(τ) and e(τ) is an i.i.d.
vector of errors such that E(e(τ)) = 0, Cov(e(τ)) = Id,
identity. D(τ) is a d × d diagonal matrix denoting
conditional standard deviations from univariate GARCH
models. Λ(τ) is a time-varying conditional-correlation
matrix. In DCC-GARCH model, the term Λ(τ) has
additional structure that constrains its estimation from
the data. Please see Appendix A for more information
on DCC-GARCH model.

B. Model Parameter Estimation & Selection

Given observed data, the next step is to fit these two models
and to evaluate them for the goodness of fit.

I. VAR Model: To facilitate estimation of parameters in
VAR(p) model, we rewrite the model as,

x†α(τ) = z†(τ)β + ε†α(τ), τ ∈ I , (4)

where the superscript † denotes transpose, z(τ)
.
=

(1, x†α(τ − 1), · · · , x†α(τ − p)) ∈ R1×(dp+1) and
β

.
= [c;A1; · · · ;Ap] ∈ R(dp+1)×d. Let X =

(xα(1), . . . , xα(T )), Z = (z(1), . . . , z(T )), and ε =
(εα(1), . . . , εα(T )). Stacking the variables over the ob-
servation period and using a vector-matrix notation, we
obtain

vec(X) = (IT ⊗ Z)vec(β) + vec(ε) ,

where ⊗ denotes the tensor product and vec is the
column-stacking operator. Note that the covariance matrix
of vec(ε) is Σα ⊗ IT . The least-square estimate of β is
obtained by minimizing

S(β) = tr[(X −Zβ)Σ−1
α (X −Zβ)†] , (5)

resulting in: β̂ = (Z†Z)−1(Z†X) =[
T∑

τ=p+1

z(τ )z†(τ )

]−1 T∑
τ=p+1

z(τ )x†
α(τ ). (6)

Note that this estimator does not depend on Σ. The
estimate of covariance matrix Σα is

Σ̂α =
1

T − (d+ 1)p− 1
(X− Zβ̂)†(X− Zβ̂) .

The model selection, or the estimation of p, is performed
using information criteria such as AIC (Akaike informa-
tion criterion), BIC (Bayesian information criterion), and
HQ (Hannan-Quinn information criterion). AIC usually
tends to choose large numbers of lags since it asymptot-
ically overestimates the order with positive probability,
whereas BIC and HQ estimate the order consistently
under fairly general conditions. Figure 6 shows a plot of
BIC values for VAR(p) model versus p for data resulting
from 11 shape sequences randomly selected. Figure 7
displays histograms of the optimal lags for 100 shape
sequences, separated by their experimental classes. These
results show that p = 3 or 4 usually provides the best
model fit to the data.

II. DCC-GARCH Model: We can estimate The DCC-
GARCH model parameters in two steps. The unknown
parameter set has two subsets. The first corresponds to
the univariate GARCH model parameters for each PCA
component, and the second relates to the dynamic corre-
lation part. Note that each element of xα is a scalar time-
series of its own. In the first stage, the elements of the
first subset are estimated for each series individually. In
the second stage, the parameters of dynamic correlation
are estimated using an appropriately specified likelihood.
Please see Appendix B for more details on DCC-GARCH
model estimation.
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Fig. 7: The four histograms display the frequencies of optimal lags
for all shape sequences in our database. Each histogram represents
results for a different sequence class (these classes are described later
in Section V).

Table VII shows an example of some (partial) estimation
results using an arbitrary shape sequence. In this example,
all the p-values of the fitted DCC(1,1)-GARCH parameter
are smaller than 0.05. The long-run persistence for most
series is below 0.90, which indicates it is not a long-
memory process. The conditional correlation parameters
are significant, implying that the DCC model makes more
sense than a constant conditional-correlation model.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL EVALUATION: SHAPE SYNTHESIS AND
PREDICTION

In this section, we study the use of our time-series model on
TSRVF-PCA representation xα of a shape sequence α in some
practical applications – synthesizing whole new sequences and
predicting future shapes in sequences.

A. Synthesizing Shape Sequences

One of the ways of validating a time-series model on
shapes is to synthesize new sequences from the model and
analyze the results. Let xα : I → Rd represent TSRVF-
PCA representation of an observed shape sequence α. Let
Θ̂ = (β̂, Σ̂) denote the VAR parameters estimated from
the training sequences using generalized least squares, as
mentioned above. We can use the model in Eqn. 2, with the
estimated parameters, to generate new time series x̃α : I ∈ Rd,
and then map this synthesized sequence back to the original
shape space S, resulting in a synthesized sequence α̃ : I → S .
This, of course, requires additional specification of principal
scores beyond the first d PC directions and we will set them
to be zero to ensure a unique mapping back to S .

Real

Synthetic 1

Synthetic 2

Synthetic 3

Fig. 8: Synthesis of shape sequences using estimated VAR(1) model:
Top row shows the original sequence, and the bottom three row show
three random synthesized shape sequences, for d = 5.

We illustrate this idea using some examples in Fig. 8. The
top row shows a part of the the original sequence whose
TSRVF-PCA representation is used to fit a VAR(1) model.
The bottom three rows show examples of randomly generated
shape sequences, for d = 5, using the estimated model.
We initialize each synthesized sequence with the same initial
shape α(0) ∈ S . The realistic nature of synthesized images
provides some authenticity to the proposed dynamical model.
This is purely a qualitative evaluation and we will use some
quantitative approaches in the next few sections.

B. Predicting Future Shapes

Another way to evaluate a time-series model is to predict
future shapes using past sequence data. Consider prediction of
xα(T0 +h), for h > 0, using the shapes {xα(τ)|τ ≤ T0}. The
best linear predictor of xα(T0 + h) under the V AR(p) model
is given by:

x̂α(T0 + h|T0) =

p∑
j=1

Âj x̂α(T0 + h− j|T0) (7)

where {Âj} are the estimated matrices. Note that the h-step
prediction involves predicting all the intermediate shapes from
T0+1 to T0+h. If the ground truth shapes at T0+1, . . . , T0+h
are known, then we can quantify the prediction error using:
1
h

∑h
i=1 ‖xα(T0 + i)− x̂α(T0 + i|T0)‖2.

We present some experimental results on predicting future
shapes using the estimated VAR model. We use an arbitrarily
selected sequence to demonstrate this idea. Figure 9 shows
the prediction results for the specified sequence for different
values of the lag parameter p. We use d = 5 to form a TSRVF-
PCA representation of the shape sequence in each case. In this
example, the original sequence has 179 shapes with time points
I = {1, 2, ..., 179}. So the resulting Euclidean time-series xα
has the size 5× 178. We split the sequence into a training set
(τ = 1, 2, ..., 134) and testing set (τ = 135, ..., 178), estimate
parameters for VAR(p) model using the training set, and then
predict the test sequence recursively.

Figure 9 shows some results from this experiment. The top
four rows show examples of predicted shapes overlaid on the
true shape for different values of p. For each sequence, the red
curves denote the predicted shapes overlaid on the true shapes.
On close inspection, one can see that the prediction error for
VAR(1) is smaller than that for other lag values. The bottom
plot quantifies this and shows prediction errors for different
values of p on the test part of this sequence. The results
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Lag p Forecasting shape sequences
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Fig. 9: Top: Prediction and associated errors of a shape sequence
α from its Euclidean representations in Rd for different lags. The
solid contours are real shapes and the dashed contours are predicted
shapes. Bottom: Prediction error versus model lag p.

Model Forecasting shape sequences

VAR(1)

DCC(1,1)-GARCH

Fig. 10: This table compares forecasting errors for VAR and GARCH
models. The red curves denote the predicted shapes and blue curves
denote the ground truth shapes.

indicate that p = 1 provides the best performance. Although
these results were generated using one shape sequence, they
are typical of results obtained from several sequences.

C. Model Selection

Since we have multiple models (VAR and DCC-GARCH),
we need to select a model for the subsequent analysis using
shape data. For shape sequences in our database, we first
estimate model parameters for different models from the shape
data and then evaluate these competing models in terms of
prediction errors Eα = ‖x̂α − xα‖.

In Fig. 10, we display an example of predicting future
shapes from the past data under VAR(1) and DCC(1,1)-
GARCH model. Table I quantifies the prediction errors for
different shape sequences. It shows that the errors for the VAR
model are smaller than those for the GARCH model. Addition-
ally, the VAR model is relatively simpler and computationally
more efficient than the DCC-GARCH model. Thus, we will
restrict to a VAR model in all subsequent analyses.

TABLE I: Prediction errors of shape sequences α from its Euclidean
representations in Rd for VAR model and GARCH model.

Sequence 1 2 3 4 5

Errors VAR 1.299 1.247 2.757 2.276 1.307
GARCH 1.622 1.940 2.846 2.375 1.712

V. EXPERIMENTAL EVALUATION: CLASSIFICATION OF
SHAPE DYNAMICS

Using the pipeline laid out in Fig. 1, we have developed
an efficient Euclidean representation for shape sequences and
imposed time series models on them. So far, we have utilized
time-series models in generative tasks – shape synthesis and
shape prediction. Another important use of a statistical model
is in classification, and we study that task next.

A. Problem Challenges and Overview

The dynamical shapes of cells in different biological ex-
perimental protocols are governed by underlying conditions
that dictate specific behavior. However, unlike prevalent image
classification problems, where it is possible to visualize clear
distinctions across classes manually, the dynamics of cellu-
lar shapes have no easily perceivable feature. To highlight
differences in the cell motility under different experimental
conditions – in the presence or absence of ROCK inhibitor, in
the glass or fibronectin medium – we utilize our V AR(p) and
perform statistical classification.

We demonstrate the efficacy of the developed method using
both simulated sequences and real-world data. To classify
shape evolution into predetermined classes of cell migration,
each representing a different experimental setting, we extract
various features representing shape dynamics and then plug
these features in standard classifiers to perform classification.

B. Features for Classification

For our experiments and evaluation, we will use both shape
and kinematic features, individually and jointly, to perform
sequence classification.

Dynamic shape features: Representation of shape sequences
by Euclidean time-series (TSRVF-PCA) enables us to explore
several candidate features for classification. For instance, one
can concatenate elements of this times series {xα(τ), τ ∈ I}
into a long vector. Another possibility is to use parameters
Θ of the VAR model, fitted to the time series xα, as fea-
tures. Although this representation is indirect, using model
parameters instead of observations, it provides a more compact
representation. A direct comparison of xαi and xαj using e.g.,
a Euclidean metric is prone to temporal misalignment issues.
The two sequences can come from the same class but maybe
at different dynamic stages at τ = 1. In contrast, the VAR
parameters capture modes of shape dynamics and are invariant
to such nuisance variables as the temporal registration and
sequence lengths.

Choosing VAR parameters of a sequence as its features,
we represent each shape trajectory α by Θα estimated from
the intermediate Euclidean representation xα. Any two shape
sequences are then compared using a Euclidean distance
dα(i, j) = ‖Θαi − Θαj‖. When VAR model parameters
are estimated using same lag value for each sequence, i.e.,
pi = pj , dα is computed using Eqn. (9). However, different
values of lag may be optimal for different sequences (as
observed in Fig. 7). Thus, we need a way to compare the
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VAR model parameters associated with different lags across
sequences. In that case, we use Eqn. (10) to compute dα.
In addition, we also explore features that combine all lag
values. A feature in this case is generated by concatenating
Θαi

obtained for pi = 1, . . . , 5. The distance vector dα is
then computed using Eqn. (9) using the concatenated VAR
model parameters. This process results in the final shape
feature, denoted by VS ∈ RN0 , by concatenating these distance
vectors, as described in step:7 of Algorithm 1.
Kinematics features: Cell kinematics (such as velocity, angu-
lar velocity and others) can also provide valuable information
in categorizing modes of cell motility. To demonstrate and
compare the efficiency of kinematics versus shape features
in classification, we also derive some kinematics features
from contours. These features include: vector of instanta-
neous speeds {υ(τ) ∈ R2}, vector of instantaneous scales
{η(τ) ∈ R}, a vector of five-step rotations ξ ∈ R5. Here υ(τ)
is defined as the change in the location of the center of mass
and η(τ) is the change in the perimeter of the contour from
time τ to time τ + 1. Let θh(τ) be the rotational alignment
between contours at time τ and τ + h, h = 1, ..., 5, then we

set ξh =
1

T − h
∑T−h
τ=1 θh(τ). The final kinematics feature of

the sequence α is obtained as, Ωα = [υ, η, ξ] ∈ R3T+5. We
compare any two contour sequences using a kinematics-based
distance: dΩ(i, j) =

∥∥Ωαi
− Ωαj

∥∥, where Ωα are the kine-
matics features of a contour sequence α. The feature distance
between any two sequences {dΩ(i, j)} is then computed using
Eq. 8. The final kinematics features VK ∈ RN0 is obtained
by concatenating the distances between a sequence and all
training sequences, as described in step:7 of Algorithm 1.

Thus, each sequence α is represented by a distance vector
VS or VK ∈ RN0 where N0 = Cm, C is the number of
classes and m is the number of training sequences in each
class. These distance-feature vectors are used in conjunction
with different classifiers to determine the classification per-
formance. Algorithm 1 provides a step-by-step layout of the
complete classification procedure.

C. Classifiers

Classification is performed using several current classifiers:
Support Vector Machine (SVM), Random Forest, Decision
Tree, and Convolutional Neural Network (CNN). For the
CNN classifier, we employ a simple 1D Convolutional Neural
Network to classify 1D feature vectors. The neural network
architecture consists of four convolutional layers with kernel
size 3. Each convolution is sequentially followed by Batch-
Norm, ReLU [34] activation, dropout and 1D pooling layer.
The network is trained using the cross-entropy loss for classi-
fication, and the network weights are updated using the Adam
[35] optimization. It is trained for 15 epochs with a batch size
of 10 and a learning rate of 0.01.

D. Classification Performance on Simulation Data

To evaluate classification performance using the proposed
framework, we first perform experiments on a simulated
dataset.

Algorithm 1 Classification

Input: Euclidean time series xαi ∈ (Rd)I for shape se-
quences αi, i = 1, ..., N .

1: Split data into training set of size N0 < N and testing set
of size N −N0.

2: Estimate VAR(p) model for each sequence xαi
, and set

parameter Θαi = (c, A1, ..., Ap,Σα).
3: Let βα = (c, A1, ..., Ap)

† ∈ R(dp+1)×d, and Āα =
1

p

∑p
i=1Ai ∈ Rd×d.

4: Compute kinematics feature Ωi for each sequence αi.
Make these features vectors to be of the same size using
zero padding. That is, if Tαi

> Tαj
, set υαj

= (υ†αj
, 0)†.

5: Normalize these features using Euclidean norms according
to:

β∗α =
βα
‖βα‖

, Ā∗α =
Āα∥∥Āα∥∥ , Σ∗α =

Σα
‖Σα‖

;

ξ∗α =
ξα
‖ξα‖

, υ∗α =
υα
‖υα‖

, η∗α =
ηα
‖ηα‖

.

6: Compute pairwise distance between training sequences:
dΩ(i, j) =

∥∥Ωαi − Ωαj

∥∥
=

{√∥∥∥ξ∗αi
− ξ∗αj

∥∥∥2

+
∥∥∥υ∗αi

− υ∗αj

∥∥∥2

+
∥∥∥η∗αi

− η∗αj

∥∥∥2

. (8)

dα(i, j) =
∥∥Θαi

−Θαj

∥∥
=


√∥∥∥β∗αi

− β∗αj

∥∥∥2

+
∥∥∥Σ∗αi

− Σ∗αj

∥∥∥2

, pi = pj (9)√∥∥∥Ā∗αi
− Ā∗αj

∥∥∥2

+
∥∥∥Σ∗αi

− Σ∗αj

∥∥∥2

, pi 6= pj . (10)

7: For each training sequence xαi
, the final shape feature

vector is obtained as VSi = [dα(i, 1), . . . dα(i,N0)] and
kinematics features as VKi = [dΩ(i, 1), ..., dΩ(i,N0)].
Here N0 is the total number of training sequences.

8: VS , VK and VS,K = w1VS + w2VK are used to train the
classifier.

9: In the testing phase, VS , VK and VS,K are computed in
the similar manner for a sequence in the test dataset and
evaluated using respective trained classifier models.

1) Simulation Procedure: : We simulate shape sequences
for four classes that correspond to four combinations of
experimental conditions: using glass/fibronectin support and
with/without ROCK inhibitor.

The simulated sequences are generated as follows. We
randomly select one real observed contour sequence from each
class. As shown in Fig. 11, we take a 2D contour y(τ) at time
τ , and consider its coordinates functions denoted by y1(τ)(t)
and y2(τ)(t), as separate scalar functions. We use the Fourier
basis B =

{
1,
√

2 sin(2πnt),
√

2cos(2πnt), n = 1, 2, . . . ,m
}

to express these functions via their coefficients: y1(τ)(t) =∑
b∈B c1(τ, b)b(t) and y2(τ)(t) =

∑
b∈B c2(τ, b)b(t). Then,

we fit an m-dimensional VAR model, where m is the num-
ber of basis elements used, to these coefficients c1 and c2
separately and estimate the corresponding VAR parameters
(note that these model estimations are different from the
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VAR Model c̃1 ỹ1

VAR Model c̃2 ỹ2

ỹ

Fig. 11: Simulation steps based on imposing VAR models on Fourier
coefficients of the coordinate functions of contours.

Fig. 12: Examples of simulated contour sequences, one for each class,
simulated using parameters estimated from real data.

VAR fittings performed for TSRVF-PCA coefficients discussed
earlier). Using these estimated parameters, we generate new,
random time-series of Fourier coefficients {c̃1(τ), c̃2(τ), τ =
1, 2, . . . , T} and reconstruct full contours using ỹ1(τ) =∑
b∈B c̃1(τ, b)b and ỹ2(τ) =

∑
b∈B c̃2(τ, b)b. A schematic for

the simulation procedure is shown in Fig. 11.
2) Classification using simulated data: Using the simu-

lation mentioned above, we generate 400 simulated contour
sequences for four classes – 100 sequences for each class –
with each sequence being of length T = 150. Figure 12 shows
examples of these simulated sequences, one for each class.
Given this simulated data, we perform a five-fold classification
experiment as follows. In every run, we use 80% of the
sequences per class for training and 20% for testing. We use
their TSRVF representations to perform PCA in the training
phase, resulting in a Euclidean time series for each shape
sequence (in the TSRVF-PCA space with d = 5). We project
the TSRVFs of the test sequences in the same PCA space.
Next, we estimate the VAR parameters for each Euclidean
time series – 4 × 80 training and 4 × 20 test – separately.
As mentioned earlier, we use a distance between these VAR
parameters to compare and classify sequences. We study
different potential values of the VAR lag to optimize the
classification rate. For any sequence, xα, either test or training
– we use its distance vector Vα computed from each of the 80
training sequences and arrange in a vector of size 320. This
set of distances denotes the feature vector for classification.

TABLE II: The average classification rates for simulated data.

Classifier SVM CNN
VAR Model Lag 1 2 3 4 5 1-5
Class. Rate (%) 0.940 0.865 0.795 0.760 0.760 0.920

Table II presents the average classification rates on this
simulated data for different values of the VAR lag parameter
p. The VAR(1) model yields the highest accuracy of 94% in
this four-class setup using the SVM classifier, demonstrating
that the designed shape-dynamics model can be effective in
classifying dynamic shape sequences.

Fig. 13: Histograms displays microscopy data information. The left
figure shows the number of sequences for each class. The grey bins
show the counts for testing set and the white bins show the counts
for original data set. The right figure shows the length of time for all
TSRVF-PCA sequences

Fig. 14: Class label information for microscopy data analysis

E. Classification Evaluation on Microscopy Data

Next, we apply this classification method to the microscopy
data and study various modes of motility for E. histolytica. We
hypothesize that a change in experimental conditions causes a
change in the motility patterns and investigate that hypothesis
using real data.

The computation of TSRVF-PCA vectors, VAR parameter
estimation, and representation of sequences as distance vectors
between VAR parameters remain the same as described in the
simulation study. The computation is performed on the cell
contours extracted from the videos, as described earlier in the
paper. The features are extracted for 290 sequences in total,
divided randomly into a training set (233 sequences, consisting
of 80% data from each class) and a testing set (57 sequences,
approximately 20% per class). The total numbers of sequences
for each class are shown in Fig 13.

The categories for classification are defined for different
biological experimental conditions as shown in Fig. 14 (e.g.,
the matrix block ’GC’ denote the category for shapes extracted
from cells on glass without inhibitor). The classification tasks
are defined based on a different grouping of these biological
experiments. First, we perform a multi-class classification
with four classes indicating motility of Entamoeba on glass
and fibronectin with and without the ROCK inhibitor i.e.,
with categories ’GC’, ’GI’, ’FC’, and ’FI’ (Fig. 14). In the
second experiment, we perform classification between broader
categories: amoeba on glass or fibronectin i.e., ’GC’ and ’GI’
versus ’FC’ and ’FI’ (grouping data along columns in Fig. 14).
Similarly, for the third experimental classification of amoeboid
motion with or without inhibitor is performed, i.e., ’GC’ and
’FC’ versus ’GI’ and ’FI’ (grouping data along columns in
Fig. 14). Table. III presents results of classification in these
three experiments.
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The final set of experiments involves pairwise classification
between finer class labels: (i) amoeba on glass with and
without inhibitor (’GC’ vs. ’GI’), (ii) on glass vs. fibronectin,
both without inhibitor (’GC’ vs. ’FC’), (iii) on glass vs.
fibronectin with inhibitor (’GI’ vs. ’FI’), and (iv) fibronectin
without or with inhibitor (’FC’ vs. ’FI’). The classification
results of these four experiments are presented in Table. VI.

Selecting the VAR model parameter is a crucial design
choice in computing the dynamic shape features. As
demonstrated earlier (in Fig. 7), the optimal VAR model
lag for the shape sequence representation varies between
sequences. We perform classification experiments with
features computed in multiple ways: using different lag
parameters (ranging from 1 . . . 5), using the optimal (Best)
lag for each sequence, and using all lag values combined. The
classification is performed using the dynamic shape features
(VS ) either individually or in combination with kinematics
(VK) features (comb.). The accuracy for the classification
tasks is presented in Table. IV. It is observed that almost in all
the cases, either the features computed using an optimal lag
parameter or that obtained by combining all the lags provides
the best performance. Based on this observation, the final
table for classification accuracy using VK and VS , individually
as well as combined, are presented in Table. III and Table. VI.

Remarks on Multi-Class Classification: In this experiment,
we consider all four biological classes denoted as: ’GC’, ’GI”,
’FC’, ’FI’ (refer Fig. 14). The classification accuracy using
VK , VS and VK +VS with different classifiers is presented in
Table. III (A. Multi Class). The neural network yields the best
overall accuracy of 86.3% with combined lag representation
while using both shape and kinematics features. We note that
the proposed method to capture the dynamics of evolving
shapes (TSRVF-PCA-VAR) performs significantly better when
compared to the TSRVF-PCA features. This improvement
underlines the fact that the proposed shape features indeed
capture the shape dynamics more efficiently. Table V presents
the confusion matrices for both the neural network and the
SVM classifier.

We make certain observations from Table V. When using
shape features, around 11% of glass control (’GC’) amoeba
were recognized as glass inhibitors (GI). The number dropped
to 7% with the combined shape and kinematic features. In
both scenarios, none were classified as fibronectin sequences.
For amoeba migrating on fibronectin (FC), 10% (with VS)
and only 3% (VK + VS) are classified as fibronectin inhibitor
(FI). Similar to the first observation, none of the amoebae on
fibronectin were confused with that on glass. In contrast, the
amoeba population inhibited for ROCK activity and moving
on glass (GI) are mis-classified as fibronectin (FC) by 16%
(or 17%) when using shape (or combined) features. Likewise,
amoeba on fibronectin and inhibited for ROCK activity (FI)
are mis-classified by 21% (or 14%) to the population on glass
(GC) with shape-only (or combined) features.

Remarks on Binary Classification: The classification accu-
racy for the broader binary classification is performed in two
ways: (i) between amoeba migrating on glass and fibronectin

(data is grouped along the columns in Fig. 14) (ii) between
amoeba with and without ROCK inhibitor (data is grouped
along the rows in Fig. 14). The mean classification accuracy
for these two experiments are presented in Table III column B
and C respectively using kinematics and shape features sep-
arately and combined. We obtain 94.8% and 87.2% accuracy
using the neural network for the two experiments, respectively.
The classification accuracy is significantly higher when using
either the shape features or shape and kinematics combined
compared to just kinematics features. This implies that the
shape evolution pattern is more distinct between amoebas
migrating on glass and fibronectin.

The final binary classification experiments were performed
on finer class labels to determine any commonality in the mi-
gration patterns (when looked into the experimental conditions
individually). The classification accuracy for these pair of ex-
periments are presented in Table VI. We achieve significantly
high classification accuracy for the chosen classification tasks
using the combined VAR model lag setting. While using a
combination of shape and kinematics features achieves better
classification accuracy, the designed shape features just by
themselves achieve comparable performance.

F. Biological Interpretation
From the experimental results, we conclude that the Eu-

clidean time series modeling of shape space (TSRVF-PCA-
VAR) is significantly more efficient than just TSRVF-PCA
features in distinguishing cell migration patterns. They are
also more informative and robust compared to the cell kine-
matics features. We hypothesis that: (1) In the heterogeneous
amoeba population, the shape dynamics of the amoeba may
be difficult to classify (Table. V in the presence of inhibitor,
as there may be a slight change in the actin-cytoskeleton
localization and more remarkable change in its dynamics
and/or contraction. This inhibition can lead to a significant
difference in cell kinematics but not a considerable change in
its morphology. (2) The mis-classification of ROCK inhibited
amoeba on glass/fibronectin with that on fibronectin/glass
without inhibitor (17%/14%) could be due to the presence of
cells that are either dying or static and adopt approximately
a spherical shape which is almost constant over time. (3)
The low percentage (1%) of amoeba on glass with inhibitor,
which was mis-classified as amoeba on glass without inhibitor,
indicates a strong effect of the inhibitor on the mode of
displacement of the amoeba. (4) Similarly, the inhibitor affects
the migration on fibronectin, as only 2% of the amoeba are
mis-classified as not inhibited amoeba on fibronectin.

The results suggest that cytoskeleton dynamics of a E.
histolytica may be stimulated by different signaling pathways,
depending on the support (glass and fibronectin). It also
indicates that E. histolytica is at least able to adopt migration
modes that are different in the presence or absence of the
ROCK inhibitor. Further biological experiments will reveal the
effects of key biological players causing these differences.

VI. CONCLUSION

The method developed in this paper employs the mathe-
matical foundations of functional analysis to transport non-
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TABLE III: The average classification rates for microscopy data.

Classifier
VAR

Model
Lag

Class. Rate (%)

A. Multi Class B. Two Class:
Glass vs. Fibronectin

C. Two Class:
Inhibitor vs. w/o Inhibitor

Kinematics Shape Combined Kinematics Shape Combined Kinematics Shape Combined
TSRVF-PCA
+ Conv. NN – – 0.341 – – 0.513 – – 0.632 –

TSRVF-PCA-VAR
+ SVM – 0.368 0.365 0.512 0.649 0.512 0.660 0.628 0.649 0.719

TSRVF-PCA-VAR
+Random Forest Best Lag 0.372 0.337 0.537 0.604 0.544 0.691 0.646 0.625 0.717

TSRVF-PCA-VAR
Decision Tree Best Lag 0. 333 0.319 0.425 0.544 0.533 0.642 0.600 0.565 0.653

TSRVF-PCA-VAR
+ Conv. NN Best Lag

0.769
0.835 0.849

0.879
0.904 0.948

0.753
0.760 0.841

TSRVF-PCA-VAR
+ Conv. NN

All Lag
(1-5) 0.811 0.863 0.902 0.920 0.865 0.872

TABLE IV: Classification accuracy for different lag parameters on microscopy data using TSRVF-PCA-VAR features (shape) and TSRVF-
PCA-VAR + kinematics features (Comb.) with SVM for different experimental setup comparison.

VAR
Model Lag

GC vs. GI GC vs. FC GI vs. FI FC vs. FI Glass vs. Fibro Inhib. vs. w/o Inhib. Multi Class
Shape Comb. Shape Comb. Shape Comb. Shape Comb. Shape Comb. Shape Comb. Shape Comb.

1 0.579 0.793 0.486 0.686 0.506 0.572 0.607 0.669 0.488 0.656 0.547 0.723 0.340 0.467
2 0.657 0.793 0.486 0.667 0.478 0.661 0.531 0.669 0.463 0.653 0.642 0.712 0.281 0.467
3 0.664 0.779 0.514 0.667 0.467 0.628 0.572 0.669 0.484 0.628 0.579 0.719 0.284 0.477
4 0.679 0.771 0.543 0.714 0.544 0.606 0.607 0.772 0.512 0.635 0.604 0.716 0.309 0.474
5 0.579 0.729 0.438 0.686 0.467 0.656 0.566 0.724 0.453 0.639 0.544 0.691 0.312 0.484

Best Lag 0.679 0.750 0.638 0.733 0.572 0.661 0.634 0.731 0.495 0.660 0.604 0.705 0.365 0.512
All Lag (1-5) 0.643 0.740 0.505 0.659 0.506 0.639 0.628 0.717 0.474 0.596 0.649 0.716 0.312 0.484

TABLE V: Confusion matrix for multi-class classification problem
(each row correspond to test scenario and each column denote
predicted class) using SVM (top) and Conv. NN (bottom).

Shape Shape + Kinematics
GC GI FC FI GC GI FC FI

GC 0.16 0.29 0.18 0.38 0.40 0.27 0.09 0.24
GI 0.11 0.23 0.26 0.40 0.03 0.77 0.08 0.12
FC 0.07 0.38 0.32 0.23 0.02 0.35 0.43 0.20
FI 0.08 0.34 0.14 0.44 0.15 0.42 0.08 0.34

Shape Shape + Kinematics
GC GI FC FI GC GI FC FI

GC 0.88 0.11 0 0 0.92 0.07 0 0
GI 0.02 0.79 0.16 0.02 0.01 0.81 0.17 0
FC 0 0 0.90 0.10 0 0.01 0.95 0.03
FI 0.21 0 0.05 0.73 0.14 0.01 0.02 0.82

linear shapes to a Euclidean space. Subsequently, it fits a
vector autoregressive (VAR) model to this time series to
capture the dynamics of shape evolution. The strengths of this
representation and modeling are demonstrated using tasks such
as synthesis, prediction, and classification. The designed shape
features are sufficient to distinguish between amoeboid cell
migrations on glass and fibronectin. Also, they are found to be
more robust than kinematics features. With this framework, we
can differentiate the migrating behavior of a cell by its shape
evolution. The application of the method is not limited to shape
classification but can also be utilized for shape synthesis and
prediction, as demonstrated in this paper. To our knowledge,
this is the first time where time-series modeling of dynamic
shapes has been proposed and applied to solve a fundamental
problem in biology.

APPENDIX A
DCC-GARCH MODEL

DCC-GARCH model is defined in Equation 3. Here D(τ)
is a d× d diagonal matrix with diagonal entries

√
ki(τ) and

where ki(τ) = wi,0+
∑Mi

m=1 wi,ml
2
i (τ−m)+

∑Ni

n=1 ζi,kki(τ−
n), for i = 1, ..., d. Λ(τ) is a time-varying conditional-
correlation matrix of the standardized residuals ε(τ). In DCC-
GARCH model, the term Λ(τ) has additional structure that
constrains its estimation from the data.
Λ(τ) = Qd

−1(τ)Q(τ)Q−1
d (τ),

Q(τ) = (1− a− b)Q̄(τ) + aε(τ − 1)ε†(τ − 1) + bQ(τ − 1),
(11)

where:
• Q̄(τ) is the unconditional covariance matrix of the stan-

dardized residuals ε(τ),
• Qd(τ) = diag(

√
q11(τ), ...,

√
qdd(τ)) is a diagonal ma-

trix with the square root of the diagonal elements of Q(τ).
• The parameter a and b are scalers.

We skip further details and refer the reader to [32].

APPENDIX B
ESTIMATION OF DCC-GARCH MODEL

The parameter set Θ consists of two subsets (φ,ψ) =
(φ1, ..., φd, ψ), where φi = (w0,i, ..., wMi,i, ζ1,i, ..., ζNi,i) cor-
respond to the parameters of the univariate GARCH model
for the ith PCA component. In the first stage, the elements of
φ are estimated by maximizing quasi log-likelihood function:
QL1(φ|l(τ))

= −1

2

d∑
i=1

(
T log(2π) +

T∑
τ=1

(
log(ki(τ)) +

l2i (τ)

ki(τ)

))
.

(12)
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TABLE VI: The average classification rates for different experimental condition.

Classifier
VAR

Model
Lag

Class. Rate (%)
A. GC vs. GI B. GI vs FC C. GI vs. FI D. FC vs. FI

Kine. Shape Comb. Kine. Shape Comb. Kine. Shape Comb. Kine. Shape Comb.
TSRVF-PCA
+ Conv. NN – – 0.623 – – 0.568 – – 0.533 – – 0.598 –

TSRVF-PCA-VAR
+ SVM – 0.686 0.679 0.793 0.610 0.638 0.733 0.550 0.572 0.661 0.531 0.634 0.772

TSRVF-PCA-VAR
+ Conv. NN Best Lag

0.882
0.933 0.947

0.875
0.900 0.844

0.896
0.970 0.970

0.877
0.895 0.923

TSRVF-PCA-VAR
+ Conv. NN

All Lag
(1-5) 0.904 0.952 0.912 0.912 0.974 0.988 0.933 0.955

In the second stage the parameter ψ = (a, b) of dynamic
correlation is estimated using the correctly specified log-
likelihood. Dropping the terms that are constant in these
parameters, we maximize: QL∗2(ψ|φ̂, l(τ))

= −1

2

T∑
τ=1

(
log(|Λ(τ)|) + ε†(τ)Λ−1(τ)ετ

)
. (13)

The details are presented in the textbook [32].

TABLE VII: Estimation results for DCC-GARCH model for TSRVF-
PCA representation of a shape sequence.

Parameter Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(> |t|)
w11 0.430 0.142 3.026 0.003
η11 0.993 0.002 524.454 0.000

· · ·
w51 0.520 0.110 4.738 0.000
η51 0.997 0.002 413.333 0.000
a 0.044 0.016 3.037 0.002
b 0.513 0.165 3.116 0.002

REFERENCES

[1] A. Boquet-Pujadas, J.-C. Olivo-Marin, and N. Guillén, “Bioimage anal-
ysis and cell motility,” Patterns, vol. 2, no. 1, p. 100170, 2021.

[2] A. C. Dufour, T.-Y. Liu, C. Ducroz, R. Tournemenne, B. Cummings,
R. Thibeaux, N. Guillen, A. O. Hero, and J.-C. Olivo-Marin, “Signal
processing challenges in quantitative 3-d cell morphology: More than
meets the eye,” IEEE Signal Processing Magazine, vol. 32, no. 1, pp.
30–40, 2014.

[3] L. Tweedy, B. Meier, J. Stephan, D. Heinrich, and R. G. Endres,
“Distinct cell shapes determine accurate chemotaxis,” Scientific Reports,
vol. 3, p. 2606, 2013.

[4] D. Campos, V. Méndez, and I. Llopis, “Persistent random motion:
Uncovering cell migration dynamics,” Journal of Theoretical Biology,
vol. 267, no. 4, pp. 526–534, 2010.

[5] H. Miyoshi, N. Masaki, and Y. Tsuchiya, “Characteristics of trajectory
in the migration of amoeba proteus,” Protoplasma, vol. 222, no. 3-4, pp.
175–181, 2003.

[6] A. Boquet-Pujadas, T. Lecomte, M. Manich, R. Thibeaux, E. Labruyère,
N. Guillén, J.-C. Olivo-Marin, and A. C. Dufour, “Bioflow: a non-
invasive, image-based method to measure speed, pressure and forces
inside living cells,” Scientific Reports, vol. 7, no. 1, p. 9178, 2017.

[7] W. R. Holmes and L. Edelstein-Keshet, “A comparison of computational
models for eukaryotic cell shape and motility,” PLoS Computational
Biology, vol. 8, no. 12, p. e1002793, 2012.

[8] E. Moreno, S. Flemming, F. Font, M. Holschneider, C. Beta, and
S. Alonso, “Modeling cell crawling strategies with a bistable model:
From amoeboid to fan-shaped cell motion,” Physica D: Nonlinear
Phenomena, p. 132591, 2020.

[9] B. A. Camley, Y. Zhao, B. Li, H. Levine, and W.-J. Rappel, “Crawling
and turning in a minimal reaction-diffusion cell motility model: Cou-
pling cell shape and biochemistry,” Physical Review E, vol. 95, no. 1,
p. 012401, 2017.

[10] D. Tsygankov, C. G. Bilancia, E. A. Vitriol, K. M. Hahn, M. Peifer,
and T. C. Elston, “Cellgeo: a computational platform for the analysis
of shape changes in cells with complex geometries,” Journal of Cell
Biology, vol. 204, no. 3, pp. 443–460, 2014.

[11] S. Collier, P. Paschke, R. R. Kay, and T. Bretschneider, “Image based
modeling of bleb site selection,” Scientific Reports, vol. 7, no. 1, p. 6692,
2017.

[12] C. Ducroz, J.-C. Olivo-Marin, and A. Dufour, “Characterization of cell
shape and deformation in 3d using spherical harmonics,” in 2012 9th
IEEE International Symposium on Biomedical Imaging (ISBI). IEEE,
2012, pp. 848–851.

[13] M. K. Driscoll, C. McCann, R. Kopace, T. Homan, J. T. Fourkas, C. Par-
ent, and W. Losert, “Cell shape dynamics: from waves to migration,”
PLoS Computational Biology, vol. 8, no. 3, 2012.

[14] X. Ma, O. Dagliyan, K. M. Hahn, and G. Danuser, “Profiling cellular
morphodynamics by spatiotemporal spectrum decomposition,” PLoS
Computational Biology, vol. 14, no. 8, p. e1006321, 2018.

[15] L. Younes, “Computable elastic distance between shapes,” SIAM Journal
of Applied Mathematics, vol. 58, no. 2, pp. 565–586, 1998.

[16] L. Younes, P. W. Michor, J. Shah, D. Mumford, and R. Lincei, “A metric
on shape space with explicit geodesics,” Matematica E Applicazioni,
vol. 19, no. 1, pp. 25–57, 2008.

[17] A. Srivastava, E. Klassen, S. H. Joshi, and I. H. Jermyn, “Shape analysis
of elastic curves in euclidean spaces,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern
Analysis and Machine Intelligence, vol. 33, no. 7, pp. 1415–1428, 2011.

[18] S. H. Joshi, E. Klassen, A. Srivastava, and I. H. Jermyn, “A novel
representation for riemannian analysis of elastic curves in Rn,” in
Proceedings of IEEE CVPR, 2007, pp. 1–7.

[19] M. Bauer, M. Bruveris, P. Harms, and J. Mø ller Andersen, “A
numerical framework for Sobolev metrics on the space of curves,”
SIAM J. Imaging Sci., vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 47–73, 2017. [Online].
Available: https://doi.org/10.1137/16M1066282

[20] A. Kume, I. L. Dryden, and H. Le, “Shape-space smoothing splines for
planar landmark data,” Biometrika, vol. 94, pp. 513–528, 2007.

[21] K. Kenobi, I. Dryden, and H. Le, “Shape curves and geodesic modeling,”
Advances in Applied Probability, vol. 97, pp. 567–584, 2010.

[22] M. F. Abdelkader, W. Abd-Almageed, A. Srivastava, and R. Chellappa,
“Gesture and action recognition via modeling trajectories on shape
manifolds,” Computer Vision and Image Understanding Journal, vol.
accepted for publication, October 2010.

[23] X. Deng, R. Sarkar, E. Labruyere, J.-C. Olivo-Martin, and A. Srivastava,
“Modeling shape dynamics during cell motility in microscopy videos,”
in International Conference on Image Processing, ICIP, October 2020.

[24] E. R. Ziegel, “Tie series analysis, forecasting, and control,” 1995.
[25] E. Orskaug, “Multivariate dcc-garch model:-with various error distribu-

tions,” Master’s thesis, Institutt for matematiske fag, 2009.
[26] L. Julian and M. F. Olson, “Rho-associated coiled-coil containing

kinases (rock) structure, regulation, and functions,” Small GTPases,
vol. 5, no. 2, p. e29846, 2014.

[27] K. van den Dries, S. Linder, I. Maridonneau-Parini, and R. Poincloux,
“Probing the mechanical landscape–new insights into podosome archi-
tecture and mechanics,” Journal of Cell Science, vol. 132, no. 24, 2019.

[28] R. Sarkar, S. Mukherjee, E. Labruyère, and J.-C. Olivo-Marin, “Learning
to segment clustered amoeboid cells from brightfield microscopy via
multi-task learning with adaptive weight selection,” in 2020 25th Inter-
national Conference on Pattern Recognition (ICPR), 2021, pp. 3845–
3852.

[29] A. Srivastava and E. Klassen, Functional and Shape Data Analysis.
Springer Series in Statistics, 2016.

[30] Z. Zhang, J. Su, E. Klassen, H. Le, and A. Srivastava, “Rate-invariant
analysis of covariance trajectories,” Journal of Mathematical Imaging
and Vision, vol. 60, no. 8, pp. 1306–1323, 2018.

[31] H. Lutkepohl, New Introduction to Multiple Time Series. Springer,
2005.



13

[32] R. Engle, “Dynamic conditional correlation: A simple class of multivari-
ate generalized autoregressive conditional heteroskedasticity models,”
Journal of Business & Economic Statistics, vol. 20, no. 3, pp. 339–350,
2002.

[33] R. F. Engle and K. Sheppard, “Theoretical and empirical properties of
dynamic conditional correlation multivariate garch,” National Bureau of
Economic Research Working Paper Series, no. 8554, 2001.

[34] K. Hara, D. Saito, and H. Shouno, “Analysis of function of rectified
linear unit used in deep learning,” in 2015 International Joint Conference
on Neural Networks (IJCNN). IEEE, 2015, pp. 1–8.

[35] D. P. Kingma and J. Ba, “Adam: A method for stochastic optimization,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:1412.6980, 2014.


