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THE DUAL DEGREE CECH BIFILTRATION

MORTEN BRUN!

In topological data analysis (TDA), a longstanding challenge is to recognize
underlying geometric structures in noisy data. One motivating examples is the
shape of a point cloud in Euclidean space given by image patches [9]. Carlsson
et al. [5] proposed a method to detect topological features in point clouds by first
filtering by density and then applying persistent homology. Later more refined
methods have been developed, such as the degree Rips complex [10] of Lesnick
and Wright and the multicover bifiltration [2, 6, 7, 12]. In this paper we introduce
the dual Degree Cech bifiltration, a Prohorov stable bicomplex of a point cloud in
a metric space with the point cloud itself as vertex set. It is of the same homotopy
type as the Measure Dowker bifiltration [, 11] but it has a different vertex set.

The dual Degree Cech bifiltration can be constructed both in an ambient and
an intrinsic way. The intrinsic dual Degree Cech bifiltration is (1, 2)-intereaved
with the ambient dual Degree Cech bifiltration in the distance parameter. This
interleaving can be used to leverage a stability result for the intrinsically defined
dual Degree Cech bifiltration. Such a stability result recently occured in work by
Hellmer and Spaliniski [, Theorem 4.2].

1. INTRODUCTION

Let 1 be a measure with support S(u) on the Borel o-algebra of a metric space
M with metric d: M x M — [0, 00]. The dual degree Cech bifiltration of d and p
is the family {DC(d, 1)z} (m,r)erx[0,00] Of simplicial complexes where

DC(d, ), = {1 € A(S(p)) | F € M with 7 C By(x,r) and p(By(z,r)) > m}.

Here A(S(u)) is the set of finite non-empty subsets of S(u) and By(x,r) is the
closed ball centered at = with radius r, that is, By(z,r) ={y € M | d(z,y) < r}.
The vertex sets of these simplicial complexes is the support S(u) of p.

Observe that if p is the counting measure of a finite subset S of M then
DC(d, p)y, is the ordinary Cech complex of the finite subset S = S(u) of the
metric space M at filtration degree 7.

Let us refer to Definition 2.10 for the concept of homotopy weak interleaving
distance and to Definition 6.1 for the concept of Prohorov distance appearing
in the next Theorem. The concept of homotopy weak interleaving distance is a
variation on the usual concept of interleaving distance for bifiltrations. One justi-
fication for the homotopy weak interleaving distance is that interleaving distance
between homology persistence modules is bounded above by both homotopy weak
interleaving distance and interleaving distance.

The following result states that the dual Degree Cech bifiltration is Prohorov

stable.
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Theorem 1.1. If uy and py are two Borel measures on a separable metric space
M, then the homotopy weak interleaving distance between the bifiltered simplicial
complexes DC(d, po) and DC(d, 1) is bounded above by the Prohorov distance
between pg and fiy.

The dual degree Cech bifiltration is closely related to the measure bifiltration
{M(d, 1) mr } (mr)erx[0,00] aSSOCiated to a metric d on a set M and a Borel measure
won M. The space M(d, )., consists of the points x in M satisfying that the
ball By(z,r) has measure at least m. That is,

M, ) = {x € M | p(Ba(w,7)) = m}.

This definition appears several places in the literature, see for example [, Def-
inition 2.6] or [2, Definition 2.6] where it is denoted B(u)m,, and B(M),,, re-
spectively. By [2, Theorem 3.1], given Borel measures p and n on a metric space
M with metric d, the interleaving distance of the bifiltered topological spaces
M(d, ) and M(d,n) is bounded above by the Prohorov distance between p and
1. That is, the measure bifiltration is Prohorov stable.

Definition 1.2. Given a subset X of a metric space M with metric d and r > 0,
the r-offset X" is the union of all closed balls By(z,r) of radius r centered at a
point x in X.

Theorem 1.3. Let M be a separable metric space with metric d and with a
Borel measure . The nerve of the cover of M(d, jt)m,, consisting of the closed
subsets By(x,7) Y M(d, t)m,r given by intersections with balls of radius r centered
at points x in the r-offset M(d, p)y, ., is homotopy equivalent to the dual degree
Cech bifiltration DC(d, ft)m,. Such homotopy equivalences can be chosen to be
compatible with the bifiltration.

Unfortunately Theorem 1.3 contains no information about the homotopy type
of the dual degree Cech bifiltration.

Restricting d and p to the support of © we obtain an intrinsic version of the
dual degree Cech bifiltration. Like the usual intrinsic Cech filtration is mul-
tiplicatively interleaved with the (ambient) Cech filtration, the intrinsic degree
Cech bifiltration is multiplicatively interleaved with the (ambient) dual degree
Cech bifiltration.

Theorem 1.4. Let M be a separable metric space with metric d and let i be a
Borel measure on M with support S. Let d|sxs be the restriction of d to S and let
ls be the restriction of pu to S. For all (m,r) € R x [0, 00], there are inclusions

Do(d|5’><5’a,u|5’)m,r g DC(d, ,u)m,r g DC(d|S><S>:U“|S)m,2r-

We refer to Definition 2.8 for the concept of a weak interleaving of bifiltered
simplicial complexes and to Definition 2.7 for the concept of a forward shift map
occurring below. Combining Theorems 1.1 and 1.4 we obtain the following result
that is closely related to [3, Theorem 4.2].

Theorem 1.5. If u and n are two Borel measures with compact supports on a
separable metric space M of Prohorov distance at less than €, then there are maps
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m: S(u) — S(n) and my: S(n) — S(p) which for all (m,r) € R x [0,00] induce
maps

™12 DO(dsuyxsiuys 1l s(u))mr = DC(dsmyxsin)» M s Jm-—e200+e)
and
701 DC(dsmyxsm) Msm))me — DC(ds(uyxS(u)» 15(0) Jm—e,2(0+e)-
These maps form a weak interleaving of the intrinsic dual degree Cech bifiltrations

DC(ds(uyxsu)s 1tsy) and DC(ds@)xsem), Msm)) with respect to the forward shift
map (m,r) — (m —e,2(r+¢)).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce vari-
ations on the concepts of bifiltrations and interleavings and state some results
about them. In Section 3 we extend results about Dowker duality to our context.
In Section 4 we prove that the passage from set bifiltrations to bifiltered simplicial
complexes is stable with respect to our notion of interleaving distance. In Section
5 we use Dowker duality to prove that a restriction of the vertex set of the dual
Dowker nerve to the support of a measure preserves homotopy type. In Section
6 we show that Prohorov distance and interleaving distance are related. Finally,
in Section 7 we prove Theorem 1.5.

2. DENSITY DEPENDENT BIFILTRATION

In this section we introduce notation around bifiltrations and we state some
results about them.

Bifiltered Simplicial Complexes. Given a set X, we let A(X) be the collec-
tion of all finite non-empty subsets of X, considered as a partially ordered set
under inclusion.

Definition 2.1. A simplicial complex on the vertex set X is a subset K of A(X)
with the property that if c € K and 7 C ¢ is a subset of the set o, then 7 € K.

We allow simplicial complexes to have ghost vertices, that is, we do not require
that the singleton set {x} is a member of K for every z € X. Note that A(X)
itself is a simplicial complex, referred to as the simplex with the vertex set X.
Let us stress that for us, a simplicial complex is a collection of non-empty sets.

Definition 2.2. A bifiltered simplicial complex on the vertex set X is a collection

K = {Km,r}(m,r)ERX [0,00]

of simplicial complexes with vertex set X such that K,,, C K, , whenever
m' <mandr <7r.

In the terminology of categories and functors, a bifiltered simplicial complex
K is a functor

K: R x [0,00] = sCx, (m,r)— N fo,.

Here R°P is the opposite of the category R, where R is the category with the
elements of R as objects and with exactly one morphism s — ¢ for each pair
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(s,t) € R x R with s < ¢. Similarly the category [0, co] has one object for each
element of [0, 0o].

The objects of the category sCx are simplicial complexes, and a morphism
¢: A — B in sCx from a simplicial complex A on the vertex set X to a simplicial
complex B on the vertex set Y consists of a function ¢p: X — Y with the property
that if 0 C X is a member of A, then its image ¢(0) = {¢(z) |z € o} under ¢
is a member of B. Composition of morphisms of simplicial complexes is given by
composition of functions.

Definition 2.3. Let K° and K! be bifiltered simplicial complexes on the vertex
sets X and X, respectively. A weak e-interleaving of K° and K! is a pair maps
m: Xg — Xp and 7mp: X7 — X, satisfying the following conditions for every
(m,r) € R x [0, 00]:

(1) The map 7 induces a map m: K, — K

m—e,r+e-

)
(2) The map my induces a map mo: K\, — K __ ..
(3) The map mmo: K, . — K 5. .o is homotopic to the inclusion map.

(4) The map momy: K9, . — K9 _,. ... is homotopic to the inclusion map.

If there exists a weak e-interleaving of K° and K!, we say that are weakly
e-interleaved.

Let us emphasize that the difference between a weak interleaving and an inter-
leaving as it appear in the literature is that the maps m; o 7y and 7y o 7y are not
required to be inclusion maps. We have introduced weak interleavings because
they naturally occur in our context.

Definition 2.4. The weak interleaving distance dy(K°, K') between two bifil-
tered simplicial complexes K° and K is the infimum of all ¢ > 0 such that K°
and K! are e-weakly interleaved.

Since homotopic maps induce identical maps on homology groups, after ap-
plying homology the difference between weak interleavings and interleavings dis-
appears. In particular, homology is non-increasing under with respect to weak
interleaving distance of bifiltrations and interleaving distance of persistence mod-
ules.

A bifiltered topological space X consists of a collection { Xy, }(mr)erx[0,00] Of
topological spaces such that X,,, C X, ,» whenever m’ < m and r < r'. A
morphism f: X — Y of bifiltered topological spaces consists of continuous maps
fmrt Xy — Yo such that for all m’ < m and r < 7/, the following diagram
commutes:

Xm/’r/ —7) Ym/’r/,
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Definition 2.5. A morphism f: K — L is a homotopy equivalence if for each
(m,r) € Rx[0,00], the induced map | | | K| = |Lim,r| of geometric realiza-
tions is a homotopy equivalence. If a (possibly infinite) zig-zag chain of homotopy
equivalences between K and L exists, then K and L are homotopy equivalent.

Remark 2.6. A homotopy equivalence in the above sense is often called an ob-
jectwise homotopy equivalence. We refrain from going into details about this and
refer the interested reader to [2, Definition 2.35].

Definition 2.7. A forward shift map is an order preserving map of the form
a: RP x [0, 00] — R x [0, 00] with the property that a(m,r) > (m,r) for all
(m,r) € R°P x [0, oc0].

Notice that if a(m,r) = (ag(m,r), a1(m, 7)) then (m,r) < a(m,r) means that
m > ag(m,r) and r < ai(m,r).

Definition 2.8. Let K = {Kp,}mrerx(o,o0] a0d L = {Ly;}mr)erx[0,00] D€
bifiltrations and let «, 5: R°? X [0, 00] = R x [0, 00] be forward shift maps. A
weak (v, B)-interleaving between K and L consists of maps 7,1 Koy — Lo(m,r)
and ¥y, ;1 Ly — Kpggm,r) of simplicial complexes for every (m,r) € R x [0, 00|
such that ¥q(m ) © T, and mg(m ) © Y, are homotopic to the inclusions K,,, —
Kgoa(my) and Ly — Laog(m,r) respectively.

If a weak (v, B)-interleaving exists, the bifiltrations K and L are («, 3)-weakly
interleaved.

If & = § are given by a(m,r) = (m —e,r +¢) for some £ > 0, then we say that
K and L are e-weakly interleaved.

Definition 2.9. Let K and L be bifiltrations and let «, 5 be forward shift maps.
We say that K and L are homotopy («, 8)-weakly interleaved if there exists bifil-
trations K’ and L’ that are homotopy equivalent to K and L respectively and a
weak (a, B)-interleaving between K’ and L.

If o = B are given by a(m,r) = (m —¢,r+¢) for some € > 0, then we say that
K and L are homotopy -weakly interleaved.

Definition 2.10. The homotopy weak interleaving distance between two bifiltra-
tions K and L is the infimum of all € > 0 such that K and L are homotopy
e-weakly interleaved.

Note that homology is also non-increasing under with respect to homotopy
weak interleaving distance of bifiltrations and interleaving distance of persistence
modules.

Set Bifiltrations. Given a set X, let A(X)°P be the opposite poset of the poset
A(X) of finite subsets of X ordered by inclusion. In this convention a function
i A(X)°P x [0, 00] — [0, 00] is order preserving if and only if f(o,7) < f(o’,7")
whenever ¢’ C ¢ in A(X) and r» < 7" in [0, o0].

Definition 2.11. A set bifiltration on a set X is an order preserving function of
the form f: A(X) x [0, 00] — [0, 00].
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Definition 2.12. Let fy and f; be set bifiltrations on the sets Xy and X; re-
spectively. A weak e-interleaving of fo and f; is a pair of maps 7: Xo — X3
and my: X7 — X satisfying the following conditions for every (o,r) € A(X() x
[0, o0]:

fi(m (o), +¢) + ¢ for every (o,r) € A(X)P x [0, 00].
fo(mo(0),r+¢€) + € for every (o,7) € A(X71)°P x [0, 00].
Jol

<
<
< foloUmmi (o), r + 2¢) 4 2¢ for every (o,1) € A(X()P x [0, o0].

0

If a weak e-interleaving of fy and f; exists, we say that are e-weakly interleaved.

Definition 2.13. The interleaving distance dy(fo, f1) between two set bifiltra-
tions fy and f; is the infimum of all € > 0 such that f; and f; are e-weakly
interleaved.

Definition 2.14. The bifiltered simplicial complex associated to a set bifiltra-
tion f on a set X is the bifiltration of A(X) given by the collection Nf =
{N finr Yomryerx(o,00) Of simplicial complexes where a finite subset ¢ of X is in
N fm if and only if f(o,r) > m.

Notice that in Definition 2.14, we have N f;, = A(X) for every r € [0,00]. In
section 4 we prove the following result stating that the interleaving distance is
non-increasing under the associated bifiltered complex construction:

Proposition 2.15. The interleaving distance is non-increasing under the as-
sociated bifiltered simplicial complex construction, that is if fo and f; are set
bifiltrations, then

dwi(N fo, N f1) < dwi(fo, f1)-
We are going to use this result throughout the paper when we consider the in-

terleaving distance of bifiltered simplicial complexes associated to set bifiltrations.
In particular for set bifiltrations arising from measures on metric spaces.

Dowker Dual Bifiltrations.

Definition 2.16. A Dowker dissimilarity A consists of two sets X and Y and a
function

A: X xY — [0, 00].

Definition 2.17. Given a Dowker dissimilarity A: X x Y — [0,00] and x € X
and r € [0, 00], the A-ball centered at x with radius r is the set

Ba(z,r)={y €Y | A(z,y) <r}.

Given a finite subset o of X and r € [0, 00, the A-ball centered at o with radius
r is the intersection

Bp(o,r) = m Ba(z,r)

xEoT

of all A-balls centered at points in o.
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Definition 2.18. Let A: X XY — [0, 00] be a Dowker dissimilarity and let f be
a set bifiltration on X. The A-Dowker dual bifiltration DN f of the bifiltered
simplicial complex N f associated to f is the collection {(DAN f)m.r}(m.r)erx[0,00]
of simplicial complexes with Y as vertex set defined as follows: a finite subset
T of Y isin (DAN f)n,, if and only there exists © € X with f({z},r) > m and
T C Bp(z,1).

Remark 2.19. If AT: Y x X — [0, 00] is the transpose of A, given by AT (y,x) =
A(z,y), then 7 C Bp(x,r) if and only if z € Byr(T,7).

Definition 2.20. A Dowker bifiltration (A, f) is a pair of a Dowker dissimilarity
A: X xY — [0, 00| and a set bifiltration f on X with the property that for every
finite subset o of X and r € [0,00] with f(o,7) > 0 we have that Ba(o,r) is
non-empty.

The following result is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.2.

Proposition 2.21. For every Dowker bifiltration (A, f), the A-dual bifiltration
DxNf, of the bifiltered simplicial complex N f associated to f, is homotopy equiv-
alent to N f.

3. RECTANGLE BIFILTRATION

In this section we extend Dowker duality from Dowker dissimilarities to Dowker
bifiltrations. The main ingredient in this extension is the concept of a rectangle
bifiltration.

Definition 3.1. Let A: X x Y — [0,00] be a Dowker dissimilarity and let f
be a set bifiltration on X. The rectangle bifiltration of (A, f) is the collection
{E(A, f)myr}mr) of simplicial complexes with X x Y as vertex set where a finite
subset U of X x Y is in E(A, f),, if and only both the projection of U to X
is in N f,,, the projection of U to Y is in DN f,,, and A(x,y) < r for every
(x,y) € U.

Proposition 3.2. Let (A, f) be a Dowker bifiltration. If A is of the form A: X x
Y — [0,00] then, for all (m,r) € R x [0,00], the projections mx: X x Y — X
and my : X XY =Y induce homotopy equivalences wx: E(A, f)m, — N frr and
my: E(A, f)myr = DAN fnr-

The proof we present of this proposition is a slight modification of the proof of
[1, Theorem 4.3]. In order to present the proof we repeat some background and
notation from [4].

If K is a simplicial complex, then K is a partially ordered set under inclusion,
and its order complex is the barycentric subdivision of K. It is well-known that
the barycentric subdivision of K is homeomorphic to K itself [13, p. 3.3.9].

Let 7 : (K,V) — (K’, V') be a simplicial map. The fiber of 7 over o € K’ is
the simplicial complex w/0 = {7 € K |n(r) C o}.

Theorem 3.3 ([I, Thm. 10.5], [L1, Prop. 1.6]). Let 7= : (K,V) — (K',V') be
a simplicial map. If the fiber w/o is a contractible simplicial complex for every
o € K', then m induces a homotopy equivalence |r| : |K| — |K'|.
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The nerve of a collection U of sets is the simplicial complex with vertex set U
and simplices given by the finite subsets of U with non-empty intersection.

Theorem 3.4 (Borsuk Nerve Theorem [3, Cor. 9.3]). Let U be a cover of a
simplicial complex K by simplicial subcomplexes. If every finite intersection of
elements in U s contractible, then the geometric realization of the nerve of U is
homotopy equivalent to the geometric realization of K

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Let wx: E(A, f)ms — N fin,r be the map of simplicial
complexes induced by the projection X x Y — X. We first prove that 7x is a
homotopy equivalence. Given a finite subset o of X, we let

Y(o0) = Bp(o,r) ={y €Y | A(z,y) <rforall x € o},

and we let F(0) = A(o x Y (o)) be the set of all finite non-empty subsets of
o x Y (o). We first prove that the fibres of the map wx: E(A, f)m, — N fm, are
contractible.

Let o € N f,,-. By assumption Y (o) and F(o) are non-empty. The fibre 7x /o
is the union

Tx/o = U F(r).
7Co

We will show that the nerve of the cover {F(r) | 7 C o} of mx/o is both
homotopy equivalent to mx /o and contractible. In order to see that the nerve of
the cover is homotopy equivalent to mx /o, it suffices to show that the cover is a
good cover.

In order to see that the cover is good, we note that

k k
(F(m) = A(( 7 x Y (7).

i=1 i=1

This is a simplex, and simplices are contractible. Thus, {F(7) | 7 C ¢} is a good
cover.

In order to show that the nerve of the cover {F(r) | 7 C o} is contractible
we show that it has the vertex F'(o) as a cone point. Let 7 be a simplex in
the nerve of the cover. Then v is of the form v = {F(n),..., F(m)} with
ﬂle 7; X Y(7;) non-empty. In particular ﬂle 7; is non-empty. Let x € ﬂle Ti
and let y € Y(0). Since 7; C o for every i, we have that y € ﬂleY(ﬁ). We
conclude that (z,y) € (o x Y(0)) N ﬂle 7; X Y(7;) so that yU {o x Y (o)} is a
simplex in the nerve of the cover. Thus, the nerve of the cover is contractible.
We use Theorem 3.3 to conclude that wx: E(A, f)m, — N fm, is a homotopy
equivalence.

We next prove that the map my : E(A, f)mr — DN fm is a homotopy equiv-
alence. Given a finite subset 7 of Y, we let

X(1)=Bpr(r,r)={x €Y | A(z,y) <rforall ye 7},

and we let G(7) be the set of all subsets of X (7) x 7. We first prove that the
fibres of the map my : E(A, f)m,r — DAN f, are contractible. Let 7 € DAN f,,
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and let x € B with f({z},r) > m and 7 C By(x,r). Then z € X ({7}) so G(7)
is non-empty. The fibre 7y /7 is the union

Ty /T = U G(0o).

oCT

We will show that the nerve of the cover {G(¢) | ¢ C 7} is both homotopy
equivalent to the fibre my /7 and contractible. In order to see that the nerve of
the cover is homotopy equivalent to the fibre 7y /7, it suffices to show that the
cover is a good cover.

In order to see that the cover is good, we note that

(Glo:) = A(() X (03) x o).

i=1 i=1

This is a simplex, and simplices are contractible. Thus, the cover is good.

In order to show that the nerve of the cover is contractible we show that it
has the vertex G(7) as a cone point. Let 7 be a simplex in the nerve of the
cover. Then 7 is of the form 7 = {G(01),...,G(0})} with ﬂle X(0;) X 0; non-
empty. In particular ﬂle o; is non-empty. Let y € ﬂle o; and let x € X(7).
Since o; C 7 for every i, we have that = € ﬂleX (0;). We conclude that
(x,y) € (X(1) x1)N ﬂleX(ai) X o; so that v U {X(7) x 7} is a simplex in
the nerve of the cover. Thus, the nerve of the cover is contractible.

Finally, we use Theorem 3.3 to conclude that 7y : E(A, f)m, — DAN f, is a
homotopy equivalence. O

4. SET BIFILTRATION DISTANCE

In this section we pursue the concept of interleaving of set bifiltrations and
prove Theorem 2.15 stating that the transition to the associated bifiltered sim-
plicial complexes is 1-Lipschitz with respect to the interleaving distance. We also
consider interleavings of set bifiltrations with respect to forward shift maps.

The following lemma illustrates the main idea of this section.

Lemma 4.1. Let fy and f1 be set bifiltrations on the sets Xy and X respectively
and let £,6 € [0,00]. If mo: X1 — Xy is a function such that

filo,r) < fo(moo,m +9) + ¢
for all o € A(Xy) and r € [0,00], then my: X1 — X induces a map
7o - N(fl)m,r — N(fO)m—s,r—l—&-

If 7y X1 — X is another function such that fi(o,r) < fo(mho Umeo,r +0) + ¢
for all 0 € A(X) and r € [0, 00| then m induces a map

7T(,): N(f1>m,r — N(fO)m—e,r+5

that is contiguous to m.
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Proof. Let 0 € N(f1)m,. Then
m < fi(o,r) < fo(moo,r +0) + &.

Rearranging the inequality we get fo(moo,r+0) > m —¢, so 0 € N(fo)m—c.r+s-
A similar argument shows if 7, is a described in the statement, then 7joc Umyo €
N(fo)m—-er+s, 50 7, induces a map 7,: N(f1)m, — N(fo)m—crte that is contigu-
ous to m. O

Corollary 4.2. Let f and g be set bifiltrations on the same set X. Given € > 0
such that f(o,r) < g(o,r +€) + ¢ for every o € A(X) and r € |0, 00|, we have
that N fm,» C NA?

m—e,r+e-

Proof of Proposition 2.15. It suffices to show that if fy and f; are e-weakly in-
terleaved, then N fy and N f; are e-weakly interleaved. Let Xy and X; be the
sets underlying fy and f; respectively. Let my: X7 — Xp and m1: Xg — X; be
functions such that for every (o,7) € A(Xo)? x [0, 0] we have:

(1) folo,r) < fi(m(o),r+¢€) + ¢ for every (o,r) € A(X() x [0, o00].

(2) fi(o,r) < fo(mo(o),r+€) + € for every (o,r) € A(X1) x [0, o00].
(3) folo,r) < folo Umgmi (o), r + 2¢) + 2¢ for every (o,1) € A(X()P x [0, oo].
(4) fi(o,r) < filoUmmg(o),r+ 2¢) + 2¢ for every (o,7) € A(X7)P x [0, 00].
By (2) and Lemma 4.1 we have that 7y induces a simplicial map mo: (N f1)m, —
(N fo)m—crte- By (4) and Lemma 4.1 we have that 77y induces a simplicial map
m7o(: N f1)mr = (N f1)m—2er42: that is contiguous to the inclusion map. By (1)
and Lemma 4.1 we have that m; induces a map m1: (N fo)m,r = (N f1)m—crte-
By (3) and Lemma 4.1 we have that mym induces a map momi: (N fo)msr —
(N fo)m—2¢r12- that is contiguous to the identity map.

We conclude that N fy and N f; are e-weakly interleaved. U

Applying Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 2.15 we get:

Corollary 4.3. Let (Ao, fo) and (A1, f1) be Dowker bifiltrations. If the set bifil-
tration distance of fo and fi1 is less than € then the bifiltered complexes Dy, N fo
and Dy, N f1 are homotopy e-weakly interleaved.

Definition 4.4. Let fy and f; be set bifiltrations on the sets Xy and X; respec-
tively and let o and § be forward shift maps with components o = (ag, o) and
B = (Po, B1). A weak (a, B) interleaving between fy and f; consists of functions
mo: X1 — Xp and 7 : Xg — X satisfying the following conditions:
(1) ao(fi(oyr),r) < fo(moo, ar(fi(o,r),r)) for all o € A(X;), and r € [0, o0].
(2) Bo(fo(.7),7) < fi(mT, Bi(fo(T,7),7)) for all 7 € A(Xp) and r € [0, o0].
(3) Bolalfi(a,r),r)) < filc Ummeo, Bi(a(fi(o,r),r))) for all 0 € A(X;) and
r € [0, 00].
(4) ao(B(fo(r,7),1)) < fo(tUmomiT, a1 (B(fo(r,7),7))) for all T € A(X), and
r € [0, 00].
If an («, §)-interleaving exists, the filtered Dowker dissimilarities are (a, f)-
weakly interleaved.
If & = B we say that (m, 1) is an a-interleaving and that the set bifiltrations
are a-weakly interleaved.
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If o« = and a(m,r) = (m —¢e,r + ) we say that (m, ) is an e-interleaving
and that the set bifiltrations are e-weakly interleaved.

Proposition 4.5. Let fy and f1 be set bifiltrations on the sets Xy and X, respec-
tively and let o and 8 be forward shift maps with components a = (ap, ) and
B = (Bo, 1) Letmy: X1 — Xg and m1: Xo — X; be a weak (o, B) interleaving of
the set bifiltrations fo and f1. Then my and m induce a weak («, 3) interleaving
between N fy and N f;.

Proof. Let m € R and r € [0, oc].

Let 0 € N(fi)m,. By part (1) of Definition 4.4 we have a(fi(o,7),r) <
fo(moo, aq(fi(o,7),7)). Since m < fi(o,r) we have that ag(m,r) < ag(fi(o,7),7)
and that aq(m,r) > a1(fi(o,r),r). Collecting these inequalities we get

O‘O(m’r) < aO(fl(U> 7’),7“) < fO(T‘-OUa al(fl(aa T)>T)) < fO(ﬂ-OO-a al(m,r)).

This means that moo € N(fo)a(m,) and that my induces a map

To - N(fl)m,r — N(f(])a(m,r)-

Let 7 € N(fo)ms. By part (2) of Definition 4.4 we have So(fo(r,7),7) <

filmr, Bi(fo(7,7),7)). Since m < fo(7,r) we have that So(m,r) < Bo(fo(7,7),7)
and that 51 (m,r) > Bi(fo(7,7),7). Collecting these inequalities we get

Bo(m,r) < Bo(folr,7),7) < filmor, Bi(fo(T,7),7)) < fi(moT, Br(m,7)).

This means that 77 € N(f1)a(m,» and that m induces a map

T N(fo)m,r — N(fl)ﬁ(m,r)'

Let 0 € N(f1)mr. By part (3) of Definition 4.4 we have Sy(a(fi(o,7),7)) <
fi(o U mgmio, Bi(a(fi(o,r),r))). Since m < fi(o,r) we have that Soa(m,r) <
Boa( fi(o,7),r) and that Sia(m,r) > Fra(fi(o,r),r). Collecting these inequali-
ties we get

Boa( fi(o,r),7)

file Ummeo, Bra( fi(o,7), 7))
fi(o Ummyo, fra(m,r)).

Boa(m,r)

IA AN A

This means that o U mmoo € N(f1)agim,r) and that my induces a map

o - N(fl)m,r — N(fl)aﬁ(m,T)

that is homotopic to the inclusion map.
The proof that 7; induces a map

1 N(fo)m,r — N(fo)ﬁa(m,r)

that is homotopic to the inclusion map is similar. O
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5. RESTRICTION TO THE SUPPORT

Recall that a measurable space (X, ) consists of a set X and a o-algebra ¥ of
subsets of X. That X is a o-algebra means that it is closed under complements
and countable unions and countable intersections. Also recall that a measure
i on the o-algebra ¥ is a function p: 3 — [0,00] that is countably additive,
in that sense that p(@) = 0 and that for disjoint sets By, Ba,... in ¥ we have
p(U2 B;) = Y2 u(By). A measure space is a triple (X, X, u) where (X,X)
measurable space and p is a measure on .

Definition 5.1. The o-algebra >, associated to a Dowker dissimilarity
A: X XY — [0, 00]
is the smallest o-algebra on Y containing the sets
By(z,r)={yeY | Mz, y) <r}

and
int(By(z, 7)) ={yeY | A(z,y) <r}
for every € X and r € [0, o0].

Definition 5.2. Let A: X xY — [0, 00] be a Dowker dissimilarity and let i be
a measure on the o-algebra 5. The support S(u) of p consists of the elements
y € Y with the property that if y € Ba(z,r) for any z € X and r > 0 then
w(Bp(z, 1)) > 0.

Definition 5.3. A Dowker measure spaceis a pair (A, p) of a Dowker dissimilarity
A: X XY — [0,00] and a measure p on the o-algebra X, such that both S(u) €
X and p(Y'\ S(p)) = 0.

Example 5.4. Let M be a separable metric space with metric d and let y be
a Borel measure on M. Write ply, for the restriction of u to the subset ¥, of
the Borel o-algebra of M. We claim that (d, ul|y,) is a Dowker measure space.
Firstly, the complement M \ S(u) is open. Secondly, M has a countable basis
{By, By, ..., } consisting of balls of the form int(By(z,r)). Thus, M \ S(u) is a
countable union of sets in ¥;, and hence M \ S(u) is itself in ;. Moreover, for
every © € M\ S(u) we can pick a basis open B; with x € B; and u(B;) = 0. Thus,
M \ S(u) is a countable union of sets of measure 0, and hence (M \ S(u)) = 0.
Finally, since M \ S(p) is in ¥4, also S(u) is in .

Example 5.5 (Distance to Measure Dowker Bifiltration). Let (A, i) be a Dowker
measure space.

Given p > 0 we define a Dowker bifiltration (A, f,), where f, is the function
fp: A(X) x [0, 00] — [0, 00] given by

1/p
o) = ([ winfAGes € 0} Lyandn())

Note that if 4 is a Borel measure on Y, then, as p — 0, the value f,(o,7)
converges to u(By(o,r)).
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Given a simplicial complex K with vertex set V' and a subset S of V, we let
K|s be the simplicial complex with vertex set S and simplices of the form o N S
for o € K.

Proposition 5.6. Let (A, ) be a Dowker measure space and let
f:1 A(X)P x [0, 00] — [0, 0]
be the set bifiltration f(o,r) = pw(Ba(o,r)). The inclusion
DC(A, )y = (DAN frni)lsy S DaN frnr
1s a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Let A be of the form A: X xY — [0,00] and let 7 € Nf,,,. Then
there exists © € X with u(Ba(z,7)) > m and 7 C By(z,r). If m = 0,
then both (DaN fy,)|s( and DaN f,, are contractible, and the inclusion is
a (DAN frmr)|s) S DaN fmyr homotopy equivalence. Now, assume m > 0. In
the rest of this proof we write S for S(u) and Alxxgs for the restriction of A to
X x S. We have a commutative diagram

me,r <7F—X E(A|X><Saf)m,r l) DA\Xstfm,T’

i ! |

me,r <ﬂ—X E<A7 f)m,r L) DAme,r

where, by Proposition 3.2, the horizontal maps are homotopy equivalences. The
map ¢ is the inclusion

DA‘XXSmeﬂ" = (DAme,T)‘S C DAme,r

and j is the inclusion

E(A|X><Sa f)mﬂ“ = (E(A> f)m,r)|X><S g E(A> f)m,r-

We conclude that the inclusion ¢ is a homotopy equivalence, as desired. O]

Proof of theorem 1.3. Let f: A(M)° x [0,00] — [0,00] be the set bifiltration
f(o,r) = u(Bg(o,r)). By definition we have DC(d, jt) = (DaN f)|s(u)- By Propo-
sition 5.6 this bifiltered simplicial complex is homotopy equivalent to the dual
measure Dowker bifiltration DyN f. Let U be the cover of M(d, f1),, consisting
of the sets By(y,r) N M(d, it)m, for y € M(d, p);,, -

If 7 € NU is an element of the nerve of this cover, then the intersection
Nyer Baly, ) N M(d, j1)inr is non-empty. Pick x € (¢, Ba(y,r) N M(d, 1t)m,p-
Then f({z},r) = p(Ba(z,r)) > m and 7 C By(z,7), so T € DN fo, ;.

Conversely, if 7 € DyN f,,, then we can pick x € M such that f({z},0) =
p(Ba(x,r)) > m and 7 C By(w,r) € M(d, i1);, .- This means that x € By(r,7) N
M(d, ), s0 T € NU. O
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6. PROHOROV DISTANCE

In this section we relate interleaving distance to Prohorov distance and extract
results for the Prohorov distance from the results in Section 4.

Let M be a metric space with metric d: M x M — [0,00] and let Q be the
Borel g-algebra on M. Recall from Definition 1.2 that given B € Q and ¢ > 0,
the e-offset B of B is the union of all closed e-balls with centers in B. Observe
that, by the triangle inequality, for x € M and r > 0, By(z,7)° is a subset of
By(z,r +¢).

Definition 6.1. The Prohorov distance between two Borel probability measures
1o and gy on M is the infimum of all € > 0 such that

po(B) < pi(B°) +¢
and

(B) < po(B°) +¢
for all B € €.

Proof of theorem 1.1. Let pg and py be two measures on the separable metric
space M. Define fy: A(M)°P x [0, 00] — [0,00] and f1: A(M) x [0, 0] — [0, 0]
by fo(o,7) = po(Ba(o,r)) and fi(o,r) = p1(Bg(o,7)). Since up and p; are of Pro-
horov distance less than ¢, the identity on M gives a homotopy weak e-interleaving
between the set bifiltrations fy and f;. By Corollary 4.3 the bifiltered complexes
DyN fo and DyN f; are homotopy weakly e-interleaved. By Proposition 5.6 also
the bifiltered complexes DC(d, p9) = DaN fo|s(ue) and DC(d, p1) = DaN fi]s(u)
are homotopy weakly e-interleaved. O

Note that this proof of Proposition 1.1 does not involve applying the Nerve
Lemma to a cover of M.

7. GROMOV-PROHOROV DISTANCE

Definition 7.1. A metric measure space is a triple (X, d, i) consisting of a metric
space (X, d) and a Borel measure p on X.

Definition 7.2. Let f: X — Y be a measurable function between measurable

spaces (X, Xx) and (Y, Xy). Given a measure pu on Yx the pushforward measure
fopt is the measure on Yy defined by f.u(B) = u(f~Y(B)) for all B € Sy

Definition 7.3. Let (X, do, po) and (X3, dy, p1) be metric measure spaces. Their
Gromov-Prohorov distance is the infimum over all common distance preserving
embeddings ¢p: Xg — M and ¢1: X; — M into a common metric space M of the
Prohorov distance between g, and 1, t1.

Definition 7.4. Let 1: X — M be a distance preserving embedding of a metric
space X into a metric space M. A nearest neighbor projection p: M — X is a
function taking z € M to an element z = p(z) € X minimizing the distance

d(x,u(2)).



THE DUAL DEGREE CECH BIFILTRATION 15

Note that in general a nearest neighbor projection is not unique, and that it
may happen that no nearest neighbor projection exists. If X is compact, then a
nearest neighbor projection always exists.

Lemma 7.5. Let 1p: Xog = M and 11: X1 — M be embeddings of two compact
metric spaces (Xo,dy) and (X1,dy) into a common metric space (M,d) with a
nearest neighbor projection pg: M — Xj.

Given x € Xy and y € Xy we have

d(topotr; toy) < 2d(11, oy).
Proof. By symmetry and the definition of py,
d(topotrz, t1z) < d(toy, t1x) = d(11, Loy).
By the triangle inequality we have

d(topot1, toy) < d(topotr®, uz) + d(11, Loy).
However, we have just seen that
d(topotrz, iz) < d(nz, toy),
SO

d(opor1, toy) < 2d(n1z, Loy).
L]

Recall that given € > 0, the forward shift map §° is defined by 5°(m,r) =
(m —¢,2(r +¢)). The following is Theorem 1.5 stated in terms of interleavings.

Proposition 7.6. Let (Xo,do, po) and (Xiy,dy, 1) be compact metric measure
spaces. If € strictly greater than the Gromouv-Prohorov distance between (Xo, do, f1o)
and (X1, dy, p1) then the bifiltered simplicial complexes DC(dy, j10) and DC(dy, 1)
are B°-weakly interleaved.

Proof. Let 19: Xg — M and ¢1: X; — M be embeddings of the metric spaces
(Xo,dp) and (X3, d;) into a common metric space (M, d) such that the Prohorov
distance between tp.p10 and tq,pt1 is less than e.

Let fo and f; be the set bifiltrations

fro A(Xy)*P x [0, 00] = (0,00, fi(0,7) = pa(Ba, (0,7))

and
fO: A(XO)OP X [Ov OO] — [Ov 00]7 fO(Uv T) = MO(Bdo(Uv T))
Then DC(do, ,UO) = (DdoNf0)|S(,uo) and DC’(dl,,ul) = (Dd1Nfl)|S(u1)-

Let p1: M — X; and pg: M — X, be nearest neighbor projections. We let
To = po © t1 and m = p; 0. Since Xy and X; are compact, they are separable,
so as explained in Example 5.4 (dy, 119) and (dq, 1) are Dowker measure spaces.
By Proposition 4.3, Proposition 5.6 and Proposition 4.5 it suffices to show that
the conditions of Definition 4.4 are satisfied by the maps my and m; and the set
bifiltrations fy and f;.

In the current context, the first condition of Definition 4.4 is that

f1(07 T) —¢& S fo(ﬂ'oO’,Q(T + 8))7
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that is,

p1(Ba, (0.7)) — € < po(Bay(mo0, 2(r + €)))
for all o € A(X;), and r € [0,00]. Let us first note that since the Prohorov
distance between t1,p11 and to.p is less than e, for 0 € A(X;) and r € [0, 00] we
have

p1(Ba, (0,7)) = 1121 (Ba(ua(0),7)) < torpio(Ba(a (o), 7 +€)) + €.
In order to verify the first condition of Definition 4.4 it suffices to show that
tospro(Ba(t1(0),m +€)) < tospro(Balto(moo), 2(r + €)) = po(Ba, (o0, 2(r + €)).
For this, it suffices to show that
By(t1(0),r+¢) Nw(Xo) C By(to(meo),2(r + €)).
For this in turn, it suffices to show that, for every z € X;, we have
By(t1(z),m 4+ ¢€) Nio(Xo) C Balro(mox),2(r + €)).
Now, let y € Xy with 1oy € By(t1(x),r + ¢). By Lemma 7.5 we have
d(vomox, toy) < 2d(11, L0y) < 2(r + ¢).
We conclude that toy € Bg(wo(mo(x)),2(r + €)) as desired.
The same argument with the roles of Xy and X, interchanged shows that
folo,r) —e < fi(mo,2(r +¢€)),
that is,
to(Bay(0,7)) — & < pn(Ba, (m10,2(r + €)))

for all o € A(Xj), so condition (2) of Definition 4.4 is satisfied.
In the current context, the third condition of Definition 4.4 is

fl(O', 7’) — 2¢ S fl(O' U T o0, 2(2(’/“ + 5) + E)),
that is,
w1 (B, (0,7)) — 26 < p1(Bg, (0 U mmeo, 4r + 6¢))
for all 0 € A(X4), and r € [0, 0].
Since condition (1) of Definition 4.4 is satisfied we have
p1(Ba, (0,7)) < po(Bay (Moo, 2(r +€))) + €
Prohorov stability implies that
to(Bay (100, 2(r + €))) < t1.pt1(Ba(tomoo, 2(r + €))) + €.
Assume that y € X; with 1,y € By(tomoo,2(r + €)). By the definition of the
nearest neighbor projection pg, for x € o we have that
d(ny, uzr) < d(wy, oponx) + d(toponiz, ix) < 2d(uy, oporir) = 2d(41y, Lomox).
On the other hand, by Lemma 7.5 with the roles of X, and X; interchanged we
have
d(11y, ymmer) < 2d(11y, LomoT).
The above discussion shows that

Ba(tomoo, 2(r +¢)) N 11(X1) € By(tro U tymmoo, 4(r + €)).
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Since t14441 is order preserving, we have
t1s i1 (Ba(tomoo, 2(r + €))) < t1xp01(Ba(tr0 U vymmoo, 4(r + €))).
Note that
t1apt1 (Ba(tio U nymmoo, 4(r +¢€))) = pi(By, (0 Ummo, 4(r +€)))
and that since py is order preserving we have
p1 (B, (0 Ummeo, 4(r +¢))) < pu1(Bg, (0 Ummeo, 41 + 6¢)).
Collecting the above inequalities we have
w1 (B, (0,7)) — 26 < p1(Bg, (0 U mmeo, 4r + 6¢))

as desired.
The fourth condition of Definition 4.4 is verified by a similar argument. O

Remark 7.7 (Measure Dowker bifiltration). Let (X, A, x) be a metric measure
space and let f be the degree bifiltration associated to p. Then

{MD(X7 (Y, Q’ ,U/)u A)m,r}(m,r)eRX[O,oo] = {me,2r}(m,r)€R><[O,oo]

is the measure Dowker bifiltration of [3, Definition 3.6]. Thus Proposition 7.6 is
a slight extension of [3, Theorem 4.2].
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