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The stability of persistent homology of hypergraphs
Shiquan Ren, Jie Wu*

Abstract

Hypergraph is the most general model for complex networks involv-
ing group interactions. Taking the ideas of path homology from Alexan-
der Grigor’yan, Yong Lin, Yuri Muranov and Shing-Tung Yau IE@],
Stephane Bressan, Jingyan Li and the authors of this article introduced
embedded homology of hypergraphs Ia] in 2019, which has leaded to suc-
cessful applications in protein-ligand binding network I2__4|, @] in 2021.
A fundamental question arising from practical applications is about the
stability of the persistent embedded homology of hypergraphs. In this
paper, we prove the stability of the persistent embedded homology as
well as the persistent homology of the associated simplicial complex with
respect to perturbations of the filtration on a hypergraph. We apply the
persistent homology methods to morphisms of hypergraphs and prove
the stability with respect to perturbations of the filtrations. We prove
the constancy of the persistent Betti numbers under some conditions on
the simple-homotopy types of hypergraphs.
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1 Introduction

Let V be a finite set equipped with a total order. Let 2" denote the power-set of V. Let
{ denote the empty set. A hypergraph H on V is a subset of 2V \ {0} (cf. [4,27]). We call
V' the vertex-set and call an element of V' a vertez. We call an element in H a hyperedge.
From the view of algebraic topology, a hypergraph may be considered as an incomplete
simplicial complex with missing some faces. More precisely, if a hypergraph satisfies the
condition: for any o € H and any nonempty subset T C o, the set T must be a hyperedge
in H, then it is an (abstract) simplicial complex. A hyperedge of a simplicial complex is
a simplex. Let H be a hypergraph on V' and let #’ be a hypergraph on V’. A morphism
¢:H — H isamap ¢ : V — V' such that each hyperedge of H is sent to a hyperedge
of H’. A morphism of hypergraphs between two simplicial complexes is a simplicial map.
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People have been used networks having group interactions in various disciplines. Pair-
wise representations are not necessarily appropriate when the fundamental interactions
involve more than two entities at the same time, such as bionetworks on protein-protein
interactions, protein-ligand interactions and microbiome interactions as well as many so-
cial networks. Hypergraph is the most general mathematical model without constraint
conditions for complex networks involving group interactions, which has been extensively
used by the recent researchers |1, [28, 132], see the review articles 2,13, 29]. This demands
mathematical explorations on hypergraphs for introducing (more) mathematical features
that can detect the structures of hypergraphs.

Since 2010s, Alexander Grigor’yan, Yong Lin, Yuri Muranov and Shing-Tung Yau
started to study the topological features of graphs and digraphs, with introducing path ho-
mology theory for graphs and digraphs in their series work [1&8422], which breaks through
some frames of the classical algebraic topology in the sense that their homology theory
is able to apply to incomplete complexes with missing faces. Taking the ideas of path ho-
mology, Stephane Bressan, Jingyan Li and the authors of this article introduced embedded
homology of hypergraphs [6] in 2019, which seems one of the most canonical extensions of
simplicial homology to hypergraphs in the sense that the representation of a hypergraph
in a chain complex induces infimum complex and supremum complex having the same
chain homotopy type that is used for defining the embedded homology, see Subsection
for details.

The newly introduced embedded homology of hypergraphs has leaded to successful ap-
plications in protein-ligand binding network [24, 25] in 2021, where the persistent method
for hypergraphs plays an important role for the experimental results. A fundamental
question arising from practical applications is then whether the barcodes derived from
persistent embedded homology is robust. In terms of mathematics, the question is about
the stability of the persistent embedded homology of hypergraphs. The purpose of this
article is to give the stability theorem on persistent embedded homology of hypergraphs.

Our methodology for studying the stability of the persistent embedded homology for
hypergraphs is similar to that on the stability of persistent simplicial homology |9, [10],
while some technical difficulties have to be overcome in the case of hypergraphs. Since
the embedded homology of hypergraphs is a canonical extension of simplicial homology,
our stability theorem on persistent embedded homology of hypergraphs can be viewed as
a generalization of the stability theorem on persistent simplicial homology that gives a
robust topological approach to data modeled by hypergraph.

Now let us give the detailed discussions. We consider real-valued functions on hyper-
graphs and use the persistent of the embedded homology groups as well as the homology
of the associated simplicial complexes to study their qualitative and quantitative behav-
ior. Specifically, we study the topological features of hypergraphs as well as morphisms
between hypergraphs. By applying the persistent of the embedded homology as well as
the homology of the associated simplicial complexes to the induced pull-back filtrations
as well as the induced push-forward filtrations, we use persistent diagrams to encode the
topological features of the morphisms and prove the stability of this encoding. The stabil-
ity that will be proved in this paper gives the theoretical foundation for the applications
of the persistent embedded homology for hypergraphs, which says that the out-put of the
persistent homology is stable under small perturbations of the observation quantity.

The first main result proves that the persistent diagram of the persistent homology for
a hypergraph is stable with respect to perturbations of a filtration of the hypergraph. Let
H be a hypergraph. Let f be a real function on H. Let H/ be the filtration of H with re-



spect to f, i.e. H/ is a family of hypergraphs 'HZ, t € R, where 'H{ = f1(~o0,t]. We have
the persistent homology Hn(A(H{ )) of the filtered associated simplicial complex A(’Hg )
whose persistent diagram is denoted by D(AH, f), the persistent homology H, (5(H]))
of the lower-associated simplicial complex 5(7{{ ) whose persistent diagram is denoted
by D(0H, f), and the persistent of the embedded homology Hn(H{) whose persistent
diagram is denoted by D(H, f). Let DH/ be the triple (D(AH, f), D(0H, f), D(H, f)).
Then the stability of the persistent diagram makes sense for DH7.

Theorem 1.1 (Main Result I). Let H be a hypergraph. Let f and g be real-valued
functions on H. Then the bottleneck distance d35(DHS, DH9) between the persistent
diagrams induced from HY and HI is bounded above by the L>-distance ||f — g||o between
f andg.

The second main result proves that the persistent diagram of a morphism between two
hypergraphs is stable with respect to perturbations of the filtrations on both the source
hypergraph and the target hypergraph. Let ¢ : H — H’ be a morphism of hypergraphs.
Let f be areal function on H and let f’ be a real function on H’. Then we have a filtration

#{ of H and a filtration H'{ " of H'. We will define in Subsection EZan induced filtration of

‘H by pulling back H’ tf "via o and define twenty-one induced homomorphisms of persistent
homology groups, denoted as ®, in the commutative diagram in Subsection (A). We
will also define in Subsection an induced filtration of #' by pushing forward ’Htf via ¢
and define twenty-one induced homomorphisms of persistent homology groups, denoted as
@'/, in the commutative diagram in Subsection .2 (B). We define the persistent diagram
of a homomorphism between two persistent homology groups to be the triple consisting
of the persistent diagram of the kernel, the persistent diagram of the image, and the
persistent diagram of the cokernel. Then the stability of the persistent diagram makes
sense for @ and @/,

Theorem 1.2 (Main Result IT). Let € > 0. Suppose the persistent homology is with field
coefficients.

(i). If |If — glleo < €, then each of the persistent linear map among the twenty-one
persistent linear maps in the commutative diagram in (B) (cf. Subsection [{.2),
denoted as ®y and g, satisfies d5 (D(P®yf), D(Pg4)) < €;

(). If ||f' — ¢'|loo < €, then each of the persistent linear map among the twenty-one

persistent linear maps in the commutative diagram in (A) (cf. Subsection [[.2),
denoted as ', and @7, satisfies d (D(®%.,), D(®7,)) < e.

Thanks to the stability theorem of the persistent homology of simplicial complexes,
Theorem [[LT] and Theorem can be proved. The notion of persistent diagram was
introduced in [15]. The stability of persistent diagrams was proved in |[L0]. An interleaving
condition was discovered in |§], which provides a way to measure the distance between
persistent modules and ensure the stability. Homomorphisms of persistent modules and
the stability was studied in [11]. The methodology for the proofs of Theorem [[T] and
Theorem is originated from |8-12, [14, [15] with some technical details overcome.

For any real numbers ¢ < s, the persistent Betti number 5% is the dimension of the
persistent homology H%* (cf. [33]). We define the simple-homotopy types of hypergraphs
in Subsection Bl For any hypergraph H and any real function f on #, the third main
result proves the constancy of the persistent Betti numbers under some conditions on the
simple-homotopy types of the filtered hypergraphs.



Theorem 1.3 (Main Result III). Let H be a hypergraph and let f : H — R. For any
t <s,

(1). if 'H{ and HI have all the vertices as 0-hyperedges and have the same strong simple-
homotopy type, then the persistent Betti number BL° of the embedded homology is
constant;

(2). if "H{ and HI have the same weak simple-homotopy type, then the persistent Betti
number ,82‘?" of the homology of the associated simplicial complezes is constant;

(3). if Htf and HI have the same weak simple-homotopy type via a sequence of weak
simplicial collapses and weak simplicial expansions such that in each weak elementary
simplicial collapse or weak elementary simplicial expansion, n is a free face of & and
one of (a), (b) and (c) in Lemmal3 is satisfied, then the persistent Betti number
Bgi of the homology of the lower-associated simplicial complexes is constant.

2 The homology of hypergraphs

2.1 Hypergraphs and simplicial complexes

Let V be a finite set with a total order <. A hyperedge on V is 0 = {vg, v1, ..., v, } where
v9,V1,...,0p € V and vg < v1 < --- < v,. We call n the dimension of o and call o
an n-hyperedge. A hypergraph H on V is a collection of hyperedges on V. An (abstract)
simplicial complex K on V is a hypergraph on V such that 7 € K for any o € K and any
nonempty subset 7 C 0. A hyperedge of a simplicial complex is called a simplez.

For a hyperedge o = {vg, v1,...,v,} on V, the associated simplicial complex Ao of o
is the collection of all the nonempty subsets of o

Ao = {{vig, Vigs -0, 1 |0 <idp < i1 < - <ip<n,0<k<n}

Let 0 = {wo,v1,...,vn} and 7 = {ug,u1,...,umn} be two hyperedges on V. Suppose
o N7 =10. The join o x T is an (n + m + 1)-hyperedge

0% T = {U0, U1,y Uny Uy ULy« v oy U Iy

where the right-hand side is up to a rearrangement of the vertices vy, v1, ..., Un, Ug, U1,
..., Um With respect to the total order <. It is direct that A(c *7) = (Ac) * (A7). Let
‘H be a hypergraph on V. The associated simplicial complex

AH={r€ Ao |oceH}

is the smallest simplicial complex that H can be embedded in (cf. [27]) and the lower-
associated simplicial complex

H={ceH|Ao CH}={r€ Ao | Ac CH}

is the largest simplicial complex that can be embedded in H.

Let V and V' be two totally-ordered finite sets. Let H and H’ be hypergraphs on V'
and V' respectively. A morphism of hypergraphs from H to H' is a map ¢ from V to
V' such that for any k > 0, whenever o0 = {vp,...,vr} is a hyperedge of H, its image
o(o) = {p(vo), ..., p(vg)} is a hyperedge of H'. Here vy, ..., v are distinct in V' while



©(vg), - .., ¢(vg) may not be distinet in V’. Such a morphism ¢ : H — H’ induces
simplicial maps d¢ : 0H — 6H' and Ay : AH — AH’ such that ¢ = (Ap) |y and
8¢ = ¢ |s3¢. Suppose in addition that VNV’ ={. Let V UV’ be the disjoint union. We
define the join H * H’ to be a hypergraph on V LIV’ by

Hx«H ={o*xc' |ceHand o' € H}UHUH .

2.2 The homology of hypergraphs

For each n > 0, let (AH), be the set of all the n-simplices in AH. For each 0 <
i < n, consider the face map d; : (AH), — (AH)n—1 given by d;{vo,v1...,0,} =
{vo,...,0s,...,vn}. Let R be a commutative ring with unit. Let C,,(AH; R) be the free
R-module generated by all the elements in (AH),,. Let 9, = """ (—1)%d;, which extends
linearly over R. We have a chain complex

OV (AH R) 2 O (A R) 252 Co(AH R) 25 0

denoted as C.(AH; R). Let R(H),, be the collection of all the formal linear combinations
of the n-hyperedges in H with coefficients in R. Then R(H). is a graded sub-R-module
of C.(AH; R). By |6, Section 2|, the infimum chain complex

Infn(R(H)*) = R(H)n N 8;1(}%(7'[)"_1), n=>0

is the largest sub-chain complex of C.(A#; R) contained in R(?), and the supremum
chain complex

Sup, (R(H)+) = RH)n + Ony1(R(H)n41), n=0

is the smallest sub-chain complex of C\(AH; R) containing R(#).. The canonical inclu-
sion ¢ : Inf,,(R(#H)«) — Sup,,(R(H).) induces an isomorphism

H,(Inf(R(H),)) — H,(Sup(R(H).)). (2.1)

This homology group is the n-th embedded homology of H and is denoted as H,(H;R)
(cf. |6, Subsection 3.2]).

Let ¢ : H — H' be a morphism of hypergraphs. We have a commutative diagram of
chain complexes

Ker((Ap)y) —— C.(AH; R) ﬁ Cy(AH'; R) — Coker((Ap)4)

Sup(¢p)

Ker(Sup()) —— Sup..(H) Sup, (H') ——— Coker(Sup(¢))

Ker(Inf(¢)) —— Infu (H) — 2 Inf, (H') —— Coker(Inf(¢))

Ker((80) 1) —— Cu(6H; R) —2%5 . (5H'; R) —— Coker((50) )



where the vertical arrows in the first three columns are inclusions and the vertical arrows

in the last column are homomorphisms of chain complexes. This induces a commutative
diagram of homology groups

H. (Ker((Ap)s)) —— H.(AM: R) 2% HL(AM'; R) —— H.(Coker((Ap)4))

H.(Ker(Sup(y))) H,(Coker(Sup(y)))

H.(Ker(Inf(¢))) H..(Coker(Inf()))

H. (Ker((6p)#)) —— H.(6H; R) —22% H.(6H'; R) —— H.(Coker((5¢)4)).
The next proposition follows from |6, Theorem 3.10].

Proposition 2.1 (Mayer-Vietoris sequences). Let H and H' be two hypergraphs satisfying
the hypothesis

(P). for any o € H and any o’ € H', either c N o’ is the emptyset or c No’ €
HNH.

Then we have a commutative diagram

S HA(0H N 6H) ——— Ho(0H) ® Ho(0H) ———

| |

o Hy(HNH) —— Hy(H) @ Ho(H) ———

| |

S Ho(AHNAH) —— Hy(AH) ® Ho(AH) ——

—— Hy(0H U 57‘[,) ——— Hp—1(0HN 57‘[') - 5.

| |

—— H,(HUH) —— Hy 1 (HNH) ———— - -
—— H,(AHUAH) —— Hy 1 (AHNAH) —— - -

such that each row is a long exact sequence and each vertical map is a homomorphism
induced by the canonical inclusions of hypergraphs.

The next proposition follows from |30, Theorem 1.1].



Proposition 2.2 (Kiinneth-type formulae). Let R be a principal ideal domain with unit
1. We have a commutative diagram

D, gi1on Hp+1(0H) @ Hos1(0H) —— Hny1(0H % 0H') ———

J |

®p+q+1:n Hppi(H) Q@ Hyp1(H') ——— Hppr (H*H') —

l |

@erqul:n Hp+1(AH) ® Hq+1(AHI) —_— Hn+1(AH * AH/) —_—

TorR(Hp+1(5H)7 Hq((;/H/))

|

@, 1 Torr (Hyer (H), Hy (W)

l

—_— @t+s+1=n Torg(Hp41(AH), Hy(AH))

— 6910-&-q+1=n

such that each row is a short exact sequence and each vertical map is a homomorphism
induced by the canonical inclusions of hypergraphs.

3 Simple-homotopy types of hypergraphs and homol-
ogy

3.1 Collapses of hypergraphs

Let H be a hypergraph. Let n,& € H. If n € £ and 7 is not a proper face of any
other hyperedges in H, then we say that n is a free face of £ in H. Let A C H be a
sub-hypergraph of H. We call (H,.A) a pair of hypergraphs.

Definition 1. (1). We say that there exists a weak elementary simplicial collapse from
H to A if there exist n,£ € H such that i is a free face of ¢ in H and A =H \ {n, ¢}
is not the emptyset;

(2). We say that there exists a strong elementary simplicial collapse from H to A if
there exist a weak elementary simplicial collapse from H to A such that (i). H =
AUA{v} xn) and (ii). AN A{v}*n) = {v} xbd(n) for some v € V and some
n € H. Equivalently, there exists a strong elementary simplicial collapse from H to
A if both (i) and (ii) are satisfied such that 7 is a free face of {v} *n in H.

Definition 2. We say that H (weakly, strongly) collapses simplicially to A or A (weakly,
strongly) expands simplicially to H if there is a finite sequence of (weak, strong) elementary
simplicial collapses H = Ho = H1 — - = He = A

Definition 3. Let H and H’ be two hypergraphs. We say that H and H’ have the same
(weak, strong) simple-homotopy type if there is a finite sequence H = Ho — H1 — -+ —
Hy = H’', where each arrow represents a (weak, strong) simplicial expansion or a (weak,
strong) simplicial collapse.



Example 1. Let H = {{vo,v1}, {vo,v1,v2}, {vo,v1,v3}, {vo,v1,v2,v4,v5}}. Then (i).
{vo,v1} is not a free face of {vg, v1,v2} in H, (ii). {vo,v1,v2} is a free face of {vy, v1, va, v4, U5 }
in M, (iii). {vo,v1} is not a free face of {vg, v1,v2,v4,v5} in H.

Example 2. Let (H, A) by H = {{vo, v1},{v2,v3}, {vo,v1,v2,v3}} and A = {{ve, v3}}.
Let n = {vo,v1} and & = {vg, v1,v2,v3}. Then 7 is a free face of € in H and A = H\{n, }.
Thus there is a weak elementary simplicial collapse from H to A. However, there does
not exist any strong elementary simplicial collapse from #H to A.

Example 3. Let (H,.A) by
{{UO}v {U1}7 {UQ}a {U3}7 {U07 U1}7 {U07 U2}7 {Ula U2}7

{UOa U1, UQ}) {UO; U1, U27U3}}7

A = {{vo}, {v1}, {v2}, {vo, va}, {v1, v2}, {vo, v1,v2, v3}}.
Let n = {vg,v1} and v = vy. Then
A({U} * 77) = {{UO}v {U1}7 {UQ}a {UOa Ul}a {UOa UQ}) {U17U2}a {U07U17U2}}a
{’U} * bd(n) = {{UO}a {Ul}, {1)2}, {UO; v2}7 {Ul; UQ}}'

Since both n and {v} xn are proper faces of {vg,v1,v2,v3}, 1 is not a free face of {v} x 7.
Thus there does not exist any weak elementary simplicial collapse from H to A.

H

Let (K,.A) be a pair of simplicial complexes. By |7, p. 3] and [16, p. 106], the weak
simple-homotopy type as well as the strong simple-homotopy type is the same as the
usual simple-homotopy type (cf. |7, pp. 3-4] and |16, p. 106]).

3.2 Collapses and the embedded homology

Lemma 3.1. Let (H,.A) be a pair of hypergraphs such that all the vertices are 0-hyperedges.
If there is a strong elementary simplicial collapse from H to A, then the canonical inclu-
sion of A into H induces an isomorphism from H,(A) to H.(H).

Proof. Suppose there is a strong elementary simplicial collapse from H to A. Then there
exist a vertex v of H and a hyperedge n € H such that (1). H = AU A({v} *n), (2).
ANA{v}*n) ={v}*bd(n), and (3). 1 is a free face of {v} *n in H. It follows from (1)
and (2) that A= H\ {n, {v}=*n}. It follows from (3) that {v} *7 is a maximal hyperedge
in H. In (3), we substitute  with A and substitute H’ in with A({v}*n). It follows that
for any 7 € A and any 7' € A({v} xn), either 7 N7’ is the emptyset or 7 N 7’ is a proper
subset of {v} x 1 such that 7 N7 is not equal to 1. Thus either 7 N 7’ is the emptyset
or 7N 7' is a simplex of AN A({v} *n). The Mayer-Vietoris sequence gives a long exact
sequence

o — Ho (AN A({o} xn)) — Hn(A) @ Ho(A({v} * 1))
s Hy(H) — Hy 1 (AN A{v} x77)) — -+ (3.1)

Since both AN A({v} *n) and A({v} *n) are simplicial complexes such that

AN A} «n)[ = [{v} +bd(n)| = |A({v} *n)| = [v],



H,(ANnA({v} xn)) = Ho(A({v} *n)) is zero for n > 1 and is R for n = 0. Therefore,
(J) implies H,,(H) = H,,(A) for any n > 2 as well as an exact sequence

Since all the vertices are 0-hyperedges, if we use H; to denote the sub-hypergraph of H
consisting of all the i-hyperedges in H, then HoU?H; is a 1-dimensional simplicial complex.
By |6, Proposition 3.5],

Ho(H) = Ho(Ho UH;1) = R,

where k is the number of the connected components of Ho U H;. Similarly, Ag U A; is a
1-dimensional simplicial complex and

Ho(.A) = Ho(Ao U A1) = R@l,

where [ is the number of the connected components of Ay U .A;. The canonical inclusion
of Ag U A; into Ho U H; induces a homotopy equivalence |Ag U A;| ~ |Ho U H1|. Thus
k = 1 and the canonical inclusion of Ag U A; into Hg U H; induces an isomorphism
Ho(A) = Hyo(Ao U Ay) = Ho(Ho U H1) = Ho(H). Tt follows that the fifth arrow in (3.2])
is surjective and has its kernel R , which implies that the forth arrow in [B.2]) is injective
and the third arrow in ([B.2)) is the zero-map. Therefore, H;(A) = H;(H). Summarizing
all the above, we have H,(A) = H,.(H). O

Proposition 3.2. Let H and H' be two hypergraphs with all the vertices as 0-hyperedges
and of the same strong simple-homotopy type. Then their embedded homology groups
H,.(H) and H.(H') are isomorphic.

Proof. There is a finite sequence H = Ho — H1 — --- = Hqy = H' of hypergraphs
where each arrow represents a strong simplicial expansion or a strong simplicial collapse.
By Proposition Bl for each ¢ = 1,...,¢q, the embedded homology groups H.(H;) and
H.(H;—1) are isomorphic. Thus the embedded homology groups H.(#) and H,(H') are
isomorphic. O

Example 4. Consider the hypergraphs
{Hvo}, {v1}, {va}, {vs}, {vo, v1 }, {vo, va}, {1, va},

{U07U17U2}5 {U17U27U3}}5

H = {{vi}, {vo}, {vs}, {1, va}, {v1,v2,v3}}.

Then we have strong elementary simplicial collapses H — H1 — H’, where

Hi = {{vo}, {v1}, {va}, {vs}, {vo, v2}, {v1, v2}, {v1,v2, 03} }.

Thus H# and H’ have the same strong simple-homotopy type. We have

H

R®R, n=0,



3.3 Collapses and the homology of the associated simplicial com-
plexes

We have a long exact sequence

o — Ho(A(H N\ A)) — Ho(AH) — H,(|AH|/|AH N A)))
s Hy 1 (AH N\ A)) — (3.3)

where
Hy(JAH|/|AH N A)]) = Ho(C.(AH)/CL(A(H \ A)))
is the n-th reduced homology group of the quotient topological space.

Lemma 3.3. Let (H,A) be a pair of hypergraphs. If there is a weak elementary sim-
plicial collapse from H to A, then the canonical inclusion of AA into AH induces an
isomorphism from H,(AA) to H,(AH).

Proof. Suppose A = H \ {n,£}, where n is a free face of £ in H. Let max(H) be the
collection of all the maximal hyperedges in H. Then

AHN\{n, &}, if € € max(H),
AH, if £ ¢ max(H).

It follows that |AH/(AH \ {n,£})| =~ *, which implies
Hy(AH/AH N {n,€})) =0 (3-4)
for each n > 0. In [B3)), substitute A with {n,£}. With the help of (4),
Hp(AA) = Ho(AH N\ {n,£})) = Hu(AH),

where the isomorphism is induced by the canonical inclusion of AA into AH. O

A(HA\An,E}) ={

Proposition 3.4. Let H and H' be two hypergraphs of the same weak simple-homotopy
type, then the homology groups H.(AH) and H.(AH') are isomorphic.

Proof. There is a finite sequence H = Ho — H1 — -+ — H, = H' of hypergraphs
where each arrow represents a weak simplicial expansion or a weak simplicial collapse.
By Lemma B3] for each i = 1,...,q, H.(AH;) and H.(AH;_1) are isomorphic. Thus
H.(AH) and H,.(AH') are isomorphic. O

Example 5. Consider the hypergraphs

H = {{UO}, {1)2}, {UO; U1, v2}7 {1)2, U3, 1)4}, {UO; 1)1,1)2,1)3,1)4}},

"= {{wl}

Then we have weak elementary simplicial collapses H — Hq, — H’, where

Hi = {{vo}, {va}, {vo, v1,v2}}.

Thus H and H’ have the same weak simple-homotopy type. We have AH = Alvg, v1, v2, U3, V4],
AH' = {{vo}} and

G, n=0,

Ho(AH) = Hy(AH') = {0 I
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3.4 Collapses and the homology of The lower-associated simpli-
cial complexes

We have a long exact sequence
o Ho(S(H\ A)) — Ho(6H) — Ho(|6H]/|5(H \ A)])
— Hp 1(0(H\A) — -+ . (3.5)

Lemma 3.5. Let (H,.A) be a pair of hypergraphs. Suppose there is a weak elementary
simplicial collapse from H to A, say A =H\ {n,&} where n,& € H such that n is a free

face of €.
(i). If one of the followings is satisfied:
(a). dimn =0,
(b). o € H for any nonempty subset o C &,

(c). there exists a nonempty subset T C n such that T ¢ H,

then the canonical inclusion of 0.A into dH induces an isomorphism Hy(0A) =
H,(6H) for any n > 0;

(ii). If all the followings are satisfied:
(a)’. dimn > 1,
(b)’. there exists a nonempty subset o C & such that o ¢ H,
(¢)’. T € H for any nonempty subset T C n,
then
(1). the canonical inclusion of 0A into dH induces an isomorphism H,(0A) =
H,(6H) for any n # dimn,dimn — 1,

(2). there is an injection from Hdimy(0A) into Haimn(0H) whose cokernel is a
subgroup of R ,

(8). there is an surjection from Haimn—1(0A) into Haimn—1(0H) whose kernel is a
quotient group of R .

Proof. Suppose A = H \ {n,&}, where 1) is a free face of £ in H. In (BX), substitute A
with {n,£}. We obtain a long exact sequence

s Ho(6(H\ {n,€})) — Hn(0H) — Ho(6H/5(H\ {n,€}))

CASE 1. o € H for any nonempty subset o C &.

Then £ € §H. Since 7 is not a face of any hyperedge x # £ in H, it follows that 7 is
not a face of any simplex k # £ in 6H. Thus for any x € dH such that k # 1, £ we have
k€ 6(H\{n,&}). Hence 6(H \ {n,&}) = 0H \ {n,&}. Therefore,

M/ (5H\ {n,€})] = =

CASE 2. there exists a nonempty subset o C £ such that o ¢ H.
Then & ¢ 0H.
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SUBCASE 2.1. 7 € H for any nonempty subset 7 C 7.
Then n € 6H. Since & ¢ dH and 7 is not a proper face of any hyperedge 7 # &, it
follows that n is a maximal simplex of . Similar with the argument of CASE 1 we have

S(H\ {n,&}) = dH \ {n}. Therefore,

Sdimn i dimy > 1,

e g (3.7)
*, if dimn = 0.

0H/(FH N\ {n, )] = {

SUBCASE 2.2. there exists a nonempty subset 7 C 7 such that 7 ¢ H.
Then 7 ¢ 0H. Similar with the argument of CASE 1 we have 6(H \ {n,¢}) = dH.
Therefore,

0H/(FH N\ {n, §H)] = *.

(). Suppose one of (a), (b) and (c) is satisfied. By summarizing the above cases,
Ho(5H/5(H\ {n,€})) = 0 (3:8)
for each n > 0. By (3.6]) and (3:8) we obtain
Hin(6(H\{n,&})) = Ho(6H).
(ii). Suppose all of (a)’, (b)’ and (c)’ are satisfied. By (3.7]),
|61/ (OH N\ {n, €})] = ™.
With the help of ([B.6]),
H, (6H) = H,(5A) (3.9)
for any n # dimn,dim#n — 1 and an exact sequence

0 — Haimn(6(H\ {n,€})) — Haimy(6H) — R
— Hdim,,,l(é(’}-l \ {77,5})) — Hdimn,l(é’}-l) — 0. (310)

Therefore, (1) follows from B3, (2) follows from the second arrow of [BI0)), and (3)
follows from the fifth arrow of (310). O

Proposition 3.6. Let H and H' be two hypergraphs of the same weak simple-homotopy
type via a sequence of weak simplicial collapses and weak simplicial expansions such that
in each weak elementary simplicial collapse or weak elementary simplicial expansion, 1 is
a free face of & and one of (a), (b) and (c) in Lemmal3 3 is satisfied. Then the homology
groups H,(0H) and H,(0H') are isomorphic.

Proof. There is a finite sequence H = Ho — H1 — -+ — H, = H' of hypergraphs where
each arrow represents a weak simplicial expansion or a weak simplicial collapse. In each
weak elementary simplicial collapse or weak elementary simplicial expansion, 7 is a free
face of £ and one of (a), (b) and (c) in Lemma [3H]is satisfied. Thus by Lemma 33 (i), for
each i =1,...,q, H,(0H;) and H,(0H;_1) are isomorphic. Thus H, (6H) and H, (6H’)
are isomorphic. O
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Example 6. Consider the hypergraphs

H = {{vo},{vi}, {vs}, {va}, {vo,vs}, {vo, va}, {vs, va},
{v07v17v2}7 {00,03,1)4}, {’U(),UQ,U5}, {1)0,1)2, Vs, Vg, 1)7}},

H o = {{w}}

Then we have weak elementary simplicial collapses H — H1 — Hao — Hz — Ha — H/,
where

Hl =H \ {{UO, 1)2,’05}, {UO; V2, Vs, Ve, 1)7}}

with {vg, va2,vs} a free face of {vg,ve,vs, vs, v7} satisfying Lemma 35 (c),

Ho = Hi \ {{vs, va}, {vo,v3,v4}}

with {vs,v4} a free face of {vp,vs,v4} satisfying Lemma 35 (b),

Hs = Ho \ {{vl}v {1}0,1}1,’(}2}}

with {v;} a free face of {vg, v1,v2} satisfying Lemma [3.5] (a), and

Ha=Hsz \ {{vs}, {vo,v3}},  H =Ha\ {{va}, {vo,va}}

are elementary simplicial collapses of simplicial complexes. We have 0H = Alvg, vs, v4],

dH' = {{vo}} and

G, n=0,
H,(6H) 2 H,(0H') = {0 0>

4 The stability of persistent homology of hypergraphs

4.1 Filtrations of hypergraphs and interleavings of the persistent
homology

Let H be a hypergraph. A filtration {Hs}ier of H is a family H;, t € R, of sub-hypergraphs
of H such that for any ¢ < s, there is an inclusion ¢, s : Hy — H, such that is 00 s = 14 .
Let f be a function on H assigning a real number f(o) to each o € H. For each t € R,
let the level hypergraph be

H] = [ (~o0,t]) ={o € H | f(o) < t}. (4.1)

Let t <s. Let i3(f) : #/ — HJ be the canonical inclusion of hypergraphs, which gives
a filtration H/ := {H/}1er of H. We have the induced inclusions 8(i5(f)) : 6(H]) —
§(HS) and A(i5 (f)) : A(H]) — A(HT) of simplicial complexes, which give the filtration
{AM ) ier of AH and the filtration {§(H])}ier of 0H respectively. Let F be a field.
We have three persistent vector spaces

(). {Hn(H])}rer = {H.(HLF), (i3(f)), | rtos € Rt < sk

(2). {Ha(6(H)}rer = {HLO(HL);F), (6(5(f))), I 7.t s € Rt < s}
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(3): {Ha(AH])) rer == {H(AH]);F), (AGE(S))), |t s € Rt < 5}
whose persistent diagrams are respectively

(1). D(H, f) = D{Hn(H])}1cr);

(2). D(OH, f) := D{Hn(6(H]))}1er);

(3)". D(AM, f) := D{Hn(A(H])) bicr)-

Let f,g : H — R be two real valued functions on H. The L°°-distance between f
and ¢ is defined by

I1f = glloe = sup |f(o) = g(o)]

where o ranges over all hyperedges of . Let d% be the bottleneck distance (cf. [8, [10]).

Theorem 4.1. Let H be a hypergraph. Let f and g be real-valued functions on H. Then
d¥(DH/, DHI) < ||f — gl|oo. Here

dE (DH', DH?) = max{d¥ (D(H,f), D(H,yg)),
dg (D(OH, f), D(6H, 9)),
A5 (D(AH, f), D(AH, 9))}-

4.1.1 Proof of Theorem [4.7]
Lemma 4.2. Let n > 0. Suppose
If = glloo <€ (4.2)
for some € > 0. Then the following persistent vector spaces are strongly e-interleaved:
(i). the persistent embedded homology {H,(H ) }ier and {H,(H?)}icr;

(ii). the persistent homology {H, (8(HI))}ier and {H,(8(H?))}ier of the associated sim-
plicial complexes;

(iii). the persistent homology { Hy(A(HI)) }ier and {H, (A(HI)) }ier of the lower-associated
simplicial complezes.

Proof. For any t € R there are inclusions
oMl — M e M — M

of hypergraphs. By a diagram chasing,

s 0if(g) 0 pr—e = G1E(f), () 0 e = s 035(9),

s 015 (f) ohi—e = i;7(g), iEE(f) oor = s 0 iy (f).
Taking the embedded homology, we have that for any ¢ € R there are homomorphisms

(p)e s HWH]F) — H (HL T,y Ho(HEF) — Ho (HL, ;).

Moreover,

(¥s)s 0 (i(9))x 0 (r—c)e = (iFTE(F))ss e © (Whe)s = () © (17 (9))x
(0s)e 0 (5 (f)w 0 (Weme)s = (i175(9))s,  (G{e(f))s 0 (00)x = (0s)s © (i (f))s-
By |8, Definition 4.2], we obtain (i). The proofs for (ii) and (iii) are similar. O
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Proof of Theorem[£.1l By |8, Theorem 4.4] and Lemma [£2 (a), d%5 (D(H, f), D(H, ))
1f = glloc. By 8, Theorem 4.4] and Lemma2 (b), ds (D(6H, £), D(6H, 9)) < |1f gl
By |8, Theorem 4.4] and Lemma 2 (c), d%¥ (D(AH, f) D(AH,g)) < ||f 9l]so-

Dg A

4.2 Persistent homology for morphisms between hypergraphs and
the stability

Let H and H’ be two hypergraphs on V and V' respectively. Let ¢ : H — H' be a
morphism of hypergraphs.

(A). Suppose {H;}ier is a filtration of H'. We have a pull-back filtration {¢*H}}ier
of H induced from ¢, where for each t € R,

e My ={o €M |p(o) € Hi}.
we have morphisms of hypergraphs
O"H, — H,, teR,

where for each ¢t € R, ¢} is the restriction of ¢ to ¢*H;. Consequently, we have a
commutative diagram of persistent homology

H.(Ker(A(p})#)) — Hue(A(9"H1); R)AW&> H.(A(H}); R) — H.(Coker(A(p7)4))
H.(Ker(Sup(¢7))) H..(Coker(Sup(¢7)))
\ /

(vt licer) s Ho (o) — 0 b, (1) (ANEOR
/
H. (Ker(Inf(¢7))) H.(Coker(Inf(¢7)))
5(67)

H.(Ker(0(7))) — H.(6(¢"Hy); R) —— Hu(6(H1); R) — H.(Coker(6(07)#))-

(B). Suppose {H; }+er is a filtration of H. We have a push-forward filtration {o.sH: }rer
of H' induced from ¢, where for each ¢t € R,

M ={p(o) | o € Hi}.
we have morphisms of hypergraphs
«t P He — i He, tER,

where for each ¢ € R, ,; is the restriction of ¢ to H;. Consequently, we have a commu-
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tative diagram of persistent homology

Ho (Ker(A(a) ) —— Ho(AH): R) 2 HL (A (puHy): R) —— H.(Coker(A(pa)))
H.(Ker(Sup(p.:))) H.(Coker(Sup(gx:)))
\ /
(et licor) Ho (M) — 2 (o) (ot
/
H. (Ker(Inf(gx))) H.(Coker(Inf(¢1)))

H.(Ker(3(un) ) —— Ho(8(H0); R) —225 H.(8(ipHa); R) —— H.(Coker(3(ipu) 4))-

Let f,g:H — Rand let f',¢ : H — R. We have filtrations 'HZ = f1((=o00,t])
and H) = g71((—o0,t]) of H as well as filtrations ’H'{l = f'((=o0,1)) and ’H'fl =
g’fl((—oo,t]), teR, of H'. Let ¢ : H — H’ be a morphism of hypergraphs. We have
the pull-back filtrations * ('] /) and ¢*(H'{ l) of H as well as the push-forward filtrations
o, (1)) and @, (HY) of H'.

Theorem 4.3. Let € > 0. Let f and g be real-valued functions on H. Let ' and g' be
real-valued functions on H'.

(i). If |If — glleoc < €, then each of the persistent linear map among the twenty-one
persistent linear maps in the commutative diagram in (B), denoted as ®; and D,
satisfies

dg (D(®y), D(®g)) <.
Here
dy (D(®y), D(®g)) = max{dy (D(Ker(®y)), D(Ker(2y))),

i (D(Im(®y)), D(Im(Dy))),
dp (D(Coker(®y)), D(Coker(®y)))};

(i). If ||f' — ¢'|loc < €, then each of the persistent linear map among the twenty-one

persistent linear maps in the commutative diagram in (A), denoted as <I>}, and <I>’g/,
satisfies

a5 (D(®),), D(®),)) < c.

g’/ =
4.2.1 Proof of Theorem 4.3

Let V = {Viher, U = {Uthier, V' = {V{ hier and U’ = {U, }+cr be persistent modules
over R. For any t < s, suppose v§ : V;, — Vi, us : Uy — U, v'y : V) — V!, and
W'y : Ul — U! are the canonical homomorphisms that define the persistent modules V,
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U, V' and U’ respectively. Let ® : V — U and ¥ : V' — U’ be homomorphisms of
persistent modules (cf. |9, Section 1.3]). We have a persistent sub-R-module Ker(®) =
{Ker(®¢)}ier of V and a persistent sub-R-module Im(®) = {Im(®P;)}+cr of U. We also
have a persistent quotient R-module Coker(®) = {Coker(®:)}:cr of U. As persistent
R-modules, V/Ker(®) = Im(®) and U /Im(®) = Coker(®P). Let € > 0.

Definition 4. We say that ® and @’ are strongly e-interleaved if all of the followings are
satisfied:

(a). there exist two families of homomorphisms {a; : Vi — V/| }ier and {a} : V/ —
Vitetter such that ¥V and V' are strongly e-interleaved via these two families of
homomorphisms;

(b). there exist two families of homomorphisms {3; : Uy — U/, }ier and {3} : U/ —
Uitetter such that U and U’ are strongly e-interleaved via these two families of
homomorphisms;

(c). for any t < s, the following four diagrams commute

vy vy ot ap
V. ——V, Vi — V! Vi —— V4. V] —5 Vi
I n'y Be B4

Uy —— Us, U ——= U, Uy — Ul Ul — Uy

Lemma 4.4. Suppose two homomorphisms ® : V — U and &' : V' — U’ are strongly
e-interleaved. Then the following homomorphisms are also strongly e-interleaved:

(i). ®:Ker(®) — 0 and ¥’ : Ker(®') — 0;
(ii). ®/Ker:V/Ker(P) — Im(P) and ’'/Ker : V' /Ker(®') — Im(P’);
(#i). ®/Im : 0 — Coker(®) and ®'/Im : 0 — Coker(P’).

Proof. Let t € R. Both S; and f; send 0 to 0. By the third and the forth commutative
diagrams in Definition H (c) respectively, oy sends Ker(®;) to Ker(®; ) and o} sends
Ker(®}) to Ker(®;4). Hence @ : Ker(®) — 0 and @’ : Ker(®') — 0, which are
the restrictions of ® and @’ to Ker(®) and Ker(®’) respectively, are well-defined. By the
strong e-interleaving property of ® and &', ® and @’ satisfy (a), (b) and (c) in Definition [l
Hence @ : Ker(®) — 0 and @’ : Ker(®') — 0 satisfy (a), (b) and (¢) in Definition [ as
well. Thus (i) follows.
The following two families

{ai/Ker : Vi /Ker(®;) — V/, . /Ker(®}, ) }ier, (4.3)
{o/Ker : Vi /Ker(®;) — Viqe/Ker(Prie) her (4.4)

of homomorphisms are well-defined. Via the two families (@3]) and [@4)) of homomor-
phisms, the persistent modules V/Ker(®) and V'/Ker(®') are strongly e-interleaved. By
substituting V and V' in Definition @l with V/Ker(®) and V' /Ker(®’) respectively and
substituting {a:}ier and {o} }rer in Definition @ with (@3]) and [@4]) respectively, the
four diagrams in (c) still commute. This implies that ®/Ker and ®'/Ker are strongly
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e-interleaved via the persistent modules V/Ker(®), V'/Ker(®'), U and U’ and the fami-

lies {a;/Ker}ier in (@3], {o}/Ker}ier in @), {B:}ier and {5} }iecr of homomorphisms.
Thus (ii) follows.

Similar with the proof of (i), the homomorphisms ®/Im : 0 — Coker(®) and ¢’ /Im :
0 — Coker(®’) as well as the families

{Bu/Tm = Uy /T(1) —> Uf,o/Tm(®}, ) e, (4.5)
{8)/Tm: U} /Tn(®}) — Upo/Tm (@10 e (4.6)

of homomorphisms are well-defined. the persistent modules ¢ /Im(®) and U’ /Im(®’) are
strongly e-interleaved via ({3 and (@6). By substituting &/ and U’ in Definition F with
U/Im(P) and U’ /Tm(P’) respectively and substituting {5; }ter and {5} }+er in Definition [
with (£H) and (0] respectively, the four diagrams in (¢) commute. This implies that
®/Im and ®’/Im are strongly e-interleaved via the persistent modules V, V', U/ /Im(®)

and U’ /Im(®’) and the families {a;}ier, {) }ier, {8t/Im}ier in (@3) and {B;/Im}ier in
(#E) of homomorphisms. Thus (iii) follows. O

The next corollary (i), (ii) and (iii) follow from Lemmald4] (i), (ii) and (iii) respectively.

Corollary 4.5. Suppose two homomorphisms ® : V — U and ' : V' — U’ are strongly
e-interleaved. Then the following persistent R-modules are also strongly e-interleaved:

(i). Ker(®) and Ker(®');
(ii). V/Ker(®) and V' /Ker(®'), or equivalently, Im(®) and Im(P’);
(iii). Coker(®) and Coker(d'). O

Let R be a field F. Choose a persistent basis b(Ker(®)) for Ker(®). By [12, Theo-
rem 1.1], we may extend b(Ker(®)) to a persistent basis b(Ker(®))Ub(®) of V, where b(P)
is a persistent basis for V/Ker(®). The persistent linear map ® sends b(®) bijectively
to a persistent basis ®(b(®)) of Im(P). By |12, Theorem 1.1], we may extend ®(b(P))
to a persistent basis ®(b(®)) U b(Coker(®)) of U, where b(Coker(®)) is a persistent basis
for Coker(®). Similarly, we have a persistent basis b(Ker(®')) for Ker(®'), a persistent
basis b(®’) for V'/Ker(®'), a persistent basis ®'(b(®’)) for Im(®’), and a persistent ba-
sis b(Coker(®’)) for Coker(®’). By taking the birth-times and the death-times of the
elements in the persistent bases, we have the corresponding persistent diagrams.

Lemma 4.6. Let F be a field. Suppose the persistent F-linear maps ® : V — U and
OV — U are strongly e-interleaved. Then

(i). d(D(Ker(®)), D(Ker(d) < €;
(). dg (D(Im(®)), D(Im(®))) < €;
(1i1). d% (D(Coker(®)), D(Coker(®'))) < e.

Proof. By applying [8, Theorem 4.4] to Corollary [ (i), (ii) and (iii) respectively, we
obtain (i), (ii) and (iii) in Lemma 6] O

Define the persistent diagram of a persistent linear map ® as the triple

D(®) = (D(Ker(®)), D(Im(®)), D(Coker(d))).
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Define the L>-bottleneck distance between two persistent linear maps ® and @' as

dg (D(®), D(®)) = max{dy (D(Ker(®)), D(Ker(2'))),

d°°( (Im(®)), D(Im(®))),
d% (D(Coker(®)), D(Coker(®')))}.

The next corollary follows from Lemma directly.

Corollary 4.7. Suppose two persistent linear maps ® and ® are strongly e-interleaved.
Then

43 (D(®),D(®)) <e. O

Proof of Theorem[{.3 (i). Let ®; and ®, be the persistent linear maps. Suppose ||f —
gllo < €. Then Definition @ (a), (b) and (c) hold. Thus ®; and ®, are strongly e-
interleaved. By Corollary [L7 we have (i).

(ii). Let @7, and @;, be the persistent linear maps. Suppose ||f" — ¢'[|oc < €. Similar
with (i), %, and @, are strongly e-interleaved. By Corollary 7] we have (ii). O

4.3 The stability of the Mayer-Vietoris sequences

Let H and H' be two hypergraphs. Let {#;}.cr be a filtration of H and let {H}}ier
be a filtration of H’ such that for each t € R, H; and H; satisfy the hypothesis (P) in
Proposition 2.l Then we have the following commutative diagram of persistent homology

Y, nt1 s n Bs,n

Hp(8(He) NO(HL)) ——— H,(5(He)) & Hn(0(H})) ——
I L

I (M M) —— s Ho (M) @ Ha(H) —2 s

| L

2 Ha(A(He) N AHE) —25 Ho(A(HL)) & Ha(A(H))) —2

s n—1

(6(He) UB(HL)) —"s Ho 1 (8(He) N 8(H)) —2
L w(He UHY) +>Hn 1(Htht)L>...

- |

BA n ’YA n QAA n—1

A(He) UA(HL)) —= Hpo1 (A(He) N A(HY))

where each row is a long exact sequence of persistent modules and each vertical map is a
homomorphism of persistent modules induced by the canonical inclusions of hypergraphs.
We have

Ker(ay) = Im(yp41), Ker(Bn) =Im(ay), Ker(y,) =Im(5,),
Coker(ay,) 2 Im(B,), Coker(5,) =2 Im(y,), Coker(y,) = Im(ay,_1).
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The persistent diagram of the persistent linear map a, is

D(a,) = (D(Xer(ay)), D(Im(aw,)), D(Coker(aw,)))
(D(Coker(Bn+1)), D(Ker(8r)), D(Im(5,)))
(D(Im(vn41)), D(Coker(vn+1)), D(Ker(yn)))- (4.7)

Similarly, we can give the explicit expressions for D(8,) and D(v,). Let f,g: H — R
and f’,¢' : H — R such that for each ¢t € R, both the pair ('H{,’H'{ ) and the pair

(HI ,H’f/) satisfy the hypothesis (P) in Proposition 2l Denote the persistent linear
maps o, 3, and 7, induced by by f and g as o, f,g, Bn,r,g a0d vy 5,4 respectively. The
maximum among the three distances

d% (n, f,g: ¥6n, 7,97 )y A (Bnofogs Bonogrg)s  AB (nofogs Ynofr,07)

equals to the maximum among the five distances

df (Ker(an, f,9), Ker(an, f,4)), dE (Ker(an—1,f,4), Ker(an—1,5,4)),
d (Im(am, f,9), Im(an,p,g),  dg (Im(an—1,1,4), Im(an—1,4,4)),
d% (Coker(ay, f.q), Coker(ay, 7 ¢1)),

which equals to the maximum among the five distances

d%o (Ker(ﬁn,f,g)v Ker(/gn7f’79l))a doBO (Ker(/gn—l,f,g)v Ker(/gn—l,f/79/))7
di5 (Coker(By, 1,g), Coker(By,fr,g)),  di (Coker(Bn+1,f,9), Coker(Bni1,17,47)),
dg (Im(Bn, £,9), Im(Bn,1,47))

as well as the maximum among the five distances

dE (Tm(Vn,f.9), I (Yn g7 g))s  dF IM(Yni1,1.), I (Vni1,57.)),
di5 (Coker(vn, f,4), Coker(vn,fr.g1)),  dE (Coker(yni1,1.q), Coker(ynt1, 57 47)),
dOBO (Ker(’}/n,f,g)v Ker('Yn,f’,g’))-

Analogous assertions hold for the persistent linear maps o «, 55« and 7s . as well as the
persistent linear maps aa «, Ba,« and ya .

Choose a persistent module in the last diagram. Denote the persistent module induced
by f and g as My, and denote the persistent module induced by f' and ¢’ as My 4.
Choose an arrow in the last diagram. Denote the arrow induced by f and g as ®¢, and
denote the arrow induced by f" and ¢’ as @/ 4.

Theorem 4.8. If ||f — f'||c < € and ||g — ¢'||cc <€, then dF (D(My.q), D(Myr 4)) <€
and dF (D(®s.q), D(®yr 4)) <e.

Proof. Suppose ||f — f'||c < € and ||g — ¢'||c < €. Then My, and My 4 are strongly
e-interleaved. Thus d¥ (D(My,4), D(Mys,4)) < €. Moreover, 7, and ®y 4 are strongly
e-interleaved. Thus d% (D(®y4), D(Ps 4)) < €. O

4.4 The stability of the Kiinneth-type formulae

Let H and H' be two hypergraphs. Let {#;}icr be a filtration of H and let {#}}:cr be
a filtration of #'. Let R be a principal ideal domain with unit 1. By Proposition 2.2} we
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have a commutative diagram of persistent modules

(M) ® Hor1(6(Hi)) — Hn1 (0(He) % 6(Hi)) ——

D, gr1mn Hot1(He) @ Hop1 (Hy) ———— Hnp1(He x HY) ————
(H:))

® Ho1(A(HY)) — Hnpa (A(He) = A(H)) ——

Dp+g+1=n Hp+1(8

®p+q+1:n Hpa (A

—— D,igr1n Torr(Hp 11 (8(He)), He(3(H1)))

| o

—— D120 Torr(Hp1 (He), Ho(H1))

J

— Dprgr1n Torr(Hp1(A(Hr)), Ho(A(HY)))
such that each row is a short exact sequence of persistent modules and each vertical map
is a homomorphism of persistent modules induced by canonical inclusions of hypergraphs.
Let R =T be a field. Then all the torsions in the last diagram are trivial.

Let D = {(b;,di) | i=1,...,1} U{(t,t) [t € R} and D" = {(b},d};) | j = 1,...,m} U
{(t,t) | t € R}, where —oo < b; < d; < 400 for each 1 < ¢ <[ and oogb;-<d9 < 400
for each 1 < j < m, be two persistent diagrams. We define the product of D and D’ as

= {(max(b;, b)), min(d;, d})) [ 1 <i < 1,1 < j<m}U{(t,t) |t R}

The multiplicity of (max(b;,b}), min(d;,d)) is the product of the multiplicity of (b;, d;)

in D and the multiplicity of (b}, d}) in D'. We define the sum of D and D’ as
D4+ D = {(bd) [ 1< < I U{,d5) | 1< <m}U{(t1) |t R},

For any (b,d) € D + D', if (b,d) = (b;,d;) = (b}, d};) for some 1 < i < [ and some
1 < j < m, then the multiplicity of (b,d) is the sum of the multiplicity of (b;,d;) in D
and the multiplicity of (b}, d}) in D’.

Proposition 4.9. We have

D({Hni1(5(H) # 6(H)) her) = Y D{Hps1(6(H)) bier)
p+qg+l=n
D({Hg11(0(H}))}eer), (4.8)
D({Hpp1(He s Hi)bier) = Y D{Hpy1(He) hicr)
ptg+l=n
D({Hg41(H1) ber), (4.9)
D({Hpr (AH) * AH ) hier) = Y D{Hpp1(A(Hi))}ier)
ptg+l=n

D({Hq11(A(H;) ber).  (4.10)
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Proof. Take the persistent diagram of each persistent module in the last diagram. The
equations (48], ([£3) and (EI0) follow from the first row, the second row and the third
row in the last diagram respectively. O

Let f,g: H — R and let f',¢" : H — R. Choose a persistent module in the
last diagram. Denote the persistent module induced by f and g as My, and denote the
persistent module induced by f’ and ¢’ as My . Choose an arrow in the last diagram.
Denote the arrow induced by f and g by ®;, and denote the arrow induced by f’ and ¢’
by (I)f/’g/.

Theorem 4.10. If ||f — f'|lc < € and ||g — ¢'||co < €, then d% (D(My ), D(Myr o)) <€
and dg (D(®y,q), D(Pyq)) <.

Proof. The proof is an analog of Theorem O

5 The constancy of persistent Betti numbers of hyper-
graphs

Given a filtration {H;}+cr of a hypergraph H, consider the persistent embedded homology

Hy ({Hideer) = Im((e))
_ Ker (0, (H:)) (5.1)
Ker(0n(He)) NTm(0p41(Hs))’ '
where ¢ < s, On(H:) is the restriction of the boundary map 9, of AH to Inf, (H;), ¢
is the canonical inclusion of H; into Hs and (¢f). is the induced homomorphism of the
embedded homology groups. Similarly, consider the persistent homology

Hy*({AHo) her) = Tm(((ea)f)«)
Ker(0,(A(H:)))

= Ker(0n (A(H,)) N0 (A(H,))) (5-2)
H (6 her) = Tm(((16)7)-)

Ker (9, (6(H¢))) N Im(Op11(6(Hs)))’

where 0, (A(H:)) (resp. 0,(6(Hy))) is the restriction of the boundary map 9, of AH
(resp. 0H) to Cn(A(Hy); R) (resp. Cr(0(He); R)) and (ea); (resp. (ts)7) is the canonical
inclusion of A(H;) (resp. 6(H:)) into A(Hs) (resp. 6(Hs)). Take the coefficients of the
persistent homology (B1)), (B2)) and (23] in a field F. The persistent Betti numbers of
the filtrations {H; }irer, {A(Hi) }eer and {6(H:) }ier are respectively

)
B = dimg HY*(Hoher),
Ko = dimp B ({AH) beer),
Bsn = dims Hy*({8(He) beer)-
With the help of [13, Section 2.3|, 85* is the sum of the multiplicities m 4 of the points
(b, d) in the persistent diagram D({ H,,(H)}:cr) such that b < t and d > s, 8’ is the sum
of the multiplicities m 4 of the pomts (b, d) in the persistent diagram D({H (A(Ht)) }eer)

such that b < ¢ and d > s, and ,6’5 is the sum of the multiplicities m 4 of the points
(b,d) in the persistent diagram D({H,, (6(H))}rer) such that b < ¢ and d > s.
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Theorem 5.1. Let H be a hypergraph and let f: H — R. For any t < s,

(1). if 'H{ and ’H{ have all the vertices as 0-hyperedges and have the same strong simple-
homotopy type, then B4° = ﬂn('H{) = Bn(HI), where B, is the Betti number of the
embedded homology group;

(2). if ! and HI have the same weak simple-homotopy type, then ,82‘?" = B (AHT)) =

(3). if 7—[{ and HI have the same weak simple-homotopy type via a sequence of weak
simplicial collapses and weak simplicial expansions such that in each weak elementary
simplicial collapse or weak elementary simplicial expansion, n is a free face of &
and one of (a), (b) and (c) in Lemma [T is satisfied, then ,B(t;; = Bu(6(H])) =

Bn(8(HL))-

Proof. For any t < s, we have 'HZ CHI1<i<k.

(1). By our assumption, there is a sequence H{ = H® — H! — ... - H" = ”H{ of
hypergraphs such that each arrow is a strong elementary simplicial collapse and for each
0 < j < n, all the vertices of H7 are 0-hyperedges. By Lemma[3.1] for each 1 < j < n, the
canonical inclusion of H’ into H7~! induces an isomorphism from H,(H?) to H.(H’~1).
Thus the inclusion of #/ into H/ induces an isomorphism from H.,(H]) to H,(HI).
Therefore, 8% = B, (H]) = B (H1).

(2). By our assumption, there is a sequence Hf = H® — H! — ... — H" = 7—[{ of
hypergraphs such that each arrow is a weak elementary simplicial collapse. By Lemma[3.3]
for each 1 < j < n, the canonical inclusion of H#7 into #7~! induces an isomorphism from
H.(AM?) to H,(AH~1). Thus the inclusion of %/ into #/ induces an isomorphism from
H.(A(H])) to Hi(A(H)). Therefore, 557, = Bu(AH])) = Bu(A(H])).

(3). By our assumption, there is a sequence Hf = H° — H! — ... = H" = 7—[{
of hypergraphs such that each arrow is a weak elementary simplicial collapse satisfying
the hypothesis in (3). By Lemma B35 for each 1 < j < n, the canonical inclusion of H/
into H/~! induces an isomorphism from H,(0H?) to H.(6H’~!). Thus the inclusion of
H{ into # induces an isomorphism from H,(§(H])) to H,(5(H{)). Therefore, 5;2 =

Bu(6(H])) = Bu(8(H)). O
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