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A Family of Density-Scaled Filtered Complexes

Abigail Hickok

Abstract We develop novel methods for using persistent homology to infer the ho-
mology of an unknown Riemannian manifold (M,g) from a point cloud sampled
from an arbitrary smooth probability density function. Standard distance-based fil-
tered complexes, such as the Cech complex, often have trouble distinguishing noise
from features that are simply small. We address this problem by defining a family of
“density-scaled filtered complexes” that includes a density-scaled Cech complex and
a density-scaled Vietoris—Rips complex. We show that the density-scaled Cech com-
plex is homotopy-equivalent to M for filtration values in an interval whose starting
point converges to 0 in probability as the number of points N — oo and whose ending
point approaches infinity as N — 0. By contrast, the standard Cech complex may
only be homotopy-equivalent to M for a very small range of filtration values. The
density-scaled filtered complexes also have the property that they are invariant under
conformal transformations, such as scaling. We implement a filtered complex DVR
that approximates the density-scaled Vietoris—Rips complex, and we empirically test
the performance of our implementation. As examples, we use DVR to identify clus-
ters that have different densities, and we apply DVR to a time-delay embedding of
the Lorenz dynamical system. Our implementation is stable (under conditions that
are almost surely satisfied) and designed to handle outliers in the point cloud that do
not lie on M.
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1 Introduction

Data in Euclidean space often lie on (or near) a lower-dimensional submanifold M.
For example, images with many pixels are high-dimensional, but image libraries are
often locally parameterized by many fewer dimensions [44]. In chemistry, the con-
formation space of a molecule may be a manifold or a union of manifolds [31]]. In
topological data analysis (TDA), one considers the following question: given a finite
sample of points (a point cloud) that lies on or near M, what can one infer about the
topology (i.e., “global structure”) of M? TDA has been used to study the global struc-
ture of data sets in a variety of fields (see, e.g., [12} 16} |45]). Researchers have also
made significant progress towards using the geometric properties of the manifold for
dimensionality reduction and data visualization [3} (17,137, 144].

We focus on inferring the homology of M. Homology is a quantitative way of
characterizing the topology of M. For example, the rank of the 0-dimensional homol-
ogy Hy(M) is the number of connected components, and the rank of Hy (M) for k > 1
is the number of k-dimensional holes in M. If M is compact and orientable, then the
dimension of M is equal to the largest n such that H, (M) is nontrivial. For example,
if M is the 2-torus S! x S!, then there is one connected component, there are two
1-dimensional holes, and there is one 2-dimensional hole. Although homology does
not uniquely identify a manifold, it provides useful information about a manifold’s
global structure, and the homology of a manifold can be used to distinguish it from
other manifolds that have different homology.

Methods from persistent homology (PH) can be used to infer the homology of M
from a point cloud X = {xi}f\’: ; that is sampled from M. To approximate the man-
ifold, we construct a filtered complex, a combinatorial description of a topological
space (see Definition [I)). One of the classical approaches to building a filtered com-
plex is the Cech complex é(X ). At each point x € X, one places a ball of radius r > 0,
where r is the filtration level. A k-simplex with vertices {x;, } is added to C(X), if the
intersection (;B(x;;,r) is nonempty. The Nerve Theorem guarantees that C(X), is
homotopy-equivalent to |J; B(x;, 7). The PH of C(X), which we denote by H(C(X)),
records how the homology of C(X )r changes as r increases. As r grows, new ho-
mology classes (which represent k-dimensional holes) are “born” and old homology
classes “die”.

Conventional wisdom holds that the homology classes with the longest lifetimes
are true topological features of M and that the homology classes with the shortest
lifetimes are noise. However, one can easily observe that this is not always true,
even in simple examples such as Figure[I] in which the point cloud is sampled from
the disjoint union of two circles of different sizes. The smaller circle represents a
homology class that has a much shorter lifetime than the homology class for the larger
circle, but both homology classes are true topological features. We visualize this in
Figure in which the balls of the Cech complex fill in the smaller circle much earlier
than they fill in the larger circle. Following the conventional wisdom, the homology
class for the smaller circle might be recorded spuriously as noise. Problems with the
conventional wisdom have been noted in many other papers, such as [[1, 15, 11,119} 33}
41]).
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Fig. 1: The point cloud X consists of N = 500 points that are sampled from the disjoint
union of two circles C; and C, with radii R} = 1 and Ry = 5. With probability 1/2 we
sample uniformly at random from C, and with probability 1/2 we sample uniformly
at random from C,. For increasing r, we display the balls of radius r in the Cech
complex C(X), at filtration level r. At r = 0, we have the point cloud itself. The
smaller circle is filled in immediately at the next step, r = 1, but the larger circle is
not filled in until r = 5.

In general, standard distance-based filtered complexes (such as the Cech com-
plex) depend largely on “topological feature sizes,” by which we mean the following
concept, introduced in [2]]. The medial axis of a submanifold M in R™ is the closure
of

G := {x € R™ | there are distinct y,z € M such that d(x,M) = d(x,y) = d(x,z)}.

The local feature size at x € M, denoted by &(x), is the distance from x to the medial
axis. The condition number of M is equal to 1/7, where T = infycpr 6 (x). For exam-
ple, if M is an n-sphere in R"*!, then the medial axis is the center of the sphere and
the local feature size at any point on the sphere is the radius of the sphere. Niyogi et

al. showed that C(X), is homotopy-equivalent to M when r < \/g 7 and X is suffi-

ciently dense in M [32]. However, whenever 7 is small, the Cech complex may only
be homotopy-equivalent to M for a very small range of filtration values r, even as the
number of points sampled from the manifold approaches infinity.
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Standard distance-based filtered complexes may perform especially poorly when
M contains features of different sizes, even if the smallest features have “high reso-
Iution” in the point cloud (i.e., the density of points is inversely proportional to the
local feature size). For example, consider again the point cloud in Figure[Tal sampled
from the disjoint union of two circles C; and C, of different radii. (With probability
1/2 we sample uniformly at random from Cj, and with probability 1/2 we sample
uniformly at random from C,.) The product of the probability density function and
the local feature size is a constant function; in that sense, the two circles have equally
high resolution. However, the corresponding homology classes do not have equally
high persistence in the PH of standard filtered complexes.

The dependence on topological feature size is because persistent homology is
not a topological invariant. The topology of a manifold is invariant under homeomor-
phism, but standard distance-based filtered complexes (such as the Cech complex) are
not invariant under homeomorphism. More precisely, suppose F : M — M’ is a home-
omorphism of manifolds and X is a point cloud in M. The manifolds M and M’ are
homeomorphic, but C(X) and C(F (X)) are not necessarily isomorphic (see Defini-
tion[9). Indeed, the bottleneck distance between the persistence diagrams (see Section
2.2) for H(C(X)) and H(C(F(X)) can be arbitrarily larg Therefore, the standard
Cech complex depends on geometric properties such as size. Standard distance-based
filtered complexes are closer to geometric tools than topological tools.

1.1 Contributions

We work in a probabilistic setting. We suppose that (M, g) is an n-dimensional Rie-
mannian manifold and that the point cloud X consists of N points sampled from a
smooth probability density function f : M — (0,0). It is important that f is nonzero
everywhere because we cannot observe regions of the manifold where f(x) equals
zero. The Riemannian metric is necessary because it turns the manifold M into a
metric space and induces a volume form dV. We define the probability measure to
be P[A] = [, fdV, where A C M is a Borel set [35]]. We note that all manifolds can
be endowed with a Riemannian metric (see Section [2.3), so the requirement of a
Riemannian metric is not a restriction on the types of manifolds we can study.

We construct a family of “density-scaled filtered complexes” by modifying the
metric g such that we effectively shrink the distances between points in sparse regions
of the manifold and enlarge the distances between points in dense regions of the man-
ifold. To do this, we define a conformally equivalent metric & := {/ f2a(N)?g, where
a(N) is a scaling factor that we define in Section [3.1] Our scaling factor ct(N) plays
an important role in the convergence property that we prove in Section [4|and discuss
below. The metric & is defined such that the points in X are uniformly distributed
with respect to the volume form dV in (M, &) and such that the balls grow at a slower
rate when N is larger. We can then apply any existing distance-based filtered complex
(such as the Cech complex) in the density-scaled Riemannian manifold (M, g).

! For example, consider the scaling homeomorphism F : R” — R™ defined by F(x) = Ax for some
A € (0,00). For any point cloud X with more than one point, the bottleneck distance between H(C(X)) and
H(C(F(X)) approaches infinity as A — oo.
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We show that our density-scaled filtered complexes have two important properties
that other filtered complexes do not have:

1. Convergence: As N — oo, the interval of filtration values for which the density-
scaled Cech complex is homotopy-equivalent to the manifold M grows to (0,o0) in
probability, no matter the condition number of M or any other geometric property
of M. (We make this statement precise in Theorem 3]) This means that in the PH
of the density-scaled Cech complex, one can interpret the homology classes with
the smallest birth times and longest lifetimes as the most important features.

2. Conformal invariance: We show that our density-scaled filtered complexes are in-
variant under conformal transformations (Theorem[5). This means that in contrast
to standard complexes, our density-scaled complexes are closer to topological
tools and do not depend as much on local feature sizes.

These properties improve our ability to infer the homology of M from a point cloud
and make it easier to compare the PH of point clouds sampled from different mani-
folds of possibly different scales.

We implement a filtered complex DVR that approximates the density-scaled Vietoris—
Rips complex. We do this by estimating the density f via kernel-density estimation
and estimating Riemannian distances in a similar way as the widely-used Isomap al-
gorithm [44]]. The implementation requires knowledge of the intrinsic dimension n
of the manifold, which can be estimated using methods such as local principal com-
ponent analysis [21, 27]], the conical dimension estimator [48], the ball expansion
rate [28], or the doubling dimension [24]. We prove that our implementation ]ﬂ is
stable (Theorem[T0): under suitable conditions that are almost surely satisfied, small
perturbations of the input point cloud X result only in small changes to the persis-
tence diagram of lﬁ(X ). Consequently, it is still reasonable to use DVR even when
X does not lie exactly on the manifold M or when there is a small amount of noise
in the data. The implementation is designed to handle outliers in the data; in Section
[6.2] we discuss how this is done, and in Section[8.3]we test the empirical performance
of DVR on a point cloud with outliers. As applications, we use DVR to count the
number of clusters in a point cloud whose clusters have different densities (Section
and the number of equilibrium points in the Lorenz dynamical system from a
time-delay embedding (Section[8.5).

1.2 Related Work

Perhaps the most common TDA-based approach to nonuniform data is the k-nearest
neighbor (KNN) filtration (see Appendix [0.1.T). This is related to the density-scaled
filtrations by the fact that if x, is the kth nearest neighbor of x;, then ’
—1/n

Xi —XN_k
i

converges in probability to a value that is proportional to f(x;) as N — oo, for
a choice of k that depends on N. (See [29] for a precise statement.) However, the
KNN filtration encounters problems when there are regions of the manifold that are
close in Euclidean distance but far in Riemannian distance, especially if those regions
differ in density. We discuss one example in Section several other examples of
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KNN failures are given in [46]]. In [46]], Berry and Sauer constructed a modification of
the k-nearest neighbors graph (the continuous k-nearest neighbors graph) whose un-
normalized graph Laplacian converges to the Laplace—Beltrami operator of a slightly
different density-scaled Riemannian manifold. (Their density-scaled metric is {/ f2g,
where g is the original metric.) The authors of [46] proved that the connected compo-
nents of their graph were consistent with the components of the manifold. They left
as conjecture the hypothesis that their graph was topologically consistent (i.e., that
the k-dimensional homology of the clique complex of their graph converges to the
k-dimensional homology of the manifold for £ > 0).

A qualitatively different family of density-scaled metrics was considered in [9].
For parameter p > 1, the density-scaled metric in [9] is Vﬁ g. The Riemannian

distance induced by the density-scaled metric of [9]] is called the Fermat distance
[23]. The Fermat distance effectively enlarges the distances between points in sparse
regions of the manifold and shrinks the distances between points in dense regions
of the manifold; by contrast, the density-scaled metric in the present paper does the
opposite.

The density-scaled complexes in the present paper are also reminiscent of weighted
complexes [4]]. (See Appendix[0.1.2]for a review of weighted complexes.) In a weighted
Cech complex, the radius of a ball is a function r,(¢) of the filtration parameter  and
the point x at which the ball is centerecﬂ Weighted Vietoris—Rips complexes are de-
fined analogously. One can define a “density-weighted” radius function

ro(t) = e ey

from which one can define a density-weighted Cech complex and a density-weighted
Vietoris—Rips complex. The main advantage of our density-scaled complexes over
the density-weighted complexes is that our complexes are more robust with respect
to noise. Specifically, if x € X is an outlier in a low-density region, then the ball
B(x,ry(t)) grows quickly in radius and may engulf balls in high-density regions. This
problem can occur even if all the data points x lie exactly on the manifold M. If A C M
is a high-density region, then balls centered at points x € A grow quickly in radius and
may engulf points in low-density regions of M. In Sections[8.3]and [8.4] we calculate
examples and discuss these problems in more detail.

Other density-based filtrations, such as the distance-to-measure (DTM) sublevel
filtration [15] and the density sublevel filtration [7]], are primarily designed for the
purpose of noise filtering. Such methods assume that the regions of highest density
are the true features of the manifold. For example, consider the point cloud of Figure
[Ta] again. In these other density-based filtrations, it is the smaller circle whose cor-
responding homology class has a much longer lifetime in the persistent homology.
In our density-scaled filtration, the two circles have equal lifetimes in the persistent
homology, which reflects the fact that they have equally high “resolution” in the point
cloud.

2 The radius function r.(r) need not depend on density; more typically, the weight is determined by
some intrinsic property of the point. For example, in [4], a point cloud that represented the positions of
image pixels had weights that were given by pixel intensity.
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1.3 Organization

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we review background
from TDA and Riemannian geometry. In Section[3] we introduce our family of density-
scaled filtered complexes, including definitions for a density-scaled Cech complex
(DC) and a density-scaled Vietoris—Rips complex (DVR). We discuss convergence
properties in Sectionfd]and invariance properties in Section[5] In Section[6] we discuss
our algorithm for the implementation of a filtered complex DVR that approximates
the density-scaled Vietoris—Rips complex. We prove the stability of our density-
scaled complexes (including a stability theorem for Iﬂ) in Section [7| In Section
we compute examples and compare DVR to other filtered complexes. Finally in
Section[9] we conclude and discuss some avenues for future research. The code used
in this paper is available at https://bitbucket.org/ahickok/dvr/src/main/|

2 Background
2.1 Filtered Complexes

A comprehensive introduction to filtered complexes and TDA can be found in [18|
22||. Here we review the standard methods for building a filtered complex. Throughout
this section, let (M,d) denote a metric space and let X = {xj,...,xy} denote a point
cloud in M. For any index set J C {1,...,N}, let x; denote the simplex with vertices
xjforall j€J.

Definition 1 A filtered complex % is a collection of simplicial complexes { ¢} ,cr
such that JZ; C %, for all s < r. We refer to r as the filtration level.

Definition 2 The Cech complex C(M,d,X) is the filtered complex such that the set
of simplices in C(M,d,X), at filtration level r is

{x, | (\B(xj,r) #0and J C {1,...,N}}.
=y

Equivalently, C(M,d,X), is the nerve of {B(x,r)}cx, where B(x,r) :== {y € M |

d(x,y) <r}.

The Nerve Theorem provides theoretical guarantees for the Cech complex [10].

Theorem 1 (Nerve Theorem) (¢, B(xj,r) is either contractible or empty for all
JCA{1,...,N}, then C(M,d,X), is homotopy-equivalent to \JY_, B(x;,r).

In Euclidean space, all balls are convex (hence their intersections are contractible),
and thus the Cech complex at filtration level r is homotopy-equivalent to Uyex B(x, ).
In an arbitrary metric space, however, balls are not always convex. In a Riemannian
manifold, (;c; B(x;,r) is contractible only when r is sufficiently small.

Computing the Cech complex is computationally intensive. In practice, researchers
often compute the Vietoris—Rips complex instead, which requires only pairwise dis-
tances between the points.
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Definition 3 The Vietoris—Rips complex VR(M,d,X) is the filtered complex such
that the set of simplices in VR(M,d, X), at filtration level r is

{.XJ | d(xj,xj) <2rforalli,jeJ andJ C {1,...,N}}.

The Vietoris—Rips complex and the Cech complex share the same 1-skeleton. When
the metric space (M,d) is Euclidean space, the Vietoris—Rips complex and the Cech
complex are related by the Vietoris—Rips lemma [[18]], which says that

C(M,d,X), CVR(M,dX), CC(M,d,X) 5,

for all filtration values r. In addition to the Cech and Vietoris—Rips complexes, there
are many other methods for constructing a filtered complex from a point cloud. We
review other relevant filtered complexes in Appendix [9.1]

2.2 Persistence Modules

In this section, we define persistence modules, persistent homology, and persistence
diagrams. We assume the reader is familiar with homology. (A good introduction to
homology and algebraic topology is [25]].) References for the rest of this subsection
can be found in [13}50].

A persistence module V over R is a collection of vector spaces {V,},cr with
linear maps {V, : V5 — V, for all s < ¢} that satisfy the composition law v o vl = V¥
for all s <t < wu. If  is a filtered complex, the persistent homology of . over a
field F is the persistence module {H (.%;,F) },cr, which we denote by H (.7 ,F). For
all s <t, the inclusion J#; — % induces a linear map 1! : H(#;,F) — H(%,F).
We sometimes drop the field F from our notation when a fixed field is chosen. (All
calculations in Section [§] are done with F = Z/11Z, the default field used by the
GUDHI software package.) As r increases, new homology classes are born and old
homology classes die.

The Fundamental Theorem of Persistent Homology, stated below, shows that we
can decompose the persistence module in a way that yields a nice set of generators.
If % \ %; has a finite number of simplices for all s < 7 (this condition holds for the
Cech complex and the Vietoris—Rips complex), then there is a sequence {r;} such
that %, = ¢ for all r; < r < riy. The direct sum @, H(.%;,,F) has the structure of
a graded module over the graded ring F[x]. The action of x on a homogenous element

Y€ H(A,,F)isxy =117 (7).

Theorem 2 (Fundamental Theorem of Persistent Homology [S0]) The graded
F[x]-module @, H(#;,,F) is isomorphic to

(@wm) 0 (EjBbelF[x]/(xcf')) o)

for some integers {a;}, {b;}, {c;}, where £"'F x| denotes an m-shift upward in grad-
ing for any integer m.
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An X%T[x] summand corresponds to a homology class that is born at filtration level
ra; and never dies. An X%/F[x]/(x%/) summand corresponds to a homology class that
is born at filtration level rp; and dies at filtration level re; +rp,. The information
in a persistence module can be summarized by a persistence diagram, which is a
multiset of points in the extended plane R’. Given a decomposition in the form of
Equation [2| the persistence diagram includes the points (r,,,e0) for all i, the points
(rbj,rcj) for all j, and all points on the diagonal. The points on the diagonal are
included for technical reasons; one can think of them as homology classes that die
instantaneously. We denote the persistence diagram of a persistence module V by
dgm(V). The bottleneck distance between two diagrams is defined to be

Weo(dgm(V),dgm(U)) :=inf sup Hx— n(x)Hw ,
M xedgm(V)

where the infimum is taken over all bijections 7 : dgm(V) — dgm(U).

2.3 Riemannian Geometry

We briefly review the necessary background from Riemannian geometry. For further
reading, we recommend a textbook such as [36]. A Riemannian manifold (M, g) is
a smooth manifold M with a Riemannian metric g that defines a smoothly-varying
inner product on each tangent space T,,M. More precisely, g is a 2-tensor field on M;
to each x € M, the Riemannian metric g assigns a bilinear map g, on the tangent space
T.M. A Riemannian metric allows one to define the length of a vector v € T,M to be
|[v]| := gx(v,v)/2. The length of a continuously differentiable path y: [a,b] — M is
defined to be L(y) := f:Hq/(t)H dr.

A Riemannian manifold is a metric space. The distance between two points x, y
in the same connected component of M is

dy g (x,y) :=inf{L(y) | v: [a,b] — M is a C' path such that y(a) = x and y(b) = y}.

If (M, g) is complete, then the infimum is achieved by a geodesic, a curve that locally
minimizes length. If x and y are in different connected components, then their distance
is infinite.

To see that all manifolds can be given a Riemannian metric, recall that all man-
ifolds can be embedded into Euclidean space. Let 1 : M — R be an embedding.
The canonical Euclidean metric g pulls back to a Riemmanian metric 1*g on M. We
call 1*g the Euclidean-induced Riemannian metric. On each tangent space T,M, the
metric 1*g, is the restriction of gy to T,M. A Riemannian metric induces a volume
form dV , the unique n-form on M that equals 1 on all positively oriented orthonormal
bases. In local coordinates, the expression for the volume form is

dV =/|gldx" A--- Adx".

With a volume form and a smooth probability density function f: M — (0,00),
one can define a probability measure on the manifold. A good reference for prob-
ability and statistics on Riemannian manifolds is [35]. The volume form induces a
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Riemannian measure |1 on M. The measure of a Borel set A C M is u(A) = [,dV,
and the volume of M is p(M). The probability measure is defined to be

PA] = ./A.de

for Borel sets A C M.
Two Riemannian metrics g, § on M are conformally equivalent if there is a posi-
tive C* function A : M — R such that

g=»>Ag.

A conformal transformation is a diffeomorphism F : (M,g) — (M’,g’) such that g’
pulls back to Ag (i.e., F*g' = Ag) for some positive C* function A : M — R. Con-
formal transformations preserve angles; one can think of a conformal transformation
as a transformation that “locally scales” the manifold. For example, if M is a sub-
manifold of R” and has the Euclidean-induced Riemannian metric, then any global
scaling is a conformal transformation.

A special type of conformal transformation is an isometry. An isometry of Rie-
mannian manifolds is a diffeomorphism F : (M, g) — (M’,g’) such that g’ pulls back
to g (i.e., F*g' = g). An isometry of Riemannian manifolds is an isometry of metric
spaces in the usual sense (i.e., dug(x,y) = dpy o (F (x),F(y))).

3 Our Family of Density-Scaled Filtered Complexes
3.1 Our Density-Scaled Riemannian Manifold

Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold from which we sample N points
according to a smooth probability density function f : M — (0, ). We begin by defin-
ing a conformally-equivalent Riemannian metric g such that the points are uniformly
distributed in (M, ).

Definition 4 The density-scaled Riemannian metric is

§=1{/a(N)*f%s, 3)

where o(N) is a strictly positive function that satisfies

a(N)A*

a(N) — o
(N) = oo, N

—0 4

as N — oo, and where A* is the threshold filling factor defined in Equation[8]in Section

In this paper, we set

N
OC(N) — {llogN(logN+(nl)log]ogN) ? N
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which satisfies Equation i} However, the convergence properties of Sections [4] hold
for any choice of o(N) that satisfies the conditions of Equation {4} and the invari-
ance and stability results in Sections [5] and [7] hold for any choice of strictly positive
function o(N). B

The uniform probability measure on (M, g) is P[A] = [, de for all Borel sets

A C M, where dV is the volume form on (M, g) and fi(M) is the volume of (M, g).
Using local coordinates, we see that dV satisfies
dV =/|gldx' A---NdxX" = a(N) f+/|gldx" A--- AdX" = a(N) fdV.

1 v —
Therefore de = fdV because

R(M) = () [ fav = a(n).

This means that sampling points from (M, g) with probability density function f is
equivalent to sampling points uniformly at random from (M, §).

3.2 Our Definition of a Density-Scaled Filtered Complex

Definition 5 Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold, and let X = {xj,...,xy} be a
point cloud that consists of N points sampled from a smooth probability density func-
tion f : M — (0,00). The density-scaled Céch complex is the filtered complex

DC(M7gaf7X) = C(MadM,gaX)v

where dj ¢ is the Riemannian distance function in (M, §) and g is defined as in Equa-
tion Equivalently, the set of simplices in DC (M, g, f,X), at filtration level r is

{x] | (\B(xj,r) #0and J C {1,...,N}},

jel
where B(x,r) :={yeM | dMﬁg(X,Y) <r}.

Definition 6 Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold, and let X = {x;,...,xy} be a
point cloud that consists of N points sampled from a smooth probability density func-
tion f : M — (0,0). The density-scaled Vietoris—Rips complex is the filtered complex

DVR(M7g7f7X) = VR(MadM,g7X)7

where dy ; is the Riemannian distance function in (M,g) and g is defined as in Equa-
tion Equivalently, the set of simplices in DVR(M, g, f,X), at filtration level r > 0
is

{Xj | dm g(xi,x;) <2rforalli,jeJandJ C {L...,N}}.

More generally, one can define a density-scaled version of any distance-based
filtered complex by applying the filtered complex to the point cloud in the metric
space (M,dy 3), where dj g is the Riemannian distance function in the density-scaled
manifold (M, g).
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Definition 7 Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold, and let X = {xj,...,xy} be a
point cloud that consists of N points sampled from a smooth probability density func-
tion f: M — (0,00). If X(M,d,X) is a distance-based filtered complex, where (M,d)
denotes a metric space, then the density-scaled filtered complex is

DX(M,g.f,X):=X(M,dyzX),

where dyy ; is the Riemannian distance function in (M, g) and g is defined as in Equa-
tion[3

4 Convergence Properties of the Density-Scaled Cech Complex

In Theorem [3| below, we show that the density-scaled Cech complex is homotopy-
equivalent to M for an interval of filtration values that grows arbitrarily large in prob-
ability as N — oo. We begin by reviewing the relevant concepts. The convexity radius
of a Riemannian manifold (M, g) is

reoe = sup{r | B(x,s) is geodesically convex forallx € M and all 0 < s < r},
where B(x,s) :={y € M | du 4(x,y) < r} and where dy 4 is the Riemannian distance
function in (M, g). If s < r°™* the ball B(x,s) is geodesically convex (hence con-
tractible). Furthermore, the intersection of geodesically convex balls is geodesically
convex (hence contractible or empty). Let gy denote the density-scaled Riemannian
metric when there are N points, and let #5?™** denote the convexity radius of (M, gn).
The coverage radius of a point cloud X in a Riemannian manifold (M, g) is

reover = inf{r mc B(x,r)}.

xeX

Let 5" denote the coverage radius of a point cloud X in (M, gw).

Theorem 3 Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold, and let X be a point cloud that
consists of N points sampled from a smooth probability density function f: M —
(0,00). If 159V < r < 199™% then DC(M, g, f,X), is homotopy-equivalent to M. If
M is compact, then riy™™ — oo as N — oo. If M is compact and connected, then

ri" — 0 in probability as N — oo,

Proof If r < r™, then for all J C {1,...,N}, the intersection (¢, B(x;,7) is con-
vex, so it is either contractible or empty. If r > r{¥®', then |J; B(x;,r) = M. By the
Nerve Theorem, DC(M .8, f,X)r is homotopy-equivalent to M. The second statement
of the theorem follows from Lemma [T below, and the third statement of the theorem
follows from Lemma 2] below.

Lemma 1 If M is compact, then riy™® — oo as N — oo,

Proof The convexity radius of a compact manifold is positive (see, e.g., Proposition
20 in [6]). Therefore, r{®™* > 0, so ri?™ = {/&t(N)r{°®™** — oo because a;(N) — oo.
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Now we turn to the coverage radius. The behavior of the coverage radius is con-
trolled by the filling factor. On an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold M from which
N balls of radius r are chosen uniformly at random, the filling factor is

A= Nv, /" Ju(M), &)

where v, is the volume of a Euclidean unit n-ball. For small r, the filling factor ap-
proximates the number of points inside a ball of radius r. Let N, be the number of
balls of radius r required to cover M, assuming the balls are chosen uniformly at
random. Let 7 = v,,r"* be the volume of a Euclidean n-ball of radius r. Define

X, := NN, —log(n ") —nloglog(n™").

Theorem 4 (Theorem 1.1 in [20]) Let M be a compact, connected Riemannian man-
ifold with unit volume. There are constants r1 > 0 and C > 0, which do not depend
on M, such that if r < ry, then

]P’[Xr>x]§Ce_"/8, x>0
PIX, < x] < Cé*, x<0.

Corollary 1 Let (M,g) be a compact, connected Riemannian manifold. Suppose X is
a point cloud that consists of N points sampled uniformly at random from M. Suppose
w(N) is a sequence such that w(N) — o and w(N)/logN — 0.

1. If r is such that A = logN + (n—1)loglogN +w(N), then P[r°*" > r] — 0 as
N — oo,

2. If ris such that A =1ogN + (n — 1)loglogN — w(N), then P[r*®'*" < r] — 0 as
N — oo,

Proof Case 1: u(M) =1
In this case, the structure of our proof is similar to that of Corollary B.2 in [8].
First, we observe that the radius of the balls can be expressed by

H(M)A
Nv,

If N is sufficiently large and A = logN + (n — 1)loglogN +w(N), then r < ry. Let
x=nN—log(n~!) —nloglog(n=").
1. f A =logN+ (n—1)loglogN +w(N), then

P[r*°"" > /] = P[N, > N] = P[X, > x] < Ce /3 (6)
by Theorem @ Because 1 = N~ A, we have
x=A —logN +logA —nlog(logN —logA).
We expand the first term as A =logN + (n— 1)loglogN +w(N) to get
x = [logA —loglog N] + n[loglog N —log(logN —log A)] 4+ w(N).
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Because w(N)/logN — 0, we have

)=o
N—e logN

. logA
loglogN — log(logN —logA)] = —log 1 — 1 =0
[loglog N —log(log N —log A)] og( nggologN>

lim [logA —loglogN] = log ( lim
N—oo

lim

N—yoo
Therefore, x — o as N — 0. By Equation|[6] P[r**" > r] — 0.

2. If A =logN+ (n— 1)loglogN —w(N), then
P < 1] = P[N, < N] = P[X, < x] < C¢* (7

by Theorem ] Similarly to above, we have

x = [logA —loglogN] + n[loglogN —log(logN —logA)] —w(N),
$0 x — —oo as N — 0. By Equation[7] P[r<°¥*" < r] — 0.

Case 2: u(M) #1

Let (M,g) be the Riemannian manifold that is normalized to have unit volume.
Let A denote the filling factor for (M,g) and let 7°'< be the coverage radius for
the point cloud X in (M,g). In (M,g), the Riemannian distance function is dyz =

R/ 1(M)dy . Therefore, for any r, we have

P[reo¥r > 7] = P[rco"er > r/{'/m] :
PO < ] =P [r < r/{’/m].

When the radius of the balls in (M,2) is r// (M), the filling factor in (M,g) is

n
A =Nv, (r/\"//.t(M)) =A.
Applying Case 1 to (M,g) completes the proof.

This shows that on a compact, connected Riemannian manifold M from which points
are sampled uniformly at random, there is a threshold filling factor

AF = logN+(n—l)10g10gN, (8)

above which the balls are likely to cover M and below which the balls are unlikely

to cover M. There is a corresponding threshold radius r* := ¢’ /4(]1\1]//7‘)"/\* The threshold
radius on (M, gn) is

o= ©)

By EquationE], we have that ryy — 0 as N — oo,
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Lemma 2 Let M be a compact, connected Riemannian manifold, and let f : M —
(0,00) be a smooth probability density function from which N points are sampled.
Then r{"®" — 0 in probability as N — . Moreover, r5p"" /1y — 1 in probability.

Proof Let w(N) be a sequence such that w(N) — oo and w(N)/log N — 0. Define the
sequence of filling factors

Ay =1logN + (n—1)loglogN £ w(N),

and define r,j\? to be

+._n a(N)Aﬁ,E

ry =4 ————
N Nv, ’
which is the radius that corresponds to a filling factor of Aif on (M, gy). Note that
+
:—% — 1, where ry; is defined as in EquationH Because ry, — 0, it must be true that
rlj\i — 0.
Let € > 0. For sufficiently large N, we have ry, < €, so P[r$V" > €] < P[rsover >

ri7]. Applying Corollary [1| proves the first statement of the lemma. For sufficiently

large N, we have
— +

r r
l—e< X ci< B <I+e,
r r
N N
SO

rf\;)ver r;] ;:\;)ver i’;\; .
P —1’<8 SPIY « &« N | =Plry < rOVe « pF.
{r};, r ry N [ry <ry v

Applying Corollary [T|completes the proof.

5 Conformal Invariance

Let (M;,g1) and (M>,g>) be Riemannian manifolds, and let F : M, — M, be a dif-
feomorphism. If f; : M; — (0,c0) is a smooth probability density function, then we
can pull back f; to a probability density function f, : M» — (0,00) as follows.

Definition 8 (Pullback of a Probability Density Function) The pullback of fi un-
der F is the function f; : My — (0,00) such that fodV, = F*(fidV). The probability
density function f; exists because the space of n-forms on an n-dimensional manifold
is spanned by dV5.

The pullback of a probability density function is defined such that sampling a point
cloud Y from f; is equivalent to sampling a point cloud X from f; and setting ¥ =
F~1(X).

Proposition 1 Suppose x is sampled from fi : My — (0,%0) and let y; = F~'(x).
Suppose y, is sampled from fr : My — (0,00), where f, is the pullback of fi defined
by Definition[8| Then y\ and y, are identically distributed.
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Proof If A C M, is a Borel set, then
Py, € A] = Plx € F(A)] = /F(A) fidvy = /Afzdvz —P[y, € A].

Prop justiﬁes a comparison of DX (M,g1, f1,-) to DX(Ma, g2, f>,F~'(-)). Below,
we define what we mean by an isomorphism of two filtered complexes and what we
mean by invariance of a filtered complex.

Definition 9 (Isomorphism of Filtered Complexes) Let 7! = { 7!} ,cg and # 2 =
{K?},cR be filtered complexes, and let V/, S’ be the sets of vertices and simplices,

respectively, of K. Let VI = J, V! be the set of all vertices of .#". We say that %!

and 72 are isomorphic if there is a bijective map ¢ : V! — V2 such that ¢ induces

bijections V! — V? and S! — 52 for all r.

Definition 10 (Invariance) Let (M1, g;) and (M-, g>) be Riemannian manifolds, and
let F : M, — M, be a diffeomorphism. A density-scaled complex DX is invariant
under F if DX (M, g1, f1,X) is isomorphic to DX (Ma, g2, f», F~! (X)) for all smooth
probability density functions f; : M; — (0,e) and point clouds X sampled from fi,
where f> : My — (0,0) is the pullback of f; defined by Definition|8]

We restrict ourselves to a suitable class of distance-based filtered complexes
X(M,d,X) that are invariant under global isometry. This class includes the Cech
complex, the Vietoris—Rips complex, and many other standard distance-based filtered
complexes.

Definition 11 (Invariance Under Global Isometry) Let (M,d;) and (M>,d,) be
metric spaces. A distance-based filtered complex X(M,d,X) is invariant under global
isometry if £(My,d;,X) is isomorphic to X (Ma,dy, F~' (X)) for all global isometries
F : My — M and all point clouds X in M;.

Theorem [5| below shows in particular that the density-scaled Cech complex DC
and the density-scaled Vietoris—Rips complex DVR are invariant under all confor-
mal transformations. As a corollary, this implies that they are invariant under global
scaling (Corollary [2). Additionally, they are invariant under diffeomorphisms of 1-
dimensional manifolds (Corollary [3).

Theorem 5 Suppose that X(M,d,X) is a distance-based filtered complex that is in-
variant under global isometry, and let DX be the density-scaled filtered complex.
Then DX is invariant under all conformal transformations.

Proof Suppose that (M), g;) and (M,,g,) are Riemannian manifolds with Rieman-
nian distance functions dy, o, and dy,g,, respectively. Let fi : M; — (0,0) be a
probability density function on M;. Suppose F : M> — M is a conformal transfor-
mation, and let f> be the pullback of f; defined by Definition [8] Let g, g be the
density-scaled Riemannian metrics, and suppose that X is a point cloud that consists
of N points sampled from f;. By Lemma@in Appendix (9.2} X(M,,dy, z,,X) is iso-
morphic to X(Ma,dy, 3,,F ' (X)) because X is invariant under global isometry. Thus
DX (Mjy,g1,f1,X) is isomorphic to DX (M, g2, f»,F ~1(X)).
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Corollary 2 (Density-Scaled Complexes are Invariant Under Global Scaling) Let
M be a submanifold of R™ with the Euclidean-induced Riemannian metric gy. Sup-
pose L : R™ — R™ is the linear transformation L(x) = Ax for some A € (0,00). If
X(M,d,X) is a distance-based filtered complex that is invariant under global isome-
try, then the density-scaled complex DX is invariant under L™

Proof Let L(M) be the image of M under L, and let 8r(m) be the Euclidean-induced
Riemannian metric on L(M). The map L~! is a conformal transformation because
(L")em = )Lisz(M}

Corollary 3 Suppose that £(M,d,X) is a distance-based filtered complex that is in-

variant under global isometry, and let DX be the density-scaled complex. Then DX
is invariant under all diffeomorphisms of 1-dimensional manifolds.

Proof Let F : M, — M be a diffeomorphism between 1-dimensional Riemannian
manifolds (M, g) and (M>,g>). Because each tangent space is 1-dimensional, we
must have that F*g; = A g, for some positive smooth function A : M, — R.

6 Implementation

For an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold M that is a submanifold of R” and

has the Euclidean-induced Riemannian metric g, we implement a filtered complex
]ﬁ(n, k,X) that approximates the density-scaled Vietoris—Rips complex DVR(M, g, f,X).
The implementation requires a choice of parameter k (see Section [6.2), knowledge of

the dimension n of the manifold, and knowledge of the pairwise Euclidean distances
between the points of X. The dimension n can be estimated using one of the methods
mentioned previously [21} [24) 27, 28], 48], and we describe a heuristic method for
choosing k at the end of Section[6.2]

6.1 Estimation of f

We estimate the probability density function f by using kernel-density estimation. As
described in [34]], we use an n-dimensional kernel, where n = dim(M).

Theorem 6 (Theorem 2.1 in [34]) Suppose M is an n-dimensional submanifold of
R™. Let K : R — [0,0) be a kernel function such that

1. K is symmetric: K(—x) = K(x),

2. K is normalized: [, -, K(|z]|)d"z =1,

3. K(x)=0forx¢ (—1,1), and

4. K is differentiable in (—1,1), with bounded derivative.

Let {hy }nen be a sequence of bandwidth parameters in (0,0). Given a point cloud X
that consists of N points sampled from a probability density function f : M — (0,),
the estimator of f is defined to be

poy Ly 1o [ lly—=xl
W0)i= 5 k| (10)
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Sor all y € R™, where ||y — x|| denotes the Euclidean distance in R™. If f is twice
differentiable in a neighborhood of y and hy < N ﬁ, then

E[(fv() — f())*] = O N‘ as N > co.

As hy — 0, the condition that K has compact support ensures that we are only av-
eraging around a small neighborhood of y. This is important on a manifold because
|ly —x|| is only guaranteed to be a good approximation to the Riemannian distance
du.g(x,y) when y is close to x (see, e.g., Lemma 3.1 in [34]).

In our implementation, we set the bandwidth to hy = N = (Scott’s rule [38]),
which satisfies the conditions of Theorem [6] Kernels that satisfy the conditions of
Theorem [6] include the Epanechnikov kernel, the biweight kernel, and the triweight
kernel [40]. We set the default kernel K to be the biweight kernel because it has
the most consistent performance in our experiments of Section[8] (In the example of
Section @], we explore the effects of the choice of kernel.) In dimension n = 1, the

biweight kernel is
15 22
5122 xe(-1,1
K(y):={ o170 xe (LY (11)
0, otherwise.
In higher dimensions 7, the biweight kernel of Equation [T1| must be normalized dif-

ferently. In general, if K(x) is a kernel function in dimension n = 1, then the radial
kernel function in dimension 7 is

kW
Ka(x) sn,lfOlK(r)r"_ldr’

where s, is the surface area of the (n — 1)-sphere. For example, the biweight kernel
in dimension n is

-1
Ko(x) = (Snl(inizﬂh)) (1-x2)%, xe(-1,1)

0, otherwise.

6.2 Estimation of Riemannian Distances in the Density-Scaled Manifold

Let dy ; denote the Riemannian distance function in (M, g). In a similar manner as
to how Riemannian distances are estimated in Isomap [44]] and C-Isomap [39]], we
estimate dyy s as follows.

1. Construct the k-nearest neighbor graph Gy (X) for some choice of parameter k.
(A heuristic method for choosing k is discussed at the end of this subsection.) Ver-
tices x;,x; are connected by an edge if either x; is one of the k-nearest neighbors
of x; (as measured by Euclidean distance) or if x; is one of the k-nearest neighbors
of x; (as measured by Euclidean distance).
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2. We set the weight of an edge (x;,x;) € Gvn(X) to

W) = () max{ fi (). fu (e)) } v =

where f is defined as in Equation
3. For any x;,xj € X, our estimate dy 3(xi,x;) of dp g(xi,x;) is the length of the
shortest weighted path in Gyyy(X) from x; to x;, if such a path exists. We set

dum g(xi,x ;) = coif x; and x; are not in the same connected component of Gy (X).

In step 1, we connect each point to its k-nearest neighbors. When N is large, the
k-nearest neighbors to a point x are likely to be within a small neighborhood of x. If

y is near x, then {/ o (N) f(x)dpm g(x,y) is a good approximation to dus z(x,y). That is,
dM.g ()C,y)

A Wdugry)

Additionally, it is well-known that Euclidean distance ||x — y|| is a good approxima-
tion to dy g (x,y) when y is near x (see, e.g., Lemma 3.1 in [[34]). That is,

asx—y. (12)

d ;
dugy) o (13)
[lx =yl
Together, Equations [13]and [12]imply that
dMA,g(xay)

— 1 asx —y. (14)

Vo) fx)lx—y
We note that because f is smooth, we can replace f(x) in Equation[14]by max{f(x), f(v)}
or by anything that converges to f(x) as x — y. In step 2, it is crucial to use the max-
imum of fy(x;) and fy(x;), rather than simply fy(x) or some average of fiy(x) and
fN (y), so that the construction is robust with respect to outliers. Otherwise, even a
single outlier in a low-density region could be deadly. The density at an outlier is
very low, so the distance from an outlier to a point on the manifold would be under-
estimated if we did not use the maximum. For the same reason, using the maximum is
also important when there are regions of differing density that are close in Euclidean
space. In Sections [8.3and [8.4] we empirically test our method on point clouds with
those challenges.

A good choice of k (if such a k exists) is the smallest k such that two points x,
x' are in the same component of Gyyy(X) if and only if x and x’ are in the same
component of M and such that points that are “close” in M are connected by an edge
in Gyyy (X). Heuristically, one can choose k to be the first £ for which the number
of connected components in Gy (X) is equal to the number of connected compo-
nents in Gy (X) for all k' € {k—¢,--- ,k} for some fixed ¢ € N. In our experiments
(Section , we find that £ = 5 works well. Generally, it is better for k to be too large
than too small. A choice of k that is too small could drastically change the Rieman-
nian distance estimates if two points in the same component of M are not connected
in Gyyy(X). A small value of k can result in issues even when the components of
Givn (X) align correctly with the components of M. For example, if M is a connected
curve, then two consecutive points in X on the curve may not necessarily be con-
nected by an edge in Gyyy (X) even if Gyyy(X) is a connected graph.
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6.3 Definition of DVR

Definition 12 Let X = {xi,...,xn} be a point cloud sampled from an unknown man-
ifold of known dimension n. For fixed parameter k, the set of simplices in the approx-

imate density-scaled Vietoris—Rips complex Ii\ﬁi(n7 k,X) at filtration level 7 is
{x, | dy g(xi,x;) <2t foralli,j € JandallJ C {1,...,N}},

where dy 3(x;,x;) is calculated as in Section

We recommend that the parameter k is set by the heuristic described in Section[6.2}

7 Stability

Let X and Y be point clouds that consist of N points sampled from a smooth prob-
ability density function f : M — (0,0), and let € > 0. We show that if X and Y are
sufficiently close with respect to a suitable metric, then the pairwise bottleneck dis-

tances between the pairs of diagrams (dgm(DC(M, g, f,X)),dgm(DC(M, g, f, Y))> ,

(dgm(DVR(M, ¢.f.X)),dgm(DVR(M, g, f, Y))) ,and (dgm(]ﬁ(th)), dgm(DVR(n,k,Y) ))

are at most €. (For the case of ]ﬁ the point cloud X must satisfy an additional con-
straint that is almost surely satisfied; see Definition[T4]) By Theorem 7] (a result from
[14]), it suffices to show that the respective complexes are €-interleaved, a concept
that we review below. For more details and examples of €-interleaving, see [13]].

Let U and V be persistence modules over R, and let {u! : Uy — U,} and {V/} :
Vs — V,} be the respective collections of linear maps from the persistence module
structure. A homomorphism of degree € is a collection @ of linear maps

O U = Ve forallt € R

such that the diagram

U, —— T,

o s
VT+E

VHS % Vt+£
commutes for all s < ¢. Let Hom* (U, V) denote the set of homomorphisms U — V
of degree € and End?(V) denote the set of degree-€ homomorphisms V — V. A
particularly important degree-€ endomorphism is 15, € End®(V), which is the collec-
tion of maps v/ *¢ for all ¢+ € R. Composition of shifted homomorphisms is given by
composition of the linear maps. If @ € Hom® (U,W) and ¥ € Hom® (W, V), then
¥ P c Hom® 72 (U, V) is the collection of linear maps

II/[+£| e} (P[ . U[ — V[+g] +& for all r € R.
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Persistence modules U and V are e-interleaved if there are & € Hom?(U,V) and
¥ ¢ Hom?(V,U) such that

Yo =1¥, Yo=1%.

A persistence module V is g-tame if rank(v,) < oo for all s < ¢. The following the-
orem says that the persistence diagrams of g-tame persistence modules that are &-
interleaved have bottleneck distance at most €. We note that if 7, is a finite complex
for all r, then its persistent homology H(.¢") is g-tame because H(.%;) is finite-
dimensional for all r. Thus Theorem [/| applies to the persistent homology of the
density-scaled complexes, which are finite at all filtration levels r.

Theorem 7 ([13]]) If U and V are g-tame persistence modules that are €-interleaved,
then the bottleneck distance between the persistence diagrams satisfies

Weo(dgm(U),dgm(V)) < €.

7.1 Stability of DVR and DC

The density-scaled Cech and Vietoris—Rips complexes are defined to be the Cech and
Vietoris—Rips complexes, respectively, in the density-scaled manifold (M, g). The
stability properties of DC and DVR therefore follow from the usual stability proper-
ties of the Cech complex and the Vietoris—Rips complex [14]. Let dy(X,Y, (M, §))
denote the Hausdorff distance in (M, §) between two point clouds X and Y that each
consist of N points sampled from f : M — (0,0).

Theorem 8 (Lemma 4.3 in [14]) If dy(X,Y,(M,g)) < €, then H(DVR(M, g, f,X))
and H(DVR(M, g, f,Y)) are e-interleaveaﬂ

Theorem 9 (Corollary 4.10 in [14]) If dy (XY, (M,3)) < &, then H(DC(M, g, f,X))
and H(DC(M, g, f,Y)) are €-interleaved.

7.2 Stability of DVR

Let X and Y be two point clouds that consist of N points each. Their Wasserstein
distance is defined to be

Wo(X.¥) = inf 1.

where the infimum is taken over all bijections 1 : X — Y and where |1, := max,¢cx Hx —n(x) H
is defined to be the largest perturbation of any point. In Theorem we show that if
X and Y are two point clouds of the same size that are in *“general position” (de-
fined below in Definition and sufficiently close in Wasserstein distance, then
H(]ﬁ(n, k,X)) and H(DVR(n,k,Y)) are e-interleaved.

First, we review a result from [14] that we use in our proof of stability.

3 In [[14], the Vietoris—Rips complex is defined so that there is an edge between x and y at filtration
level r if d(x,y) < r. In this paper, we use 2r instead. The condition from [14] on the Hausdorff distance is
adjusted accordingly.



22 Abigail Hickok

Definition 13 Let S and T be filtered complexes with vertices X and Y, respectively.
A bijection N : X — Y is &-simplicial if for all ¢ and all simplices x; € S;, we have
that 17(x;) is a simplex in Ty ,.

The following proposition is proved in [14]] in greater generality for correspondences
C:X =2 Y. We state the proposition for the special case in which C induces a bijection.

Proposition 2 (Proposition 4.2 in [14]) If S and T are filtered complexes with ver-
tices X and Y, respectively, and 1 : X — Y is a bijection such that 1 and =" are
both g-simplicial, then the persistence modules H(S) and H(T) are €-interleaved.

To prove our stability theorem for DVR (Theorem , we first prove a stability
lemma for the density estimate (Lemma|[3) and a stability lemma for the Riemannian-
distance estimates (Lemmad)).

Lemma 3 (Stability of f) Let X and Y be point clouds that consist of N points each,
and let fx, fy denote the respective density estimators, as defined by Equation
for some kernel K that satisfies the conditions of Theorem|6] For any € > 0, there is a
8 >0 such thatif ) : X — Y is a bijection and ||n||., < 8, then|fx (x) — fy(n(x))| < &

for all x € X. The value of 6 depends only on the number of points N, the kernel K
used by the density estimators, and the dimension n.

Proof The conditions of Theorem [6]imply that K is uniformly continuous. There is
a & > 0 such that if |a — b| < 28, then |K(a/hy) — K(b/hy)| < hiye. The value of

0 depends only on the kernel K, the dimension n, and the bandwidth &y = N ﬁ If
Inll.. < 0, then

le=x ) o (In@ =0
’—Nh}'\,;(K Ty | hN <&

Jx(x) = fr(n
Definition 14 We say that X is in general position with respect to parameter k if
every x € X has a unique set of k-nearest neighbors. That is, for all x € X, there
is a subset Ni(x) C X of size k such that ||x —u|| <|x—v]|| for all u € Ni(x) and
v e X\ Np(x).

A point cloud X is in general position with respect to all k whenever||x — y|| #||x — z||
for all x,y,z € X. If X is a finite point cloud sampled randomly from a smooth prob-
ability density function, then X is almost surely in general position for all k£ and X is
always in general position with respect to k = |X|.

Lemma 4 (Stability of Riemannian-Distance Estimate) Let X and Y be point clouds
that consist of N points each, and let fx and fy denote the respective density estima-
tors, as defined by Equation [I0] for some kernel K that satisfies the conditions of
Theorem @ For any € > 0, there is a 8 > 0 such that if n : X — Y is a bijection,
INll.. <0, and X is in general position with respect to k, then

[dorg (5. = daag (). M) < €
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for all x,x' € X, where d//;,l\_g~ is the estimate of Riemannian distance in (M, g) that is
defined in Section The value of & depends on the point cloud X, the number of
points N, the kernel K used by the density estimators, and the dimension n.

Proof Let Gyyy(X) and Gyyy (Y) be the weighted k-nearest neighbor graphs defined
in Section and let N(x) and Ni(y) denote the sets of k-nearest neighbors of
x € X and y € Y, respectively. There is a 6’ > 0 such that if |||, < 6’ and X is
in general position with respect to k, then Y is in general position with respect to
k and Ni(n(x)) = n(Ni(x)) for all x. Thus i induces an isomorphism between the
underlying unweighted k-nearest neighbor graphs.

Let w denote the weight function on the edges of Gyyn(X) and Gyyy(Y). The
conditions on K imply that K is bounded above by some B, so sup,cgm(fy(z)) <
B/h},. By Lemma 3] there is a §” such that if |||, < §”, then

€
2(N — 1)diam(X) {/(N)

{fmax{ 705071} ~ { max{F () Fn )| <

Let 6 = min{d’,8”,h} /[4(N — 1)B{/at(N)]}. If |n]|.., < 8, then the difference be-
tween the weight of (x;,x;) in Gyyy(X) and the weight of (1(x;),1(x;)) in Guvn(Y)
satisfies

for all x;,x; € X.

|w(xi, x;) —w(n(xi),n(x;))] < (v” a(N)||xi — x|

§fmax{ F(x), 7)) = {/max{F(n

<x,->>,f<n<xj>>}\

+ 4/ {fmax 737053 s =) = )]

€ B
I 9
€

< .
N—-1

15)

If ¥ is a path in Gyyy(X) with at most N — 1 edges, then the difference between
the weighted lengths of y and 1 () satisfies

|length(y) —length(n(7))| < & (16)

by Equation [I5] The shortest weighted path between any two vertices has at most
N — 1 edges because if v is a path in Gy (X) or Gy (Y) with at least N edges, then
it must contain a cycle, and removing the cycle would create a shorter path. It follows
from Equation [T6] that

‘dM,g(xiaxj) —dug(m(xi),n(x;))| <e
for all x;, x; € X.

Theorem 10 Let X and Y be point clouds that consist of N points each. For any
€ >0, there is a 8 > 0 such that if W (X,Y) < 6 and X is in general position with
respect to k, then H(]ﬁ(l’l, k,X)) and H(]ﬂ(n, k,Y)) are e-interleaved. The value
of 6 depends on the point cloud X, the number of points N, the kernel K used by the
density estimator, and the dimension n.
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Proof Choose 8 as in the statement of Lemma 4] for 2¢. If Wa.(X,Y) < 8, then there
is a bijection i : X — Y such that ||||., < 8. Suppose x; € DVR(n,k,X),. For any
y,Y € n(xs), we have

—

dug(v.y) < dyg(n~'(),n ' () +2e <2 +€).

Thus n(x;) € Iﬂ(n,k,Y)Hg, so 1 is e-simplicial. By an analogous argument, 7!
is e-simplicial. The theorem then follows from Prop 2]

8 Empirical Performance
8.1 Two Circles of Different Radii

We return to our example in the introduction, the point cloud in Figure[la) in which
we sample N = 500 points from the disjoint union of two circles C; and C, of ra-
dius R; = 1 and Ry =5, respectively. The dimension of the manifold is n = 1. The
probability density function is

1
flo={ R T
- 1
7R, XGCQ.

We estimate the density at each point by using the kernel density estimator defined in
Equation[I0] with the biweight kernel, and we compute shortest paths in the weighted
k-nearest neighbor graph Gy (X) to estimate Riemannian distances. To choose the
parameter k, we follow the heuristic outlined in Section For increasing k, we
calculate the number of connected components in Ggyy(X). We show the results in
Figure for ke {1,...,11}. The number of components decreases from k =1 to k =
5, and then remains constant at two for k € {5,...,74}. Therefore, we set k =5+{ =
10. (See Section[6.2]for a definition of £.) In this example, the connected components
of Gyyy(X) correspond exactly to the connected components of the manifold M.

We show the persistence diagram for H (]j\ﬁi(n7 k,X)), with parameters n = 1 and
k = 10, in Figure [3a] Each circle has equally high resolution in the point cloud (i.e.,
f(x)o(x) is a constant function), so we expect that the lifetimes of the corresponding
homology classes are equal. Indeed, the two most-persistent 1D homology classes in
H(lﬁ(n,k,X)) have lifetimes that are much closer in length than in H(VR(X)),
whose persistence diagram is shown in Figurem InH (ﬁ\ﬁi(n7 k,X)), the two most-
persistent 1D homology classes have coordinates (0.171,2.306) and (0.130,1.537),
respectively; the less-persistent class has a lifetime that is 65.9% the lifetime of the
most-persistent class. By contrast, the two most persistent 1D homology classes in
H(VR(X)) have coordinates (0.886,8.665) and (0.110, 1.733), respectively; the less-
persistent class has a lifetime that is only 20.9% the lifetime of the most-persistent
class. One might incorrectly deduce from this that the 1D homology class with the
shorter lifetime is merely noise, even though we have an equal amount of “informa-
tion” about both circles. The two infinite 0D homology classes in H (D/VTi(n,k,X )
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Fig. 2: The number of components in Gyyy(X) for k € {1,...,11}, where X is the
point cloud in Figure [Ta] sampled from the disjoint union of two circles of different
radii. For k € {5,...,74}, the number of components is two, which is equal to the
number of connected components in the manifold that we sampled X from.

correspond to the two connected components of the underlying manifold. The per-
sistence diagram for H(VR(X)) has two OD homology classes that are significantly
more persistent than the others, but only one is infinite.

We also test the choice of kernel and the choice of k. The other two kernels that we
test are the Epanechnikov kernel and the triweight kernel, and the other two values of
k that we test are k =5 and k = 15. In Figure[d] we show the persistence diagrams, and
in Table[I] we summarize the most important features of the persistence diagrams. As
we did above, we count the number of infinite 0D homology classes and we calculate
the ratio of the lifetimes of the two most-persistent 1D homology classes (where a
ratio closer to 1 is better). The triweight kernel with k = 10 yields the highest ratio
(.678), slightly higher than the ratio for the biweight kernel with k = 10. Using a
value of kK = 5 (with the biweight kernel) leads to very poor results (a ratio of .011)
because k = 5 is too low for all of the adjacent points in X on the largest circle to be
connected by an edge in Gyyy (X).

8.2 Cassini Curve

Our second example illustrates the power of the conformal-invariance property. We
sample a point cloud from a Cassini curve [49], which is homeomorphic to S'. In
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Fig. 3: Let X be the point cloud in Figure|lal sampled from the disjoint union of two

circles with different radii. (a) The persistence diagram for H (Iﬂ(n,k,X ), with
parameters n = 1 and k = 10. The points are labeled with their multiplicity. (b) The
persistence diagram for H(VR(X)).

Table 1: Comparison of Kernel Functions and k Values

H k  Kernel function L'feﬂ';':tl‘;f;z;ﬂg:‘;;jf{;ﬁg é?ﬁﬁ':;yl‘zgliilass Number of infinite 0D homology classes H
10 Biweight .659 2
10 Epanechnikov .604 2
10 Triweight .678 2
5 Biweight 011 2
15 Biweight 442 2

polar coordinates, the equation for our Cassini curve is

P —2r7cos20 =¢* — 1, (17)
where e is the eccentricity; we set e = 1.01. We sample 0 uniformly at random from
[0,27r) and map 6 + (6,r(6)) as defined by Equation [17} This is a conformal map-
ping from S! to the Cassini curve. The mapping pushes the points 8 = 7/2 and
0 = 3m/2 on the circle much closer to each other, thus decreasing the local feature
size (as defined in [2] and in the introduction) near those points. However, the map-
ping also increases the density near those same points, so the mapping preserves a
high level of resolution of the manifold at every point.

In Figure 5] we show a point cloud X that consists of N = 200 points sampled
from the Cassini curve. We estimate the density at each point by using the kernel
density estimator defined in Equation [I0] with the biweight kernel. Following the
heuristic from Section we choose k = 12, for which Gyyy(X) is a connected
graph (just as the Cassini curve is connected).
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Fig. 4: Let X be the point cloud in Figure|la} sampled from the disjoint union of two
circles with different radii. Each plot is a persistence diagram for H(DVR (n,k,X)),
where we vary the value of k and the choice of kernel for density estimation. The di-

mension is n = 1. In all persistence diagrams, the 0D homology class with an infinite
death time has multiplicity 2.

We show the persistence diagram for H (]ﬁ(n,k,X )) (with parameters n = 1
and k = 12) in Figure [6a] The diagram shows only one infinite 0D homology class
and one 1D homology class, which is consistent with the homology of the Cassini
curve because the Cassini curve has one 0D homology generator (it’s connected) and
one 1D homology generator. We compare to the persistence diagram for H(VR(X)),
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Fig. 5: A point cloud X that consists of N = 200 points sampled from the Cassini
curve defined in polar coordinates (6,r) by Equation The angle 6 is sampled
uniformly at random.
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Fig. 6: Let X be the point cloud in Figure[5| sampled from the Cassini curve. (a) The

persistence diagram for H(DVR(n,k, X)), with parameters n = 1 and k = 12. (b) The
persistence diagram for H(VR(X)).

shown in Figure [6b] The diagram shows two nearly equally-persistent 1D homology
classes, which is not consistent with the topology of the Cassini curve.

8.3 A Point Cloud with Outliers

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance of DVR ona point cloud that contains
outliers. Because outliers lie in low-density regions, where density-scaled Rieman-
nian distances are much shorter than Euclidean distances, one might be concerned
that outliers that are not on the manifold would get connected to points on the man-
ifold too quickly. Indeed, this is what happens in the density-weighted complexes
of Appendix m (We discuss this at the end of the present subsectlon ) Here, we
show that DVR does not suffer from this problem, and in fact DVR outperforms the
Vietoris—Rips complex on the point cloud that we test on.
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o n s ame®

Fig. 7: A point cloud X that consists of 200 points drawn uniformly at random from
S' and 10 points drawn uniformly at random from [—1, 1]2.

The point cloud X in Figure [/| consists of 200 points sampled uniformly at ran-
dom from the manifold M = S' and 10 points sampled uniformly at random from
the square [—1,1]?. The dimension of the manifold is n = 1, and we set k = 10 by
following the heuristic in Section[6.2] We estimate the density at each point by using
the kernel density estimator defined in Equation with the biweight kernel.

In Figure we show the persistence diagrams for H (ITVT{(n, k,X))and H(VR(X)).
Both diagrams have one 1D homology class that has a much longer lifetime than the
others. This correctly reflects the topology of S!, which has one generator for its 1D
homology. The lifetime of the most-persistent 1D homology class is much longer in
H(]ﬁ(n, k,X)) than in H(VR(X)). In H(]ﬁ(n, k,X)), the most-persistent 1D ho-
mology class is born at ¢ = .299 and dies at at t = 3.107, whereas in H(VR(X)), it is
born at 7 = 0.212 and dies much earlier at 7 = 1.102.

We also compare DVR to the density-weighted Vietoris—Rips complex (Appendix
[0.1.2) to show that the density-weighted Vietoris—Rips complex may not perform well
when there are outliers in the point cloud. In Figure [0] we show the 1-skeleton of
the density-weighted complexes for increasing filtration level ¢. The outliers quickly
connect to points on the circle. In Figure[I0] we show the persistence diagram for the
density-weighted Vietoris—Rips complex. The 1D persistence is a poor reflection of
the 1D homology of the underlying manifold, which has a single generator.

8.4 Application: Clustering
In this example, we show that DVR s effective at identifying the number of clusters in

a point cloud whose clusters have different densities. We sample N = 200 points from
the union of the squares [0,1] x [0,1] and [1.5,2.5] x [0, 1]. The probability density

function is
176, xelo,1]x[0,1]
100 = {5/6, x € [1.5,2.5] x [0, 1]. "
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Fig. 8: Let X be the point cloud in Figure which consists of 200 points sampled uni-
formly at random from S! and 10 points sampled uniformly at random from [—1, 1]?.

(a) The persistence diagram for ]ﬁ(n, k,X), with parameters n = 1 and k = 10. The
1D homology class with the longest lifetime has coordinates (0.299,3.107). (b) The

persistence diagram for H(VR(X)). The 1D homology class with the longest lifetime
has coordinates (0.212,1.102).
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Fig. 9: Let X be the point cloud in Figure which consists of 200 points sampled uni-
formly at random from S! and 10 points drawn uniformly at random from [—1,1]2. In

each plot, the ball centered at x € X has radius ————, where fy(x) is the estimate
P V) i) ()
of f(x) defined by Equation We display the 1-skeleton of the density-weighted

Vietoris—Rips complex (equivalently, the 1-skeleton of the density-weighted Cech
complex) for r =0.05,¢# =0.1, and t = 0.15.
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Fig. 10: The persistence diagram for the persistent homology of the density-weighted
Vietoris—Rips complex for the point cloud X in Figure[7] which consists of 200 points

sampled uniformly at random from S! and 10 points drawn uniformly at random from
[—1,1]%.
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Fig. 11: A point cloud X that consists of N = 200 points sampled from the union
of the squares [0,1]? and [1.5,2.5] x [0, 1] with probability density function given by
Equation|T8]

We show the point cloud X in Figure[TT]

We show the persistence diagram for H (]ﬁ(n,k,X )), with parameters n = 2
and k = 9 (chosen by the heuristic in Section [6.2) in Figure [I2a] The two infinite
0D homology classes correspond to the two connected components of the underlying
manifold (the two squares). In Figures [I2b] and [12d] we compare the persis-
tence diagram for H (Iﬂ(n, k,X)) to the persistence diagrams for the Vietoris—Rips
complex, the KNN complex (Appendix 0.1.1)), and the density-weighted Vietoris—
Rips complex (Appendix 0.1.2). None of these three persistence diagrams show two
equally-persistent 0D homology classes. Moreover, the persistence diagrams for the
KNN filtration and the density-weighted filtration show several 1D homology classes
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Fig. 12: Let X be the point cloud in Figure sampled from the union of the
squares [0,1]? and [1.5,2.5] x [0, 1] with probability density function given by Equa-
tion (a) The persistence diagram for H (]ﬁ(n, k,X)), with parameters n = 2 and
k =9. The points are labeled with their multiplicity. (b) The persistence diagram for
H(VR(X)). (c) The persistence diagram for H(KNN(X)). (d) The persistence dia-
gram for the PH of the density-weighted Vietoris—Rips complex defined in Appendix

P13

with lifetimes that are almost as long as the 0D homology class with the 2nd-longest
lifetime, even though the underlying manifold has trivial 1D homology.
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8.5 Application: Lorenz System

As a final demonstration of our method, we apply DVR to a point cloud generated
from the Lorenz ‘63 dynamical system [30]]. The equations of motion are

% = G(y_'x)7
& =x(p-2)-v, (19)
€ =xy- Pz,

where o, p, and f3 are system parameters. We set ¢ = 10, p =28, and § = 8/3, which
are the values that Lorenz used in [30]. In this subsection, we study a point cloud that
is sampled from a time-delay embedding of x(7). Dynamical systems are often stud-
ied via such time-delay embeddings because the image of the time-delay embedding
is diffeomorphic to the attractor manifold (under suitable conditions) by Takens’ em-
bedding theorem [43]]. The point cloud that results from the time-delay embedding is
an interesting application for DVR because it is a point cloud that Vietoris—Rips does
not perform well on.

The Lorenz attractor has two visible holes that correspond to two equilibrium
points (see Figure[I3a). These holes correspond to two “topological regimes” in the
dynamical system, as defined by [42]]. Observe that the two holes are of different sizes
and that the density is higher near the smaller hole. The difference in density is even
more pronounced in the time-delay embedding, which we show in Figure [I3b]

We construct a point cloud as follows. Our initial condition for Equation [I9]is
(x0,50,20) = (1,1, 1), and we solve the system from time ¢ = 0 to time 7 = 50 using
the SciPy ODE solver [47]. This results in an approximate solution (x(¢),y(¢),z(¢)). In
Figure we show the collection of points {(x(#;),y(t;),z(t;)) }}20°, with time steps
t; = .05i. We define the point cloud X to be the 2-dimensional time-delay embedding
of x() with time lag 7 = .05 (see Figure[13b).

In Figure , we compare the persistence diagrams for H (Iﬂ(n, k,X)) (with pa-
rameters n =2 and k = 10) and H(VR(X)). The persistence diagram for H (ﬁ((n, k, X))
picks up on both equilibrium points, as it has two 1D homology classes with signif-
icantly longer lifetimes than the other homology classes. By contrast, the Vietoris—
Rips persistence diagram picks up on only one of the equilibrium points, as it has
only one 1D homology class with a significantly longer lifetime than the others.

9 Conclusions and Discussion

In this paper we constructed a family of density-scaled filtered complexes, with a
focus on the density-scaled Cech complex and the density-scaled Vietoris—Rips com-
plex. The density-scaled filtered complexes improve our abilities to analyze point
clouds with locally-varying density and to compare point clouds with differing den-
sities. Given a Riemannian manifold (M, g) and a smooth probability density function
f M — (0,00) from which a point cloud X is sampled, we defined a conformally-
equivalent density-scaled Riemannian manifold (M, g) such that X is uniformly dis-
tributed in (M, g). This allowed us to define a density-scaled Cech complex DC and
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Fig. 13: (a) A point cloud that consists of N = 1000 points sampled from an approxi-

mate solution to the Lorenz ‘63 system defined by Equation[T9] (b) A 2-dimensional
time-delay embedding of x(¢).

4o

3500

3.000

2500

Death

1000

0.500

0.000

2000

1500

o
1

00 05 10 15 20 25
Birth

(a)

|
|
30

T
35

4o

4.000 4

3.000 4

2000 4

Death

1000 4

0.000 4

00 05 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Birth

(b)

Fig. 14: Let X be the point cloud in Figure|13b| which consists of 1000 points sampled
from a 2-dimensional time-delay embedding of x(¢) in the Lorenz ‘63 dynamical

system defined by Equation (a) The persistence diagram for H (]ﬁ(n,k,X ),
with parameters n = 2 and k = 10. (b) The persistence diagram for H(VR(X)).
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more generally to define a density-scaled version of any distance-based filtered com-
plex, including a density-scaled Vietoris—Rips complex DVR. We proved that the
density-scaled Cech complex has better guarantees on topological consistency than
the standard Cech complex, and we showed that the density-scaled complexes are in-
variant under conformal transformations (e.g., scaling), which brings topological data
analysis closer to being a topological tool. By using kernel-density estimation and
R1emann1an distance estimation techniques from [39, 44] we implemented a filtered
complex DVR that approximates DVR. We compared DVR to the usual Vietoris—
Rips complex and found in our experiments that DVR was better than Vietoris—Rips
at providing information about the underlying homology of M.

Our definitions of the density-scaled complexes required the point clouds to be
sampled from a Riemannian manifold with global intrinsic dimension n. However,
our implementation DVR immediately generalizes to metric spaces for which the
intrinsic dimension varies locally. (A trivial example of such a metric space is the
disjoint union of Riemannian manifolds with different dimensions.) One can estimate
the local intrinsic dimension n, near a point x using one of the methods of [21} 24}
27, 28| 48], for example. In the density estimator fy (y) defined by Equation one
replaces n by n,. For estimating Riemannian distance, one can construct the k-nearest
neighbor graph Gyyy (X) as usual, but with n replaced by an average of n,, and ny;

when defining the weight of the edge (x;,x;). Thus one can compute lﬂ(X ) for a
point cloud X that is sampled from a space whose intrinsic dimension varies. It would
certainly be of interest to analyze the performance and theoretical guarantees of DVR
on metric spaces of varying local dimension.

The implementation DVR can also be improved by improving the algorithm for
Riemannian-distance estimation in (M, ). The construction of the k-nearest neighbor
graph Gy (X) is stable (assuming X is in “general position”, as in Deﬁnition, but
it is much more sensitive to perturbations than one would like. Additionally, we note
that sometimes all k-nearest neighbors of a point x € X are in the same directiorE]
relative to x. This leads to problems such as the following: if M is a curve, then
even two adjacent points x1, x, € X on the curve may not be connected by an edge
in Gy (X) if the parameter k is too small. (We observed this in Section when
we tried setting k = 5.) A solution would be to estimate the tangent space at each
point and to connect x only to nearest neighbors that lie in different directions. Such
a modification could also improve Riemannian-distance estimation in widely-used
algorithms such as Isomap [44]].

The density-scaled complexes we defined in this paper are conformally invariant,
but it is desirable to construct filtered complexes that are invariant under a wider
class of diffeomorphisms. Conformal invariance is the best that one can hope for in
our setting because the density-scaled Riemannian manifold (M, g) is conformally
equivalent to (M, g). One idea for improving on the current definition is to consider

4 By “the same direction” we mean the following. Within the injectivity radius of x, the exponential map
exp,(v) is a diffeomorphism [36]. Two neighbors y;, y, are “in the same direction” if there is a v € T,M
within the injectivity radius such that exp,(v) = y; and exp, (tv) =y, for some 7 > 0. More generally, if
exp,(v1) = y1 and exp,(v2) = y2, then the angle between v; and v is a way of quantifying how close in
direction they are.
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the local covariance of the probability distribution at each point [35] and to modify the
Riemannian metric in such a way that with respect to the new Riemannian metric, the
local covariance matrix at each point is the identity matrix (with respect to a positively
oriented orthonormal basis). This idea is akin to the usual normalization that data
scientists often do in Euclidean space, and it is also reminiscent of the ellipsoid-
thickenings of [26].

Appendix
9.1 Other Filtrations

9.1.1 k-Nearest Neighbor Filtration

In the k-nearest neighbors filtration, each point is connected to its k-nearest neighbors
at the kth filtration step.

Definition 15 Let X be a point cloud. The KNN(X) complex is the filtered complex
such that at filtration level , the set of simplices in KNN(X ) is

{arl b=l <

where Nl-k is the index of the kth nearest neighbor of x; and N;? is the index of the kth
nearest neighbor of x;.

xi = x| or [|xi =] <

xj'—fo

9.1.2 Weighted Filtrations

Our density-scaled filtered complexes are similar in spirit to the weighted Cech com-
plex and the weighted Vietoris—Rips complex from [4]]. We recall the definitions here.

Definition 16 Let X be a point cloud. Let €’} ([0,0)) denote the collection of dif-
ferentiable bijective functions ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) with positive first derivative. A ra-

dius function on X is a function r : X — €’L([0,0)). We denote the image function
r(x) € €1((0,%0)) by 1.

For example, if {sy}rex is a set of positive real numbers, then r,(t) = sy is a radius
function on X. This models the case in which the ball centered at x € X grows linearly
over time 7.

Definition 17 Let X be a point cloud and let r : X — %’} ([0,0)) be a radius function.
The weighted Cech complex at filtration level # > 0 is the nerve of {B(x,ry(t)) }xex-

Definition 18 Let X be a point cloud and let 7 : X — €1 ([0,0)) be a radius function.
The set of simplices in the weighted Vietoris—Rips complex at filtration level r > 0 is

{XJ | Hx,-ijH < rxi(t)Jrrxj(t) and all J C {1,...,N}}.

When r,(¢) is the radius function defined in Equation [I} we refer to these as
the density-weighted Cech complex and the density-weighted Vietoris—Rips complex,
respectively.

foralli,jeJandall JC{1,...

.
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9.2 Riemannian Geometry Lemmas

Lemma 5 Let (My,g1) and (My,g2) be Riemannian manifolds with volume forms
dVy and dV; respectively, and let F : My — M be a diffeomorphism. If F*g; = Ag»
for some positive smooth function A : My — (0,0), then F*dV, = v/ A"dV,.

Proof Let {e1,...,e,} be a positively oriented orthonormal basis for 7,M>. By hy-
pothesis,

L ogRe L
VATV

Therefore, {ﬁdFye,-} is a positively oriented orthonormal basis for T (,) M, so

si[F (y)]< dFye;,

1.
dFyej> = %F gilyl(eie;) = ga2lyl(eirej) = &

1
-7

=mww(
=1.

1
—=F*dVi]y](ei,...,en)

\/ﬁ dVl [F(y)](dl‘}el,...,dFyen)

1 1
—dFey,...,—dF,e,
N/ ¢ay>

We must have ﬁF *dVy = dV; because dV; is the unique n-form that equals 1 on
every positively oriented orthonormal basis.

Lemma 6 Let (M;,g1) and (M,,g>) be Riemannian manifolds, and let f| : My —
(0,00) be a smooth probability density function on My. If F : (M>,82) — (M1,81)
is a conformal transformation and f is the pullback of fi defined by Definition [§|
then F : (M1,81) — (M>,8>) is an isometry, where §| and g, are the density-scaled
Riemannian metrics on My and M», respectively.

Proof There is a positive smooth function A : M, — (0, 00) such that F*g; = Ag». By
Lemma F*dVy = v/ A"dV,. Therefore,

F*(fdVy) = (fo F)VA"dVs,

so the pullback of f; defined by Deﬁnitionis f» = (f o F)V A" The density-scaled
Riemannian metric on M; is

g2 =1{/a(N)*(foF)*Ag.
Fgy = {/a(N)*(foF)*F g = {/a(N)*(foF)*Ag = &2

Remark 1 In fact, F*g; = g, if and only if F is a conformal transformation because
£1 and g, are conformally equivalent to g; and g, respectively.

Therefore,
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