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Abstract
Simplicial complexes can be used to represent high-dimensional shapes, and are suitable for com-
putational purposes. They generalize point clouds in that they capture connectivity by means of
edges, triangles, and higher-dimensional analogues, collectively called simplices. Simplicial complexes
arising from real-world settings may not be directly observable. Hence, for an unknown simplicial
complex in Euclidean space, we want to efficiently reconstruct it by querying local structure.

In particular, we are interested in queries for the indegree of a simplex σ in some direction: the
number of cofacets of σ contained in some halfspace “below” σ. Fasy et al. proposed a method that,
given the vertex set of a simplicial complex, uses indegree queries to reconstruct the set of edges. In
particular, they use a sweep algorithm through the vertex set, identifying edges adjacent to and
above each vertex in the sweeping order. The algorithm relies on a natural but crucial property of
the sweeping order: at a given vertex v, all edges adjacent to v contained in the halfspace below v

have another endpoint that appeared earlier in the order.
The edge reconstruction algorithm does not immediately extend to higher-dimensional simplex

reconstruction. In particular, it is not possible to sweep through a set of i-simplices in a fixed
direction and maintain that all (i + 1)-cofacets of a given simplex σ that come below σ are known.
We circumvent this by defining a sweeping order on a set of i-simplices, that additionally pairs
each i-simplex σ with a direction perpendicular to σ. Analogous to Fasy et al., our order has the
crucial property that, at any i-simplex σ paired with direction s, each (i + 1)-dimensional coface
of σ that lies in the halfspace below σ with respect to the direction s has an i-dimensional face that
appeared earlier in the order. We show how to compute such an order and use it to extend the edge
reconstruction algorithm of Fasy et al. to simplicial complex reconstruction. Our algorithm can
reconstruct arbitrary embedded simplicial complexes.
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1 Introduction

Since their introduction in [24] to compute or count intersections of geometric objects, sweep
algorithms have become ubiquitous in computational geometry, see, e.g., [7, 27, 14, 13, 20, 8,
28, 25]. For problems in Rd, such algorithms typically use a (d−1)-dimensional hyperplane as
their sweeping object, swept in some constant direction through the space. Sweep algorithms
maintain solutions to subproblems associated with the region that was swept thus far.
Throughout a sweep, there is a discrete set of locations, called sweep events, where the
solution to the subproblem may change combinatorially. For efficient sweep algorithms, this
solution can be derived efficiently from solutions to the previous subproblems.

We are particularly motivated by the sweep algorithm of [11], which sweeps up through a
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2 Sweeping Orders for Simplicial Complex Reconstruction

given set of vertices to reconstruct the edge set. At each vertex in the sweep, they use a query
called indegree to count edges adjacent to a vertex in a particular halfspace. Using indegree
and a radial order of candidate edges around v, they identify all edges adjacent to v in the
upper halfspace. Central to this process is the ability to maintain that all edges with a vertex
below the sweep height have already been identified. Indegree has a higher-dimensional
generalization, namely, the count of cofacets of a given simplex in a particular halfspace.

While we generally consider indegree as a given function in this paper, it is possible to
compute indegree from other geometric or topological information. In particular, indegree is
computed in [11, 10, 3] using verbose persistence diagrams, a tool that records homological
changes throughout a directional filtration. Indeed, simplicial complex reconstruction has
close ties to the study of faithful discretizations of directional transforms, which are sets of
(topological) descriptors corresponding to height/lower-star filtrations in various directions
that completely characterize the shape.

There were two main challenges preventing [11] from extending their results to higher-
dimensional simplex reconstruction. First, at the time of [11], there was no method to
compute higher-dimensional indegree using topological descriptors. However, [10] developed
exactly this tool, using an inclusion-exclusion type argument. But the second challenge
remained; a straightforward higher-dimensional generalization of [11] was not possible. As
the authors note, a height-based sweep of the vertex set is no longer feasible, since “radially
ordering higher dimensional simplices [around a common vertex] is not well-defined, and this
issue prevents the methods [...] from being immediately transferable [to general simplicial
complexes].” If the sweeping plane moves in a direction perpendicular to a given i-simplex σ

(so the sweeping plane eventually contains σ), it is possible to radially order the cofacets of σ

around σ. However, in general, no single direction is perpendicular to all simplices of some
fixed positive dimension. We could try moving the sweeping plane non-linearly to contain
each i-simplex, but in what order? An arbitrary order does not guarantee the ability to
maintain that all (i + 1)-simplices below the sweeping plane have already been identified.

In this paper, we show how to compute a sweeping order, or a way to move the sweeping
plane so that all the properties necessary for the algorithm in [11] are maintained. This
sweeping order is the missing ingredient needed for us to then describe the generalization of
edge reconstruction to higher-dimensional simplex reconstruction.

Outline In Section 2, we provide a brief overview of foundational topics and important
notation. We define our main tool in Section 3—a sweeping order of a set of i-simplices—and
show how such an order can be computed. The edge reconstruction method of [11] uses a
search through radially ordered candidate edges adjacent to a given vertex. We generalize the
notion of candidates to cofacets of a higher-dimensional simplex in Section 4, and show how
to order them radially around such a simplex in Section 5. We determine which candidates
are actually in the to-be-reconstructed K using a radial search that uses indegree queries,
which count the cofacets of a simplex in a particular halfspace. Finally, in Section 6, we
extend the edge reconstruction methods of [11] to reconstruct the (i + 1)-simplices of K,
given all lower-dimensional simplices. Our entire complex K can then be reconstructed
iteratively from just its vertex set and indegree queries.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we define our most extensively used terms, and refer the reader to [9, 16] for
further information. We start simplices and simplicial complexes.
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(c)(a) (b)

Figure 1 Examples of complexes in R2 that are (a) both locally injective and embedded, (b)
locally injective but not embedded, and (c) neither locally injective nor embedded.

▶ Definition 1 (Simplex). An abstract i-simplex σ is a set of i + 1 elements, called vertices.
The dimension of σ is then i, denoted dim(σ). If σ and τ are abstract simplices and σ ⊆ τ ,
we call σ a face of τ and τ a coface of σ. If additionally dim(σ) = dim(τ) − 1, we call σ

a facet of τ and τ a cofacet of σ. An i-simplex in Rd is an abstract i-simplex where each
vertex maps to a distinct point in Rd. We geometrically interpret a simplex as the convex
hull of these points.

▶ Definition 2 (Simplicial Complex). An abstract simplicial complex K is a set of abstract
simplices, such that if σ ∈ K and ρ ⊆ σ, then ρ ∈ K. A simplicial complex in Rd consists
of an abstract simplicial complex, where each vertex is mapped injectively to a point in Rd.
Geometrically, we think of the simplicial complex as the union of convex hulls of its simplices.

Our work always interprets simplicial complexes geometrically, so going forward, we
may be somewhat less precise with terminology. Definition 3 distinguishes various types of
simplicial complexes based on how their simplices intersect, see also Figure 1.

▶ Definition 3 (Embedded and locally injective). We call a pair of simplices σ and σ′ an
injective pair if the intersection of their convex hulls is either empty or the convex hull of
a common face (i.e., a simplex ρ that is a face of σ and σ′). We call a simplicial complex
in Rd embedded if all pairs of simplices are injective pairs. We call a simplicial complex
in Rd locally injective if all pairs of simplices that have a common face are injective pairs.

Let K be a simplicial complex in Rd. Let dim(K) denote the maximum dimension over
all simplices in K. We denote the i-skeleton of K (the subset of simplices with dimension at
most i) by Ki and the number of i-simplices by ni. For an i-simplex σ, let cof(σ) ⊆ Ki+1
denote the set of all cofacets of σ. For a simplex σ ∈ K, we denote its affine hull by aff(σ).

The set of all unit vectors in Rd is parameterized by the unit (d−1)-sphere, denoted Sd−1,
and a unit vector is called a direction. Denote by ⊥σ ⊆ Sd−1 the set of directions perpendicular
to σ and note that, if dim(aff(σ)) = i′ ≤ d−1, then ⊥σ is a (d−i′−1)-sphere. With respect to
some s ∈ ⊥σ, all points in σ have the same height, which we refer to as the s-coordinate of σ.
We may abuse dot product notation and write s · σ to denote this s-coordinate. For s ∈ ⊥σ,
the set of down-cofacets of σ, denoted cof<s (σ) ⊆ cof(σ), consists of the cofacets σ ∪ {v} for
which s·v < s·σ, i.e. the vertex v lies in the open halfspace below σ with respect to direction s.
Similarly, the set of up-cofacets of σ, denoted cof≥s (σ), consists of those cofacets σ ∪ {v} for
which s · v ≥ s · σ. Regardless of our choice of s ∈⊥σ, we have cof<s (σ) ∪ cof≥s (σ) = cof(σ).

Conceptually, our algorithms involve ordering points by rotating a hyperplane around
some central space. In the following definition, we ensure that we make a consistent choice
of normal direction to associate with each point we encounter.

▶ Definition 4 (γ-Normal of p). Let γ : [0, 2π)→ S1 angularly parameterize the unit circle
S1 ⊂ R2. Then for some point p ∈ R2 \{(0, 0)}, consider the unique angle α such that the ray
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Figure 2 γ(α) is the γ-normal of (a) p, (b) p relative to c, (c) p as well as q ∈ R3.

from (0, 0) through γ(α− π/2 mod 2π) passes through p. We refer to γ(α) as the γ-normal
of p. We define the γ-normal of the origin to be γ(0). For some (center) point c ∈ R2, we
define the γ-normal of p relative to c to be the γ-normal of p− c. See Figure 2 (a–b).

In Rd with d ≥ 2, if γ : [0, 2π)→ Sd−1 angularly parameterizes a unit-circle centered at
the origin (i.e., a rotated copy of S1), we can for any point q ∈ Rd consider its orthogonal
projection p onto the 2-dimensional linear subspace span(γ) that contains γ, and define the
γ-normal of q as the γ-normal of p based on this subspace. See Figure 2 (c). Similarly, for
points q, c ∈ Rd, we can define the γ-normal of q relative to c as the γ-normal of q − c.

Now consider some simplex σ ⊂ Rd with dim(aff(σ)) < d − 1, let γ be some angularly
parameterized circle of directions all perpendicular to σ, and let q be some point in Rd. Then,
the γ-normal of q relative to any point c in the aff(σ) is the same, so we unambiguously
define the γ-normal of q relative to σ to be the γ-normal of q relative to any such point c.

Finally, consider a simplex σ ⊂ Rd with dim(aff(σ)) = d − 1. Let s be one of the
two (antipodal) directions perpendicular to σ, and let γ : [0, 2π) → Sd−1 be an angularly
parameterized circle of directions with γ(0) = s. For any point p ∈ Rd, define the γ-normal
of p relative to σ to be γ(0) if the s-coordinate of p is at least that of σ, and γ(π) otherwise.

If v1 ̸= v2 are vertices such that aff(σ ∪ {v1}) = aff(σ ∪ {v2}), but v1 and v2 are on “opposite
sides” of σ, and if the γ-normal of v1 relative to σ is γ(α), then the normal for v2 is −γ(α).

3 Sweeping Orders

A main goal of this paper is to show how to compute an order on simplices (along with a
corresponding list of directions perpendicular to the simplices) in order to emulate properties
characteristic of sweepline algorithms with discrete points or vertices as events.

Figure 3 Here, every edge e has other edges in the halfspaces on either side of e. This general
higher-dimensional phenomenon contrasts the special zero-dimensional case; in every direction, we
can find at least one vertex with no other vertices below it. However, for each dimension of simplex,
there do exist simplices with no cofacets in a halfspace below it, which we will see is true in general.



T. Ophelders, A. Schenfisch 5

As illustrated in Figure 3, we cannot guarantee that all i-simplices below a particular i-
simplex in our sweep appeared earlier in the order, so we instead focus on cofacets of simplices
in the sweep. More specifically, we introduce a sequence such that, for a given i-simplex σ

and a corresponding direction s ∈⊥σ, all cofacets of σ contained in cof<s (σ) are cofacets of
some prior i-simplex in the sequence. (Indeed, this is a property of the usual sweep through
a geometric graph, where vertices are sweep events). This is formalized below.

▶ Definition 5 (Sweeping Order). A sweeping order of Ki is any sequence SOi := ((σj , sj))ni
j=1

that satisfies the following three properties.
1. Each sj is a direction perpendicular to σj.
2. Each i-simplex of K appears exactly once in SOi.
3. For any i-simplex σj, any cofacet in cof<sj

(σj) is also a cofacet of some σh, for h < j.

Note that if Property 3 holds, then there exists some initial (σ1, s1), so that, with respect
to s1, the simplex σ1 has no cofacets in the halfspace below it.

3.1 Computing a Sweeping Order
In this section, we show how to compute a sweeping order SOi of Ki. For K0, we simply
pick an arbitrary direction s, order vertices by their s-coordinate (breaking ties arbitrarily),
and output (v, s) for each vertex v in that order. See Algorithm 1.

To compute a sweeping order for Ki with i > 0, we assume that we already know a
sweeping order SOi−1 of Ki−1 (for example because we have computed SOi−1 recursively).
Then SOi is the sequence of pairs output by Order(Ki, SOi−1) in Algorithm 1. We use the
convention that ρ, σ, and τ represent a simplex of dimension i− 1, i, and i + 1, respectively.
We consider the (i− 1)-simplices ρ in the order prescribed by SOi−1. For ease of exposition,
assume that dim(aff(ρ)) ≤ d− 2. We radially order the cofacets σ of ρ that have not yet been
output. Specifically, if SOi−1 pairs ρ with direction s, then the radial order of its cofacets is
based on a parameterized circle γρ : [0, 2π)→ Sd−1 of directions, rotating around ρ, starting
at s. Each direction γρ(α) corresponds to the unique halfspace whose boundary contains ρ,
and whose exterior normal points in direction γρ(α). For each cofacet σ = ρ ∪ {v} that has
not yet been output, we intuitively consider the angle αv for which σ enters this halfspace.
Specifically, we consider αv, the angle such that γρ(αv) is the γρ-normal of v relative to ρ. We
then output these cofacets ρ ∪ {v} in increasing order based on αv, breaking ties arbitrarily,
and pair them with the corresponding direction γρ(αv). Figure 4 illustrates the order in
which various i-simplices are output.

If we encounter a simplex ρ whose affine hull has dimension d − 1, there are only two
(antipodal) directions perpendicular to it; in this case, we simply choose an S1 containing
these two directions, so that all its cofaces have one of two possible angles. For clearer
exposition, we encompass these two cases in the following definition.

▶ Definition 6 (Maximally Perpendicular Circle). Let K be a simplicial complex in Rd and
let σ ⊆ K be an i-simplex with dim(aff(σ)) < d. We say that a circle of directions, γσ, is
maximally perpendicular (to σ), if
1. When dim(aff(σ)) < d− 1, we have γσ ⊆⊥σ, or;
2. When dim(aff(σ)) = d− 1, we have ⊥σ⊆ γσ.
That is, generally, γσ “rotates around” σ, except in the case that σ only has two directions
perpendicular to it, in which case, these directions are contained in γσ. In either case, γσ is
“as perpendicular” to σ as a circle of directions possibly can be.
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Figure 4 A simulation of Order(K0) with direction s, and Order(Ki, SOi−1) for i ∈ {1, 2}.
Some circles γρ relevant to the order are shown. Each γvi lies in a plane parallel to the page. The
circle γe6 lies in a plane perpendicular to edge e6. A dotted line connecting a simplex σ to a facet ρ

indicates that ρ is the facet that outputs σ. A solid line indicates the γρ-normal with which some σ

is output. Indices correspond to the order in simplices are output.

Algorithm 1 Computing sweeping orders: SO0, and SOi given SOi−1 and Ki.

1 procedure Order(complex K0)
2 s← arbitrary direction
3 for vertex v ∈ V (K0) sorted increasingly by s-coordinate, breaking ties arbitrarily do
4 output (v, s)

5 procedure Order(complex Ki, sweeping order SOi−1 of Ki−1)
6 for (ρ, s) in SOi−1 do ▷ s is a direction perpendicular to the (i− 1)-simplex ρ

7 γρ ← arbitrary circle γρ : [0, 2π)→ Sd−1 of directions maximally perpendicular to
ρ, where the angle between s and γρ(α) is α, so γρ(0) = s and γρ(π) = −s

8 Uρ ← {vertex v of K0 | ρ ∪ {v} is an i-simplex of Ki that was not yet output}
9 for v ∈ Uρ do

10 αv ← α such that γρ(α) is the γρ-normal to v relative to ρ.
11 for v ∈ Uρ sorted increasingly by αv, breaking ties arbitrarily do
12 output (ρ ∪ {v}, γρ(αv))

▶ Remark 7. In R0 or R1, we cannot find any S1 of directions in the ambient space. In this
very particular case, we invite the reader to imagine R0 or R1 along with any simplicial
complex it contains as being included into R2, e.g., along the x-axis. Then we are able to
proceed just as we do in the general case. Thus, we assume that d > 1 for ease of exposition.

Since our method requires the use of maximally perpendicular circles of directions, and a
sweeping order pairs simplices with directions perpendicular to them, we require every simplex
to have at least some S0 of perpendicular directions. We formalize this in Assumption 1,
which we henceforth assume is satisfied by K.

▶ Assumption 1 (General Position for Enough Perpendiculars). Let K be a simplicial complex
in Rd. For every simplex σ ∈ Ki, we require that dim(aff(σ)) ≤ d− 1.
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Note that this is a rather lenient condition. Assumption 1 automatically holds when i < d,
so when Ki is at most (d− 1)-dimensional. Additionally, Assumption 1 allows for simplices
of higher dimension as long as their affine hulls are sufficiently low-dimensional.

Proceeding with this assumption, Order(Ki, SOi−1), Algorithm 1, takes as input Ki

and SOi−1, a sweeping order for Ki−1, and outputs a sequence of i-simplices and directions.
The main result of this section is Theorem 10, which says Order(Ki, SOi−1) is a sweeping
order for Ki. We first show that it satisfies Property 1 and 3 of Definition 5.

▶ Lemma 8 (Directions are Perpendicular to their Paired Simplices). Let 0 ≤ i ≤ dim(K)− 1.
If i = 0, let SOi = Order(Ki). If i > 0, let SOi = Order(Ki, SOi−1) for some sweeping
order SOi−1. For all elements (σ, sσ) ∈ SOi, the direction s is perpendicular to σ. That is,
the output of Algorithm 1 satisfies Property 1 of Definition 5.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary (σ, sσ) ∈ SOi. If i = 0, then σ is a vertex, and any direction
is perpendicular to σ, including s. So consider the case i > 0. Then σ = ρ ∪ {v} for
some (i− 1)-simplex ρ and vertex v, where (ρ, sρ) is an index for the loop in Line 6, and v is
an element of Up (Line 9). On Line 7, we find the angle αv such that γρ(αv) is the γρ-normal
of v relative to ρ. By Assumption 1, we have dim(aff(ρ)) ≤ d− 1.

If dim(aff(ρ)) < d−1, then γρ is perpendicular to ρ, so the γρ-normal γρ(αv) is well-defined
and hence perpendicular to σ. If dim(aff(ρ)) = d − 1, then we must have aff(σ) = aff(ρ),
otherwise dim(aff(σ)) would be greater than d − 1, violating Assumption 1. Then the γρ-
normal of v relative to ρ is γρ(0) = sρ, which is perpendicular ρ and hence also to σ. ◀

▶ Lemma 9 (Halfspace Property). Suppose that Order(Ki, SOi−1) = ((σj , sj))ni
j=1. Then,

for any 1 ≤ j ≤ ni, for each simplex τ of cof<sj
(σj), τ is a cofacet of some σh with h < j.

That is, Algorithm 1 satisfies Property 3 of Definition 5.

Proof. When i = 0, on Line 4, we output vertices ordered by their height with respect
to some direction s, breaking ties arbitrarily. Then any edge of a vertex vj whose other
endpoint vh lies in the open halfspace below vj with respect to s is trivially also an edge
of vh, and vh comes before vj in the ordering induced by s.

Next, consider the case i > 0 and suppose that Order(Ki, SOi−1), outputs (σj , sj)
in the iteration (ρ, s). Let vj be the vertex such that σj = ρ ∪ {vj}. We show for any
simplex τ = σj ∪ {vh} ∈ cof<sj

(σj), that the simplex σh = ρ ∪ {vh} satisfies the claim.

ρ

vj

vh

αvh
αvj

τ
σj

σh

γρ
γρ

αvh

αvj vh

vj
γρ(0)γρ(αvh)

γρ(αvj )

γρ(αvj ) γρ(αvh)

γρ(0)

Figure 5 For some σj = ρ ∪ {vj}, we consider a cofacet τ = ρ ∪ {vj , vh} (unshaded) for which
the vertex vh lies below σj with respect to the direction γρ(αvj ). The simplex σh = ρ ∪ {vh} is a
cofacet of ρ that also has τ as a cofacet. The simplex ρ has a perpendicular circle of directions γρ.
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Since σh is a cofacet of ρ, and the iteration of (ρ, s) outputs all cofacets of ρ that have
not yet been output, σh is output either in iteration of (ρ, s), or in a previous iteration. If σh

was output in a previous iteration, then σh comes before σj in the order, so h < j. Consider
the remaining case that σh is output during iteration (ρ, s). Since (ρ, s) is an element of a
sweeping order for Ki−1, it satisfies Property 3 of Definition 5, so both σj and σh must be
elements of cof≥s (ρ), otherwise they would have been output in a previous iteration. Then
we have s · vj ≥ s · ρ and s · vh ≥ s · ρ, where s = γρ(0).

Let γρ(αvj
) and γρ(αvh

) denote γρ-normals of vj and vh relative to ρ, respectively.
Because σj ∪ {vh} ∈ cof<sj

(σj), and since sj = γρ(αvj ), we have γρ(αvj ) · vh < γρ(αvj ) · σj .
Then vh lies (as illustrated by the shaded sector in Figure 5) in the open halfspace that
contains σj in its boundary with exterior normal direction γρ(αvj

), but not in the open
halfspace that contains ρ in its boundary with exterior normal direction γρ(0). This means
that 0 ≤ αh < αj , so σh is output before σj on Line 11, and the claim is satisfied. ◀

Algorithm 1 moreover satisfies Property 2 of Definition 5 trivially, so Theorem 10 follows.

▶ Theorem 10. Order(Ki, SOi−1), Algorithm 1, outputs a sweeping order for Ki.

4 Candidate Simplices

Our reconstruction method reconstructs Ki+1 from Ki by determining all (i + 1)-simplices
of K. If not all facets of an (i + 1)-simplex τ (not necessarily in Ki+1), lie in Ki, then we
know that τ is not part of K and we do not need to consider τ in our search. Moreover, if we
happen to know K satisfies extra properties, e.g., that it is embedded, and adding τ to Ki

would violate that property, there is no reason to consider τ in our search. The following
definition specifies which potential simplices we should consider in our search. See Figure 6.

▶ Definition 11 (Candidate Vertices and Candidate Cofacets). Let K be a simplicial complex
in Rd with property X (locally injective, embedded, no condition, etc.), and let σ ⊆ K be
an i-simplex for some i < dim(K). Suppose that there exists a vertex v ∈ K0 such that the
simplices in Ki defined on σ∪{v} form the boundary of an (i + 1)-simplex τ such that Ki ∪ τ

is a subcomplex of some simplicial complex with property X. We call v a candidate vertex
of σ. Furthermore, we call the (i + 1)-simplex defined by σ ∪ {v} a candidate cofacet of σ.

Intuitively, for purposes of reconstruction, a candidate cofacet of σ is an (i + 1)-simplex
that may or may not be contained in K. Because our general position assumption is stated

(c) (d)

(a) (b)

1-dimensional candidates

locally injective embedded

2-dimensional candidates

Figure 6 Candidate edges (a–b) and triangles (c–d) of an (unknown) simplicial complex depending
on whether it is known to be locally injective or embedded. Only (a) does not satisfy Assumption 2.
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v1 v2 v3 v4 v1 v2 v3 v4

(b) (c)

v1 v2 v3 v4

(a)

Figure 7 Suppose that (a) displays the candidate edges for v1, v2, v3, and v4, which violates
Assumption 2. Note that this can lead to non-reconstructible simplicial complexes, as (b) and (c)
have the same indegree information for all directions.

in terms of candidate simplices, specifying property X may reduce the number of candidate
vertices, and allow us to reconstruct more general simplicial complexes. We assume that the
set of candidates of dimension i+1 can be determined once we have correctly reconstructed Ki.
We henceforth assume that these candidates are known to us. We also make the following
general position assumption on Ki and its candidate simplices.

▶ Assumption 2 (General Position for (i + 1)-Reconstruction). Let K be a simplicial complex
in Rd. Suppose, for every i-simplex σ, the set of all candidate cofacets of σ along with Ki is
locally injective in Rd. Then we say that K is in general position for (i + 1)-reconstruction.

▶ Observation 12. Assumption 2 is automatically satisfied for candidates of embedded
simplicial complexes. To see this, consider two candidate cofacets τ1 and τ2 of an i-simplex σ.
Because Ki is embedded, the boundaries of τ1 and τ2 intersect only in σ. If τ1 and τ2 is not
a locally injective pair, the convex hull of one contains the boundary of the other. Without
loss of generality, assume that the boundary of τ1 is contained in the convex hull of τ2. But
then τ2 would not be a candidate cofacet for σ, as Ki ∪ τ2 is not embedded.

See Figure 7 for an instance where violating Assumption 2 corresponds to non-reconstructible
simplicial complexes. Furthermore, Assumption 2 implies that, for a candidate cofacet τ , we
have dim(τ) = dim(aff(τ)) = i + 1. Assumption 2 implies the following property.

▶ Lemma 13. Let σ be an i-simplex of a simplicial complex K in Rd where i < d. Let Ci+1
denote the candidate cofacets of σ. If Ki ∪ Ci+1 is locally injective, then only two candidate
cofacets of σ can share the same affine hull, and such candidates are separated by aff(σ).

Proof. Let τ be a candidate cofacet of σ. Because Ki∪Ci+1 is locally injective, the dimension
of aff(τ) is one more than the dimension of aff(σ). The space aff(σ) is a separating hyperplane
in aff(τ), so there is a well-defined notion of being on a particular side of aff(σ) in aff(τ).
Let τ ′ be some other candidate cofacet of σ and suppose, towards a contradiction, that
aff(τ) = aff(τ ′), and both τ and τ ′ lie on the same side of aff(σ). Then σ is the largest
common face of τ and τ ′, but their intersection contains more than σ, so they are not an
injective pair, contradicting our assumption of local injectivity for Ki ∪ Ci+1. Finally, since
there are only two sides of aff(σ) in an (i + 1)-dimensional hull, candidate cofacets of σ that
share a common affine hull can only come in pairs on opposite sides. ◀

5 Radially Ordering Candidate Cofacets

In this paper, we use circles of maximally perpendicular directions in two separate but related
contexts. We have already seen one instance; in Section 3, we found a sweeping order for Ki

by rotating around circles maximally perpendicular to each (i− 1)-simplex. In this section,
we discuss the existence of the second type of maximally perpendicular circle, around which
we rotate to order candidate cofacets of some central i-simplex in the reconstruction process.
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Figure 8 Here, σ is a vertex in R3. Then our pointset P consists of a single vertex p, chosen
to avoid the affine hulls of pairs of (candidate) cofacets of σ (in this simple example, there is one
such plane to avoid). Notice that the resulting circle γσ does not contain a direction simultaneously
orthogonal to τ and τ ′; this would only occur if τ and τ ′ were colinear or if p were chosen to lie in
the purple plane, i.e., if all four vertices were coplanar. The arrows on γσ foreshadow our eventual
aim; it can be used to define a total radial order on the candidate cofacets of σ.

▶ Definition 14 (Candidate-Ordering Circle). Let K be a simplicial complex in Rd and
consider an i-simplex σ ⊆ K for which there exists some parameterized circle of directions,
γσ : [0, 2π)→ Rd, that is maximally perpendicular to σ. If every candidate vertex of σ has a
unique γσ-normal relative to σ, then we say γσ is candidate-ordering.

Since orders from different angular parameterizations are simply cyclic permutations of
each other, we generally do not specify the parameterization of a candidate-ordering circle.
Towards candidate-ordering circles, the following lemma shows that, for an simplex σ with
dimension i < d − 1, we can build a circle of directions γσ so that any direction in it is
perpendicular to at most two candidate cofacets of σ simultaneously, and such candidate
pairs share affine hulls.

▶ Lemma 15. Let K be a simplicial complex in Rd for d ≥ 2, and let σ ⊆ K be an i-simplex
with i < d− 1. Let Ci+1 denote the candidate cofacets of σ. If Ki ∪ Ci+1 is locally injective,
then a circle of directions γσ maximally perpendicular to σ exists so that whenever a direction
of γσ is normal to two candidate cofacets τ and τ ′ of σ, the affine hulls of τ and τ ′ are equal.

Proof. We show the existence of γσ constructively. First, suppose i = d− 2. Then γσ =⊥σ

is a maximally perpendicular circle, and the affine hulls of candidate cofacets of σ are (d− 1)-
planes normal to some direction in γσ. By Lemma 13, these planes contain at most two
candidate cofacets and the claim is satisfied.

Next, consider i < d − 2. Let τ and τ ′ be candidate cofacets of σ. Then aff(τ ∪ τ ′)
is (i + 2)-dimensional (if aff(τ) ̸= aff(τ ′)), or else is (i + 1)-dimensional (if aff(τ) = aff(τ ′)).
In particular, the arrangement of the planes aff(τ ∪ τ ′) for every pair of candidate cofacets τ

and τ ′ is less than d-dimensional. Then we can choose a set of d−i−2 points not contained in
this arrangement, which we denote P , in such a way so that aff(σ∪{P}) is (d−2)-dimensional.
Let γσ be the unique S1 of directions (maximally) perpendicular to aff(σ ∪ {P}).

Now, suppose there is some s ∈ γσ perpendicular to two candidate cofacets, σ ∪ {v}
and σ∪{v′}. That is, for all p ∈ σ∪{P}, we have s · v = s · v′ = s · p. Then σ∪{P}∪{v, v′}
is a set of (d− 1) + 2 = d + 1 points that all lie on the same (d− 1)-plane (normal to s). But
by construction, dim(aff(σ ∪ {P})) = d− 2, so it must be that aff(τ) = aff(τ ′). ◀

See Figure 8 for a low-dimensional illustration of the construction described above.
We combine Lemmas 13 and 15 to show that a candidate-ordering circle always exists.

▶ Lemma 16. Let K be a simplicial complex, let σ be an i-simplex for i ≤ d−1, and suppose
that K satisfies Assumption 2. Then there exists a candidate-ordering γσ.

Proof. We proceed with a constructive argument. If i = d− 1, then any candidate cofacets
of σ are contained in the same d-plane, and so, by Lemma 13, σ can have at most two
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candidate cofacets, contained on opposite sides of σ. Then, for any circle γσ of directions
maximally perpendicular to σ, the γσ-normal relative to σ of one candidate cofacet is γσ(0),
and that of the other is γσ(π); these are distinct, so the claim holds.

Next, suppose i < d− 1, and suppose that γσ ⊆⊥σ is the circle maximally perpendicular
to σ, constructed as in the proof of Lemma 15. Choose an angular parametrization of γσ

by [0, 2π). By Lemma 15, whenever a direction γσ(α) is orthogonal to multiple candidate
cofacets, they share affine hulls. By Lemma 13, such candidate cofacets lie on opposite sides
of σ, and can only come in pairs. Thus, such candidate cofacet pairs have opposite (and
distinct) γσ-normals relative to σ. Thus, γσ is a candidate-ordering circle for σ. ◀

In Section 6, we consider sweeping orders where, for each pair (σ, s), the direction s is
part of some candidate-ordering circle around σ. We call this special type of sweeping order
a candidate-ordering-compatible sweeping order. To show this type of order always exists, we
begin by establishing two helpful lemmas. The first serves as our eventual base case.

▶ Lemma 17 (Candidate-Ordering for All Vertices). Let K be a simplicial complex in Rd. Then
there is a circle of directions that is candidate-ordering for every vertex of K0 simultaneously.

Proof. First, consider the case d = 2. By Lemma 16, each vertex v ∈ K0 has some candidate-
ordering circle. Then the unique circle of directions is candidate-ordering, and the claim
is satisfied trivially. Suppose then that d > 2. Each triple of affinely independent vertices
defines a plane; let S ⊂ Sd−1 be the set of directions normal to such planes, formed by
considering all triples in K0. Since K0 is finite, so is S, and we can find some circle γ such
that γ ∩ S = ∅. We claim γ is candidate-ordering for all vertices.

Consider some v ∈ K0, and suppose, towards a contradiction, that γ is not candidate-
ordering for v. That is, when rotating around v by the circle γ, there are two candidate
vertices of v, which we call v1 and v2, that appear at the same “angle” around γ. In
particular, this means that, for some s ∈ γ, we have s · v = s · v1 = s · v2, but aff(v, v1, v2) is
two-dimensional. But then this s is normal to aff(v, v1, v2), i.e., s ∈ S, which contradicts our
assumption that γ is disjoint from S. ◀

Next, we observe that the candidate vertices of a simplex are also candidate vertices for
a facet of that simplex.

▶ Lemma 18. Let K be a simplicial complex in Rd, and, for 0 < i < d − 1 consider
an (i− 1)-simplex ρ ∈ K. Let σ be a cofacet of ρ. Then, if v ∈ K0 is a candidate vertex of σ,
it is also a candidate vertex of ρ.

Proof. Recall from Definition 11 that the simplices of Ki defined on σ∪{v} form the boundary
of an (i + 1)-simplex τ such that Ki ∪ τ is subcomplex of some simplicial complex K ′ that
satisfies Assumption 2, and possibly additional constraints. Note that the simplices defined
on σ∪{v} are a superset of the simplices defined on ρ∪{v}; in particular, simplices on ρ∪{v}
in Ki−1 form the boundary of an i-simplex σ′. Then Ki−1 ∪ {σ′} is also a subcomplex of K ′.
Therefore, v is also a candidate vertex for ρ. ◀

Finally, we are ready to prove Lemma 19.

▶ Lemma 19. Let K be a simplicial complex in Rd, and i ≤ d. Suppose that K is in general
position for (i′ + 1)-reconstruction, for all i′ ≤ i ≤ d− 1. Then a sweeping order ((σj , sj))ni

j=1
exists such that, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ ni, there is a candidate-ordering circle around σj that
contains sj.
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Proof. We claim that we can construct such a sweeping order by iteratively calling Algorithm 1
and specifically using candidate-ordering circles on Line 7 for each call. We proceed by
induction on i. Consider the base case i = 0. By Lemma 17 there exists some circle of
directions that is candidate-ordering for all vertices. Choosing some arbitrary direction s

from this circle on Line 2 in Algorithm 1 results in the sweeping sequence ((vj , s))n0
j=1, which

satisfies the claim.
Next, for some ℓ− 1 ≥ 0, suppose that ((ρj , sj))nℓ−1

j=1 is a sweeping order for Kℓ−1, where
every sj is part of a candidate-ordering circle γj around ρj , and where we specifically rotate
around γj in Line 7 to order cofacets of ρj . Suppose that we compute a sweeping sequence
for Kℓ using ((ρj , sj))nℓ−1

j=1 as input to Algorithm 1. Let (σ, s) be an arbitrary term of the
output, and suppose that it is output in the iteration of Line 6 that corresponds to (ρk, sk).
Then ρk is the first (ℓ − 1)-simplex in the sweeping order for Kℓ−1 that contains σ as a
cofacet. Furthermore, γk used on Line 7 is candidate-ordering for ρk and s ∈ γk.

Because σ was chosen arbitrarily, it suffices to show that there exists a (maximally
perpendicular) candidate-ordering circle around σ that contains s. Assume without loss
of generality that γ is a maximally perpendicular circle that contains s and minimizes the
number of candidate pairs that have the same γ-normal relative to σ.

If ℓ = d− 1, any maximally perpendicular circle contains the two directions normal to σ,
so the two possible candidate cofacets of σ would be assigned unique γ-normals, i.e., γ is
candidate-ordering. Similarly, if ℓ = d− 2, γ is the unique maximally perpendicular circle
to σ, and so by Lemma 19, it is candidate-ordering.

Suppose then, that ℓ < d−2; note that this implies that ⊥σ is at least a two-sphere, and so,
contains an uncountable number of maximally perpendicular (sub-)circles. Suppose, towards
a contradiction, that γ is not candidate-ordering for σ. Then there exist two candidate
vertices for σ, v1 and v2, that have the same γ-normal γ(t) relative to σ. First, consider the
case that γ(t) is not s or −s. Because ℓ < d − 2, there exists some direction s′ /∈ {s,−s},
that is perpendicular to aff(σ), but not perpendicular to aff(σ ∪ {v1, v2}). Note that there
is a unique circle perpendicular to σ that contains s, −s, and s′, which we denote by γ′.
The circles γ and γ′ both lie in the space of circles through s and −s that are maximally
perpendicular to σ, and this space is parameterized by the equator of ⊥σ with s and −s

as poles. Consider rotating γ infinitesimally towards γ′ along a geodesic in this space. We
claim that such a rotation results in another maximally perpendicular circle, γ′′, such that
no additional pairs of candidates get the same γ′′-normal, but v1 and v2 no longer have the
same γ′′-normal. If not, all circles along the geodesic of rotation would assign the same
normal to v1 and v2, which we know is not the case by construction of γ′. Thus, γ did not
minimize the number of candidate pairs with the same γ-normal. Hence, whenever v1 and v2
have the same γ-normal, their γ-normal is s or −s.

In that case, the s-coordinates of σ, v1, and v2 are equal. If aff(σ ∪ {v1}) = aff(σ ∪ {v2}),
then by Lemma 13, v1 and v2 lie on “opposite sides” of σ and would have received distinct
γ-normals; namely, s and −s. Therefore, aff(σ∪{v1}) ̸= aff(σ∪{v2}). By Lemma 18, we know
that v1 and v2 are also candidate vertices for ρk. Since ρk is a facet of σ, the s-coordinates
of σ and ρk are equal, and hence the s-coordinates of ρk, v1, and v2 are equal. However,
note that aff(ρk ∪ {v1}) ̸= aff(ρk ∪ {v2}), so the two candidates would be assigned the
same γk-angle relative to ρk. This contradicts our assumption that γk was candidate-ordering
for ρk. The claim now follows by induction. ◀

As an immediate consequence of the proof of this Lemma 19, we see that computing this
particular type of sweeping order via Algorithm 1 is possible.
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▶ Corollary 20. If we input a candidate-ordering-compatible sweeping order to Algorithm 1,
the output is also candidate-ordering-compatible.

6 Application to Simplicial Complex Reconstruction

In this section, we give details of an application where the properties of our sweeping order
are central, namely, extending the edge reconstruction algorithm of [11] to simplicial complex
reconstruction. Just as in [11], we sweep through i-simplices, finding all cofacets above a
given i-simplex at each step, and maintaining that all cofacets below have already been found.
We iterate the process of reconstructing Ki+1 from Ki until we have reconstructed K.

6.1 Finding Cofacets above a Single i-Simplex
First, we discuss our central subroutine; identifying all cofacets of and above a single i-
simplex σ, supposing that all cofacets of and below σ have already been found, and where
“above” and “below” are with respect to some direction perpendicular to σ. Justifying that
we can complete this step of reconstruction with a near copy of the algorithm given in [11] is
a primary goal of this section. Our main tool is the following function, which counts cofacets
of a simplex in the halfspace below the simplex with respect to some direction.

▶ Definition 21 (Indegree). Given σ, some simplex of a simplicial complex K, and s ∈⊥σ,
Indeg(σ, s) returns the number of cofacets of σ that have a vertex strictly below σ with respect
to direction s. That is, Indeg(σ, s) = |cof<s (σ)|.

For now, we assume Indeg(σ, s) as a well-defined subroutine; we provide further discussion
about its actual existing implementations and corresponding limitations in Appendix A.

Our method to find cofacets of and above a particular i-simplex is essentially identical
to the method to find edges adjacent to and above a particular vertex in [11, Algorithm
2], so we begin with a short summary. The reader may be aided by Figure 9. Informally,
the algorithm considers a central vertex v, whose adjacent edges in some lower halfspace
are known, but for which its adjacent edges in the upper halfspace are unknown, where
“above” and “below” are with respect to a fixed direction, s. The algorithm maintains a
partition of the upper halfspace into edge arc objects, which correspond to a wedge-shaped
region and contain a list of the radially sorted candidate vertices contained in the region,
as well as the number of actual cofacets (edges). We initialize the first edge arc to be the
entire upper halfspace; computing Indegree(v,−s) gives us the correct number of actual

Figure 9 The first few steps of UpEdges, or, if σ is a more general simplex, the first few steps of
UpCofacets. We initialize the first arc as the entire upper halfplane (left). We find the indegree
of σ in direction −s is two, but we don’t yet know which pair of v1, v2, or v3 are part of these two
cofacets of σ. Next, we use a direction s′ that divides the set of candidate vertices above σ in half
(right). The indegree of σ in direction s′ is two, but since we know σ ∪ {v4} is a cofacet of σ, we
know there is exactly one cofacet in the blue arc. Since there is only one candidate vertex in this arc,
we know that σ ∪ {v3} is a cofacet of σ. Next, we would process the green arc in a similar manner.
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cofacets of v (i.e., |cof≥s (v)|). We then begin a binary search through the radially sorted
candidate vertices in the upper halfspace. Choosing a direction s′ for which half the candidate
vertices are above v and half are below, we split the initial edge arc object in half, using
given angle information to avoid choosing some s′ that causes a candidate vertex and v to
have the same s′-coordinate. The indegree query Indegree(σ, s′) may now also count edges
in cof<s (σ), but since these edges are known, we subtract them from the indegree count to
obtain the correct count of actual cofacets of v in this new edge arc. We continue splitting
edge arcs in half, until the number of candidate vertices matches the number of cofacets of v.
In this way, we identify all edges of cof≥s (σ).

The following lemma asserts the correctness of [11, Algorithm 2].

▶ Lemma 22 (Adapted [11, Theorem 8]). Let K be a simplicial complex, v be a vertex of K,
let V be the set of candidate vertices above v with respect to some direction s, totally radially
ordered by a candidate-ordering circle containing s, and let θ denote the minimum nonzero
angle between any three vertices in K0. Then UpEdges(v, V, cof<s (σ), θ,−) = cof≥s (v).

We emphasize that having a known lower halfspace is a crucial condition. Rotating the
query halfspace may change the count, and we must be able to distinguish changes to the
count arising from the candidate cofacets above σ from that from candidate cofacets below.

Note that the last input to UpEdges is left blank in Lemma 22. In the original setting, this
input is a verbose persistence diagram used to compute indegree. However, we are supposing
indegree is a well-defined subroutine and are not yet concerned with its actual calculation.
This difference in perspective also results in slightly different general position assumptions
taken between the current paper and [11]. Note that our definition of indegree (Definition 21)
gives us a count of cofacets in a closed halfspace; our more general perspective allows us
to avoid restrictions on other vertices having the same s-coordinate as v, and allows us
output cofacets of v in the closed halfspace above v. See Appendix A.1 for a more thorough
discussion on how actual implementations of indegree impact general position requirements.

Finally, the algorithm UpEdges in [11] discusses a clockwise ordering of candidate vertices.
This is to clarify sidedness, but is otherwise taken without loss of generality; we therefore
proceed without referencing clockwise or counterclockwise.

We are now ready to generalize UpEdges and define our routine for computing the cofacets
above an i-simplex. Given an i-simplex with i < d − 1, and a candidate-ordering circle,
the corresponding radial ordering of candidate cofacets behaves nearly identically to the

Figure 10 Projecting σ and its candidate cofacets to the plane containing a candidate-ordering
circle γσ results in a star graph with the image of σ at the center, and the order of candidate vertices
in the image remains unchanged. Note that σ ∪ {v2} is not an actual cofacet of σ; then, despite
appearing as an edge in the projection, it would never contribute to an indegree count, as indegree
only counts actual cofacets. It is also possible that an (i + 1)-simplex τ is attached to σ, but is not
a cofacet of σ (not pictured). Again, despite corresponding to edge(s) in the projection, τ does not
contribute to the indegree of σ, nor even as a candidate cofacet, and is essentially ignored.
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radial ordering of edges adjacent to some central vertex. Figure 10 highlights this connection.
For i = d − 1, we can no longer rotate around the simplex, but a simple indegree check
confirms the existence or absence of an upper cofacet.

Algorithm 2 For an i-simplex σ ∈ K and direction s, UpCofacets(σ, s, γσ, V, cof<
s (σ), θ) com-

putes cof≥
s (σ), where γσ is a candidate-ordering circle containing s, V are the candidate vertices of

and above σ (ordered by γσ), and θ is the minimum nonzero angle between any three vertices of K0.

1 procedure UpCofacets(σ, s, γσ, V, cof<s (σ), θ)
2 if i < d− 1 then
3 return UpEdges(σ, V, cof<s (σ), θ,−), using indegree is as in Definition 21, and

the radial order induced by γσ

4 if i = d− 1 then
5 return ∅ if Indegree(σ,−s) = 0 or σ ∪ {V } if Indegree(σ,−s) = 1

▶ Lemma 23. For σ, an i-simplex of a simplicial complex K, γσ, a candidate-ordering
circle and, cof<s (σ) for some s ∈ γ, and V , the set of candidate vertices above σ radially
ordered by γ, and θ, the minimum nonzero angle between any three vertices of K0, we have
UpCofacets(σ, s, γ, V, cof<s (σ), θ) = cof≥s (σ). That is, Algorithm 2 is correct.

Proof. For i < d− 1, we simply run UpEdges on Line 3, and the proof is a straightforward
adaptation of [11, Theorem 8]. For i = d− 1, by Lemma 13, at most one candidate vertex v

may lie above σ, i.e., V is either empty, or a single vertex. If there is no actual cofacet
above σ, then Indegree(σ,−s) = 0, and we correctly return ∅ on Line 5. If there actually is
a cofacet above σ, then Indegree(σ,−s) = 1, and we correctly return σ∪{V } = σ∪{v}. ◀

6.2 Reconstructing K

By processing i-simplices in a sweeping order, Algorithm 3 reconstructs Ki+1.

Algorithm 3 ReconstructNext(Ki, SOi), for a candidate-ordering-compatible sweeping se-
quence, SOi, computes Ki+1.

1 procedure ReconstructNext(Ki, SOi)
2 θ ← minimum nonzero angle between any three vertices in K0
3 Found ← {}
4 for (σ, s) in SOi do
5 γσ ← candidate-ordering circle that contains s

6 UpVerts ← array of candidate vertices v for σ with v · s ≥ σ · s, ordered by γσ

7 C ← array of cofacets of σ contained in Found with a vertex below σ, sorted
around σ in the radial order induced by γσ

8 Found = Found ∪ UpCofacets(σ, s, γσ, UpVerts, C, θ)
9 return Ki ∪ Found

▶ Lemma 24. Algorithm 3 is correct. That is, ReconstructNext(Ki, SOi) = Ki+1.

Proof. We claim that the loop in Lines 4–8 satisfies the following invariant: entering
iteration j, the list Found contains all cofacets of any previously processed i-simplices. This
is initially trivially true, since we enter the loop after initializing Found to empty on Line 3.

Next, suppose that this loop invariant is true when entering iteration j for some 1 ≤ j < ni,
and denote the pair indexing iteration j by (σj , sj). That is, for each h < j, we have
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cof(σh) ⊆ Found. Since the i-simplices are processed according to the sweeping order, the
direction sj is perpendicular to σj by Property 1 of Definition 5, so cof<sj

(σj) is well-defined.
Furthermore, by Property 3 of Definition 5, all cofacets of σj contained in cof<sj

(σj) are cofacets
of i-simplices that appeared earlier in the sweeping order. By assumption, such (i+1)-simplices
are already recorded in Found, meaning that cof<sj

(σj) ⊆ Found. In particular, on line Line 7,
we have C = cof<sj

(σj). Then by Lemma 23, calling UpCofacets(σj , sj , γσj , C, θ) on Line 8,
correctly returns cof≥sj

(σj). Adding this to Found means that, entering iteration j + 1, all
cofaces of previously processed i-simplices are in Found, maintaining the invariant.

By Property 2 of Definition 5, all i-simplices appear exactly once in SOi, so the loop
iterates over all i-simplices in K. Since each (i + 1)-simplex is necessarily a cofacet of
some i-simplex, when the loop terminates, all (i + 1)-simplices have been found. ◀

Finally, we present Algorithm 4, which reconstructs K given the vertex set K0.

Algorithm 4 ReconstructAll(K0) computes K, satisfying Assumption 2 for all i < dim(K).

1 procedure ReconstructAll(K0)
2 SO0 ← Order(K0), computed to be candidate-ordering-compatible
3 i← 0
4 while Ki has i-simplices do
5 i← i + 1
6 Ki ← ReconstructNext(Ki−1, SOi−1)
7 SOi ← Order(Ki, SOi−1), choosing a candidate-ordering γρ on Line 7
8 return Ki

▶ Lemma 25. Algorithm 4 is correct. That is, ReconstructAll(K0) = K.

Proof. We claim the loop in Lines 4–7 satisfies the following invariant: entering iteration i,
we know Ki−1 as well as a sweeping order for Ki−1. Since the vertex set is taken as input,
we know K0 initially. In Line 2, we call Order(K0), which, by Theorem 10, computes a
sweeping order for K0. Thus, the loop invariant holds before entering the loop. Now suppose
this invariant is true when entering iteration j for some j ≥ 1. That is, we know Kj−1 and a
sweeping order for Kj−1, which we use as inputs in the call to ReconstructNext. on Line 6.
By Lemma 24, this produces Kj . Finally on Line 7, we use Order (Algorithm 1) to compute
a sweeping order for Kj , which, again, is correct by Theorem 10. Thus, the loop invariant
holds. Since K is a finite simplicial complex, index i will eventually reach dim(K). At this
point, the i-skeleton Ki equals the full simplicial complex K. When we set i = dim(K) + 1
in Line 5, there are no i-simplices to find or order, so the output on Lines 6 and 7 is empty.
Thus, we exit the loop and correctly return Ki = K. ◀

We now consider the special case where the to-be-reconstructed complex K is known to be
embedded. In that case, there are no (d + 1)-dimensional simplices, and we can terminate the
loop of Line 4 after constructing Kd (and before constructing SOd). Whenever the algorithm
computes SOi, we have i < d, so Assumption 1 is automatically satisfied. Assumption 2 is
satisfied for candidates of embedded complexes by Observation 12. Theorem 26 follows.

▶ Theorem 26. Let K be an embedded simplicial complex. There is an algorithm that under
the promise that K is embedded, can reconstruct K using indegree.
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7 Discussion

We note a possible improvement to our reconstruction procedure; in Algorithm 2, we search
through all candidate vertices of σ in an upper half space. However, in practice, some of
these candidate vertices may be part of cofacets of σ that were already computed at an
earlier step (a statement that applies to higher-dimensional simplices, but not a standard
single-direction sweep through vertices). It would be more efficient to only consider candidate
vertices in the upper halfspace that do not already correspond to known cofacets of σ. We
did not include this in Algorithm 2, so as to keep the connection to the central algorithm
of [11] more explicit, but this adaptation would be fairly straightforward.

We defined sweeping orders with the particular motivation of simplicial complex recon-
struction, but we note that Algorithm 1 could be adapted to order objects with a more
general cell-structure. In particular, we expect that Algorithm 1 can be adapted to order
faces of hyperplane arrangements. With such an order, we are curious what other traditional
sweepline algorithms could be adapted to higher-dimensional generalizations.
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A Connections to Directional Transforms

The persistent homology transform (PHT) and Euler characteristic transform (ECT), first
defined in [26], map a geometric simplicial complex K to the set of persistence diagrams or
Euler characteristic functions, respectively, corresponding to lower-star/sublevel set filtrations
of K in each direction. In [26, 15], we see that such sets (parameterized by the sphere of
directions) uniquely correspond to K; that is, they are faithful. In [18], we see conditions for
the faithfulness of the quadratic ECT, which replaces the hyperplane sweeps used in sublevel
set filtrations with quadratic hypersurfaces. Directional transforms can be useful in shape
classification applications, see, e.g., [5, 26, 19, 4, 17, 21, 1]. Such applications necessarily use
a discretization of the directional transform, i.e., a finte set of descriptors corresponding to a
finite sample of the parameterizing directions. Finding finite sets of directional topological
descriptors from which a simplicial complex can still be reconstructed has been explored in
several contexts [2, 3, 4, 6, 23, 11, 10]. In particular, this is the perspective taken by [11];
since indegree is computable using information contained in verbose persistence diagrams,
the sweep algorithm for edge reconstruction produces a set of directions for which the
corresponding discretization of the verbose PHT is faithful.

Verbose topological descriptors are, roughly speaking, a record of how topological invari-
ants change during a filtration, where we note the effects of adding a single simplex at a
time, even if multiple simplices are added at a single parameter value. This varies from the
more traditional concise topological descriptors, which only consider the coarse information
of how the topological invariants change for each subcomplex of the filtration. Note that
for an index filtration (where each simplex appears at a distinct parameter value), verbose
and concise topological descriptors are equivalent. Also note that verbose and concise are
sometimes called augmented and non-augmented, respectively.

If we choose to record homology, Betti number, or Euler characteristic, the resulting
topological descriptor is the (verbose/concise) persistence diagram, Betti function, or Euler
characteristic function, respectively. While precise definitions of these functions are not
necessary for our discussion, we refer the reader to [12, Section 3 and Appendix A] for a
more careful treatment.

A.1 Indegree from Verbose Persistence Diagrams and Betti Functions
We note that the definition of indegree given in [11, Def. 3] is restricted to vertices and edges
(a special case of our definition), and the definition of k-indegree given in [10, Def. 21] allows
us to choose the dimension of cofaces to count (a generalization of our definition).

In the case of verbose persistence diagrams and (with trivial adaptations) verbose Betti
functions, we can immediately determine the number of (i + 1)-simplices that appear at the
height of σ. From a single diagram corresponding to the direction in question, we simply
count the number of i-dimensional points whose birth height is the same as the height of σ

plus the number of (i + 1)-dimensional deaths whose birth height is the height of σ; this
total is the number of (i + 1)-simplices that appear at the height of σ (see, e.g., [10, Lemma
11]). However, this count may be more than the actual indegree of σ, since (i + 1)-simplices
that are not cofacets of σ may have their highest vertex at the height of σ.

In [10, Alg. 1], such extra simplices that are “attached” to a proper face of σ are eliminated
from the count by recursively finding the number of (i + 1)-simplices adjacent to faces of σ,
beginning with σ itself, then with (i−1)-dimensional faces of σ, then with (i−2)-dimensional
faces, and so on. Through an inclusion-exclusion computation, these totals are added and
subtracted to obtain the true indegree of σ. This operation is limited to computing indegree
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in directions s that isolate σ in a hyperplane normal to s, and also requires various tilts to
isolate subsets of vertices. Thus, for this implementation of indegree, we require the following
general position assumption.

▶ Assumption 3 (General Position for Indegree from Verbose Descriptors). Let K be a simplicial
complex in Rd. To compute indegree using verbose persistence diagrams (or verbose Betti
functions) using the methods of [10], we require every collection of i vertices for 1 ≤ i < d to
be affinely independent.

The specifics of actually computing indegree using verbose persistence diagrams or verbose
Betti functions mean that, in practice, computing indegree in a single direction requires
verbose descriptors for filtrations from multiple directions.

▶ Lemma 27 (Complexity of Computing Indegree). Let σ ∈ K be an i-simplex, and suppose
that s ∈ Sd−1 is perpendicular to σ, and no other vertices of K have the same s-coordinate
as σ. Then the indegree of σ with respect to s can be computed using 2i+1 − 1 verbose
persistence diagrams or verbose Betti functions.

The proof combines ideas from Algorithm 1 and Theorem 39 of [10].

A.2 Challenges Computing Indegree with other Descriptor Types
As detailed in [10], if we choose to use verbose Euler characteristic functions rather than
verbose persistence diagrams or verbose Betti functions, we can no longer compute indegree.
Instead, we can only compute even-/odd-degree, or the number of even- (odd-) dimensional
cofaces of and “below” a given simplex. While mild adaptations to the reconstruction
algorithm of [10] allows for this alternate type of query in the reconstruction process, our
radial search algorithm (Algorithm 2) unavoidably relies on knowing the dimension of a
coface. Namely, if the number of, e.g., even-dimensional cofaces of a given i-simplex σ in
some cofacet arc matches the number we might expect if all candidates were true cofacets
of σ, we still cannot guarantee that all candidates are true cofacets of σ, since lower (or
higher) dimensional cofaces may also contribute to this count.

We are not aware of any methods to compute indegree using concise descriptors, other
than reconstructing the entirety of K using other methods, and using this information to
report indegree (which rather defeats the purpose). Development of such a method seems
unlikely. In various senses, concise descriptors have been shown to be weaker than their
verbose counterparts [12, 29, 22]. In particular, concise descriptors are sensitive to the
“flatness” of a simplicial complex, or how close to affinely-dependent any subset of vertices is.
Existing bounds on the size of faithful discretizations of consise directional transforms bound
this flatness [6], and without such a bound, there are strict requirements on what directions
are necessary [12, Corollary 1].

A.3 Connecting Reconstruction Algorithms to Faithful Discretizations
If a set of topological descriptors can be used to reconstruct a simplicial complex, it is a
faithful set. Therefore, if we consider the set of topological descriptors that would be used
to perform all our indegree queries (along with a set to reconstruct K0), we would arrive
at a faithful discretization of the associated directional transform, i.e., either the verbose
persistent homology transform or the verbose Betti function transform.

In Section 6, we take a similar perspective as [11, 3]; namely, given no initial information
about a simplicial complex K other than general position and possibly K0, we then aim to
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reconstruct K using indegree queries. This perspective is fundamentally different from [10],
which, using total information about K, defines a set of directions from which K could be
reconstructed (i.e., corresponding to a faithful discretization of the associated topological
transform). Using initial knowledge of K to define the direction set allows [10] to lessen the
impact of unnecessary “exploratory” queries. In particular, when reconstructing Ki+1 given
Ki, the reconstruction algorithm of [10] certifies the presence of each (i + 1)-simplex, and
since the total number of (i + 1)-simplices can be read off any single diagram, there is no
need to test remaining candidates that are not true (i + 1)-simplices.

Since we assume no initial knowledge of K, unlike [10], we don’t know where to look in
order to certify only the true (i+1)-simplices; we inevitably encounter and test candidate (i+1)-
simplices that are not in Ki+1. While this results in “extra” queries from the perspective of
purely building a finite faithful set of directions, it is necessary for our framework.
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