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Abstract. Persistent homology is a method used in topological data analysis to study qualitative
features of data, which is robust to perturbations, dimension independent and provides statistical
summaries of the outputs. Despite recent progress, the computation of persistent homology for large
data sets remains an open problem. We investigate the challenges of computing persistent homology
and navigate through the different algorithms and data structures. Specifically, we evaluate the
(currently available) open source implementations of persistent homology computations on a wide
range of synthetic and real-world data sets, and indicate which algorithms and implementations are
best suited to these data. We provide guidelines for the computation of persistent homology, make
our own implementations used in this study available, and put forward measures to quantify the
challenges of the computation of persistent homology.
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1. Introduction. In recent years the amount of data we produce has increased
dramatically, and with it the necessity for innovative and efficient data processing
methods. Making sense of the vast amount of data is challenging; data are inher-
ently noisy, often high-dimensional, and sometimes incomplete. While statistical
and clustering techniques alongside mathematical models have proven useful, tech-
niques from topological data analysis (TDA) [12], a relatively new discipline born
from pure mathematics and computation, have provided new insights in the study of
data [15,16,22,36,41].
The main goal of TDA is to apply topology (the field of studying shapes) and de-
velop tools to study qualitative features of data. This requires a formal definition of
qualitative features, computational tools to compute them, and statistical summaries
of outputs. We can address all three points using a method in TDA called persistent
homology (PH). Data studied with PH is usually in the form of a point cloud. The
shape of a point cloud can be studied by thickening the points at different scales of
resolution and analysing the evolution of the shape across the different resolution val-
ues. The qualitative features are given by invariants used in topology to distinguish
between shapes that cannot be continuously deformed one into the other. The varia-
tion of these invariants across the different resolution values can be represented in a
compact way, and this provides the statistical summary of the ‘shape’ of the data.
The first algorithm for the computation of PH was introduced for the computation
over the field F2 in [26] and for general fields in [44]. Since then several algorithms
and optimisation techniques have been presented, as well as powerful implementa-
tions [3, 6, 34, 35, 40]. For the non-expert approaching PH, it can be difficult to know
which implementation or algorithm is best suited for their problem. As the field of
PH is rapidly evolving with new implementations updated/released, not all are well
documented; moreover, it is well known in the TDA community that the computation
of PH for large data sets is still problematic. To our knowledge, there is no state of
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the art overview of the different computational methods nor a clear summary of the
challenges that need to be addressed. Here, we introduce computation of PH to the
non-expert, provide measures for evaluating PH implementations on different data
sets, and offer guidelines for the computation of PH.

The paper is organised as follows: In Section 2 we introduce the necessary topol-
ogy for PH. Then we provide an overview of algorithms and implementations of PH in
Section 3. Next we describe the measures we use to compare these implementations
as well as the synthetic and real-world data sets in Section 4. We present the results
of this analysis, including which implementations are best suited to the data sets in
Section 5. Finally in Section 6, we outline points we believe need to be addressed by
the TDA community to overcome the current limitations and challenges.

2. Homology and persistent homology. Topology is the study of shapes.
Two shapes are considered equivalent if one can be continuously deformed into the
other, for example by bending or stretching but without tearing. To help determine
when two shapes are equal, topologists use invariants - properties preserved under
continuous deformations - and some very useful invariants are the number of holes
of a shape, or the number of connected components. An easily computable method
to determine these invariants is homology, a technique that assigns to a given shape
a vector space whose rank is the number of holes or connected components of the
shape. Persistent homology is the homology of a filtration of shapes; if we are given
a collection of shapes S1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Sl with PH we can study how the invariants of the
shapes evolve along the filtration. The rest of this section is devoted to make the
previous explanation precise.

2.1. Homology. To keep the exposition simple we restrict the description to
simplicial homology over the field F = F2; for an introduction to homology theo-
ries over general rings we refer the interested reader to [29], and for an overview of
computational homology to [30].

A chain complex over a field F is a tuple (C, d) where C is a collection {Cp}p∈N of
vector spaces together with a collection d of F -linear maps {dp : Cp → Cp−1}p∈N such
that dp−1 ◦ dp = 0 for all integers p. The maps dp are called boundary maps. The
p-cycles of the complex are the elements sent to zero by the map dp; the p-boundaries
are the elements in the image of dp+1. A map of chain complexes f : (C, d)→ (C ′, d′)
is a collection {fp : Cp → C ′p}p∈N of F -linear maps such that fp−1 ◦dp = d′p ◦fp for all
natural numbers p. The p-cycles form a vector space, and so do the p-boundaries; we
denote these vector spaces by Zp and Bp, respectively. The pth homology of a chain
complex (C, d) over a field F is the quotient vector space Hp((C, d)) = Zp/Bp. The
number

dimHp((C, d)) = dimZp − dimBd

is called the pth Betti number of (C, d) and denoted by βp(C). Any map of chain
complexes f : (C, d)→ (C ′, d′) induces a linear map on homology

H(f) : Hp((C, d))→ Hp((C
′, d′)).

As an example consider the following chain complex over F :

0 −→
d4

F
=C3

∆−→
d3

F 2

=C2

0−→
d2

F
=C1

−→
d1

0,
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where ∆ is the diagonal map sending any r ∈ F to the pair (r, r) and Ci = 0 for i ≤ 0
and i ≥ 4. We have H1((C, d)) = F , H2((C, d)) = F 2/F ∼= F and Hi((C, d)) = 0 for
all other integers i.

A finite (abstract) simplicial complex is a collection K of non-empty subsets of
a finite set K0 such that if τ ⊂ σ and σ ∈ K then τ ∈ K and such that for all
v ∈ K0 we have {v} ∈ K. The elements of K0 are called vertices of K, those of K
are called simplices and we say that a simplex has dimension p or is a p-simplex if
it has cardinality p + 1. The collection of p-simplices is denoted by Kp. If τ and σ
are simplices such that τ ⊂ σ, then we call τ a face of σ and σ a coface of τ . A
map f : K → L of simplicial complexes is a map f : K0 → L0 such that f(σ) ∈ L
for all σ ∈ K. Every p-simplex can be realised geometrically as the convex hull of
p + 1 affinely independent points in Rp (see Figure 2.1). A simplicial complex with
N vertices can be realised geometrically in RN as the union of the realisation of its
simplices, when the N vertices have been identified with the standard basis.

K = {{a}, {b}, {c}, {d}, {e}}
∪ {{a, b}, {b, c}, {c, d}, {a, d}, {a, c}}
∪ {{a, b, c}}

• •

• •
•

a b

d c

e

Fig. 2.1: A simplicial complex K with five 0-simplices, five 1-simplices and one 2-simplex.
Geometric realisation of K (right). The Betti numbers of its associated simplicial complex
are β0(K) = 2, β1(K) = 1 and β2(K) = 0.

Given a simplicial complex K we can assign to it the chain complex (CK , dK)
over F2 such that CKp is the F2-vector space with basis the p-simplices of K and
boundary maps defined as follows:

dKp : CKp → CKp−1 : σ 7→
∑

τ⊂σ,τ∈Kp−1

τ

Any map of simplicial complexes f : K → L induces a map of chain complexes
(CK , dK)→ (CL, dL). The pth homology of the chain complex (CK , dK) is called pth
simplicial homology of K and denoted by Hp(K).

For a geometric intuition, the dimension of Hp(K) can be thought of as the
number of ‘p-dimensional holes’ of K; in particular:

• The 0th Betti number is the number of connected components.
• The 1st Betti number counts the number of loops.
• The 2nd Betti number counts the number of voids.

The dimension of a simplicial complex is the maximum over the dimensions of its
simplices. If K is a simplicial complex of dimension d then Hp(K) = 0 for all p ≥ d.

2.2. Persistent homology. A filtration of a finite simplicial complex K is a
collection of simplicial complexes K1, . . . ,Kl such that K1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Kl = K. We call
a simplicial complex together with a filtration a filtered simplicial complex. For all
i ≤ j the inclusion maps Ki → Kj induce F -linear maps fi,j : Hp(Ki) → Hp(Kj) on
simplicial homology. For 0 6= x ∈ Hp(Ki) we say that x dies in Hp(Kj) if j > i is the
smallest index for which fi,j(x) = 0. We say that 0 6= x ∈ Hp(Ki) is born in Hp(Ki)
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(a)

(b)

(c)

• •

• •

K1

• •

• •

•

•

K2

• •

• •

•

•

K3

• •

• •

•

•

K4

β0(K1) = 3

β1(K1) = 0

β0(K2) = 4

β1(K2) = 1

β0(K3) = 2

β1(K3) = 2

β0(K4) = 2

β1(K4) = 1

1 2 3 4

filtration step

Dimension 0

1 2 3 4

filtration step

Dimension 1

Fig. 2.2: Persistent homology example: (a) We start with a finite dimensional filtered
simplicial complex, that is, a sequence of finite simplicial complexes K1, . . . ,Kl such that
Ki ⊂ Kj whenever i ≤ j for i, j = 1, . . . , l. For each i = 1, . . . , l we call the subcomplex
Ki the ith filtration step. (b) We compute simplicial homology of each complex Ki. (c) By
the Correspondence Theorem for Persistent Homology [44, Theorem 3.1] we obtain barcodes
representing the lifetime of homological features across the filtration: each bar in dimension
p corresponds to the lifetime of a p-homology class, its left endpoint represents the smallest
filtration step i at which the class first appears while its right endpoint represents the smallest
filtration step j > i at which the representing cycle becomes a boundary. We say that the
class is ‘born’ at i and ‘dies’ at j. Features that are born but never die are represented by
arrows starting at the birth of that feature and pointing to the right.

if f−1
k,i (x) = 0 for all k < i. We can represent the lifetime of x by the half open interval

[i, j). If fi,j(x) 6= 0 for all i < j ≤ l we say that x lives forever and we represent its
lifetime by the interval [i,∞).
The p-th PH vector spaces of a filtered simplicial complex K are defined as Hi,j

p =

im(fi,j), while the total pth PH of K is defined as ⊕li=1Hp(Ki). By the Correspon-
dence Theorem of Persistent Homology [44, Theorem 3.1] for every p we can assign to
the total pth persistent homology vector space a finite well-defined collection of half
open intervals, its so called barcode. We illustrate this in Figure 2.2. An alternative
way to represent PH graphically is given by persistence diagrams, in which an inter-
val [i, j) is represented by the point (i, j) in R2. Introductions to PH can be found
in [25, Section VII], [24, 28].

3. Computation of PH from point clouds. A point cloud is a finite metric
space (X, d), i.e. a finite set X together with a distance function d on X. PH can be
used to analyse data in form of a point cloud. For applications, persistent homology is
appealing: data can be studied along multiple scales and results of PH are stable with
respect to small perturbations in measurements (for stability results see [11,18]). The
pipeline for the computation of PH for a point cloud is illustrated in Figure 3.1; in the
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following we describe each step and state of the art algorithms and data structures.

Data
Filtered
complex

Boundary
matrix

Barcodes

Fig. 3.1: Pipeline for the computation of PH from a point cloud.

3.1. From data to a filtered simplicial complex. Given a point cloud (X, d)
there are several ways to associate a simplicial complex to it. The Vietoris-Rips
complex is one of the most popular complexes in PH. For a non-negative real number
ε the Vietoris Rips complex V (X, ε) at scale ε is defined as follows:

V (X, ε) = {σ ⊂ X | d(x, y) ≤ ε for all x, y ∈ σ} .

For ε ≤ ε′ we have V (X, ε) ⊆ V (X, ε′), thus considering different scale values we get
a filtered simplicial complex. The dimension of the Vietoris Rips complex is bounded
only by the size of X, therefore in practice it is necessary to put a limit on the
dimension of the simplices allowed in the construction of the Vietoris Rips complex.
If N denotes the cardinality of X, then in the worst case the Vietoris Rips complex
has N !/p!(N − p)! simplices of dimension p, hence the number of simplices can grow
exponentially with the number of input points.

Fig. 3.2: Computation of PH for a point cloud using the Vietoris Rips complex.

There are two kinds of optimisations known to reduce the complexity of the compu-
tation of simplicial complexes from a point cloud:

1. Simplicial complexes whose number of simplices grows slowly with the size of
the point cloud.

2. Reduction techniques to obtain a smaller simplicial complex with same ho-
mology as the original complex.

Some simplicial complexes that fall into the first category are (1) the α-complex [25,
Section III.4], [27], which is a simplicial complex that can be constructed for point
clouds embedded in Rd, (2) the witness and lazy witness complexes [19], in which the
simplicial complex is constructed on a subset of the input points, (3) an approximation
of the Vietoris Rips complex that grows linearly in the size of the point cloud [38]



6

and (4) the graph induced complex [23]. Known reduction techniques are (a) Morse
theoretic reductions [33] and (b) the tidy set method [43]. On the other hand, fast
implementations of the computation of the simplicial complexes are crucial. Fast
algorithms for the computation of the Vietoris Rips complex were introduced in [42],
while efficient data structures for generalised Vietoris Rips complexes were introduced
in [2] and [42] and for general simplicial complexes in [9].

3.2. From the filtered simplicial complex to the boundary matrix. To
compute PH of a filtered simplicial complex K we need to associate to it a matrix
that stores information about the faces of every simplex, called the boundary matrix.
For this we put a total order on the simplices of the complex, compatible with the
filtration in the following sense:

• A face of a simplex precedes the simplex.
• A simplex in the i-th complex Ki precedes simplices in K \Ki.

Let n denote the total number of simplices in the complex and denote the simplices
with respect to this order by σ1, . . . , σn. We construct a quadratic matrix δ of dimen-
sion n by storing a 1 in δ(i, j) if the simplex σi is a face of simplex σj of codimension
one, and 0 otherwise.

3.3. From the boundary matrix to the barcodes. The first algorithm for
the computation of PH was introduced in [26] and generalised in [44]. We refer to this
as the standard algorithm. For every j = 1, . . . , n define low(j) to be the index of the
lowest row containing a 1 in column j. If column j does only contain zeros the value
of low(j) is undefined. We say that the boundary matrix is reduced if the map low is
injective on its definition domain. The algorithm for the reduction of the boundary
matrix is illustrated in Figure 3.3. Since this algorithm operates on columns of the
matrix from left to right it is also called column algorithm in the literature. The
complexity of the algorithm in worst case is cubic in the number of simplices.

for j = 1 to n do

while there exists i < j with low(i) = low(j) do
add column i to column j

end while
end for

Fig. 3.3: The standard algorithm.

Once the matrix is reduced we can read off the intervals by pairing the simplices:
• If low(j) = i then simplex σj is paired with σi and the entrance of σi in the

filtration causes the birth of a feature which dies with the entrance of σj .
• If low(j) is undefined then the entrance of simplex σj in the filtration causes

the birth of a feature. It there exists k such that low(k) = j then σj is
paired with simplex σk whose entrance in the filtration causes the death of
the feature. If no such k exists σj is unpaired.

Following the standard algorithm several faster algorithms and optimisations have
been introduced; however the complexity of these algorithms is still cubic in the
number of simplices. We underline algorithms and italicise data structures.
The dual algorithm is a sequential algorithm and is based on the computation of
persistent cohomology: it was shown in [20] that this algorithm can improve dram-
matically the performance of the computation. The twist algorithm (also called row
algorithm) is a sequential algorithm and takes a short-cut in the reduction of the
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boundary matrix [17]. The spectral sequence algorithm divides the boundary ma-
trix in blocks and reduces them from the diagonal outwards in different phases that
can be executed in parallel [25, VII.4]. The chunk algorithm implements the first
two phases of the reduction of the spectral sequence and then eliminates the already
found pairs [4]. The distributed algorithm computes the reduction in parallel in a
distributed setting [5].

The twist algorithm was shown to be faster than the chunk algorithm for some
data sets [6]. The chunk algorithm is a generalisation of the implementation [35] of
the Morse theoretic reductions mentioned in Section 3.1 [6, Section 3].

Several efficient data structures for boundary matrices have been introduced in [6]
of which the fastest was shown to be the pivot-tree column. A data structure which
was shown to be comparably fast is the compressed annotation matrix [8].

3.4. Software. There are currently at least 8 implementations for the computa-
tion of PH publicly available; we summarise their properties in Table 3.1. javaPlex
[40] was developed by the Computational Topology workgroup at Stanford University,
and is based on the Plex library, which was to our knowledge the first software to
implement the computation of PH. Perseus [35] was developed to implement the-
oretical developments in the theory of discrete Morse theory [33]. jHoles [7] is a
Java library aimed at the computation of the weight rank clique filtration for net-
works [37]; Dionysus [34] was the first software to implement the computation of
cohomology, which has been shown to be faster than homology computation [20, 21].
PHAT [6] is a library implementing several algorithms and data structures for the
fast computation of barcodes from the boundary matrix, and is the first software to
implement a matrix reduction algorithm that can be executed in parallel; DIPHA [3]
is a spin-off of PHAT and implements a distributed computation of the matrix reduc-
tion algorithm. GUDHI [32] is the most recent software of the set and implements
new data structures for the simplicial complex and the boundary matrix. phom [39]
is a library written in R that implements the standard and dual algorithms.
In addition to the algorithms outlined in Section 3.3 some of the software implement
algorithms for the computation of ‘generalised’ PH, namely the zigzag PH algorithm
for sequences of spaces with maps different from inclusions [13] and the multifield PH
algorithm, which allows the simultaneous computation of PH over several fields [10].
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Software javaPlex Perseus jHoles Dionysus PHAT DIPHA GUDHI phom
Language Java C++ Java C++ C++ C++ C++ R

Algorithms
for PH

standard
dual

zigzag

Morse
reductions
standard

uses
javaPlex

standard
dual

zigzag [13]

standard
dual
twist
chunk

spectral seq.

twist
dual

distributed

dual
multifield

dual
standard

Coeff. field
Q
Fp

F2 F2
F2 (standard, zigzag)

Fp (dual)
F2 F2 F2 Fp

Homology
simplicial,

cellular

simplicial,
cellular

(cubical)
simplicial simplicial simplicial? simplicial? simplicial simplicial

Filtrations
computed

VR
LW
W

CW
zigzag

VR WRCF
VR
α

C̆ech
− VR,

lower star
VR

VR
LW

Filtrations
as input

simplicial
complex

simplicial
complex,
cubical
complex

−
simplicial
complex,

zigzag

boundary
matrix

of simpl.
complex

boundary
matrix

of simpl.
complex

− −

Additional
features

tensor,
hom

− −

vineyards [14]
circle-valued

functions
[21]

− − − −

Precompiled − − − −

Visualisation barcodes
persistence

diagram
− − − persistence

diagram
−

barcodes,
persistence

diagram

Table 3.1: Overview of currently existing software for the computation of PH. The symbol − means that the respective feature is not implemented,
while means that it is. The letter p denotes any prime number in the coefficient field Fp. We use the following notation for the simplicial
complexes: VR = Vietoris Rips complex, W = witness complex, LW = lazy witness complex, CW = CW complex, WRCF = weight rank clique
filtration, α = α complex, C̆ech = C̆ech complex, lower star = lower star complex.
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4. Methods. We compute PH for the data sets described below by constructing
the Vietoris Rips complex. We obtain a distance function on the set of nodes of each
network by computing shortest paths; for the real-world networks we take the inverse
of the weights in the computation of the shortest paths.

4.1. Data sets. We use the following data sets to test the algorithms and im-
plementations within each software.

Synthetic data sets:
1. Klein bottle: The Klein bottle is a one-sided nonorientable surface, depicted

in Figure 4.1. We sample points from the Klein bottle using its ‘figure-8’
immersion in R3 and samples of size varying from 100 points to 900 and we
vary the upper bound of the dimension of the Vietoris Rips complex from 1
to 3.

2. Random geometric graphs (RGG): the parameters for this model are a pos-
itive integer N and a positive real number d. A RGG is constructed by
sampling N points with a uniform distribution on the unit square; node i
and node j are connected by an edge if the Cartesian distance between i and
j is smaller than d. We assign weights to the edges in two different ways,
randomly and with linear weight-degree correlations: the weight of an edge
between nodes i and j is distributed as kikjX where ki is the degree of node
i and X is a random variable uniformly distributed on the unit interval. We
choose N = 800 and d = 0.2.

Fig. 4.1: The Klein bottle and the reconstruction of the dragon, retrieved from [31].

Real-world data sets:
1. Genomic sequences of the HIV virus: point clouds are obtained from the

independent and concatenated sequences of the three largest genes gag, pol
and env of the HIV genome together with the Hamming distance. This data
was studied using PH in [16].

2. Dragon graphic: we sample points from 3D scans of the dragon [31] whose
reconstruction is illustrated in Figure 4.1. The sample size varies between
1000 and 3000 points and we vary the dimension cap for the Vietoris Rips
complex between 1 and 3.

3. C. Elegans neuronal network [37]: each node is a neuron and edges represent
synapses or gaps junctions.

4. Human genome: a weighted undirected network representing a sample of
the human genome [37]. Each node represents a gene, and weighted edges
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between nodes represent the correlation of the expression level of two genes.
We study the software javaPlex, Perseus, Dionysus, DIPHA and GUDHI,

using both synthetic and real-world data, from four different points of view :
1. Performance measured in CPU seconds and wall-time seconds.
2. Memory required by the process.
3. Maximum size of simplicial complex allowed by the software.
4. User-friendliness: phases of computation of PH supported by the software.

We limit our study to these five software for the following reason: the package PHAT
takes as input a boundary matrix and thus a direct comparison with the other imple-
mentations is not possible; however fast data structures and algorithms implemented
in PHAT are also implemented in its spin-off software DIPHA, which we include in
our study. We intend to include the software jHoles and phom in a future study.

4.2. Machines. We tested all the software on a cluster with 1728(108∗16) cores
of 2.0GHz Xeon SandyBridge, RAM of 64GiB∗80 nodes and 128GiB∗4 nodes, and a
scratch disk of 20TB.

5. Results. Table 5.1 reports the timings of the different software for a selection
of the data sets. For every software we use the implementations that are believed to
be the fastest ones, in particular whenever a software implements the dual algorithm
we use this option. For DIPHA we chose as default to run the software on one node
and 16 cores, and only when the machine ran out of memory we increased the number
of nodes and cores used. Augmenting the number of cores can however make the
computations faster (in terms of CPU seconds) also for smaller data sets; this was
revealed by our experiments and also in [5]. In Table 5.2 we report on the memory used
by the processes. Due to technical issues we do not include memory measurements
for the software javaPlex. However, memory requirements for this software can be
inferred by the value of the maximal heap size necessary to perform the computations.
In Table 5.3 we indicate the maximum size of the simplical complex for which we were
able to compute PH with each software. The software performing best - DIPHA and
GUDHI - are also the ones that can handle the highest number of simplices, which
is about one billion. However, for small data sets (less than a million simplices) the
software Perseus and javaPlex are best suited because they are the easiest to use,
as we report in Table 5.4.

Data set |K| javaPlex Perseus Dionysus DIPHA GUDHI
real CPU real CPU real CPU real CPU real CPU

Klein 1 1.1 · 107 1554 2314 2262 2256 152 152 6 73 10 10
Klein 2 1.1 · 109 - - - - - - 228 3627 2159 2134
HIV 2.1 · 108 - - - - - - 81 1276 249 248
Dragon 1 1.7 · 108 - - - - 4360 4362 75 1176 285 283
Dragon 2 1.3 · 109 - - - - - - 2358 37572 15419 3151

Table 5.1: Performances of the software measured in wall-time seconds and CPU seconds
for point clouds created from subsamples of the Klein bottle, the HIV genome and 3D scans
of the Stanford dragon. For each data set we indicate the size of the simplicial complex.
We ran javaPlex using the standard algorithm, Dionysus and DIPHA using the dual
algorithm. The package Perseus implements only the standard algorithm, while GUDHI
implements only the dual algorithm. We ran DIPHA on one node and 16 cores for the data
sets Klein 1 and Dragon 1, while we ran it on 2 nodes of 16 cores each for the other data
sets.
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Data set |K| javaPlex Perseus Dionysus DIPHA GUDHI
Klein 1 1.1 · 107 20 14.5 1.1 0.2 0.6
Klein 2 1.1 · 109 > 120 - - 8.1 58.7
HIV 2.1 · 108 > 120 - - 1.8 9.9
Dragon 1 1.7 · 108 > 120 - 16.8 2.7 9.2
Dragon 2 1.3 · 109 > 120 - - 13.8 64.5

Table 5.2: Memory usage in GB for the data sets of Table 5.1. For javaPlex we indicate
the value of the maximum heap size that was sufficient to perform the computation. For
DIPHA we indicate the maximum memory used by a core over all cores.

Software javaPlex Perseus Dionysus DIPHA GUDHI
maximal size 1 · 107 1 · 107 1.6 · 108 1.3 · 109 1.3 · 109

Table 5.3: Maximal size of simplicial complex supported by the software (thus far, compu-
tations still in progress).

Software javaPlex Perseus Dionysus DIPHA GUDHI

Installation − − −
Complex

Boundary matrix

Barcodes

Visualisation − −

Table 5.4: The pipeline for the computation of PH can be roughly subdivided into five steps:
installation of the software, computation of the complex from input data, computation of
boundary matrix, computation of barcodes and visualisation of outputs. We indicate for
each software which of these steps are supported.

6. Considerations and outlook. We compared the algorithms in openly avail-
able software with the aim to test the implementations that are currently available
to the mathematical community. Our results should be viewed as a guideline for the
applied or pure mathematician who wants to compute PH. Even though a fair com-
parison of performance of methods can be difficult to achieve [1] we call on the TDA
community for a community effort to test the state of the art methods; some of the
existing comparisons available in the TDA literature that we cited in this paper rely
on different implementations and architectures.
To conclude we outline some challenges that we believe must to be addressed by the
TDA community to overcome current limitations and issues. There is a need for the
creation of a computational topology library and the definition and construction of
benchmarking data sets for the test of new algorithms and data structures. Further-
more, input and output formats vary from software to software, and we thus call
for a uniformization of input and output type across the different implementations.
While recent progress in the optimisation of the reduction of the boundary matrix has
made the computation of the interval extremely fast, this progress is hindered by the
issues related to the computation of the complex, which have not received the same
attention. Finally, new techniques are required to compute PH for streams of data.
With such techniques at hand we could not only make sense of the vast amount of
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streams of data produced, but also tackle challenges related to the computation of
‘static’ data, i.e. data which do not come in streams.
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