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Abstract—The aim of this paper is to propose a novel frame-
work to infer the sheaf Laplacian, including the topology of a
graph and the restriction maps, from a set of data observed over
the nodes of a graph. The proposed method is based on sheaf
theory, which represents an important generalization of graph
signal processing. The learning problem aims to find the sheaf
Laplacian that minimizes the total variation of the observed data,
where the variation over each edge is also locally minimized
by optimizing the associated restriction maps. Compared to
alternative methods based on semidefinite programming, our
solution is significantly more numerically efficient, as all its
fundamental steps are resolved in closed form. The method is
numerically tested on data consisting of vectors defined over
subspaces of varying dimensions at each node. We demonstrate
how the resulting graph is influenced by two key factors: the
cross-correlation and the dimensionality difference of the data
residing on the graph’s nodes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Graph representation learning and graph signal processing
(GSP) have gained significant attention in recent years due
to their ability to effectively model and interpret pairwise
relationships inherent in structured data [2]. The generalization
to higher order combinatorial structures, such as simplicial and
cell complexes was also proposed in [3] and [4], to account for
higher order interactions and handle signals defined over sets
of any order (not only nodes of a graph). Representing data
over non-Euclidean spaces has become particularly relevant in
machine learning, where a fundamental assumption is that the
input high-dimensional data typically lie on an intrinsically
low-dimensional Riemannian manifold. A principled way to
extract information from the data passes then through the
estimation of the manifold, as suggested in [5]. More recently,
the design of convolutional filters accounting for the manifold’s
geometric structure was propposed in [6]. Prototypical exam-
ples of problems include data alignment and synchronization
[7], where the decisional problem of establishing relations is
deeply intertwined with the operational mechanism of linking
locally defined observations in a meaningful way.

Notwithstanding the success of GSP, the field can still have
a fundamental boost by the application of sheaf theory to
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signal processing and learning, as already proposed in [8].
Sheaf theory provides a powerful and flexible tool for modeling
data defined on topological spaces and living on very general
spaces, such as vector spaces, groups or sets [9]. In a nutshell,
sheaf theory builds on two fundamental building blocks: the
definition of a topological space, as a formal way to capture
neighborhood relations, and the assignment of a space to each
element (open set) of the topological space, satisfying some
kind of continuity relation between neighbor elements, in a
very general form. Within sheaf theory, the sheaf Laplacian
operator extends the classical notion of the discrete Hodge
Laplacian defined over cell complexes and it represents a
key operator to extract global properties from local relations.
The inference of the sheaf Laplacian from empirical data
is then a crucial step in applying sheaf-theoretic tools to
practical problems. Cellular sheaves not only address these
problems effectively but also encompass and generalize graph
and topological signal processing as specific cases.

Motivation and Related Works. We focus on cellular
sheaves valued on vector spaces, to exploit the rich alge-
braic structure that can be associated with cell complexes.
Specifically, cellular sheaves consist in the assignment of a
vector space to each cell (nodes and edges in the graph
case) and the definition of relationships between these vec-
tor spaces expressed as linear transformations. Within this
framework, the sheaf Laplacian encapsulates both the geo-
metric and topological perspectives. This extension provides
the foundation for a spectral theory that underpins many
applications of cellular sheaves. Key contributions in this
area include modeling opinion dynamics in social networks
[10], enabling distributed optimization through homological
programming [11], knowledge graph representation learning
[12] and designing advanced deep neural architectures that
generalize message-passing networks [13]. Our work focuses
on learning the sheaf Laplacian and the most relevant paper in
this area is [14], where the authors considered the problem of
learning the sheaf laplacian from a set of data observed over
the nodes of a graph, in order to minimize the total variation,
generalizing the graph-based inferential procedure of [15] to
cellular sheaves.

Contributions. In this work, hinging on the algebraic struc-
ture of a graph cellular sheaf, we propose an algorithm to
learn, jointly, the topology of the graph concurrently with
the restriction maps associated to each edge, up to a rotation
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matrix, in order to minimize the total variation over the
graph. The method extends the approach proposed in [16],
incorporating the optimization of the restriction maps that
minimize the variation along each edge. We start extracting
a compact representation of the data and then we infer the
structure of the graph, using a generalized notion of distance
between the spaces living on the nodes of the graph, optimizing
the restriction maps on each edge, up to a rotation matrix.
We show how this distance comes to depend only on the
correlation between data living on different nodes and on the
dimension of the vector spaces, rather than on their specific
structure. The method is numerically efficient because all the
basic steps are obtained in closed form. We assess our proposed
strategy on synthetic data to check the validity of our approach,
showing the potentials with respect to standard graph-based
methods that do not optimize over the restriction maps.

II. BACKGROUND

In this section, we review some basic notions of cellular
sheaves theory. We assume that the data are defined over a cell
complex. The general definition for a cellular sheaf involves
the introduction of a face incidence poset PX (the partial
ordered set of inclusion relations between cells) of a regular
cell complex X and a category forming the spaces of data to
be assigned to X . The formal definition is [9]:

Definition 1 (Cellular Sheaves). A cellular sheaf valued in a
category C on a regular cell complex X is a covariant functor
F : PX → C.

In particular, we consider the category C = Vect of vector
spaces, such that the sheaf as a functor is specficied by:

• A vector space F(σ),∀σ ∈ X ,
• A morphism Fσ◁τ : F(σ) → F(τ) for each incidence

σ ◁ τ (which for C = Vect is a linear transformation)
satisfying the functiorality condition that if σ ◁ τ ◁ ξ,
then Fσ◁ξ = Fσ◁τ ◦ Fτ◁ξ

Since a graph is a specific case of a regular cell complex
where the only incidence relation is the node-edge one, the
definition further simplifies into:

Definition 2 (Sheaves on Graphs). Given a graph G(V,E), a
cellular sheaf of vector spaces on the graph (G,F) consists
of:

1) A vector space F(v) for each v ∈ V ;
2) A vector space F(e) for each e ∈ E;
3) A linear map Fv◁e : F(v) → F(e) for each attachment

v ◁ e of a higher dimensional cell (edge) e to a lower
dimensional cell (vertex) v, called a restriction map

The vector spaces defined over each node F(v) and over
each edge F(e) are called stalks. Two important vector spaces
can be defined via direct sum of the stalks defined over nodes
and edges respectively:

• The space of 0-cochains C0(G,F) =
⊕

v∈V F(v)
• The space of 1-cochains C1(G,F) =

⊕
e∈E F(e)

When considering a vector-valued sheaf, we may view a vector
x ∈ C0(G,F) as a concatenation of all the vectors locally

observed over nodes: for the purposes of our work, we define
our procedure starting from globally observed data belonging
to C0(G,F).

The global sections space H0(G,F) is a linear subspace
of C0(G,F) consisting of all the 0-cochains satisfying local
consistency relationship for each incidency relation: it is the
kernel of the coboundary map δ : C0(G,F) → C1(G,F),
being a linear operator acting block-wise on the 0-cochains as
follows:

δ(x)e = Fu◁exu −Fv◁exv (1)

Similarly to how we derive the graph Laplacian from the
incidence matrix, we can define the sheaf incidence and the
sheaf Laplacian from the coboundary map. As with graphs, to
define the sheaf incidence, we need to define an orientation for
each edge. Without loss of generality, denoting by V and E
the number of nodes and edges in the graph, respectively, and
assuming the stalks associated to each node and each edge to
have dimension d, the sheaf incidence matrix is a block matrix
of dimension dV × dE, whose blocks are d× d and are built
as follows:

BF (u, e) =


−Fu◁e if node u is on the tail of edge e;

Fu◁e if node u is on the head of edge e;

0 elsewhere.
(2)

with u = 1, . . . , V , and e = 1, . . . , E, such that B1
F = δT .

Definition 3 (Sheaf laplacian). The sheaf laplacian is a linear
operator LF = δT δ : C0(G,F) → C0(G,F) such that:

(LF )uu =
∑
e:u◁e

FT
u◁eFu◁e (3)

(LF )uv = −FT
u◁(u,v)Fv◁(u,v). (4)

The sheaf Laplacian is a matrix that captures both the com-
binatorial structure of the graph and the geometric properties
imparted by the sheaf. Its block structure reflects the sparsity
pattern of the underlying graph, while the interaction between
stalks is encoded through the restriction maps provided by the
sheaf. This structure subsumes the classic graph as a specific
case called constant sheaf, where each stalk is R and each map
is the identity map. This motivates the interest towards spectral
sheaf theory as a generalization of graph spectral theory. The
most relevant result in this sense connects the space of global
sections to the spectrum of the sheaf Laplacian:

Theorem 1 (Hodge Theorem). For F a sheaf on a graph G
as above,

H0(G;F) = kerLF .

Hence, for a sheaf (G,F), where G = (V,E) is a graph
and F is a sheaf over G, the quadratic form associated with
the sheaf Laplacian LF , given by

xTLFx = ⟨x, LFx⟩,

where x is a 0-cochain, serves as a measure of the smoothness
of the signal x over (G,F). Specifically, the term xTLFx
quantifies the extent to which x is consistent with the restric-
tion maps defined by the sheaf:
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• If xTLFx is small, it indicates that x is nearly a global
section of the sheaf, meaning that the values assigned
by x to the stalks align well under the restriction maps
along the edges of G.

• Conversely, a large value of xTLFx suggests significant
discrepancies between the values assigned to adjacent
nodes, as propagated through the restriction maps.

Being a positive semi-definite matrix by construction, the
sheaf Laplacian induces a semi-inner product ⟨x, LFx⟩ that,
in turn, defines a notion of semi-distance between the signal
x and the space of global sections of the sheaf (G,F). This
semi-distance reflects how far the signal is from satisfying the
consistency conditions imposed by the sheaf’s structure.

III. THE GLOBAL PROBLEM

In classic graph representation learning, the notion of con-
sistency embedded in the graph Laplacian is the starting point
to define learning algorithms aimed to minimize the total
variation of the observed signals X ∈ R|V |×N , where N is
the number of snapshots, over the graph:

min
L∈L

tr(XTLX) + f(L) (5)

where f(L) is a regularizer encouraging some desiderata for
the retrieved network in terms of connectivity and sparsity, and
L is a proper convex cone of graph Laplacians. Inspired by this
approach and by the work in [15], the authors in [14] proposed
a Symmetric Positive Semi Definite (SPSD) programming
formulation for the sheaf Laplacian learning problem based
on observed 0-co-chains X ∈ Rd|V |×N , assuming that all node
stalks have the same dimension d.

This formulation inherits the elegance and the structuring of
SPSD programming and graph learning, but the graph sheaf
Laplacian operator does not provide enough information to
extract the isomorphism class of the sheaf itself. In other words
this means that learning the sheaf Laplacian does not allow us
to specify (G,F) well enough in terms of the restriction maps
acting along each edge.

Our proposal aims to estimate directly the restriction maps
Fu◁e and Fv◁e associated to each edge, by rewriting the total
variation as:

tr
(
XTLFX

)
= tr

(
XTBFB

T
FX

)
(6)

=
∑
e∈E

∥Fu◁eXu −Fv◁eXv∥2F (7)

Extending the approach proposed in [16], we formulate the
inference problem as the minimization of the total variation
with respect to all the restriction maps and to a set of binary
decision variables, one for each possible edge, used to decide
whether an edge is present or not. The cardinality E0 of the
edge set is assumed to be a priori known. In practice this
number is not known and it has to be computed through cross
validation. We also need to impose a constraint on the set of
feasible restriction maps F , to avoid the trivial solution.

min
{Fu◁e,Fv◁e,ae}e∈E

∑
e∈E ae||Fu◁eXu −Fv◁eXv ||2

||a||0 = E0;Fu◁e and Fv◁e ∈ F
ae ∈ {0, 1}, ∀e ∈ E

Despite being a combinatorial problem, its solution can be
easily found in a closed form. In particular:
• Compute the solution for the local problem Pe on each

of the possible connections e ∈ E ;
• Sort the set E according to the value of the objective

function for Pe;
• Set ae = 1 for the first E0 retrieved edges, ae = 0 for

all the others.
With this approach, the space complexity of each local problem
Pe is O(d2) if we assume the same dimension d on each
stalk, while the required full enumeration of all the connections
makes its overall complexity O(V 2d2), but the decomposition
may enable parallelization and distribution of the workload.

Before solving the local problem, we apply a denoising step
to the observed data by representing the data set over a known
dictionary D and searching for the sparse set of coefficient
Su, on each node u, that minimizes the following objective
function

min
Su

V∑
u=1

∥Xu −DSu∥2F + α
V∑

u=1

∥Su∥2,1, (8)

where we use the ℓ2,1-norm to promote block sparsity along
the rows of the matrices Su. We denote by DuSu the compact
representation found on each node u. In general, after this
denoising step, the signal on each node lives in a subspace of
dimension du that may be different for each node.

IV. THE LOCAL PROBLEMS

The feasible set to be used in the search of the restriction
maps in the global problem can be chosen in different ways.
A possibility that is theoretically plausible and gives rise to
a simple solution is that of assuming the restriction maps to
be orthonormal. In this way, the restriction maps represent
isometries. The local problem, to be solved for each potential
edge is then:

min
{Fu◁e,Fv◁e}

||Fu◁eDuSu −Fv◁eDvSv||2

FT
u◁eFu◁e = I

FT
v◁eFv◁e = I

Clearly, the solution can be found only up to a rotation matrix.
Hence we can equivalently recast the problem by searching for
a single rotation matrix Fu◁e, while setting the other matrix
to be the identity matrix, i.e. Fv◁e = I. The local problem is
then: {

min
Fu◁e

||Fu◁eDuSu −DvSv||2

FT
u◁eFu◁e = I

This problem can be solved as an orthogonal Procrustes
problem, so that each local problem can be solved in closed
form solutions via singular value decomposition.

More specifically, expanding the squared norm, we get:

||Fu◁eDuSu −DvSv||2 =

tr{(Fu◁eDuSu −DvSv)(Fu◁eDuSu −DvSv)
T }
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= tr{Fu◁eDuSuS
T
uD

T
uFT

u◁e+DvSvS
T
v D

T
v −2Fu◁eDuSuS

T
v D

T
v }

= tr{FT
u◁eFu◁e︸ ︷︷ ︸

I

DuSuS
T
uD

T
u+DvSvS

T
v D

T
v −2Fu◁eDuSuS

T
v D

T
v }.

Considering only the term in which Fu◁e does appear, the
original problem can be rewritten as{

max
Fu◁e

tr{Fu◁eDuSuS
T
v D

T
v }

FT
u◁eFu◁e = I

The inner product denotes an empirical cross-covariance
Ĉuv = SuS

T
v /N . This implies, as to be expected, that an

alignment between the signals living over two nodes u and v
is possible, only if the signals observed over the two nodes
exhibit some kind of correlation. Hence, under the assumption
of a non-trivial statistical dependency structure, the trace to be
maximized is:

tr{Fu◁eDuĈuvD
T
v } =

tr{Fu◁eUΣuvV
T } =

tr{VTFu◁eU︸ ︷︷ ︸
Z

Σuv} = tr{ZΣuv}.

where we have denoted by UΣuvV
T the Singular Value

Decomposition (SVD) of DuĈuvD
T
v .

The problem {
max
Z

tr{ZΣuv}
ZTZ = I

is trivially solved by setting Z = I, which implies, given
the chain of equalities, that the original problem is solved by
setting Fu◁e = VUT . The resulting maximum trace is then

tr{ZΣuv} =

ruv∑
i=1

σuv(i), (9)

where σuv(i), i = 1, . . . ruv , are the singular values of Σuv

and ruv is the rank of Σuv . It is also easy to check that, if
the column of the dictionary D are orthonormal, the singular
values of DuĈuvD

T
v coincide with the singular values of Ĉuv .

This shows that, after alignment, the distance between each
pair of nodes depends only on the covariance between the
signals living on the edge connecting the two nodes, quite
interestingly, on the dimensions of the subspaces spanned by
the local dictionaries Du and Dv , but not on their structure.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Total variation on graphs and on sheaves As a first
experiment, we wish to compare the total variation achievable
with a conventional graph inference algorithm, based on the
conventional distance between signals pertaining to different
nodes of the graph, with the total variation obtained with our
approach, using the same number of edges in both cases. To
carry out this comparison, we generated the synthetic data as
follows. First, we selected a standard orthonormal basis D of
Rd, which serves as a global dictionary. Then, for each node,
we randomly defined a linear subspace of Rd by sampling

a subset of elements from D, with a random dimensionality.
Then we generated the coefficients Su of the representation
in each node as Gaussian random variables and we impressed
some correlation between coefficients pertaining to different
nodes. Finally, we added Gaussian white noise Nv in each
observation. The resulting signal observed in each node has
then the form Yv = DvSv +Nv , where Dv is the local basis
at node v. We assumed the same signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)
in each node, for the sake of simplicity. In Fig. 1 we show

Fig. 1. Total variation for the proposed construction and a graph construction
for two SNRs with respect to different values for α and number of edges

the comparison between the total variation obtained from a
conventional approach (dashed line) and with our approach
(solid line), as a function of the number of edges of the
inferred graph, the coefficient α used in (8) to promote a sparse
representation in each node, and for two values of the SNR.
We can clearly see how the inferred sheaf Laplacian makes
the data representation smoother with respect to a conventional
method, thanks to the optimization of the alignment matrices
Fu◁e. The method is also quite robust with respect to additive
noise.

Clustering and structured connnectomy A desirable prop-
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Fig. 2. Graph obtained via hierarchical clustering without alignment (E0 =
57 is minimum for connection)

erty when constructing a cellular sheaf out of the observed
signals is to have some spectral qualities reflecting how local
and global sections can arise within the considered sheaf. In
our theoretical findings, we showed that the distance between
signals living over each pair of nodes depends on the cross-
correlation between the data living in different nodes and on
the dimensions of the subspaces where the signals in each
node lie, but not directly on the local dictionaries. To test this
interesting property, we generated data over 16 nodes, assign-
ing local subspace dimensions such that half of them admits
a sparse representation over R10 and the other half admits a
sparse representation over R40, where R64 is the ambient stalk.
The dictionaries used in each node are generated at random. In
Figs. 2 and 3, we draw two examples of graphs inferred from
the same data, using, respectively, a conventional approach that
looks at the distance between the subspaces pertaining to each
pair of nodes, and the distance obtained after alignment using
our method. Comparing the two figures, we can observe how
our method is able to build a graph with two clear clusters,
evidencing the similarity between nodes characterized by the
same subspace dimension. Using a conventional distance, no
clustering property is evidenced. Furthermore, from Fig. 3
we notice how, within each cluster, the nodes tend to be all
connected, even though their dictionaries are different.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we introduced a novel framework for infer
the topology of a graph, together with the restriction maps,
in order to minimize the total variation of the observed data
set. The method is much more numerically efficient than
alternative approaches based on semidefinite programming. We
assessed the effectiveness of our method comparing it with
a typical graph inference based on conventional (i.e., without
alignment) distance measures between pairs of nodes. We plan
to extend our work to make it more scalable when working
out a joint sheaf learning and signal denoising task, generalize
it to cellular sheaves defined over higher order topologies
leveraging discrete Hodge theory and the interplay between
higher order cochains signals, and to refine the formulation of
the initial global problem to incorporate additional information
on the inferred network.

Fig. 3. Graph obtained via hierarchical clustering with alignment (E0 = 56
is minimum for connection)
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