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Abstract—This work explores the advantages of using persis-
tence diagrams (PDs), topological signatures of raw point cloud
data, in a point-to-point communication setting. PD is a structural
semantics in the sense that it carries information about the
shape and structure of the data. Instead of transmitting raw
data, the transmitter communicates its PD semantics, and the
receiver carries out inference using the received semantics. We
propose novel qualitative definitions for distortion and rate of
PD semantics while quantitatively characterizing the trade-offs
among the distortion, rate, and inference accuracy. Simulations
demonstrate that unlike raw data or autoencoder (AE)-based
latent representations, PD semantics leads to more effective
use of transmission channels, enhanced degrees of freedom
for incorporating error detection/correction capabilities, and
improved robustness to channel imperfections. For instance, in
a binary symmetric channel with nonzero crossover probability
settings, the minimum rate required for Bose, Chaudhuri, and
Hocquenghem (BCH)-coded PD semantics to achieve an inference
accuracy over 80% is approximately 15× lower than the rate re-
quired for the coded AE-latent representations. Moreover, results
suggest that the gains of PD semantics are even more pronounced
when compared with the rate requirements of raw data.

Index Terms—persistence diagram (PD), semantic communi-
cation, semantic distortion, semantic rate, trade-offs

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of semantics, from a communication theory
standpoint, dates back to Weaver and Shannon in 1949 [1].
Back then, the communication problem was discussed in three
levels: Levels A, B, and C, which correspond to the technical
problem, semantic problem, and effectiveness problem, respec-
tively [1, p 4]. The technical problem (level A) is based on the
mathematical theory of communication introduced by Claude
E. Shannon [1, p 29], [2]. Subsequently, contemporary related
research by Bar-Hillel and Carnap [3]–[5] argues for the
need for new mathematical formulations toward the semantic
problem (level B), indicating the limitations of the theories at
level A are due to the statistical nature of information. Since
then, the literature has not shown much progress for around
seven decades in terms of engineering communication systems
until the recent advancements in machine learning (ML).
The envisioned futuristic communication system requirements,
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together with modern ML techniques have paved the way for
deep insights into computationally extracting semantics from
raw data for downstream tasks [6]–[8]. As a result, there has
been an unprecedented interest in goal-oriented and semantic
communication [9]–[15].

Computational frameworks for extracting semantics from
raw data for goal-oriented communications are typically based
on ML models leveraging information-theoretic frameworks
or explicit schemes that yield structural attributes of the
underlying data. More specifically, ML-based semantics are
usually extracted based on classic rate-distortion (RD) [16],
and the framework of information bottleneck (IB) [17]. On
the other hand, for structure-based techniques, there is a
growing interest in integrating topological signatures of data in
various downstream tasks [18], which in turn suggests their use
in goal-oriented communication. In this respect, persistence
homology (PH) is a powerful tool for capturing topological
structures of the data [18, § 5]. As such, persistence diagrams
(PDs) [18, § 5.3] as a summary of PH, provide topological
signatures of great importance for ML applications [18]–[29].

Unlike ML-based semantics, structural semantics such as
PDs originating from topological primitives have not been
explored in terms of their associated trade-offs in a goal-
oriented semantic communication system. However, the need
for such a study, either theoretical or empirical is of paramount
importance and is the main focus of this paper.

A. Related Work

In general, methods for extracting semantic attributes from
raw data for goal-oriented communication are divided into
two types: those derived from ML algorithms [30]–[41] and
those based on explicit data/information structures [42]–[49]1.
ML-based semantic extraction heavily depends on information
theoretic primitives such as classic RD and the framework
of IB, cf. [30]–[34] and [35]–[41], respectively. Unlike the
ML-based semantic extraction methods, techniques for extract-
ing structural semantics of raw data are diverse. However,
applications of such techniques in goal-oriented semantic
communication are yet to be investigated. In the sequel, we
discuss in detail the literature related to these two types for
extracting semantic attributes from raw data.

1There are specific semantic attributes for which the extraction mechanisms
may not directly align with the previously mentioned types. For instance, the
semantics of ‘freshness’, ‘relevance’, and ‘value’ within the semantic-aware
communication architecture proposed for networked control systems [50]
place a greater emphasis on timeliness and sampling of raw data.
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ML-based Semantic Extraction:
In formulations based on classic RD [30]–[34], it is com-

monplace to study problems using natural language processing
(NLP) (e.g., [30], [31]) or nonlinear transform coding (NTC)
(e.g., [32], [33]) that are implemented via neural networks
(NNs). In certain cases, additional NNs are employed to map
semantics to channel symbols yielding a joint source and
channel coding (JSCC) setup [30], [32], [33]. Considered
distortions are usually measured in the raw data space by
using a cross-entropy model and the rates are measured by
using appropriately chosen entropy models. For instance, maps
from images to semantics and semantics to images considered
in [34] are based on an autoencoder (AE), and the distortion
is measured in raw data space. However, unlike the methods
in [30]–[33], [34] implements quantization based on dedicated
NNs that account for the desired rate requirements.

The other class of ML-based semantics is based on the IB
framework originally proposed in [17]. In a broader sense,
the framework of IB enables a minimal representation with
a maximal informativeness of some target variable using
raw source data. The minimality accounts for complexity, an
indication of the rate or the number of bits required to encode
the representation. On the other hand, the maximality accounts
for the relevance of the representation to the target variable.
Consequently, there is a trade-off between informativeness and
rate requirements of the resulting representation. Recently,
there has been a growing interest in these semantics within
the context of goal-oriented communication [35]–[41].

It is worth highlighting that ML-based models [30]–[41]
intrinsically characterize the trade-offs among rate, distortion,
and informativeness, since the models are governed by under-
lying information theoretic frameworks, such as classic RD
and IB frameworks.

Data/Information Structures-based Semantic Extraction:
Extracting structural semantics from data is a multifaceted

process that involves a combination of topology [18], graph
theory [44], clustering [51], dimensionality reduction meth-
ods [52], logical formulations [53], and causal structures [54].
However, the research toward investigating the potential bene-
fits of the choice of structural semantics is still at a very early
stage [15, § II-A]. As pointed out in [13, § II-B], knowledge
graphs have been used in recent literature highlighting their
abilities to extract semantics from raw data, cf. [42]–[45].
Another graph-based representation of raw data that is closely
related to the knowledge graph is proposed in [46]. Authors
in [47] and [48] have used a mechanism to map raw data
into simplicial complexes, an algebraic structure, to be used
in inference tasks. The authors of [49] present a mechanism
for extracting causal structures in the context of goal-oriented
semantic communication.

It is worth pointing out that, in contrast to the ML-based
semantic extraction, trade-offs among rate, distortion, and
informativeness have not been investigated in the case of
structural semantics [42]–[47], [49], despite their importance
in goal-oriented communication system design standpoint.

B. Motivation and Contribution

Similar to the structural semantics proposed in [42]–[49],
topological signatures such as PDs have shown unprecedented
potential in modern ML application domains, but have not
been considered so far in semantic communication [18]–[29].
The proliferation of PDs in application domains is emphasized
further by the recent research conducted to develop dedicated
ML architectures for handling PDs as inputs [19]–[23].

However, the potential of PDs as structural semantics in
the paradigm of goal-oriented communication is yet to be ex-
plored. In this respect, there is a need to investigate trade-offs
among distortion, rate requirement, and inference accuracy in
a system where PDs are used as semantics, which we refer to
as PD semantics. As such, the key contributions of the paper
are summarized below:

• Benefits of PD Semantics: Conduct a study to explore
the advantages of using PDs as structural semantics over
raw data and AE-latent representations in a point-to-point
goal-oriented communication setting.

• Communication of Semantics: Propose strategies for
transmitting PD semantics from a transmitter (e.g., sen-
sor) to a receiver (e.g., a central node).

• Qualitative Definitions: Develop qualitative definitions
for semantic distortion and rate within the scope of PDs.

• Quantitative Characterization: Characterize quantita-
tively the trade-offs among the distortion, the rate, and
inference accuracy for a downstream task of interest.

• Empirical Evidence: Empirically demonstrate that PD
semantics offer significant advantages over raw data and
AE-latent representations including:
– Effective use of transmission channels.
– Provisioning additional error detection/correction capa-

bilities for enhanced robustness against communication
channel impairments.

– Robustness of the inference to changes in the distortion
and the rate.

C. Notation

Normal font lowercase letters x, bold font lowercase let-
ters x, and calligraphic font X represent scalars, vectors, and
sets, respectively. The transpose of a vector x is represented
by xT. The sets of real numbers, natural numbers, and real
n-vectors are denoted by R, N, and Rn, respectively. We
denote the Euclidean distance and maximum norm by ||x||2
and ||x||∞, respectively. The nonnegative orthant Rn

+ is the
set of points with nonnegative components, i.e., Rn

+ = {x ∈
Rn | xi ≥ 0, i = 0, . . . , n}. The simplex spanned by a list of
vectors x0, . . . ,xn is denoted by [x0, . . . ,xn].

D. Organization of the Paper

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The related
background is concisely presented in Section II. The system
model and problem statement are presented in Section III. In
Section IV, we present a novel approach for transmitting PD
semantics. Section V defines the notion of semantic distortion
and semantic rate, which are used in our subsequent empirical
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characterizations and associated trade-offs. In Section VI,
empirical characterizations of trade-offs and their implications
are presented. Lastly, Section VII concludes the paper.

II. BACKGROUND

In this section, we outline the mathematical concepts and
tools used in this paper for generating PD semantics of raw
point cloud data, cf. § II-A and II-B. Moreover, a machinery
for adapting PDs as inputs for NNs is presented in § II-C.

A. Point Clouds

A point cloud G is a set of points that reside in an ambient
space, usually the Euclidean space, while each point in the
point cloud encodes certain information about the underlying
space. From an engineering point of view, sensor technologies
including Light Detection and Ranging (LiDAR), cameras,
and structured light cameras are capable of generating such
point clouds. In the technical problem (level A) systems, it is
commonplace that such sensors routinely transmit their point
cloud to a remote server or receiver. However, transmitting the
entire point cloud requires significant resources. In contrast,
we propose a novel approach based on communicating a topo-
logical signature that encodes topological attributes underlying
the point cloud, allowing more efficient communication for
solving downstream tasks.

B. An Overview of PH

In this subsection, we introduce the necessary mathematical
tools for generating a signature that encodes the topological
structure of the point cloud. For more details, we refer the
reader to [55].

1) Simplices and Simplicial Complexes: We start by first
introducing the mathematical object called simplices, which
are generalizations of the notion of a triangle to an arbitrary
dimension. Loosely speaking, a 0-simplex is a point in Eu-
clidean space, a 1-simplex is a line segment, a 2-simplex is
a filled triangle, a 3-simplex is a filled tetrahedron, and the
concept is generalized similarly for higher order simplices.
Formally, a k-simplex denoted σ is defined as

σ =

{
k∑

i=0

θiui

∣∣∣∣∣
k∑

i=0

θi = 1, θi ≥ 0, i = 0, . . . , k

}
, (1)

where u0, . . . ,uk are affinely independent points in d di-
mensional Euclidean space Rd, and thus k ≤ d. The set
U = {u0, . . . ,uk} is usually referred to as the vertex set.
Moreover, a face of a simplex σ whose vertex set is U are the
simplices based on subsets of U .

Simplicial complexes are based on simplices of the form (1).
Strictly speaking, a simplicial complex K ⊂ Rn is a collection
of simplices [cf. § 1] that satisfy the conditions: 1) any face
of a simplex of K is a simplex of K and 2) the intersection
of any two simplices of K is either empty or a common face
of the two simplices.

2) Filtration: A filtration is a sequence of simplicial
complexes (K0,K1, . . . ) that is necessary for generating the
intended topological signature. More specifically, a filtration
of a simplicial complex K is a nested sequence of simplicial
complexes ∅ ⊂ K0 ⊂ K1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Km = K.

One can build on top of a given point cloud different
filtrations, such as Vietoris-Rips (VR), Čech, and Witness [56]
among others, which in turn are used to determine the under-
lying topological structure. We place a major emphasis on the
VR filtration since we use it in our subsequent developments.
The rule for building the VR complex from the point cloud G
relies on a positive scalar γ. More specifically, given γ > 0,
the VR complex, denoted V (G, γ) with vertex set G, is defined
by the condition

[g0, g1, . . . , gn] ∈ V (G, γ) ⇐⇒ ||gi − gj ||2 ≤ γ

∀(i, j) ∈ {0, . . . , n}, (2)

where [g0, g1, . . . , gn] is a face of V (G, γ), whose vertex set
is {g0, g1, . . . , gn} ⊂ G. For γ0 < γ1 < · · · < γt,

V (G, γ0) ⊆ V (G, γ1) ⊆ · · · ⊆ V (G, γt) (3)

is held.
3) PH and PD: Based on the filtration, how topological

features, such as connected components, loops, and voids,
appear and disappear can be computed. These are essentially
structural properties of the underlying point cloud G. Loosely
speaking, the machinery for computing such topological fea-
tures and their evolution over different spatial resolutions γ of
the filtration is called PH. PH gives rise to PH groups, one
for each non-negative integer p, denoted by Hp. For example,
1-dimensional PH group H1 tracks the evolution of loops that
appear in the filtration process. Associated with PH of a point
cloud is the PD, a topological signature that summarizes the
evolution of the topological features. The horizontal axis of PD
corresponds to the birth time of topological features and the
vertical axis represents the death time. Hence, PD S is a multi-
set of points in the open halfplane that represent the births (in
x-dimension) and deaths (in y-dimension) of all homology
classes.

One can define a metric on the space of PDs for solving
ML tasks. In this work, we measure the distance between two
PDs S1 and S2 by using the bottleneck distance defined as

W (S1,S2)∞ = inf
η:S1→S2

sup
s∈S1

||s− η(s)||∞, (4)

where η ranges over all bijections S1 to S2.

C. Learning PD Vectorizations

Despite the potential of using PDs in ML applications, the
space of PDs faces several challenges. For instance, different
PDs can contain varying numbers of points, and basic opera-
tions, such as addition and scalar multiplication, are not well-
defined in the space of PDs [19]. This makes it challenging
to use standard vector space operations in the space of PDs,
which are integral to many deep learning (DL) algorithms.

To overcome these challenges, we leverage notions from
topological data analysis (TDA), seeking vectorization meth-
ods to associate a set of PDs with a set of vectors [19], [22].
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Fig. 1: System model highlighting different stages.

Among these methods, we utilize PersLay, a neural network
layer for learning PD vectorizations [19]. Given a PD S, the
PersLay is defined through the following equation:

PersLay(S) ≜ op({w(s)ϕ(s)}s∈S), (5)

where op is a permutation invariant operation, w : R2 →
R is a weight function for the PD, and ϕ : R2 → Rn is
a representation function that maps each point of the PD to
a vector.

III. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM STATEMENT

We consider a point-to-point communication setting con-
sisting of a transmitting node (TX) acting as a sensor and
a receiving node (RX) operating as a decision-maker, cf. Fig-
ure 1. TX has point cloud observations over a raw observation
space, denoted as X , which will be referred to as raw data
hereinafter. Given any raw data observation G ⊂ X associated
with an object (e.g., an image), instead of sharing G or a
compression thereof, TX first transforms G into a semantic
space Z to yield a PD S through a mapping P : X → Z
where specific structural characteristics of the raw data G
are extracted, cf. stage 1 of Figure 1. More specifically, we
consider Z to be the space on which PDs or in other words,
topological summaries of G are supported. Thus, Z is simply
the open halfplane given by Z = {s = (b, d) | b < d} ⊂ R2.
In the sequel, we refer to topological summaries of the form
P (G) = S ⊂ Z as PD semantics. Then TX transmits
respective PD semantics to RX over a communication channel.

Upon reception of the PD semantics, RX solely relies on
S ⊂ Z for inference. We assume that the downstream task
depends upon the output of an inference machinery whose
inputs are subsets of Z carrying structural information of the
raw data G, cf. Figure 1. The inference machinery is trained
and deployed at RX 2. More specifically, we consider a NN
classifier as our inference machinery based on the framework
of PersLay cf. § II-C.

It is worth noting that, communicating PD semantics S
instead of raw data G enables an effective representation of
the underlying structure of the raw data, yielding an efficient
use of the communication channel. As such, we consider a

2Even though we consider PDs as data for training the inference machinery,
we must be careful to choose a suitable notion of semantics for our end-task.

sequence of raw data {Gi}i∈N, that is mapped by TX to
yield a sequence of PD semantics {Si}i∈N, which in turn are
communicated to RX, where Si = P (Gi) for all i. Given the
sequence {Gi}i∈N of raw data and corresponding sequence
{Si}i∈N of PD semantics, we consider the following problems:
P1 How to transmit PD semantics and quantify their associ-

ated semantic distortions and semantic information rate?
P2 What trade-offs exist between semantic distortion and the

semantic rate?
P3 What trade-offs exist between semantic distortion and

inference accuracy?
P4 What trade-offs exist between inference accuracy and

semantic rate?
P5 What are the implications of such trade-offs from a design

point of view?
Our approach is to glean insights and understanding into
the above problems through the use of simple, instructive
arguments, and models. Subsequent formulations in § IV
and § V provide bases for much of our developments for
the problem P1 above. These developments, together with
the inference machinery, characterize the trade-offs and their
implications [cf. problems P2-P5] as discussed in § VI.

IV. TRANSMISSION OF PD SEMANTICS

We start by recalling that a PD is a multiset supported
on the open halfplane Z cf. § III. Given an arbitrary raw
data G from an application domain under consideration, let
S = {s1, . . . , sNS} denote the corresponding PD, where
NS represents the number of topological features captured
during the filtration process, cf. § II-B2. Thus, the problem of
transmitting PD semantics is directly linked with the problem
of transmitting each element sn, n ∈ {1, . . . , NS}, of S,
which are simply vectors in R2. To this end, we consider the
application of uniform 2-dimensional (2D) vector quantization
similar to high-rate entropy-coded quantization [57, § 3.5].
Though adopting more sophisticated schemes such as vector
quantization based on the Lloyd–Max algorithm can be easily
carried out, it is beyond the scope of this work, and thus,
excluded from the analysis.

A. Quantization of PD Semantics
Note that the set Si itself is the semantics that carries

structural properties of a given raw data Gi. Since the elements
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Fig. 2: Uniform 2D vector quantization.

of Si are vectors in the nonnegative orthant R2
+, we model the

semantic input to the quantizer as a sequence of 2D analog
random variables. In particular, the input to the quantizer
will be {Si}i∈N, where Si = {si,1, . . . , si,NSi

} is the PD
semantics of raw data Gi, si,j ∈ R2, and NSi

is a finite
integer specific to Si. Moreover, the elements of Si for all
i are assumed to be independent, identically distributed (IID)
according to a compactly supported probability density func-
tion fs : R2 → R. Thus, we have the following assumption
about the elements of Si.

Assumption 1: Elements of Si for all i are uniformly
bounded. That is, there exists a finite B such that for all i,

max
n∈{1,...,NSi

}
||si,n||∞ ≤ B.

Note that from a practical point of view, the above assumption
is not a restriction. For example, it is common in almost all
applications that the raw data Gi is compact. This in turn
enables one to come up with a positive scalar γt ≥ B [cf. (3)]
beyond which no further topological features will appear, and
thus Z becomes compact.

For all i and j ∈ {1, . . . , NSi}, the quantizer maps the
elements si,j of Si, which are random vectors in R2 into
discrete 2D random vectors qi,j , so that the set C of rep-
resentation points for each qi,j is a finite set with cardinal-
ity m2, i.e., qi,j ∈ C = {c1, . . . , cm2}, cf. Figure 2. In
particular, the semantic space Z is enclosed inside the box
B = {b ∈ R2 | [0 0]T ≤ b ≤ [B B]T}, and each side of the
box is divided into m equal intervals. We refer to m as the bins
per dimension considered for quantization. Consequently, B is
split into m2 identical and mutually exclusive square-shaped
regions. The square-shaped regions are simply the quantization
regions, which we denote by Rk, k ∈ {1, . . . ,m2}. Let R be
the set of quantization regions, i.e., R = {R1, . . . ,Rm2}. The
geometrical centers of the quantization regions in R are con-
sidered to be the representation points ck, k ∈ {1, . . . ,m2}.
Formally, given PD semantics S = {s1, . . . , sNS}, a finite
sequence of analog 2D vectors in Z , the quantizer is viewed
as a map Qm : ⊗NS

n=1R2 → ⊗NS
n=1R2 that takes as input the

set S and outputs a set of discrete 2D vectors in C given by

Qm(S) = {qm(s1), . . . , q
m(sNS )}, (6)

where qm : R2 → R2 is a 2D vector quantizer defined as

s ∈ Rk =⇒ qm(s) = ck. (7)

Here, the superscript m is used to indicate the number of bins
per dimension considered for the quantization.

B. Transmission of PD Semantics and Reconstruction at
the Receiver

The representation points ck, k ∈ {1, . . . ,m2} are mapped
into an m2-symbol alphabet A = {1, . . . ,m2}, which in turn
enables the transmitter to communicate PD semantics through
a classic digital communication system cf. Figure 1 [57,
§ 3]. In particular, given an observation S, symbols from the
alphabet A that correspond to the quantized PD semantics
Qm(S) are encoded into binary digits yielding the related
sequence u of binary symbols, cf. stage 4 of Figure 1. The
sequence u is transmitted by TX to RX through the available
communication channel, cf. stage 5 of Figure 1.

At the receiver, the received binary sequence û symbols are
converted back to the corresponding 2D representation points
in C to yield the corresponding received PD semantics Ŝ of
the originally observed PD S for all i ∈ N, cf. stage 6 of
Figure 1. Note that u and û are not necessarily identical unless
the communication between TX and RX is perfect.

V. PD-SEMANTIC DISTORTION AND RATE

In this section, we quantify the distortion and rate of
PD semantics. The purpose is to use them as a basis for
subsequent empirical evaluations of the trade-offs, cf. § III.
Finally, analogous definitions for AE and raw data are also
used in the empirical evaluations as a benchmark.

A. PD-Semantic Distortion

Given a quantization map Qm over the semantic space Z
[cf. §IV-A], let us next give a simple definition for the resulting
semantic distortion due to quantization. The definition for
distortion denoted DPD

MSE is inspired by the notion of classic
mean-squared error (MSE) and is given by

DPD
MSE = Efs ||s− qm(s)||2 (8)

=

∫
B
fs(s)||s− qm(s)||22 ds (9)
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=

m2∑
k=1

∫
Rk

fs(s)||s− ck||22 ds, (10)

where the expectation is taken with respect to the distribu-
tion fs. The superscript indicates that PD semantics are used
in the computation.

It is worth pointing out that distortions can also be asso-
ciated with the PD semantics S = {s1, . . . , sNS}. In such a
setting, not only sis, but also NS is modeled as a random
variable, cf. Appendix A.

B. PD-Semantic Rate

We start by defining a notion of semantic information within
the quantization setting given in § IV. More specifically,
semantic information is quantified by considering the entropy
of the output of the quantizer qm [cf. (7)]. In particular, we
define by pk the probability of s residing in region Rk, i.e.,

pk =

∫
Rk

fs(s) ds, k = 1, . . . ,m2. (11)

Consequently, the entropy H of the quantizer qm is given by

H(qm) = −
m2∑
k=1

pk log2 pk, (12)

where the unit is in bits per symbol and the symbols are chosen
from the alphabet A, cf. § IV-B. Finally, we define the rate of
PD semantics as RPD [bits/object], where

RPD = MSH(qm). (13)

Note that MS = m(m+ 1)/2 and is introduced since pk is
nonzero only for MS quantization regions, cf. Figure 2. This
is a direct consequence of fs being zero over quantization
regions lying in the right-bottom triangular space of B, which
follows from the definition of PDs cf. § II-B3.

C. Rate and Distortion Definitions for AE based latent repre-
sentations

For comparison, we have also considered an AE, whose la-
tent dimension is 2d, where d ∈ N. As a result, for a given raw
data Gi, the corresponding AE-latent representation denoted
Ad

i , is given by Ad
i = {ai,1, . . . ,ai,d}, where ai,j ∈ R2. In

other words, the raw data Gi is mapped into a set Ad
i of 2D

points whose cardinality is d.
The developments and definitions considered in § IV, § V-A,

and § V-B, are applied in the same manner, except that Si is
replaced by Ad

i , NSi
is replaced by NAd

i
, fs is replaced by

fd
a, and MS is replaced by MA. Note that we have NAd

i
= d

for all i. Moreover, the 2D points in the latent representations
Ad

i for all i are assumed to be distributed according to the
density function fd

a : R2 → R. Note that MA is the number
of quantization regions in which the respective probabilities
are nonzero, cf. (11). It is worth pointing out that, unlike the
case with PD semantics where fs is guaranteed to be zero
over explicit regions in B, fd

a is not necessarily zero in any
explicit region. Therefore, we have MA = m2. Furthermore,
without loss of generality, we can choose B in Assumption 1

to be the same even with the latent representations {Ad
i }i∈N,

since the latent space can be uniformly scaled and translated.
Finally, the resulting distortion definition for the AE-latent

representations is denoted by DAE,d
MSE . Moreover, the corre-

sponding data rate is denoted by RAE,d.

D. Rate and Distortion Definitions for Raw Data

Analogously, developments and definitions related to the
raw data are derived and outlined below without further details
since they are clear from the context. The sequence of raw
data {Gi}i∈N is considered with the cardinality of Gi being
NGi

. The density function is denoted by fg . The number
of quantization regions is denoted by MG which equals m2

similar to the case of MA.
As such, the resulting distortion definition for raw data is

denoted by Draw
MSE. Moreover, the corresponding data rate for

raw data is denoted by Rraw.

VI. EMPIRICAL CHARACTERIZATION OF TRADE-OFFS
AND THEIR IMPLICATIONS

We are now ready to characterize the underlying trade-
offs in terms of PD-semantic distortion DPD

MSE, PD-semantic
rate RPD, and inference accuracy which we denote by APD,
cf. problems P2-P5 in § III. Recall that the distortions of AE-
latent representations and raw data are denoted by DAE,d

MSE and
Draw

MSE, and the respective rates are denoted by RAE,d and Rraw,
respectively, cf. § V-C, § V-D. We further denote by AAE,d and
Araw the inference accuracy of AE-latent representations and
raw data based systems, respectively. The empirical setup is
based on a point cloud dataset based on the MNIST [58],
cf. §VI-A. Finally, we outline the training and testing environ-
ments [§ VI-B] followed by the empirical results [§ VI-C].

A. Dataset and Preprocessing

Note that the proposed developments are generally applied
to point cloud data. Therefore, we first create our point cloud
dataset based on MNIST [58] which compromises images
(objects) of handwritten digits with a size of 28 × 28 pixels.
Given an image from the dataset, each pixel coordinate of the
image is modeled by an integer pair (x, y), where (x, y) is
an element of the grid {(x, y) ∈ N2 | 1 ≤ x, y ≤ 28} ⊂ R2.
Using the dataset, we chose a set N of 600 images and used
them throughout our experiments. As a preprocessing step
for obtaining realizations of raw random elements Gis, we
use images in N . In particular, for each image i in N , we
associate the observation Gi = {(x, y) | gi(x, y) ≥ 0.70} 3.
Here gi : (x, y) 7→ [−1, 1] is the grayscale of the pixel
coordinate (x, y) of image i. Thus, we have the finite sequence
{Gi}i∈N of raw data observations. Moreover, the number of
classes c for classification is considered to be 3 [i.e., c = 3]
and is determined by the number of loops of the digits. More
specifically, class label j, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} is denoted by Cj , where
C1 = {0, 6, 9} with each element having one loop, C2 = {8}
with each element having two loops, and C3 = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7}

3For notational simplicity, we use the same notation Gi and Si even when
denoting an observation of random Gi and Si, respectively.
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with each element having no loops 4. The number of examples
is set to be identical, i.e., 200 per class. The raw dataset
{Gi}i∈N and its corresponding labels are available at [59].
Based on the raw data, together with class labels, we train
NN-based classifiers as we discuss next.

B. Training/Testing, and Empirical Computations

Recall that we have the finite sequence {Gi}i∈N of ob-
servations as our raw dataset and corresponding class la-
bels. Associated with each Gi, we have the corresponding
observation Si of PD semantics 3. For generating AE-latent
representations of dimension 2d, we train a NN model de-
noted by Encd using a commonly used unsupervised training
procedure applied to the raw data {Gi}i∈N . Specifically, we
have Encd(Gi) = Ad

i for all i ∈ N , see Appendix B.
Moreover, we have computed realizations of quantized PD
semantics, quantized AE-latent representations, and quantized
raw datasets. In particular, for all i ∈ N , we compute the
realizations {Qm(Si)}m∈{10,...,27} of quantized PD semantics,
the realizations {Qm(Ad

i )}m∈{10,...,27} of quantized AE-latent
representations, and the realizations {Qm(Gi)}m∈{10,...,27} of
quantized raw data 5 for testing purposes. When training
our NN models for classification, we use the sequence of
observed PD semantics {Si}i∈N , corresponding AE-latent
representations {Ad

i }i∈N , and the corresponding observations
of raw data {Gi}i∈N , together with the class labels.

Our training and testing are based on repeating 2-fold cross-
validation [60, § 7.10] over the chosen examples for T = 25
times. First, the set of indices N = {1, . . . , 600} is partitioned
randomly into a training index set N train

t and a testing index set
N test

t with each having a cardinality of 300. Then, for every
t ∈ {1, . . . , T}, NN models are trained by considering the
sequence of PD semantics {Si}i∈N train

t
, AE-latent representa-

tions {Ad
i }i∈N train

t
, and the sequence of raw data {Gi}i∈N train

t
.

The corresponding NN models for classification are denoted
by, PDt, AEd

t , and Rawt, where the superscript d signifies that
the latent dimension of AE is 2d. Details of the models are
given in Appendix B.

Testing is conducted by using quantized PD seman-
tics, quantized AE-latent representations, and quantized raw
data. More specifically, for fixed bins per dimension m,
test examples for corresponding quantized PD semantics
{Qm(Si)}i∈N test

t
are used with the trained model PDt for all

t ∈ {1, . . . , T}. As such, an average inference accuracy ÂPD

is computed, which is given by

ÂPD = (1/T )
∑T

t=1 A
PD(m, t), (14)

where APD(m, t) is the average error that corresponds to test-
ing {Qm(Si)}i∈N test

t
with the model PDt. Similarly, we denote

by ÂAE,d and Âraw the average errors that correspond to testing
{Qm(Ad

i )}i∈N test
t

with AEd
t models and {Qm(Gi)}i∈N test

t
with

Rawt models, respectively.
Note that the probability distribution fs is not readily avail-

able in closed form. Therefore, when computing distortions

4We did not consider 4 as a digit with a loop since the dataset consists of
handwritten digits. Therefore usually 4 doesn’t contain a loop.

5The (x, y)-grid of Gi ∀ i is 28× 28. Thus, we let m ∈ {10, . . . , 27}.
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Fig. 3: Empirical trade-off between D̂MSE and R̂.

DPD
MSE [cf. (8)] and RPD [cf. (11), (12), and (13)], we use

an estimate f̂s of fs based on the re-scaled histogram of
2D analog vectors si,1, . . . , si,NSi

that constitute Si for all
i ∈ N test

t . More specifically, B is partitioned into 28 × 28
mutually exclusive boxes with Rab denoting the (a, b)-th box,
and f̂s supported over B is given by

f̂s(s) = β
∑T

t=1 IN test
t
(a, b), s ∈ Rab, (15)

where IN test
t
(i, j) is the number of occurrences that si,j

falls within the region Rab for some i ∈ N test
t and j ∈

{1, . . . , NSi}. The scalar β is simply a scaling factor ap-
propriately chosen so that

∫
B f̂s(s) ds = 1. The resulting

numerical values of DPD
MSE and RPD are denoted by D̂PD

MSE and
R̂PD, respectively. The numerical values D̂AE,d

MSE and R̂AE,d of
DAE,d

MSE and RAE,d, respectively, are also computed, by using
an estimate f̂d

a of fd
a based on the re-scaled histogram of

2D analog vectors ai,1, . . . ,ai,NAd
i

that constitute Ad
i for all

i ∈ N . Empirical evaluations of the distortion D̂raw
MSE and the

rate R̂raw corresponding to raw data are analogously computed.

C. Experiments

In this section, we evaluate empirically the trade-offs among
distortion D, rate R, and inference accuracy A which are
quantified by D̂, R̂, and Â, respectively. Note that the sub-
scripts and the superscripts in the notation of those entities as
we have presented in § VI-B are dropped whenever needed
for notational convenience. However, the suitable subscripts
and/or superscripts are clear from context. The communication
between TX and RX is assumed to be perfect [i.e., error-
free] in the simulation considered in § VI-C2 and § VI-C3.
Nevertheless, the simulation considered in § VI-C4 assumes
imperfect communication between TX and RX.

1) Trade-offs between Distortion and Rate: Figure 3 shows
the trade-off curves between distortion and rate. In the case of
AE-latent representations, the latent dimensions 2 and 54 are
considered, i.e., d = 1 and d = 27. The points of the trade-off
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(a) f̂s for m = 10 (b) f̂27
a for m = 10 (c) f̂g for m = 10

(d) f̂s for m = 24 (e) f̂27
a for m = 24 (f) f̂g for m = 24

Fig. 4: Empirical probability distributions f̂s [(a) and (d)], f̂27
a [(b) and (e)], and f̂g [(c) and (f)] for different m.

curves are obtained by changing the bins per dimension m
from 10 to 27.

Figure 3 shows that there is a clear trade-off between distor-
tion DMSE and the rate. Results further show that PD semantics
always outperform AE-latent representations and raw data. For
example, in the case of PD semantics, roughly a rate of 45
[bits/object] is needed to achieve an MSE of 0.1 while the
AE-latent representations and raw require a rate of several
hundred [bits/object], roughly 20 times more bits. Moreover,
the seemingly constant gap between the curve associated with
PD semantics and other curves in Figure 3 indicates that the
number of bits required by the others for achieving an MSE
specification is simply a constant factor [e.g., ≈ 20 = 13dB]
times the bits requirement of the case of PD semantics. For
example, to achieve an MSE distortion requirement of 0.02,
rate requirements are 250 [bits/object] and 5000 [bits/object]
for PD semantics and raw data, respectively. Results further
show that we receive only a slight benefit in terms of MSE
and rates if AE-latent representations are used instead of raw
data. Moreover, the smaller the latent dimension, the better
the performance of the representations. This is because the
trade-off curve corresponding to the smaller d (e.g., d = 1)
lies below the one corresponding to the larger d (e.g., d = 27)
even though the differences are not significant.

To get some insight into why the rate requirements of
PD semantics are order of magnitude lower than that of
both AE-latent representations and raw data, let us plot the

empirical probability distributions f̂s, f̂d
a, and f̂g . Figure 4

depicts empirically computed distributions f̂s, f̂d
a and f̂g for

m ∈ {10, 24} according to (15). The empirical distributions
show that the probability masses associated with PD semantics
are concentrated on a smaller subset of possible outcomes
while many with zero or almost zero probability. In contrast,
the distributions corresponding to AE-latent representations
and raw data are not sparse and the probability masses of the
outcomes are more or less comparable in general. Therefore,
the results suggest that the uncertainty of PD semantics is
lower than that of AE-latent representations and raw data. This
is intuitively expected since PDs encode structural properties
of the underlying raw data, unlike AE or the raw data itself.
As a direct consequence, we see that the rate requirements for
transmitting PD semantics are significantly lower than the AE
and raw representations.

The preceding observations give important insights into
engineering designs to make systems more robust against
noise, interference, and fading in practical communication
systems. More specifically, the additional bits required in
the case of AE-latent representations and raw data can be
used in a system based on PD semantics for improving the
corresponding MSE. On the other hand, for a given MSE
specification, the additional bits required in the case of AE-
latent representations and raw data can directly be used in
systems that rely on PD semantics to enable the possibility
of implementing error detection/correction capabilities yield-
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ing more robustness. Insights into such advantages of PD
semantics over AE-latent representations and raw data under
an imperfect communication channel are given in § VI-C4.

2) Trade-offs between Inference Accuracy and Distortion:
Figure 5 shows the empirical trade-off curves between infer-
ence accuracy and MSE distortion. The thick curves depict
the average results that correspond to trained NN models for
classification as discussed in § VI-B [cf. (14)] and the shaded
regions highlight their variability. We also plot the trend in
thin solid lines as a guideline obtained with function fitting.

Results show that the inference accuracies of models based
on raw data tend to deteriorate as MSE distortion increases.
In contrast, the inference accuracies of models based on PD
semantics and AE-latent representations remain approximately
constant, despite the level of MSE, over the considered range.
This is indeed an interesting observation from a system
design perspective because it demonstrates the advantages of
semantics over raw data. As such, this empirical observation
suggests that NN models for classification trained with PD
semantics and AE-latent representations are more robust than
those based on raw data. Results further show that the smaller
the latent dimension of AE, the worse the inference accuracy.
For example, AE-latent representations with d = 1 are clearly
inferior to the PD semantic case. However, a higher choice for
d can enable AE-latent representations to perform better than
PD semantics.

3) Trade-offs between Inference Accuracy and Rate: It is
of practical interest to know how the inference accuracy is
changed with rate specifications. Figure 6 shows the trade-
off curves between the inference accuracy and the rate. The
behavior of the curves is directly dictated by the preceding
trade-offs experienced between the distortion and the rate,
and those between the inference accuracy and the distortion,
cf. Figure 3 and 5.

At first glance, results show that stringent rate specification
can only make the inference accuracy worse for NN models
based on raw data, cf. blue solid curve. A similar behavior is
also evident in the case of AE-latent representations, especially
with d = 27, even though the deterioration of inference
accuracy as the rate decreases is not as significant as in the
case of raw data, cf. thick green dashed curve. In contrast,
the changes in the rates have an unnoticeable effect on the
inference accuracy when the NN models are trained on PD
semantics, cf. red solid curves. It is worth highlighting that
PD semantics can yield inference accuracies over 80% even
with very low rate specifications such as 30.58 [bits/object].
Reasons for such observations are evidenced by the character-
istics of probability density f̂s as depicted in Figure 4.

4) Exploiting Low PD Rates under Imperfect Communi-
cations: Note that the curves depicted in Figure 5 and 6
correspond to settings where the communication between TX
and RX is perfect. In contrast, this section considers an imper-
fect communication between TX and RX. As a representative
channel model, the binary symmetric channel (BSC) [61,
§ 7.1.4] is chosen, cf. stage 5 of Figure 1. BSC complements
the input binary symbols with probability α ∈ [0, 0.5) 6, which

6The error-free communication channel is a particular case derived when
α = 0 [cf. § VI-C2 and § VI-C3].
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Fig. 5: Empirical trade-off between Â and D̂MSE.

is referred to as the crossover probability. In this respect, the
stage 4 of Figure 1 is implemented in two steps. First, the
quantized PD semantics are source-encoded using Huffman
codes [61, § 5.8] based on probabilities pk, k = 1, . . . ,m2

[cf. (11), (15)]. Then the resulting source-coded bit stream
is channel-coded using (n̄, k̄, t̄)-Bose, Chaudhuri, and Hoc-
quenghem (BCH) codes [62, § 6]. Note that, given an (n̄, k̄, t̄)-
BCH code, n̄ denotes the codeword length and k̄ denotes the
length of binary information digits. The parameter t̄ denotes
the error correction capability in the sense that the code is
capable of correcting all the error patterns of t̄ or exhibiting
fewer errors.

Before we give any empirical results under imperfect com-
munication channel conditions to compare and contrast PD
semantic-based systems with AE-latent representations or raw
data-based systems, let us point out meaningful resource set-
tings to provide a fair comparison. First, for AE, we consider
the case of d = 27 which yields a better inference accuracy.
As we noticed in § VI-C3, the inference accuracy of NN
models based on PD semantics and AE-latent representations
remain almost unchanged over the considered range of rates
when the communication is perfect, cf. solid thin red and solid
thin green curves in Figure 6. As a result of this robustness
of PD semantics and AE-latent representations, designing
systems with a coarser quantization, such as m = 10, is more
suggestive since they account for lower rates. For example,
note that the solid red circle and the solid green circle depicted
in Figure 6 correspond to self-information values of

rPD = 30.58 and rAE = 466.19 [bits/object],

respectively on average. On the other hand, if raw data are used
in a perfect communication setting, unlike PD semantics, they
cannot achieve a similar inference accuracy with a coarser
quantization level. Consequently, they have to rely on finer
quantization values that account for higher self-information
[e.g., m = 27], cf. solid blue circle, Figure 6. More specifi-
cally, to achieve a better inference accuracy level comparable
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to PD semantics with rPD [bits/object], the raw data needs to
operate with m = 27 which corresponds to a rate of

rRaw = 6035.20 [bits/object]

on average. These rate limits are depicted by using dotted
vertical lines in Figure 7. Thus, from an engineering point
of view, the preceding observation can be used as the key to
boosting the performance of PD semantic-based systems under
imperfect communication settings. As such, in the sequel,
we consider a resource setting where no more than rRaw
[bits/object] is used 7.

A simple calculation suggests that as long as quantized PD
semantics is source encoded with an optimal Huffman code 8

followed by an (n̄, k̄, t̄)-BCH code chosen such that

k̄ rRaw ≥ n̄ rPD, (16)

the average length of the bit sequence u per object always
remains within the limit rRaw [bits/object]. In our experiments,
we let n̄ = 1023. Therefore, from (16), we have k̄ ≥ 5.18.
Thus, all (1023, k̄, t̄)-BCH codes with k̄ ≥ 6 operate within
the resource limit of rRaw [bits/object]. For example, suppose
k̄ = 208, i.e., the corresponding BCH code is (1023, 208, 115)
[62, Table 6.1]. In this case, the actual communication rate
requirement to transmit rPD = 30.58 information bits is simply
150.41 bits which is indeed less than rRaw. On the other
hand, the coded PD semantics become robust under imperfect
communication settings since (1023, 208, 115)-BCH code is
capable of correcting all error patterns of 115 or fewer errors.
As such, the key is to encode quantized PD semantics by
using (1023, k̄, t̄)-BCH codes whose k̄ conforms to (16) with
the hope of being more robust against channel impairments.
By replacing rPD in (16) by rAE, (1023, k̄, t̄)-BCH codes
compatible with AE-latent representations that operate within
the resource limit rRaw [bits/object] can be computed similarly.

7This is the resource requirement of the raw data-based systems to achieve
the highest possible inference accuracy in our simulations.

8The source rates [cf. (11), (12)] are based on the entropy and thus, we
rely on an optimal source code such as Huffman to perform source encoding.
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Figure 7 shows the inference accuracy versus coded in-
formation rate requirements for quantized PD semantics and
quantized AE-latent representations with (1023, k̄, t̄)-BCH
codes, where the bins per dimension m = 10. Compat-
ible BCH codes used with PD semnatics correspond to
k̄ = 208, 203, 193, 183, 173, 153, 123, 121, 91, 56, 36, 26, 16,
and 11. On the other hand, compatible BCH codes
used with AE-latent representations correspond to k̄ =
173, 163, 153, 143, 133, 123, 111, 101, 91, and 86. Simulations
are conducted for two BSC conditions. In particular, case 1
considers a BSC with α = 0.12 and case 2 considers a BSC
with α = 0.1.

Results show that the best inference accuracy levels of
perfect communication settings are also attainable even under
the imperfect communication settings when PD semantics are
coded with (1023, k̄, t̄)-BCH codes. We emphasize that this
is achieved without utilizing no more than rRaw [bits/object].
For example, with coded PD semantics, for both α = 0.1 and
α = 0.12, the best inference accuracy is achieved by using
(1023, k̄, t̄)-BCH codes with k̄ = 123, 121, 91, 56, 36, 26, 16,
and 11 that correspond to coded information rates of
254.35, 258.55, 343.79, 558.66, 869.02, 1203.26, 1955.30, and
2844.08 [bits/object], respectively. Of course, the code
(1023, 123, 170) with the lowest resource requirement (i.e.,
highest code rate), is preferable among those. It is worth
pointing out that, such a choice corresponds to more than
23-fold communication resource reduction compared to rRaw
[bits/object], even under imperfect communication. Thus, re-
sults suggest that when a system based on raw data under
perfect communication settings infers one object, a system
based on PD semantics will infer 23 objects while maintaining
the same order of inference accuracy even under imperfect
communication.

Coded AE-latent representations can also yield channel
error-free inference accuracy levels with some (1023, k̄, t̄)-
BCH codes. For example, BCH codes with k̄ =



xi

133, 123, 111, 101, 91, and 86 that correspond to coded infor-
mation rates of 3877.38, 3941.47, 4296.55, 4721.96, 5240.85,
and 5545.55 [bits/object], yield the best inference accuracy
under both BCH channel conditions α = 0.1 and α = 0.12.
Therefore, results show that the rate requirements in coded
AE-latent representations are significantly higher compared to
the rate requirements of coded PD semantics. For example,
the minimum rate requirement of coded PD semantics to
operate at an inference accuracy of more than 80% is, roughly,
15 times as small as the rate requirement of coded AE-
latent representations. As such, in practice, the choice of PD
semantics enables not only withstanding the imperfect com-
munication impairments effectively but also the improvements
in the latency compared to the choices of both AE-latent
representations and raw data.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we explored the advantages of persistence dia-
grams (PDs) over raw point cloud data as structural semantics
for a point-to-point communication setting. The transmitter
(e.g., sensor) used PD semantics in its transmissions and
the receiver (e.g., central node) carried out inference using
the received semantics. We developed qualitative definitions
for distortion and rate of PD semantics and quantitatively
characterized the trade-offs among the distortion, the rate, and
the inference accuracy at the receiver node. Our empirical
results demonstrated that PD semantics leads to more effective
use of transmission channels, enhanced degrees of freedom for
incorporating error detection and correction capabilities, and
improved robustness to communication channel imperfections.
Results further highlighted the potential of using structural se-
mantics in goal-oriented communication settings ensuring high
efficiency and robustness of communication systems, where
intrinsic channel impairments, such as noise, interference, and
fading are inevitable.

APPENDIX A
A GENERAL DISTORTION DEFINITION FOR S

Our second notion of semantic distortion is inspired by the
bottleneck distance (4). However, the map η in (4) is restricted
to be the quantization map Qm given in (6). More specifically,
the distortion of S, denoted Dsem

BN , is given by

Dsem
BN = EfNS

Efs1,...,sNS |NS

[
max

i∈{1,2,...,NS}
||si − qm(si)||∞

]
,

where the expectation Efs1,...,sNS |NS
is taken with respect

to the conditional distribution fs1,...,sNS |NS and expectation
EfNS

is taken with respect to the distribution fNS . A similar
notion of distortion can also be constructed for raw data based
on fg1,...,gNS

|NG and fNG .
The distributions fs1,...,sNS |NS , fNS , fg1,...,gNG

|NS , and
fNG are not available in practice and therefore, one must
rely on numerical approaches to yield estimates. Assuming
s1, . . . , sNS (and g1, . . . , gNG

) are conditionally IID given
NS (and NG) according to some conditional distribution
fs|NS

(
and fg|NG

)
, Figure 8 illustrates the related empirical

probability distributions f̂NS , f̂s|NS , f̂NG , and f̂g|NG for some

choices of m based on what the corresponding distortions can
numerically be evaluated.

Note that the sparsity characteristics of the empirical con-
ditional distributions are very similar to those in Figure 4.
That is the probability masses of the distributions associated
with PD semantics are concentrated on a few outcomes and
zero or almost zero for most of the outcomes, unlike the the
probability masses of conditional distributions that correspond
to raw data. Thus, the results suggest that the numerical
evaluations of trade-off curves with the general distortion
definition behave similarly to those with Dsem

MSE.

APPENDIX B
PARAMETERS FOR THE EMPIRICAL SIMULATIONS

For computing PD Si from a given raw data Gi, we
employed the VR filtration with a positive scalar γt = 16,
cf. (3). Vectorized representations of the PDs were then
generated using PersLay, with its parameters defined as
follows: op := top2, w := PowerPerslayWeight, and
ϕ := TentPerslayPhi, cf. (5). These computations were
carried out using the GUDHI library [63].

Our empirical simulations employed NN models, with their
parameters summarized in Table I. Moreover, the AEs were
trained on raw data {Gi}i∈N train

26
using the binary cross-entropy

loss function. The classifiers were trained with the categorical
cross-entropy loss function, and all models were optimized
using the ADAM optimizer with a learning rate of 0.001.

TABLE I: A summary of the NN models.

Purpose Model # of parameters Library

Training encoders
Enc27 442566 PyTorch [64]
Enc1 435858 PyTorch

Training classifiers

PDt 201747 TensorFlow [65]
Rawt 201731 PyTorch
AE27t 2339 PyTorch
AE1t 27 PyTorch
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