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Exploring Uncertainty Visualization for Degenerate Tensors in 3D
Symmetric Second-Order Tensor Field Ensembles
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Figure 1: Ensemble of stress in an O-ring simulation with eight members and varying parameter α, which amplifies anisotropy
magnitude in the simulation. Left: Spaghetti plot visualization of all extracted degenerate tensor lines of ensemble members.
Each member is represented by its own shape of green. Center: Uncertainty visualization using an enhanced meanLine showing
mode standard deviation using radius and color as well as a probabilityBand in yellow. Right: Same probabilityBand visualization
alongside a modeTube visualization indicating the spatial distribution of tensor mode values through color and shape.

ABSTRACT

Symmetric second-order tensors are fundamental in various scien-
tific and engineering domains, as they can represent properties such
as material stresses or diffusion processes in brain tissue. In recent
years, several approaches have been introduced and improved to
analyze these fields using topological features, such as degenerate
tensor locations, i.e., the tensor has repeated eigenvalues, or nor-
mal surfaces. Traditionally, the identification of such features has
been limited to single tensor fields. However, it has become com-
mon to create ensembles to account for uncertainties and variability
in simulations and measurements. In this work, we explore novel
methods for describing and visualizing degenerate tensor locations
in 3D symmetric second-order tensor field ensembles. We base our
considerations on the tensor mode and analyze its practicality in
characterizing the uncertainty of degenerate tensor locations before
proposing a variety of visualization strategies to effectively com-
municate degenerate tensor information. We demonstrate our tech-
niques for synthetic and simulation data sets. The results indicate
that the interplay of different descriptions for uncertainty can effec-
tively convey information on degenerate tensor locations.

Index Terms: Second-Order Tensors, Symmetric Tensors, Tensor
Topology, Degenerate Tensors, Uncertainty.

1 INTRODUCTION

Tensors provide useful mathematical descriptions for complex
physical phenomena in a large variety of domains including me-
chanical engineering, such as stress or strain, or medical appli-
cations, such as the diffusion in brain white matter, among oth-
ers. They thus appear frequently in scientific simulations that
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seek to recreate and describe these processes. Summarizing ten-
sor fields using topological features can provide an overview and
quick insights into the underlying structure and behavior of those
fields, which has led to numerous novel, fast, and robust tech-
niques for the extraction and visualization of such features in re-
cent years [34, 39, 20]. Of special interest, e.g., in mechanical en-
gineering [55, 15], are degenerate tensor locations, i.e., locations
where the spectral decomposition of a tensor yields two or three re-
peated eigenvalues, called double- or triple-degenerate tensors re-
spectively. However, most approaches assume tensor fields to be
certain, while real-world applications usually contain uncertain-
ties in numerous steps of the processing pipeline [45]. Describing
and visualizing uncertainty is listed as one of the big challenges in
the analysis of tensor fields in the context of engineering applica-
tions [17]. In simulation sciences, it is common to model uncer-
tainty by means of ensemble simulations, i.e., repeated simulations
with variations in their properties. However, many visualization
strategies used for single fields cannot be directly applied to ensem-
bles, especially with a large number of members. While there exist
few approaches to communicate the uncertainty of tensor distribu-
tions using glyphs [22, 1, 14], we are not aware of any techniques
that provide similar tools for topological features such as degener-
ate tensor locations.

In this work, we develop visualization strategies that provide an
effective overview of the overall behavior of tensor fields within an
ensemble with a focus on degenerate tensor locations. Assuming a
normal distribution, one strategy is based on features extracted from
the mean tensor field. This leads to the definition of the meanLine,
which acts as a line-type representative of the whole ensemble and
can further be enhanced with additional encoding of uncertainty,
e.g., as modeTube. The second strategy is based on the distribu-
tion of tensor mode values within the ensemble, which we use to
extract probabilityBands, giving a global indicator of degenerate
tensor locations. We provide and discuss initial observations and
evaluate the utility of these features using multiple ensembles of
synthetic and simulated stress tensor fields. The results indicate
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that our proposed strategies are simple yet effective in communi-
cating uncertainty of degenerate tensor locations in ensembles on
different levels of detail and represent a first step toward a more
comprehensive analysis of uncertain tensor fields.

2 BACKGROUND

To describe the uncertainty of degenerate tensors, we need to revisit
relevant tensor properties. This includes general tensor attributes,
as well as descriptions of distributions representing uncertainty. As
we focus on three-dimensional symmetric second-order tensors, for
the remainder of this work the term tensor refers to this specific de-
scription. A tensor T represented by a symmetric 3×3 matrix can
be decomposed into its orthogonal set of eigenvectors and corre-
sponding real-valued eigenvalues λi for i ∈ [1,2,3]. By convention,
λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ λ3, referred to as major, medium, and minor eigenvalues.
Tensor invariants provide means to describe the tensor independent
of its frame of reference: The sum of eigenvalues describes the trace
tr(T), while their product describes the determinant |T|. Besides
the spectral decomposition in eigenvectors and eigenvalues, the de-
viatoric decomposition allows to represent a tensor uniquely by a
traceless tensor A known as deviator, and a multiple of the identity
matrix I, such that A =T− tr(T)

3 I. Another tensor invariant directly
connected to tensor topology is the mode(T), which can be defined
as

mode(T) = 3
√

6det
(

A
|A|

)
(1)

and provides a scalar value in the range [−1,1].

A tensor is considered degenerate if it has at least two repeated
eigenvalues [16], which leads to a directional discontinuity in the
tensors’ eigenvector field. This feature can appear as double-
degeneracy, i.e., (λ1 > λ2 = λ3) (linear) or (λ1 = λ2 > λ3) (pla-
nar), forming structurally stable lines known as degenerate tensor
lines in symmetric 3D tensor fields [57], or triple-degeneracy, i.e.,
(λ1 = λ2 = λ3) (neutral) which is structurally unstable. A linear
degenerate tensor further exhibits a mode value of 1, a neutral de-
generate tensor 0, and a planar degenerate tensor a mode value of
-1.

A tensor field is a continuous function within a domain where
for each location x ∈ R3, a tensor T(x) is assigned. A linear tensor
field is a special case [56], where the tensor components are linear
functions of their spatial coordinates and can be decomposed as

T(x) = T(x,y,z) = x ·Tx + y ·Ty + z ·Tz +T0 (2)

and Tx,Ty,Tz, and T0 are 3D symmetric tensors. We will use this
definition later to define test cases with desired properties.

An ensemble is a set of m fields, such that for each location
x ∈ R3 within the domain, one obtains multiple tensors Ti and
i ∈ [0, . . . ,m]. The collection of tensors of the ensemble resembles
the uncertainty of the tensor field.

Similar to previous work [51, 4, 14], one can assume the ensem-
ble members to follow Gaussian distribution, such that the likeli-
hood of a random variable taking on a particular value is described
in terms of their distribution function. Thus, a component-wise
mean tensor

T̄ =
1
m

m

∑
i=1

Ti (3)

and a fourth-order covariance tensor Σ can be used to describe the
uncertainty for each location using

p(T) =

√
1√

(2π)6|Σ|
exp

(
− 1

2 (T− T̄) : Σ
−1 : (T− T̄)

)
. (4)

Similarly, a univariate normal distribution can be described by

p(x) =
1√

2πσ2
exp

(
− (x−µ)2

2σ2

)
(5)

where µ is the mean value and σ is the standard deviation.

3 RELATED WORKS

Our work seeks to introduce uncertainty visualization to the field of
topological descriptions for symmetric second-order tensor fields.
We, therefore, first summarize contributions on general tensor visu-
alization before looking into relevant works that cover these specific
topics.

3.1 Tensor Visualization
Tensors are used in a variety of scientific domains, which has led
to the development of independent tensor visualizations, often
tailored toward a specific domain. Especially the symmetric case,
which frequently appears in mechanical engineering [15] and the
medical domain has seen various developments. An extensive
survey is provided by Bi et al. [5], who divide the visualization
approaches for tensor fields into glyph-based techniques (see, e.g.,
[42, 12]) and streamlines, which include fiber tracking [21], hyper-
streamlines [10], and, most relevant to us, topological features. The
survey of Kratz et al. [25], additionally classifies multi-view visual-
izations, which show different aspects of tensors combined [26, 27].

The concept of topological structures and degenerate points
within 2D tensor fields is based on the work of Delmarcelle and
Hesselink [9], which was later extended to the 3D case [16]. Zheng
at al. [57, 58] focused on the properties of degenerate tensors, re-
sulting in the definition of degenerate curves and the development
of several extraction strategies over the years improving in accu-
racy, robustness, and performance [47, 34, 39]. It was further
shown that such curves are ridge and valley lines of the tensor
mode [47, 34], which could additionally be used to extract features
such as neutral surfaces [38]. Hung et al. [20] propose using graph-
like structures to show the global topology of tensor fields includ-
ing curves, surfaces, and their connections. Oster et al.[31] propose
tensor core lines, a feature similar to vortex core lines, which indi-
cates rotational behavior of eigenvectors, while Zobel and Scheuer-
mann [59] introduce the notion of extremal points using multiple
invariants. Finally, there are efforts to define similar features for
non-symmetric tensor fields [19].

3.2 Uncertainty Visualization
Considering uncertainties and their visualization has become a top
challenge in visualization research [36] and a general overview is
provided by surveys [6, 33, 48], domain-specific reports [49], or
guides for the creation of analytic workflows [28]. While a decade
ago, only few works explored visualizations of uncertainties
present in tensor fields [17, 36], there has been considerable work
in this field. Most notably, a variety of glyph visualizations have
been proposed to indicate the impact of uncertainty on the tensor
field. These include comparative visualizations [53, 52, 29], glyphs
indicating variability of the major eigenvector directions [43, 24],
and glyphs that indicate shape and orientation variations of the
representing tensor glyphs [14, 1, 22]. Basser and Pajevic [3, 4]
propose using radial glyphs to display information encoded in the
covariance matrix, while Zhang et al. [51] propose a framework
combining several views of tensor properties independently.

For continuous methods, especially the analysis of diffusion
tensor imaging (DTI) data has seen the incorporation of uncer-
tainties [45, 23], e.g., by using bootstrapping techniques in fiber
tracking [44, 46]. Pöthkow and Hege [35] propose the extraction
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Figure 2: Tensor mode distribution in a synthetic ensemble. Top row:
modeabs values represented as color values using the cool-to-warm
color map for the different members. Bottom left: modeabs value of
the mean tensor field. Bottom center: mean modeabs of all members.
Bottom right: spaghetti plot of extracted degenerate tensor lines.

of isosurfaces in fields describing fractional anisotropy and relative
anisotropy, where eigenvalue uncertainty is propagated to the shape
and position of the surfaces. Finally, there exist approaches that
seek to capture the uncertainty of line-type features derived from
scalar- or vector-valued fields. In the context of meteorological
forecasting, Spaghetti plots [37], contour boxplots [50], and
curve boxplots [30] are frequently used. However, degenerate
tensor lines suffer from similar restrictions as vortex core lines,
namely a missing common parametrization. While this can be
addressed [7, 54], not all ensemble members might possess that
specific feature [13], which might be misguiding and lead to a
misrepresentation of the ensemble behavior.

After revisiting the literature, it seems there exists a gap in tech-
niques to visualize topological features in uncertain tensor fields.
In the following, we propose a first solution to this challenge.

4 MODE OF TENSOR ENSEMBLE

On a conceptional level, our reasoning is simple: The mode values
of a single tensor field, as described by Eq. (1), can be used to
extract degenerate tensor locations, thus, we seek to use the mode
value of a tensor ensemble to do the same. Yet, it is unclear, how
the mode value of an ensemble is defined and what type of feature
most accurately represents degenerate tensor locations. There are
two instinctive answers to the first question:

1. The mode of an ensemble is the mode value of the mean tensor
of all ensemble members.

2. The mode of an ensemble is constructed from the mode values
of all ensemble members.

While one seems more straightforward than the other, in the fol-
lowing, we explore both descriptions and show their implications
on possible features. Finally, we show, that both views are needed
to provide a comprehensive description of degenerate tensor loca-
tions and their uncertainties.

Mode of Mean Tensor as Ensemble Representative
A common approach to represent an ensemble with a single rep-
resentative for each location in the field is using the mean ten-
sor (see, e.g., [14, 53, 51]) as described by Eq. (3). The result-
ing tensor field can be treated as a single, certain field, providing
a single tensor T̄(x) per location, thus allowing the application of
any standard tensor visualization method. Accordingly, the rep-
resentation of a mode value for a tensor ensemble can be given
by mode(T̄(x)). Calculating the component-wise mean tensor uses

linear interpolation of tensor components. This, however, does not
result in a similar interpolation of tensor invariants, such as the ten-
sor mode [11, 18]. Thus mode(T̄(x)) does not necessarily represent
the mean mode values of the ensemble members, which we address
with our second description.

Mean Mode as Ensemble Representative
As the tensor mode provides a direct description of degenerate ten-
sor locations, we propose calculating a mean mode value for each
location in the ensemble. However, we make the following simpli-
fication: While mode values representing planar and linear degen-
erate tensors are both located at the boundaries of the mode value
range, we are only interested in the occurrence of a tensor dual-
degeneracy, regardless of its classification. Due to their instabil-
ity, we exclude neutral degenerate tensors from our considerations.
We propose using modeabs(T) = |mode(T)| with modeabs ∈ [0,1].
Therefore, a mode value approaching 1 indicates a tensor getting
closer to becoming degenerate. A value representing the tensor
mode of the whole ensemble at a given location x can therefore
be provided by the mean of the mode values of all m members:

mode(x) =
1
m

m

∑
i=1

modeabs(Ti(x)). (6)

This further allows us to describe the distribution of mode values
using statistical tools as described in Sec. 2.

5 ENSEMBLE FEATURE DEFINITIONS

Using these considerations, we can now make use of two repre-
sentations describing the mode values within a tensor ensemble. A
simple visual comparison of both using a color map shows signifi-
cant differences between both fields as displayed in the bottom row
of Fig. 2. However, both can be used to define new features for ten-
sor field ensembles, which we designed with the following goals in
mind:

i The feature should be able to effectively summarize the behav-
ior of degenerate tensor locations of the whole ensemble.

ii The feature should provide insights into the likelihood of de-
generate tensors appearing at or close to a given location.

The features and their use of the ensemble mode definition are as
follows:

Ensemble meanLine
To justify (i), we propose the extraction of the degenerate tensor
line of the mean tensor field as a representative, which we refer to as
meanLine. This is simply achieved by treating it as a single certain
field and extracting degenerate tensor locations as usual. Note, that
a similar definition using the mean mode is not effective, due to the
range of the mode between 0 and 1, resulting in a mean value that
can only become 1 if all members share the same mode value, thus
likely resulting in no feature lines at all.

The advantage of the meanLine - besides its direct link to stan-
dard degenerate feature lines - is that its representation can be used
to encode additional quantities describing uncertainties, thus justi-
fying (ii). We call this the enhanced meanLine and propose map-
ping scalar quantities to both the color of the line and the radius of
the tube representing the feature line. In the context of uncertainty
quantification, we suggest using the standard deviation of the mode
values of all ensemble members at the current line location. This
combines both mode descriptions of the ensemble in a single, yet
comprehensive feature indicating the uncertainty of the feature lo-
cation. However, a variety of other values such as the mean or stan-
dard deviations of fractional anisotropy values could be used. One
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could also place an uncertainty tensor glyphs along sampled loca-
tions on the meanLine, such as indicated in Fig. 5 (right), which
could provide another local description of tensor uncertainty while
possibly showing the full tensor information.

Ensemble modeTube

p0

pc

pc~

Figure 3: Construction of the Ensemble modeTube: Based on the
differences between mean mode value at p0 on the meanLine and
samples pc on a circle perpendicular to the line tangent, the point lo-
cations are moved towards (mean mode at p0 is higher) or away from
(mean mode at p0 is lower) the center, indicating the spatial distribu-
tion of mean modeabs values around the meanLine. Mode values are
indicated by a divergent cool-to-warm color map.

The (enhanced) meanLine only provides insights into exact loca-
tions within the ensemble, due to its sampling on the line location.
However, in ensembles, degenerate tensor locations typically vary
from member to member, if existing at all. Further, as shown in
Fig. 2, mean mode values and the mode of the mean tensor might
differ significantly, leading to the mean mode indicating other areas
to be more likely to contain degenerate tensors. To encode the spa-
tial distribution of the mean mode surrounding the meanLine, thus
forming a link between both mode descriptions, we propose the
construction of the modeTube. For every point of the meanLine p0,
mean mode is sampled for the point as well as for evenly distributed
locations pc on a circle with radius r0 perpendicular to the line tan-
gent. The resulting plane and sample points are indicated in Fig. 3.
The relation of mean mode at the meanLine to its surrounding mean
mode values is given by the distance dc = mode(pc)−mode(p0),
which is then mapped to a displacement vector applied to the sam-
ple locations, such that

p̃c = p0 +(pc −p0) · fc ·
rs

r0
(7)

where

fc =
2

1+ e(−2dc)
(8)

and rs can be used as a scaling factor. The resulting shape is con-
structed from the set of points p̃c and, therefore, acts similar to a
polar plot indicating the directions of higher mean mode locations
based on the chosen radius, which provides an alternative solution
to (ii). Additionally, color encoding can be used to indicate the
displacement for the sample points, e.g., by applying a divergent
color map based on dc. The two colors thus indicate whether the
mean mode value at the center line location is higher or lower than
in the direction of the tube sample point. The combination of both
shape and color, therefore, allows to examine the global behavior of
the mean mode values surrounding the meanLine. To account for
small differences in values, dc might be normalized, e.g., by using
a global factor such as the largest absolute difference. One could
also consider a normalization per meanLine sample location, which
would put the focus on a local encoding of the distribution. Note,
however, using this configuration, a visual comparison of tube loca-
tions would only allow one to draw conclusions about the variation
of spatial distribution, not of mean mode differences. In the remain-
der of this work, we make use of a global normalization factor.

Ensemble probabilityBand

The features introduced up to this point, even if incorporating the
mean mode field, are based on the mean tensor field and the ex-
tracted meanLine locations. This, however, has a clear limitation:
The mean tensor can smooth out critical variations within the tensor
fields, i.e., there might not be a meanLine in several areas within
the ensemble that are likely to encompass degenerate tensors. To
address this limitation, we propose the probabilityBand, a feature
surface extracted from uncertain mode values using standard statis-
tical tools. Consider the distribution of mode values of the ensemble
members at every location assuming a Gaussian distribution as in
Eq. (5) with mean mode as in Eq. (6) and sample standard devia-
tion σmode. We are interested in locations, where the probability of
a mode distribution to contain values close to 1 is high. Thus, using
a threshold t, the probability of the standard normal random vari-
able X at a given ensemble location being equal to or higher than t
is

P(X ≥ t) = 1−Φ(z) (9)

while the cumulative distribution function Φ(z) of the standard nor-
mal distribution is approximated using the error function such that

Φ(z) =
1
2

[
1+ erf

(
z√
2

)]
(10)

and z is the z-score

z =
t −mode

σmode
. (11)

We compute a scalar field f (x) = P(X ≥ t)x describing these prob-
abilities for each location x. When choosing t close to 1, high val-
ues indicate a higher likelihood of high mode values, and thus the
occurrence of degenerate tensors. The probabilityBand is then de-
fined as the isosurface S = {x ∈ R3 | f (x) = c} extracted from the
field using a desired isovalue c. A probabilityBand, therefore, en-
compasses areas within the ensemble, in which the probability of a
mode value ≥ t is at c or higher.

6 RESULTS

To evaluate the effectiveness and properties of the proposed fea-
tures, we developed a prototype application using C++. Synthetic
and simulated data was provided as VTK unstructured grid data
comprised of tetrahedral meshes. Reading and writing files were
handled by the Visualization Toolkit (VTK) [40] in version 9.3. and
the extraction of iso-surfaces was done using ParaView [2] 5.12 and
geometry rendered in Blender [8] 4.1. The extraction of degener-
ate tensor lines was achieved using the implementation of Oster et
al. [31], which is available as open-source code on github 1. The
resulting line segments were combined into polylines when sharing
common start or end points to allow for an approximation of line
tangents using central differences whenever possible. Vector and
matrix processing was done using Eigen 2 in version 3.4.

6.1 Synthetic data set

To evaluate our techniques using comprehensible, yet meaningful
examples, we created ensembles of synthetic linear tensor fields us-
ing the description in Eq. (2), where the field, and thus, the locations
of degenerate tensors can be steered by a couple of parameters. We

1https://github.com/timo-oster/tensor-lines
2https://eigen.tuxfamily.org/
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choose

Tx =

1 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

 , Ty =

 0 −1 0
−1 2 0
0 0 0

 ,

Tz =

0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1

 , T0 =

7 0 0
0 6 0
0 0 1

 (12)

with an orthonormal base x,y,z ∈ [0,2]. This ensures that the tensor
eigenvalues are always distinct, unless x = 1∧ y = 1, which results
in a straight degenerate tensor line along the z-axis at the center of
the horizontal plane. The tensor field can be translated in arbitrary
direction (∆x,∆y,∆z) with

Ttrans(x,y,z,∆x,∆y,∆z) = T(x−∆x,y−∆y,z−∆z). (13)

Further, it can be rotated around the degenerate tensor line by the
angle parameter θ

Trot(x,y,z,θ ,∆x,∆y,∆z) = T(x̃, ỹ, z̃), (14)

withx̃
ỹ
z̃
1

=

1 0 0 1+∆x
0 1 0 1+∆y
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 ·

 cosθ sinθ 0 0
−sinθ cosθ 0 0

0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1



·

1 0 0 −1−∆x
0 1 0 −1−∆y
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 ·

x
y
z
1

 .

(15)

In this manner, we can systematically create ensemble members
with desired properties such as specific degenerate tensor line dis-
tributions. It further allows us to examine the impact of the under-
lying tensor field relative to the actual extracted degenerate tensor
lines. Two synthetic test ensembles are discussed in the follow-
ing. For all members, the domain is uniformly sampled, resulting
in a tetrahedron mesh comprising 625,000 cells and 132,651 points
each.

-4.8e-4

0

4.8e-4
dc

.0069

.41
σ mode

Figure 4: Ensemble comprising five members using a synthetic ten-
sor field. Left: Spaghetti plot showing the extracted degenerate
tensor lines of all members each represented by a shade of green
and the modeTube indicating the distribution of mean mode values
around the meanLine. Color and shape both indicate the difference in
mean mode values between the sample locations and the meanline.
Right: Enhanced meanLine indicating degenerate tensor locations
of the mean tensor field and the standard deviation of mode values
encoded by color and radius. Further, the three nested iso contours
indicate different probabilities (15% , 50% , 90% ) of mode values
≥ 0.95 closing in.

Translated and Rotated Tensor Ensemble The first
ensemble consists of five members that are translated along the
x-axis with a range of ∆x ∈ [−0.5,0.5] and simultaneously rotated
around their degenerate tensor lines with a rotation angle range of
θ ∈

[
0, π

2
]

as indicated by the mode field visualization in Fig. 2.

The five degenerate tensor lines of the members and the corre-
sponding meanLine are illustrated in Fig. 4 (left). It can be observed
that the meanLine is shifted along the y-axis compared to the ex-
pected location in the center. The reason lies in the unique ensem-
ble construction combining both translation and rotation.However,
the proposed uncertainty features can draw attention to such a sce-
nario: The modeTube forming around the meanLine displayed in
Fig. 4 (left) indicates the described shift through form and color, as
it moves and turns red towards the center. Meanwhile, the probabil-
ityBands in Fig. 4 (right) with t = 0.95 and c ∈ [0.15,0.5,0.9] show
the discrepancy between meanLine and most probable degenerate
locations, by not enclosing the meanLine for probabilities ≥ 15%.
Yet, choosing a low value for c produces a surface shape that in-
dicates the original distribution of degenerate tensor lines and the
mean mode values.

0 .024σ mode

Figure 5: Ensemble comprising 1000 members each constructed
by applying random noise to the components of a synthetic tensor
field. Left: Spaghetti plot showing the extracted degenerate tensor
lines of 10 randomly selected members. Center: Enhanced mean-
Line with mode standard deviation encoded as color and probabili-
tyBand encompassing locations, where the probability of finding ab-
solute mode values ≥ 0.95 is 33%. Right: Uncertain Tensor visual-
ization [14] of tensors located on the meanLine using superquadric
tensor glyphs [42].

Component Noise Ensemble The second ensemble contains
1000 members, each based on the initial tensor field. However,
Gaussian noise ∼ N (µ = 0,σ2 = 0.01) is added to the individual
tensor components sampled for every tensor location. This results
in noisy, unpredictable feature locations for each member, indi-
cated by the spaghetti plot visualization of 10 randomly selected
members in Fig. 5 (left). Yet, this allows us to both, check if our
features can effectively find a representative degenerate line feature
close to the original line, and effectively capture the uncertainty
provided by the noise.

In contrast to the visual clutter, the corresponding meanLine
forms a smooth line in the center of the horizontal plane in
Fig. 5 (right), where in the original field, the degenerate line was
placed. Further, the probabilityBand in Fig. 5 (right) with t = 0.95
and c = 0.33 encloses the area where most of the noisy features are
generated. In combination, the meanLine and the probabilityBand
provide a visually simple encoding of the uncertainty. The spaghetti
plot visualization, on the other hand, suffers from severe visual clut-
ter and provides no means of extracting an accurate representative
line. This outcome also suggests that the meanLine could be used
as a denoising tool. Now that a representative feature exists, the
optional placement of an uncertain tensor glyph [14] allows us to
analyze shape variations of the tensors at the meanLine location,
introducing another level of detail.
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6.2 Simulation of Stresses in an O-ring
To test the utility of our new features in the context of mechanical
engineering, we extract them from the resulting fields of a simula-
tion describing various stress situations within a mechanical object.
Similar simulations are used to analyze structural deformations,
which appear in a large variety of applications. Topological
features not only provide a better overall understanding of the
tensor data, but they can also indicate (un-)desired distributions
of forces within a material, e.g., through shear deformations. An
analysis of such features in ensembles, therefore, could allow for
the identification of trends or areas of interest.

Due to its application in previous research, we use different vari-
ations of the O-ring data set as used and described by Hung et
al. [20]. The simulation contains three parameters describing the
periodicity (p,q) and the magnitude of anisotropy (α) of the com-
pression forces. Conveniently, this allows to control the tensor field
and thus the occurrence and location of degenerate features to a
degree. We create three ensembles by selecting simulations with
different modified parameters. Each member comprises 1,953,720
cells and 344,655 points.

p Variation Ensemble The first ensemble consists of two
members with q = 1 and α = 35, differing in parameter p ∈ [2,3].
The degenerate tensor lines of these members are visualized in a
spaghetti plot Fig. 6 (a) and show that the degenerate tensor lines
of both members are almost identical except for a small part in
the lower left. Fig. 6 (b) shows the resulting enhanced meanLine,
where the sampled standard variation of mode values is mapped
to color and radius, as well as two probabilityBand visualization
with t = 0.95, c = 0.5 in (c) and t = 0.99, c = 0.1 in (d). Fig. 6 (e)
provides a closeup comparison of all features overlaid to the
degenerate tensor lines of the ensemble members.

When visually comparing the various views, we can see that the
behavior indicated by the spaghetti plot is effectively captured by
the enhanced meanLine representation: The meanLine occupies al-
most the same spatial locations as the extracted degenerate tensor
lines except the area, where both lines diverge. This is addition-
ally encoded by the high mode standard deviation shown in (b) but
is also indicated by the modeTube visible in the center closeup,
thus indicating the meanLine feature to be less certain at these lo-
cations. Similarly, the probabilityBand indicates a high probability
of mode values surrounding the locations of the degenerate tensor
lines. The lower value for t in (c) provides information on locations
with high mode values, that are neither represented by the spaghetti
plot nor the meanLine and could lead to the appearance of degener-
ate features in similar simulations. These features disappear when
increasing t as shown in Fig. 6 (d) and also lead to a visual gap at
the location of diverging lines, further supporting our assumption
of assuming a lower likelihood of finding degenerate tensor lines at
these locations.

α Variation Ensemble The second ensemble contains eight
members with p = 3, q = 2, and α ∈ [20,25,30,33,34,35,40,45]
and therefore describes a variation of the anisotropy magnitude.
The degenerate tensor lines extracted from the separate members
are shown in Fig. 1 (left) and overlaid with different feature
variations in Fig. 7.

Again, we start our analysis from the spaghetti plot visualiza-
tion and evaluate, if our novel features provide similar or additional
insights. A first visual analysis indicates two groups of lines that
could be clustered together, as their occupied space through the do-
main is reminiscent of twisting ribbons, whereas one is less broad
than the other, as lines stay closer to each other. When looking at
Fig. 7 (a), it becomes evident that both groups are captured by our

proposed features. In this case, the narrow ribbon is represented
by the enhanced meanLine, which runs along their center, while
the broader one is captured by the probabilityBand. The closeup
renderings in Fig. 7 (c) and (e) show a continuous surface that fol-
lows the twisting motion of the lines. However, some smaller and
fragmented surfaces can also be found in the other group. While
the enhanced meanLine shown in Fig. 1 (center) and Fig. 7 (a),
provides some indication of meanLine uncertainty through the col-
oring and radius, the modeTube is capable of capturing the spatial
spread of the lines surrounding the features, as shown in Fig. 7 (b)
and (e). Thus, while the spaghetti plot visualization might help in
cases where they don’t produce visual clutter, the rendering in Fig. 1
(center and left) suggests, that our proposed features offer a similar,
if not more intricate insight into the ensemble.

q Variation Ensemble For the last ensemble p = 3 and
α = 35 are kept constant, while q ∈ [1,2,3]. The resulting ensem-
ble of three members is portrayed in Fig. 8 through a spaghetti
plot (left), as well as the enhanced meanLine and a probabili-
tyBand with t = 0.99 and c= 0.2 (right) and the modeTube (center).

Compared to the previous collections, the extracted degener-
ate tensor lines differ significantly and no visually clear pattern
emerges. When looking closely, one ribbon-like cluster in the cen-
ter of the ring can be found. Extracting the meanLine results in
four curves, one showing the typical loop behavior of the other
lines and three that show a back-and-forth motion that connects
the top side of the O-ring with the bottom side. Due to the vari-
ability in the underlying tensors, even the enhanced meanLine does
not fully capture the behavior that we extract from looking at the
spaghetti plot. However, the modeTube shape and color indicate
directions of higher mode values towards the center of the O-ring.
These align with the location of extracted degenerate tensor lines in
the ensemble. Here, again, the aforementioned ribbon is captured
by the probabilityBand visualization (right).

7 DISCUSSION

In the following, we want to discuss choices made in the design of
our proposed features as well as possible alternatives. First of all,
we base the description of degenerate tensor locations on the tensor
mode. There exist alternative tensor descriptions that relate to
eigenvalue relations, such as anisotropy measures [47], or the ten-
sor discriminant [57]. The mode, however, has developed into the
de facto standard quantity for the extraction of degenerate tensor
locations and its interpretation is straightforward. The symmetry
of the mode value further allows us to make the simplification of
using modeabs to indicate degenerate tensor locations. While this
could also be viewed as a limitation of our approach, in this work,
our focus lies on describing the uncertainty of double-degenerate
tensor locations regardless of their classification. A post-hoc
analysis of the distribution of linear/planar degeneracies at the
feature locations might be a way to address this, but this endeavor
is planned for future work.

When comparing the different features introduced, one might
not see the necessity for all of them. For some examples, there
actually appear to be redundancies communicated by the different
visualizations. However, we believe, that each feature has a unique
focus, that cannot be fully covered by the respective others. For
most cases we tested, the (enhanced) meanLine provided a clear,
parameter-free representation of degenerate tensor line behavior
within the ensemble. Especially lines close to each other were
almost always captured by a meanLine in the mean tensor field
and the modeTube provided information on the local spread in
the vicinity of the meanLine. As the meanLine is based on the
definition of the degenerate tensor line of a certain field and is thus
a line-type feature, it suffers from the same problematic cases,
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(a) (b)

(c)(e) (d)

0

0.19
σ mode

Figure 6: Uncertainty Visualizations for two simulation results describing stresses in an O-ring with varying p parameter. (a) Each member has
exactly one degenerate tensor line shown in a different shade of green. (b) The enhanced meanLine shows the location of the degenerate tensor
line within the mean tensor field. Radius and color indicate the standard deviation of mode values. (c) probabilityBand indicating locations where
mode values have a probability of 50% of a mode value ≥ 0.95. (d) probabilityBand indicating locations where mode values have a probability
of 10% of a mode value ≥ 0.99. (e) Closeup views show, from top to bottom, an enhanced meanLine, the modeTube, and the probabilityBand
visualizations overlaid to the spaghetti plot of degenerate tensor lines of all ensemble members.

(a)

(b) (c)

(d) (e)0

0.032
σ mode

Figure 7: Uncertainty Visualizations for eight simulation results describing stresses in an O-ring with varying α parameter. (a) Spaghetti plot of
degenerate tensor lines of all ensemble members, each represented by a different shade of green as well as an enhanced meanLine showing
the locations of degenerate tensors within the mean tensor field. Color and radius encode standard deviation of the mode values. The probabili-
tyBand in yellow indicates locations where mode values have a probability of 25% of a mode value ≥ 0.99. (b) and (d) Closeup view showing how
modeTube indicates the spread of extracted degenerate tensor lines close to the meanLines. Both color and shape variation show the difference
between mean mode values at the tube sample location and the meanLine. (c) and (e) Closeup view showing how the probabilityBand indicates
the spread of extracted degenerate tensor lines in the whole field.
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0 .024

σ mode

-.26 0 .26

dc

Figure 8: Uncertainty visualizations for three simulation results de-
scribing stresses in an O-ring with varying q parameter. Left:
Spaghetti plot of degenerate tensor lines of all ensemble members,
each represented by a different shade of green. Right: Enhanced
meanLine showing the location of the degenerate tensors within the
mean tensor field. Color and radius encode standard deviation of the
mode values. Further, the yellow probabilityBand indicates locations
where mode values have a probability of 20% of a mode value ≥ 0.99.
Center: modeTube visualization where shape and color indicate spa-
tial distribution and differences of mean mode value in the vicinity of
the meanLine.

such as the formation of degenerate planes within the data as
demonstrated in [32]. However, these are structurally unstable and
rarely appear in non-constructed scenarios. Only when members
vary a lot, no meanLine might be present, such as in Fig. 7 (b) and
(d) or it might show some unexpected behavior as seen in Fig. 8.
While the modeTube might indicate the spatial distribution of these
missing features, however, to truly compensate for this restriction,
the probabilityBand is capable of capturing those areas. The bands
are, however, less straightforward to interpret and depend on the
choice of parameters, which we will discuss later. They can easily
comprise fragmented surfaces and complex nested structures as
seen in Fig. 9. For all cases presented in Sec. 6, the features
complement each other thus providing a more comprehensive
description of the ensemble. As (enhanced) meanLine and
probabilityBand are based on two different descriptions of the
mode distribution within the ensemble, we see this as a further
hint supporting our assumption, that both are needed to describe
degenerate tensor uncertainty comprehensively.

While in this work, we use spaghetti plots as reference visualiza-
tions to indicate degenerate tensor behavior of the members within
our selected test data sets, they do not represent a valuable option
for representing uncertainties of a whole ensemble in the general
case. As briefly mentioned in the background section, spaghetti
plots fail to account for the fact that some members might have
line-type features, while others do not. Further, they can easily lead
to visual clutter and become computationally infeasible for large
ensembles, which is already indicated in Fig. 5 (left), where the
features of only 10 of all 1000 members already produce a cluttered
view.

Parameters and Models

Two of our proposed features rely on choosing suitable parameters.
The first is the radius r0 used in the construction of the modeTube
in Eq. (7). Modifying it changes the values compared to the
center point, resulting in different modeTube shapes. Even

t = 0.99

t = 0.95

t = 0.9

t = 0.8

c = 0.1 c = 0.5 c = 0.95

Figure 9: Impact of parameters on the probabilityBand in the q vari-
ation ensemble of stresses in an O-ring. Scalar fields describing the
probability of a location to inhibit a mode value ≥ t are used for the
extraction of isosurfaces with isovalue c representing 10%, 50%, and
95% probability respectively.

when decoupling the sampling locations from the initial circle
geometry positions, e.g., by using a suitable scaling factor rs or
introducing a minimum radius, a value too small might lead to
almost imperceptible directional variations, while a radius too
large might miss important changes in the field. For all results
shown in this work, we relied on a radius of r0 = 0.01, based
on empirical tests and the dimensions of test datasets. Further,
deriving an accurate understanding of the distribution of mean
mode values based on the modeTube shape necessitates knowing
either the original sampling- or the meanLine locations. Adding
these to the visualization, e.g., by rendering the meanLine within
a transparent modeTube can lead to visual clutter and other visual
artifacts. While the use of color as proposed in this work can
provide some help, alternatives, such as interactively changing
views or transparency, or finding alternative mappings that include
a reference to the original center of the tube could be explored.

The probabilityBand introduces two parameters, namely a
threshold t, and the isovalue c, which can be used to steer the
resulting surface. The impact of changing parameters is less
straightforward, which can be seen in the results of a small
parameter study shown in Fig. 9. Based on our observations,
a value of t chosen closer to 1 can be interpreted as putting
a stronger focus on tensors actually becoming degenerate at a
certain location while choosing the isovalue allows us to generate
information on the distribution of values at this location and thus
on the confidence of the occurrence of a feature. As can be seen
in Fig. 9 for results where t = 0.99, setting c = 0.5 and c = 0.95
do not produce a probabilityBand, as no location within the field
shows such a significant probability of mode values exceeding the
high mode value. Thus, one needs to adjust both values based
on the analysis question. If interested in locations that are most
likely to form degenerate tensor lines in the ensemble members,
t should be chosen high. If, on the other hand, the goal is to
gain a general understanding of the distribution of mode values
within the ensemble, a lower t can be used and the probability
analyzed using the isovalue c. Alternatively, volume rendering
approaches could be considered to see all probabilities for a given
t, but this might result in visually more challenging representations.
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In our work, we assume that the members of the tensor ensem-
bles follow a single Gaussian distribution and further apply the
same reasoning to the tensor mode values of ensemble members.
This assumption was not only similarly applied and justified in re-
lated works (e.g., [14, 3, 35]), but it further significantly simplifies
the definition and calculation of the presented features. However,
there are cases where these assumptions do not hold, especially for
smaller ensembles, which might require more advanced descrip-
tions of the distribution, or where features would be better captured
by two independent distributions. Further, the absolute mode values
used here can only take values in the range [0,1]. Assuming nor-
mally distributed values can take values outside of this range. Using
an alternative, such as a truncated normal distribution or a beta dis-
tribution might, therefore, result in a more accurate description of
probabilities. Similarly, we use a simple component-wise mean as
the tensor mean, which might, as mentioned before, not necessarily
interpolate tensor invariants similarly [11, 18]. While we addressed
this by using the distribution of tensor modes for the probability-
Band, one might consider using a different definition of the mean
tensor. In preliminary tests, however, these often did not result in
feature lines within the mean tensor field, e.g., a shape-preserving
tensor averaging method would only produce degenerate features at
locations where all members hold a degenerate tensor. This issue
needs to be investigated further.

Performance
While not a particular focus of this work, note that all presented
operations and feature definitions allow for a fast generation, ex-
traction, and visualization, as they are computationally simple and
many aspects of the computation can be parallelized, e.g., using
graphics hardware. In our implementation, the largest amount of
computation time was used for the extraction of degenerate feature
lines, followed by I/O operations. While a more recent implemen-
tation of an extraction method, e.g., by Roy et al. [39] might reduce
the computation time, only a single line extraction is necessary for
our approaches. Therefore, our features are suitable to be used for
the interactive visual analysis of tensor ensembles, where the effect
of parameter changes could be explored in real-time.

8 CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this work, we explored the description and visualization of de-
generate tensors within three-dimensional symmetric second-order
tensor field ensembles. The goal was to develop and evaluate
effective visual features to represent the overall behavior and un-
certainty of degenerate tensors within the ensemble. Such features
currently represent a gap in the literature but could be beneficial
for the analysis of tensor data. We proposed two descriptions
of the tensor mode within the ensemble to represent degenerate
tensor locations and introduced a number of novel features, each
communicating different aspects of the underlying distribution
of degenerate tensors. Using synthetic datasets and simulation
ensembles, we were able to show that these new features can
effectively describe the general trend of degenerate tensors within
the ensemble while simultaneously providing information on the
uncertainty of the features. The results indicate, that especially the
combination of two different descriptions of mode values within
an ensemble provides a more comprehensive description of the
behavior of the ensemble members in regard to degenerate tensor
locations. To the best of our knowledge, we know of no existing
techniques, that provide similar insights into tensor ensembles.

We believe that the ideas presented in this work are a first step
and can provide a starting point for further developments in the vi-
sualization of degenerate tensor locations within symmetric second-
order tensor ensembles. Naturally, besides some aspects already
mentioned in the discussion, several properties and design decisions

used within this work need to be further examined and tested, while
alternative models need to be explored, e.g., using descriptions such
as fractional anisotropy. This includes ensembles comprising even
higher numbers of members as well as representing examples from
other domains, such as diffusion tensor imaging. While in prelim-
inary tests, alternative descriptions of the tensor distribution and
mean tensor did not lead to satisfactory results, a more thorough
mathematical analysis of the used properties and alternatives will
be explored in the future. A user study or expert interviews could
further provide insights into the usability and effectiveness of our
features, allowing for changes in the design or integration in other
analysis workflows. Finally, for this work, we only considered sym-
metric second-order tensor fields. Thus, we plan to look into the re-
quirements to provide similar descriptions for general, asymmetric
tensor fields, which currently lack advanced tools to visualize their
uncertainty, or higher-order tensor ensembles [41].
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