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Abstract

Four-dimensional image-type data can quickly become prohibitively large, and it may not
be feasible to directly apply methods, such as persistent homology or convolutional neu-
ral networks, to determine the topological characteristics of these data because they can
encounter complexity issues. This study aims to determine the Betti numbers of large
four-dimensional image-type data. The experiments use synthetic data, and demonstrate
that it is possible to circumvent these issues by applying downscaling methods to the data
prior to training a convolutional neural network, even when persistent homology software
indicates that downscaling can significantly alter the homology of the training data. When
provided with downscaled test data, the neural network can estimate the Betti numbers of
the original samples with reasonable accuracy.

Keywords: Betti numbers, topology, manifold, convolutional neural network, computer
vision, persistent homology

1 Introduction

An understanding of the topological structure of image-type data can be critical in areas
such as material science (Al-Sahlani et al., 2018; Duarte et al., 2020) and medicine (Cang and
Wei, 2017; Lundervold and Lundervold, 2019), where methods such as Magnetic Resonance
Imaging (MRI) and Computed Tomography (CT) may be used to determine the existence
and shape of cavities within materials, or identify normal and pathological anatomical
structures. By considering an n-dimensional image as a manifold (or more accurately, as
a manifold-with-boundary), its structural properties can be investigated from a topological
perspective. MRI and CT scans offer examples of images in the 3D setting, as does real-
time ultrasound (US), which captures 2D images over time to produce 3D image data; 3D
images are comprised of voxels (the 3-dimensional (3D) analogue of a pixel).

In the 4D setting, 4D-US, functional-MRI, and 4D-CT offer methods to scan a 3D
target over time to produce 4D image data; this affords the observation of processes and
movements. These data are usually produced by collecting a synchronised sequence of 2D
slices, which are then rectified into a 4D format by using slice timing correction techniques
that employ various interpolation methods in order to accommodate for the time delay
that is exhibited as each slice is captured (Pauli et al., 2016; Parker et al., 2017). 4D data
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can also occur if 2D or 3D data are equipped with other dimensions, and can also be the
outcome of manifold learning (Lee and Verleysen, 2007).

In material science, micro-tomography has been used to observe the structural evolution
of materials while they undergo hydration processes (Zhang et al., 2022), and to study the
effect of exposure to load, temperature change, or current on manufactured porous materials,
such as cellular materials and syntactic foams (Al-Sahlani et al., 2018; Duarte et al., 2020).

4D imaging also has applications in the medical diagnostic arena, where it may allow
moving structures to be imaged over time. A review paper by Kwong et al. (2015) offers
a broad look into how these dynamic imaging techniques can be used to observe visceral,
musculo-skeletal, and vascular structures in order to assess joint instability and valve mo-
tion. An analysis of the topological characteristics of medical imaging is also a research
consideration (Loughrey et al., 2021). For example, in cancer research, Kim et al. (2019)
investigated the impact of topological data analysis in helping to differentiate between MRI
scans of subjects with and without a genetic deletion event associated with a better glioma
prognosis.

4D topological data analysis is a domain that may open a range of avenues for future
research and improvements in applications that were previously restricted to 2D and 3D
methods. Currently, the two main candidate techniques for topological data analysis in
this area are persistent homology (Otter et al., 2017), and convolutional neural networks
(CNNs). Unfortunately, 4D imaging can result in data that are dense, in that they capture
vast regions of target material versus empty space, and data that require large amounts
of storage. Furthermore, due to the additional dimension of the data in 4D, significant
computational, memory, and time-complexity challenges of 4D topological data analysis
methods need to be addressed.

The present study proposes and demonstrates the feasibility of an approach that com-
bines the downscaling of large 4D image-type manifold data, which comprise of black-and-
white toxels (the 4D analogue of a pixel), and the training of a 4D CNN, in order to estimate
the topological characteristics of the data. In particular, all four dimensions of the data
that we consider are treated equally; one could indeed inspect these data from any 4D
perspective, and not necessarily assume that they arise from observing 3D samples as they
evolve with time. In the context of this work, the term large data refers to data that is ex-
pensive, or even infeasible, to analyse in its raw form, because of computational or memory
challenges (see Sections 2 and 3.3).

Although data analysis techniques have received significant attention in various area of
science and mathematics, we are still in it early stages of exploring how to apply computer
vision approaches to the task of estimating the topological characteristics of data, such as
Betti numbers. The contributions that we provide in this work include:

• the generation of large synthetic 4D data samples with non-trivial topologies,

• training results that demonstrate that 4D CNNs can estimate the topology of the data
even after downscaling,

• a comparison with a representative persistent homology approach, and
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• a discussion that addresses some current limitations of the methods that we investi-
gate, and provides motivation towards several potential future areas of research that
may solve these issues.

While we specifically address the case of image-type data in this work, persistent
homology-based methods may be more suitable for data in point-cloud or mesh format,
as we discuss in the concluding paragraph of Section 2.

2 Background

Inspired by the structure of 3D data blocks in material science, the present study used
simulated 4D data cubes, which could be described as the 4D analogue of a 3D foam or
block of Swiss cheese. The boundaries of the cavities in such 4D data cubes are formed by
3-manifolds, which can be described and distinguished by using methods of algebraic and
geometric topology (Hatcher, 2002). The topological classification of 3-manifolds was only
achieved in 2003 (Bessieres et al., 2010) and the topology of objects in 4D can be much
richer than in 2D or 3D. In the present study, we only consider some basic objects as part
of our dataset generation, namely balls, that is, B4 = {x ∈ R4; ||x|| ≤ 1}, and various tori
that exist in 4D, including S1 ×B3, S2 ×B2, and S1 × S1 ×B2. However, these manifolds
are already topologically more complex than what would usually be considered in machine
learning, for example, as the outcome of manifold learning (Lee and Verleysen, 2007).

The Betti numbers are a concept in algebraic topology that capture the essential struc-
ture of a manifold or topological space given by the holes of the manifold or topological
space (Edelsbrunner and Harer, 2010). The kth Betti number is often denoted by βk, where
β0 is the number of path-connected components that comprise a topological space, and βk≥1

are the number of k-dimensional holes in the space. Holes are formalised in algebraic topol-
ogy, where roughly speaking, a k-dimensional cycle is a closed submanifold, a k-dimensional
boundary is a cycle that is also the boundary of a submanifold, and a k-dimensional ho-
mology class is an equivalence class of the group of cycles modulo the group of boundaries
Zk/Bk, otherwise known as the kth homology group Hk. Any non-trivial homology class
represents a cycle that is not a boundary, or equivalently, a k-dimensional hole. βk can be
defined as the rank of the group Hk (Edelsbrunner and Harer, 2010). In this work, the term
hole will be used in its homological sense, and the term cavity will refer to the result of
‘cutting-out’ of the interior of a sample. For example, the introduction of a donut-shaped
cavity into a 3D sample, that is I3 − S1 × B2, will result in the introduction of a 1D hole
and a 2D hole. In R4, only the first four Betti numbers are relevant, and their relationship
to the Euler characteristic is given by

χ = β0 − β1 + β2 − β3.

Persistent homology is a computational approach with which one can derive topological
indices, such as the Betti numbers, of the underlying manifold of data. The theoretical
complexity of applying persistent homology using a sparse implementation is cubic in the
number simplices that describe a sample, however, in practice, this can be as low as lin-
ear (Zomorodian and Carlsson, 2005). A general introduction that can serve as background
to computational topology and algebraic topology can be found in the books of Edelsbrunner
and Harer (2010) and Hatcher (2002), respectively.
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The use of CNNs to predict the Betti numbers of data was first proposed by Paul and
Chalup (2019), who trained 2D and 3D CNNs with simulated data cubes into which cavi-
ties were introduced. This approach was extended by Hannouch and Chalup (2023), who
used simulated 4D data cubes to train a custom 4D CNN that was implemented using
the Pytorch library (Paszke et al., 2019). Both studies used persistent homology software
(JavaPlex (Adams et al., 2014) and GUDHI (Maria et al., 2014), respectively) as a compar-
ison partner, and discuss some of the headwinds that were faced when using both persistent
homology software and CNNs. When analysing image-type data with persistent homology,
it was possible to gain some memory and speed advantage by using a single (unfiltered)
cubical complex (Otter et al., 2017; Hannouch and Chalup, 2023). Notwithstanding, these
headwinds appear to magnify in the 4D setting, where the computational and memory de-
mands of analysing samples larger than 644 became prohibitively large, even when aided
by supercomputers.

Persistent homology algorithms are often used to summarise some of the topological and
geometrical attributes of a dataset by distilling them into a visual output, and there is evi-
dence that subsampling methods can be effective when used to compute averaged persistence
images (Chazal et al., 2015), diagrams (Cao and Monod, 2022) and landscapes (Solomon
et al., 2022) of point-cloud data. Moitra et al. (2018) proposed a clustering approach to
facilitate the persistent homology algorithm, and Nandakumar (2022) explored sampling
techniques in the multi-parameter context. In the present study, we consider standard
downsampling and average-pooling techniques to downscale large 4D image-type manifold
data, and demonstrate that while persistent homology algorithms may begin to break down
when analysing the global topology of these downscaled data (that is, they may compute
results that are vastly different from those attributed to the original data), CNNs appear to
better tolerate the use of these techniques as a means to mitigate the limitations that are
faced when estimating the Betti numbers of these data. While more sophisticated down-
scaling approaches do exist in the 2D image setting, such as content-adaptive (Kopf et al.,
2013), perceptually-based (Öztireli and Gross, 2015), and detail-preserving (Weber et al.,
2016) algorithms, the techniques considered in this work offer an early look into how pre-
processing 4D image-type data may afford the analysis of larger samples, with potentially
higher resolutions, or a greater number of cavities. As we will discuss later in Section 5,
our results also serve to motivate an investigation into the use of these other algorithms,
along with other machine learning approaches, as they may complement the results that
are presented here.

3 Dataset generation

Data generation software was implemented in Python using data structures from the NumPy
library (Harris et al., 2020) to represent 4D data cubes as images, and apply vector and
matrix operations. Beginning with a ‘solid’ 4D cube (represented by a 4D 1284 tensor with
every entry set to 1), a random number of cavities were introduced into the cube by setting
the entries that represented the cavities to 0. Each cavity was homeomorphic to one of
the objects in Table 1, and was randomly scaled and rotated before being positioned. The
resulting cube was a 4D generalisation of a single-channelled, black-and-white image.
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Table 1: Describing cavities in an (x, y, z, w)-system

Manifold Formula Volume Simplification

B4 x2 + y2 + z2 + w2 ≤ a2 π2

2 a4

S1 ×B3 (
√
x2 + y2 −R)2 + z2 + w2 ≤ a2 8

3π
2Ra3 16

3 π
2a4

S2 ×B2 (
√
x2 + y2 + z2 −R)2 + w2 ≤ a2 4π2R2a2 16π2a4

S1 × S1 ×B2
(

√
(B(

√
x2 + y2 −R)−Aw)2 + z2 − r)2+

4π3Rra2 16π3a4 to 32π3a4(A(
√
x2 + y2 −R) +Bw)2 ≤ a2,
where A = cosα and B = sinα

3.1 Design

Data design experiments were focused on choosing radius parameters (namely, a, r, and R)
that would generate samples with non-trivial topologies in a resolution that would ensure
that holes were represented clearly (in a homological sense). Since the toxels of an image
were attributed integral coordinates, persistent homology software would, theoretically, be
capable of correctly detecting holes of any dimension, provided that the diameter of a
hole was greater than the distance between diagonal points of a 4D unit-cube (

√
4 units).

Otherwise, calculations would suffer as a result of there being insufficient resolution to
describe a hole with such a small radius. Conversely, if parameters were too large, then
the cavities would be so big that we would be limited to samples with fewer holes and less
interesting topologies.

Table 1 provides several formulas that may be used to depict a variety of 4D objects in an
(x, y, z, w)-system, and were used to design the cavities for the dataset. These objects vary
in their geometry (relative to each other), and this can be demonstrated by experimenting
with the parameters in each formula. For example, B4 does not have a tunnel, whereas
S1×S1×B2 does have a tunnel and can vary from being quite ‘flat and expansive’ to being
more ‘round’, depending on the choice of the parameter α, which sets the orientation of the
S1×B2 factor and ranges from 0 to π/2. Figure 1 shows several 2D visualisations that offer
some intuition of how varying α can impact the resulting embedding of S1 × S1 × S1 (and,
equivalently, S1 × S1 × B2) in R4. The idea is to begin with a (dark-grey) torus S1 × S1

that is oriented according to α, and positioned R units from the origin along the x-axis in
the 3D xzw-hyperplane. The torus is then rotated around the origin, through the xy-plane,
in order to introduce the third S1 factor. Although the figures may suggest otherwise,
the implicit formula for S1 × S1 × B2 that is used to generate our data guarantees that
overlaps or self-intersections do not occur. This is because we are working in R4, rather
than R3, as the figures may also suggest; the extra dimension cannot be shown easily in 2D.
Figure 1a demonstrates a construction in which α = 0, and Figures 1b and 1c demonstrate
constructions in which α = π/2; notice that Figure 1c is, in fact, a π/2 radians zw-rotation
of Figure 1b. Because of the symmetry of the torus that we begin with, any zw-rotation
of the construction in Figure 1a is inconsequential, as is a π radians zw-rotation of the
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remaining examples. In practice, we only need to consider when α ranges from 0 to π/2;
the remaining options arise freely from the random rotations that are applied during data
generation.

(a) α = 0 (b) α = π/2 (c) α = π/2 with zw-rotation

Figure 1: Demonstrating the impact of varying α on S1×S1×S1. The vertical double arrows
represent the z-axis. The dark-grey tori are oriented according to α, and positioned R units
from the origin along the x-axis in the 3D xzw-hyperplane. We can then imagine rotating
these tori through the xy-plane in order to produce each figure. The vertical proportions
of each torus sits along the z-axis, the horizontal proportions sit along the w-axis, and the
radial proportions sit along the respective (radial) vector in the xy-plane that is directed
from the origin towards each torus. In (a), α is set to 0, and in (b) and (c), α is set to π/2.

3.2 Hypervolumes

In order to maintain some homogeneity in the range of sizes of these objects, we selected
parameters for each object that would produce cavities with a similar range of hypervolume
(4D-volume). Formulas for the hypervolumes of these objects, along with some simplifica-
tions that arise by setting R = 2a (for S1 ×B3 and S2 ×B2) are also provided in Table 1.
For S1×S1×B2, we assume that r = 2a, and that the value of R depends on α and ranges
from 2a to 4a. Therefore, for a ∈ [amin, amax], the hypervolume of S1 × S1 × B2 ranged
from 16π3a4min to 32π3a4max.

The hypervolumes of the remaining objects were scaled into the same range by finding
suitable values for aobject. For example, if the hypervolume of B4 were to also fall within this

range, it was necessary to choose aB4 such that π2

2 a4B4 ∈ [16π3a4min, 32π
3a4max]. Rearranging

this expression leads to Equation 1, and the remaining ranges were deduced in the same
way.

aB4 ∈ [2
4
√
2πamin, 2

4
√
4πamax] (1)

aS1×B3 ∈ [
4
√
3πamin,

4
√
6πamax] (2)

aS2×B2 ∈ [ 4
√
πamin,

4
√
2πamax] (3)

3.3 Dataset parameters

The parameters that we selected in order to generate a 4D dataset with which to investigate
our approach are summarised in Table 2. Our study focused on recognising the global
topology of compact manifolds. Hence, we restricted our experiments to single-component
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samples (β0 = 1), and ensured that both a cube’s boundaries were not disturbed and that
cavities did not intersect each other. These rules were enforced by implementing a 1-toxel
boundary and minimum 6.5-unit spacing between cavities. The self-intersection of a cavity
was prevented via the simplifications that were explained in Section 3.2. The choices for
amin and amax, as listed in the B2 row of the S1×S1×B2 column of Table 2, were sufficient
to produce cavities with a nice resolution.

Table 2: The dataset parameters and the unit radius ranges for each factor of the manifolds
that were used to produce 4D cavities; α is expressed in radians.

Cube Parameters B4 S1 ×B3 S2 ×B2 S1 × S1 ×B2

1284

32000 samples B4: 7.6 to 24.1 S1: 8.4 to 26.7 S2: 6.4 to 20.3 S1: 4.8 to 25.6

1 toxel boundary B3: 4.2 to 13.3 B2: 3.2 to 10.1 S1: 4.8 to 12.8

1 to 48 holes B2: 2.4 to 6.4

6.5 unit spacing α: 0 to π/2

Each sample comprised of a 4D 1284 cube, with the combined number of 1D, 2D,
and 3D holes ranging from 1 to 48. A 1284 cube was used because it was large enough to
contain a non-trivial range of cavities, which afforded the analysis of samples with interesting
topologies. This data was also slightly bigger than what would have been feasible to be
directly analysed using persistent homology methods or CNNs with our hardware (NVIDIA
DGX Station, with an Intel Xeon E5-2698 v4 CPU, 256GB RAM, and four V100-32GB
GPUs). Hence, downscaling became a requirement in order to process this data. Note also
that the cavity dimensions were small enough that the application of downscaling could
potentially disturb the homology of a sample by closing up holes (see Section 4.1).

The data was generated in parallel on a High Performance Computing (HPC) Grid in
100-sample batches, over 320 nodes. An average of 8.60 hours was required to complete
each batch, and the entire process utilised approximately 2753.21 HPC hours.

A visualisation of the cavities within a 1284 sample is shown in Figure 2. This is achieved
by inverting the toxel values (setting 0 to 1, and vice versa) so that the cube itself is stripped
away in order to reveal the objects that were used to produce its cavities, and then taking
3D slices along some axis. In this case, 18 equally-spaced slices have been taken along the
w-axis. Taking finer slices allows one to see a more continuous-looking evolution of the
cavities (see Appendix A).

3.4 Data labelling

Each label was produced on-the-fly during the generation of a sample. The homology of each
cavity that was introduced into a sample was algebraically derived by, firstly, observing that
the 4D cube I4 is homeomorphic to the 4D ball, and therefore shares the same homology.
Secondly, the homology of both the object being considered for removal M and its boundary
∂M were computed by using the Künneth theorem. Thirdly, the Mayer-Vietoris Sequence
was applied to find the homology of the cube with the cavity I4 −M ; an introduction to
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Figure 2: By inverting the toxel values (setting 0 to 1, and vice versa), we are able to
visualise the cavities within a sample. Here, we inspect a 1284 sample by selecting 18
equally-spaced 3D slices while traversing along the w-axis. The slices are ordered from left
to right and top to bottom
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the theorems that were used in this derivation can be found in Hatcher (2002). The results
of these calculations are provided in Table 3. Since the Betti numbers that each cavity
contributed to a sample were known, they could simply be summed over their dimensions
in order to produce a label for the sample. Furthermore, the parameters outlined in Table 2
were large enough to always produce a homologically correct representation in the 1284

cube setting. Consequentially, there was no requirement to analyse the samples using
persistent homology software in order to produce a label. A more detailed description of
the mathematics involved in producing the labels, can be obtained from Hannouch and
Chalup (2023).

Table 3: Betti numbers βi and the Euler characteristic χ of selected low-dimensional mani-
folds. The manifolds involving a subtraction from I4 were the most relevant to this work.

Manifold β0 β1 β2 β3 χ

3-Sphere S3 1 0 0 1 0

4-Ball B4 1 0 0 0 1

I4 −B4 1 0 0 1 0

S1 × S2 1 1 1 1 0

S1 ×B3 1 1 0 0 0

S2 ×B2 1 0 1 0 2

I4 − (S1 ×B3) 1 0 1 1 1

I4 − (S2 ×B2) 1 1 0 1 -1

S1 × S1 × S1 1 3 3 1 0

S1 × S1 ×B2 1 2 1 0 0

I4 − (S1 × S1 ×B2) 1 1 2 1 1

4 Experiments and results

The goal of this work was to explore whether downscaling techniques could be useful in
circumventing the complexity issues that make the application of persistent homology and
machine learning software difficult when analysing the topological characteristics of large
4D image-type manifold data. Two downscaling approaches were considered: downsam-
pling, and average-pooling. The GUDHI persistent homology Python library was used to
determine how consistent the sample labels were with their downsampled image; a cubical
complex was used because of its suitability to image-type data (Otter et al., 2017). The
persistent homology algorithm operated over a single cubical complex, which comprised
only of cubical simplexes between contiguous voxels with a value equal to 1, that is, the
cubical complex was completely determined by the voxels themselves. Therefore, in theory,
any persistent homology software would have applied the algorithm to the same complex
and yielded the same result.
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4.1 Downsampling approach

The data were downsampled from 1284 to 324 by taking the voxels at every 4th coordinate
along each axis; the resulting images were 256 times smaller. Figure 3 gives an indication of
how course-looking a 3D slice of a 4D sample becomes after the application of this degree
of downsampling. Labels were not modified, however, the impact of downsampling was
investigated using GUDHI. This was performed in parallel on a HPC Grid in 50-sample
batches, over 640 nodes. An average of 0.66 hours was required to analyse each batch, and
the entire process utilised approximately 420.14 HPC hours. As summarised in Table 4,
all of the samples remained as single-component images (β0 = 1), however, the number of
samples with a structure that was consistent their label for β1, β2, and β3 was markedly
affected, with only 16065 (50.2%), 14154 (44.23%), and 4121 (12.88%) samples matching
their label for each respective Betti number. Only 2175 (6.8%) of the samples still possessed
a structure that was completely consistent with their label; this result is recorded in the
‘complete match’ column.

Figure 3: A 3D slice taken along the w-axis of a 1284 4D sample before (left) and after
(right) downsampling to 324.

Table 4: GUDHI analysis of downsampled data

β0 β1 β2 β3 Combined accuracy Complete match

100.0 50.2 44.23 12.88 51.83 6.8

The downsampled data was then used to train a 4D CNN, which was implemented with
PyTorch, and had a similar architecture to the 2D and 3D CNNs that were used by Paul
and Chalup (2019); these consisted of several convolution layers, followed by a max-pooling
layer, and finishing with a sequence of fully connected linear layers. Our models began
with four iterations of a module consisting of: a 4D convolution layer, followed by a ReLU
activation function, and then a 4D max-pooling layer. The convolutional layers output 8,
16, 32, and 64 channels, respectively, with 2 units of padding and a 54 kernel. The pooling
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kernel was 24 units. After the fourth convolution module, the result was flattened, and
then passed through two fully connected layers that were separated by a ReLU operation.
Finally, the result was output to a sparsely coded vector by reserving one output neuron
for each possible value of βn. Based on the design of our dataset, we accommodated for the
values 0 and 1 for β0, and accommodated for the values 0 to 16 for β1, β2, and β3.

Full-scale deep learning experiments were performed on the above-mentioned NVIDIA
DGX Station using a multi-GPU arrangement. A high-bandwidth connection between the
GPUs, and between the GPUs and CPU, via NVLink, made it possible to consider these
devices as a single, larger, computing element, which was able to accommodate the CNN
and allow for a 192-sample batch size.

The dataset was randomly divided into 90% training, 5% validation, and 5% test sets
at the beginning of each experiment. For each epoch, the samples were rotated in random
multiples of 90 degrees through a randomly selected coordinate plane as they were fed into
the Pytorch dataloader; this offered twelve possible variations on each sample. The Cross
Entropy loss function was appropriately set up to handle the four separate outputs for
β0, β1, β2, and β3. The Adam optimiser was initialised with a learning rate of 0.001, and
a scheduler was employed to reduce the learning rate by a factor of 10 at epochs 160 and
190 over a 200 epoch training schedule.

Table 5 presents the test set accuracy average µ and standard deviation σ that were
achieved in five repeats of the experiment. Each experiment required just over 4 days
(approximately 98 hours) to complete, and utilised its own randomly selected training set,
validation set, and test set in the proportions set out above. An average combined test set
accuracy of 82.41% was achieved.

Table 5: Summary of CNN downsampling test set accuracy

Run β0 β1 β2 β3 Combined accuracy

1 100.0 76.97 61.92 78.18 79.27

2 100.0 83.85 74.19 83.04 85.27

3 100.0 72.45 60.94 77.6 77.75

4 100.0 87.62 68.52 87.09 85.81

5 100.0 85.13 65.34 85.3 83.94

µ 100.0 81.2 66.18 82.25 82.41

σ 0.0 5.62 4.82 3.78 3.28

4.2 Average-pooling approach

Similar experiments were performed with another downscaled dataset that was produced by
reducing the same 1284 samples to 324 via 4D average-pooling; the software that was used to
perform this version of downscaling was implemented with Pytorch. The labels were, again,
left unaltered. The resulting samples were a smaller, blurry, grey-scale image of the original
cube. Figure 4 depicts a sequence of 2D slices, each taken from the 324 cubes that were
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produced by downsampling and average-pooling the same 4D sample that was the subject
of Figure 3. For comparison, Figure 4 shows equally-spaced 2D slices (taken from bottom to
top) of the same downsampled 323 3D slice that is seen in the left of Figure 3, and compares
these slices with their corresponding average-pooled slice. The average-pooled slices appear
to be less coarse and richer in features, versus their corresponding downsampled slice. For
example, the first downsampled slice is empty, however, the average-pooled slice contains
evidence of a cavity; the fifth, sixth, and eighth slices demonstrate something similar. The
seventh and tenth downsampled slices contain pairs of features that are actually part of the
same cavity, which we deduce by inspecting the corresponding average-pooled slice. This
occurs because, while downsampling only collects the value (0 or 1) of the voxels at every
fourth coordinate, the 44 average-pooling kernel (with a 4-unit stride) takes an average of
the 256 voxel values that it sees.

The dataset division percentages, CNN architecture, and scheduler that were detailed in
Section 4.1 were also used for these experiments, however in this case, the Adam optimiser
was initialised with a learning rate of 0.0001 in response to inconsistent results that were
observed during several abbreviated preliminary test runs with a learning rate of 0.001.
Despite the smaller learning rate, the scheduler performed the same 200 epochs. The final
results of these experiments are presented in Table 6, along with some statistics. An average
combined accuracy of approximately 78.52% was observed in these experiments.

Table 6: Summary of CNN average-pooling test set accuracy

Run β0 β1 β2 β3 Combined accuracy

1 100.0 61.69 61.57 82.87 76.53

2 100.0 58.85 59.9 79.34 74.52

3 100.0 67.59 67.53 85.3 80.11

4 100.0 70.72 72.8 88.48 83.0

5 100.0 66.2 63.89 83.68 78.44

µ 100.0 65.01 65.14 83.94 78.52

σ 0.0 4.23 4.61 3.0 2.92

4.3 Efficacy of CNNs

In order to understand how well the CNN was able to perform, several 1000-sample datasets
of 324 cubes were again generated from 1284 cubes via the downsampling approach described
in Section 4.1; these data were therefore new to the trained models. As expected, an analysis
of these datasets, using both GUDHI and a trained CNN, produced similar results to those
presented in Tables 4 and 5. Despite the significant inconsistency between the structure
of these downsampled images and their labels (only 7.5% of the new samples exhibited
a complete label match after downsampling, as demonstrated by GUDHI), the CNN was
still able to achieve a complete match for over 65% of the samples, and more accurately
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Downsampled Average-pooled

Figure 4: 10 equally-spaced 2D slices that have been taken from the 3D slice of the 4D
sample that is seen in Figure 3. These slices are ordered from left to right and top to
bottom. The average-pooled slices are noticeably less coarse, and, in some cases, contain
more features.
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estimated the respective Betti numbers of each sample versus the results produced via
persistent homology (see Table 7).

Table 7: Comparison of performance

β0 β1 β2 β3 Combined accuracy Complete match

GUDHI 100.0 50.5 43.94 14.84 52.32 7.52

CNN 100.0 91.74 78.26 92.78 90.7 68.34

Benchmarking the two proposed downscaling options was not the aim of this work, how-
ever, the CNN architecture, and many of the training hyperparameters, were left unchanged
across the training experiments. We observed that average-pooling produced a slightly bet-
ter β3 estimation, which, possibly, could have been a consequence of the richer-looking data
(as demonstrated in Figure 4), although, this CNN also performed worse when estimating
β1. We also note that the randomness that was applied during dataset generation and sub-
setting, or changing the CNN architecture, could have produced different results. Overall,
the test set accuracy that was achieved in the downsampling experiment was comparably
similar to the results that were achieved in the average-pooling experiment (82.41% versus
78.52%), therefore, both options could be equally as useful.

5 Discussion

Provided the availability of appropriate computing resources, and if prior knowledge or a
preliminary analysis of data identifies that features of interest, such as the holes, are large
enough or captured in a high enough resolution to tolerate downscaling, then persistent
homology may still be a suitable option; for example, this may be true when analysing
materials that are manufactured under known conditions or to specification.

If synthetic data, which sufficiently models 4D real-world data, is acquired, then a com-
puter vision approach may be a suitable approach to estimating the Betti numbers of the
data; this may follow similar efforts to those in the 3D data generation context (Gao et al.,
2022; Bissaker et al., 2022). The results of our work demonstrate that it may also be possi-
ble to apply downscaling methods prior to employing CNNs to estimate the Betti numbers
of 4D image-type manifold data on which it may not be possible to directly apply existing
methods, or where downscaling is too disruptive; our samples were reduced by a factor
of 256. The representative comparison with persistent homology software demonstrates
that the machine learning approach, using CNNs that are trained on simulated data, ap-
pears to be more robust to the homological changes resulting from downscaling, with the
CNN achieving an average combined accuracy of over 80%, and a complete-match accuracy
of nearly 70%, despite the significant discrepancies between the structure of downscaled
training data and their original labels. Downsampling also granted the use of persistent
homology software, however, only about 50% and 7% accuracy were achieved for the same
metrics.
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The application of downscaling may prove to be useful in cases where it may be less
critical to determine the exact topology of data, such as in material science, or where it
is already appropriate to consider the results of persistent homology less explicitly, for
example, via persistence images, as demonstrated in the analysis of data derived from
dynamical systems (Adams et al., 2017).

5.1 Limitations

The results and insights that have been presented in this work extend the approach that
was pioneered by Paul and Chalup (2019) in the 2D and 3D setting. Collectively, these
results have, primarily, been restricted to synthetic, single-component samples. More com-
plicated features, such as multiple-components, links, and connected sums, or the use of
topology-preserving deformations to vary the geometric appearance of cavities, are yet to
be considered in this line of research. Addressing this would be essential in order to apply
the CNN approach more generally to the task of estimating homology; it is likely that real
data may possess these features. For example, the random deformation of the canonical
embeddings that are used in our experiments could be accomplished by developing a 4D
version of the repulsive tangent-point energy algorithm that was proposed by Yu et al.
(2021b,a) (although, we concede that this method itself would be computationally expen-
sive, and would not protect against the homological consequences of producing deformed
cavities with self-intersections).

Although we have demonstrated that it is possible to analyse large 4D samples with
CNNs where using existing options may not be feasible, it is apparent from our work that
the process of generating synthetic data with which to train a CNN comes at a significant
resource and time cost that may not be accessible to everyone. Choosing how to generate
data that models real data may also be a necessary preliminary step, which brings with it a
new set of challenges. In our case, we faced the complication of finding a balance between
the size of the data that we considered, and the size of the CNN that we used. The deci-
sion to use a relatively simple CNN architecture in our experiments was made in order to
demonstrate how readily CNNs could be applied to our task, but was also a result of being
confined to the VRAM capacity of the available hardware; introducing additional layers,
connections, or training parameters would potentially increase the hardware requirements.
In the near term, performance gains could be achieved through improved software engineer-
ing. In the long term, improvements may come in the form of cost reduction and hardware
advances, which would certainly make exploring deeper, wider, or more sophisticated 4D
CNN architectures, similar to the many well-established options that are available in lower-
dimensions (Simonyan and Zisserman, 2014; Szegedy et al., 2015; He et al., 2016), more
tractable; the hope would be to determine which architectures cope best with topological
applications, such as estimating Betti numbers.

5.2 Future work

As previously alluded to, there are several immediate directions into which the results that
are presented in this work could be extended in future work. The downscaling results
could be expanded by implementing, and then exploring the use of, the 4D equivalents of
other image downscaling algorithms, such as those that were mentioned in Section 2. The
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downscaling approach that we took in this work could also be compared and combined
with multi-view methods, which employ lower-dimensional representations of data that are
produced by gathering lower-dimensional images from different angles (perspectives), or
by projecting 4D data onto a lower-dimensional space; this could potentially offer some
speed or memory advantage. This would contrast volumetric approaches that process 4D
data using 4D operations, such as those applied through a 4D CNN (see Section I.B of
Cao et al. (2020) for a discussion about multi-view and volumetric approaches). In the 3D
setting, Su et al. (2015) demonstrate how CAD and voxel data may be projected onto two
dimensions by using an ‘outside’ perspective to capture several images of the data from
different angles in a similar way to taking X-ray scans of a subject along three orthogonal
axes. Alternatively, Shi et al. (2015) project 3D samples outwards from their centre onto
an annulus that wraps around the object. Similar ideas have been employed by Qi et al.
(2016) and Kanezaki et al. (2018). Nevertheless, Wang et al. (2019) suggest that standard
volumetric approaches may be more capable of gathering information when compared to
multi-view models, and argue that this is because multi-view strategies often fail to encode
information from different views. It may, however, be easier to implement larger models in
lower dimensions, or exploit pre-trained models by fine-tuning (Russakovsky et al., 2015;
Brock et al., 2016), which could potentially be useful when handling large 4D data.

More generally, several other matters also require deeper investigation in order to fully
assess the capabilities of CNNs in estimating topology. For one, the task of modelling a
real dataset for the purpose of training a CNN would need to be addressed. Secondly, gen-
erating this data would need to be carefully controlled, possibly via some form of topology-
preserving algorithm; this itself raises the question of whether generating a diverse training
dataset from the outset, that is, a dataset that comprises of more complicated features,
such as multiple components, links, and connected sums, could be enough to train a CNN
that is capable of general homology estimation, without the need to understand any prop-
erties of the real dataset under consideration. These aspects could, potentially, benefit
from a (Bayesian) statistical approach, such as those considered in zero-shot, one-shot, or
N -shot learning models (Fe-Fei et al., 2003; Palatucci et al., 2009), which are capable of
generalising knowledge to unfamiliar cases after seeing little, or no, training examples with-
out requiring extensive retraining, or where complete training may not be possible due to
dataset limitations, or because real data may be infinitely-variable (as may be the case with
homeomorphic deformations).

6 Conclusion

When samples become large, as is typical for 4D data, the hardware requirements to train
CNNs with this data can also grow. Similarly, it can become difficult to meet the compu-
tational and memory demands of traditional topological data analysis techniques, such as
persistent homology. Alleviating these issues in the context of large point-cloud data is an
active area of research (Cao and Monod, 2022; Solomon et al., 2022; Moitra et al., 2018;
Chazal et al., 2015); the results of our study apply to image-type data and run in parallel
to this line of research.

Although we could demonstrate that downscaling and 4D CNNs work well together
when determining the topology of manifolds in our 4D simulated data, the approach would
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still have computational constraints when it would come to large real-world samples in
4D. Future research could expand on more advanced data generation techniques, which are
capable of producing more diverse-looking datasets. When coupled with more sophisticated
CNN architectures and more powerful hardware, it may be possible to produce even more
capable computer vision-based solutions in 4D.
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Appendix A. Visualising 4D samples

By inverting the toxel values of a sample (setting 0 to 1, and vice versa), we are able to
visualise the cavities within a sample. The supplementary material of this paper includes
a link to a short video, which depicts the 1284 4D sample that was presented in Figure 2
by visualising each of the 128 slices along the w-axis as a 3D frame. This allows us to
see examples of the balls and various tori that have been used to cut-out cavities from the
interior of a 4D cube.
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A. Beygelzimer, F. d'Alché-Buc, E. Fox, and R. Garnett, editors, Advances in Neural
Information Processing Systems 32, pages 8024–8035. Curran Associates, Inc., 2019. URL
http://papers.neurips.cc/paper/9015-pytorch-an-imperative-style-high-per

formance-deep-learning-library.pdf.

R. Paul and S. Chalup. Estimating Betti numbers using deep learning. In 2019 International
Joint Conference on Neural Networks (IJCNN), pages 1–7. IEEE, 2019.

R. Pauli, A. Bowring, R. Reynolds, G. Chen, T. E. Nichols, and C. Maumet. Exploring
fMRI results space: 31 variants of an fMRI analysis in AFNI, FSL, and SPM. Frontiers
in Neuroinformatics, 10:24, 2016.

C. R. Qi, H. Su, M. Nießner, A. Dai, M. Yan, and L. J. Guibas. Volumetric and multi-view
CNNs for object classification on 3D data. In Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 5648–5656, 2016.

O. Russakovsky, J. Deng, H. Su, J. Krause, S. Satheesh, S. Ma, Z. Huang, A. Karpa-
thy, A. Khosla, M. Bernstein, et al. Imagenet large scale visual recognition challenge.
International Journal of Computer Vision, 115(3):211–252, 2015.

B. Shi, S. Bai, Z. Zhou, and X. Bai. Deeppano: Deep panoramic representation for 3D
shape recognition. IEEE Signal Processing Letters, 22(12):2339–2343, 2015.

K. Simonyan and A. Zisserman. Very deep convolutional networks for large-scale image
recognition. arXiv preprint arXiv:1409.1556, 2014.

E. Solomon, A. Wagner, and P. Bendich. From Geometry to Topology: Inverse Theorems
for Distributed Persistence. In X. Goaoc and M. Kerber, editors, 38th International Sym-
posium on Computational Geometry (SoCG 2022), volume 224 of Leibniz International
Proceedings in Informatics (LIPIcs), pages 61:1–61:16, Dagstuhl, Germany, 2022. Schloss
Dagstuhl – Leibniz-Zentrum für Informatik. ISBN 978-3-95977-227-3. doi: 10.4230/LIPI
cs.SoCG.2022.61. URL https://drops.dagstuhl.de/opus/volltexte/2022/16069.

H. Su, S. Maji, E. Kalogerakis, and E. Learned-Miller. Multi-view convolutional neural
networks for 3D shape recognition. In Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference
on Computer Vision, pages 945–953, 2015.

C. Szegedy, W. Liu, Y. Jia, P. Sermanet, S. Reed, D. Anguelov, D. Erhan, V. Vanhoucke,
and A. Rabinovich. Going deeper with convolutions. In Proceedings of the IEEE Confer-
ence on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 1–9, 2015.

C. Wang, M. Pelillo, and K. Siddiqi. Dominant set clustering and pooling for multi-view
3D object recognition. arXiv preprint arXiv:1906.01592, 2019.

N. Weber, M. Waechter, S. C. Amend, S. Guthe, and M. Goesele. Rapid, detail-preserving
image downscaling. ACM Transactions on Graphics, 35(6), dec 2016. ISSN 0730-0301.
URL https://doi.org/10.1145/2980179.2980239.

21

http://papers.neurips.cc/paper/9015-pytorch-an-imperative-style-high-performance-deep-learning-library.pdf
http://papers.neurips.cc/paper/9015-pytorch-an-imperative-style-high-performance-deep-learning-library.pdf
https://drops.dagstuhl.de/opus/volltexte/2022/16069
https://doi.org/10.1145/2980179.2980239


Hannouch and Chalup

C. Yu, C. Brakensiek, H. Schumacher, and K. Crane. Repulsive surfaces. ACM Transactions
on Graphics (TOG), 40(6):1–19, 2021a.

C. Yu, H. Schumacher, and K. Crane. Repulsive curves. ACM Transactions on Graphics
(TOG), 40(2):1–21, 2021b.

L. Zhang, L. Wang, B. Yang, S. Niu, Y. Han, and S.-K. Oh. Rapid construction of 4D high-
quality microstructural image for cement hydration using partial information registration.
Pattern Recognition, 124:108471, 2022. ISSN 0031-3203. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
patcog.2021.108471. URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/

S0031320321006476.

A. Zomorodian and G. Carlsson. Computing persistent homology. Discrete & Computational
Geometry, 33(2):249–274, 2005.

22

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0031320321006476
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0031320321006476

	Introduction
	Background
	Dataset generation
	Design
	Hypervolumes
	Dataset parameters
	Data labelling

	Experiments and results
	Downsampling approach
	Average-pooling approach
	Efficacy of CNNs

	Discussion
	Limitations
	Future work

	Conclusion
	Visualising 4D samples

