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Abstract

Multiparameter persistent homology is a generalization of classi-
cal persistent homology, a central and widely-used methodology from
topological data analysis, which takes into account density estimation
and is an effective tool for data analysis in the presence of noise. Sim-
ilar to its classical single-parameter counterpart, however, it is chal-
lenging to compute and use in practice due to its complex algebraic
construction. In this paper, we study a popular and tractable invari-
ant for multiparameter persistent homology in a statistical setting: the
multiparameter persistence landscape. We derive a functional central
limit theorem for multiparameter persistence landscapes, from which
we compute confidence bands, giving rise to one of the first statisti-
cal inference methodologies for multiparameter persistence landscapes.
We provide an implementation of confidence bands and demonstrate
their application in a machine learning task on synthetic data.

1 Introduction

Persistent homology (PH) is a methodology from topological data analy-
sis (TDA) that has enjoyed widespread success in diverse application areas
in recent decades as an effective tool for data analysis, statistics, and ma-
chine learning. It provides a robust framework and computationally efficient
algorithms for extracting topological descriptors from data, aiming to cap-
ture their underlying shape and structure. The core idea is to construct
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a sequence of nested topological spaces {Kt : t ∈ T}, known as a filtra-
tion, typically indexed by an interval of the real line T ⊂ R, and such that
Kt ⊂ Ks whenever t ≤ s. Topological invariants that are amenable to data
analysis are computed by tracking how topological features, characterized
by homology, appear and disappear as the filtration parameter evolves. This
procedure processes data and outputs a persistence diagram, a statistical
summary capturing the lifetimes of its topological features. The statistical
and probabilistic properties of persistence diagrams, as random objects, have
been a rich and challenging area of study within TDA, since the algebraic
construction of persistence diagrams induces an intricate, non-Euclidean ge-
ometry in the space of all persistence diagrams. A common workaround to
this complex geometry is to vectorize or embed the persistence diagrams into
a Euclidean or other space with a more standard geometry for statistics and
machine learning methods; one of the most popular vectorizations is known
as the persistence landscape [Bub15].

The classical setting of single-parameter PH described above can be ex-
tended to multiparameter persistent homology (MPH), where T becomes a
multidimensional set, often Rd with the product order. Practically, this
extension incorporates additional structural information—such as density
estimation—into the filtration and is an effective adaptation to the classi-
cal setting in the presence of noise. MPH is significantly more challenging
to compute and use in real data settings, as it lacks a natural invariant
counterpart to the persistence diagram in single-parameter persistence. The
search for meaningful and tractable invariants remains an active and evolv-
ing frontier in this field. The multiparameter persistence landscape [Vip20]
is one such invariant that also happens to be an extension of the classical
persistence landscape. As such, the known functional and statistical prop-
erties of persistence landscapes carry over to the multiparameter setting
[Bub15, Vip20].

This paper extends the statistical framework of confidence bands from
single-parameter [CFL+14a, CFL+14b] to multiparameter persistence land-
scapes. Our work is among the first to develop statistical methodology for
inference with MPH. Our main contributions are: (i) a new functional cen-
tral limit theorem (CLT) for multiparameter persistence landscapes; (ii) con-
fidence bands for multiparameter persistence landscapes based on the CLT,
and (iii) an algorithm to implement confidence bands on synthetic data, il-
lustrating their application in a classification task.
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2 Background

We begin by providing the setting of our work and relevant background.

2.1 Persistent Homology and Landscapes

We overview persistent homology and its vectorization using multiparameter
persistence landscapes.

Persistence Modules and Homology. The central object in the theory
of persistent homology is the persistence module, a family of vector spaces
M• = {Mx : x ∈ Rd} indexed by Rd with the product order, and linear
maps φx

y : Mx → My, for x ≤ y, called internal or transition maps. For the
remainder of this paper, we will assume that the parameters take values in
a bounded box B(T1, . . . , Td) := [0, T1] × · · · × [0, Td] ⊂ Rd. Normalizing in
each direction, we can simply consider the box [0, T ]d with T = max{Ti :
1 ≤ i ≤ d}.

Persistence modules arise in PH by taking the homology groups of the
topological spaces in a filtration K• = {Kx : x ∈ Rd} constructed from input
data. For a topological space K, the kth homology group Hk(K) contains
information about the topological features of K: for k = 0, these are its con-
nected components; for k = 1, its loops; for k = 2, its bubbles and cavities,
and so on for higher values of k ≥ 0. The dimension of these vectors spaces,
βk = dimHk(K), corresponds to the number of these topological features.

Multiparameter Persistence Landscapes. Given a persistence module
M• = {Mx : x ∈ Rd}, its rank invariant is defined from the ranks of the
internal maps βx

y = dim(Im(φx
y)) as the map rk : Rd × Rd → R, such that

rk(x,y) =

{
βx
y if x ≤ y,

0 otherwise.

The persistence landscape can be obtained from a re-scaling of this function
in the following way.

Definition 2.1 (Multiparameter Persistence Landscape [Bub15, Vip20]).
Given a persistence module M• = {Mx : x ∈ Rd}, its persistence landscape
λ : N× Rd → R is defined as

λ(k,x) = sup{ϵ > 0 : βx−h
x+h ≥ k for all h ≥ 0 with ∥h∥∞ ≤ ϵ}.
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In other words, the kth persistence landscape outputs the maximal ra-
dius (in the ℓ∞ metric of Rd) over which k topological features persist in all
positive directions for each x ∈ Rd. From Lemma 20 in [Vip20], λ(k,x) ≥ 0
and it is a 1-Lipschitz function in x for all k ≥ 1. In this paper, we focus
on λ(x) := λ(1,x), but the results hold for any fixed k, the crucial prop-
erty being that λ(x) is 1-Lipschitz. We let L be the space of landscapes
λ : [0, T ]d → R for persistence modules with parameters in a bounded box
[0, T ]d ⊂ Rd, which is a subset of the Banach space Lp([0, T ]d), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

2.2 Central Limit Theorems and Bootstrap Confidence Bands
for Persistence Landscapes

We now discuss the known convergence of single- and multiparameter land-
scapes as random variables (r.v.) in Banach space, given by central limit
theorems. We also outline the construction of confidence bands—the dual
construction to hypothesis testing—using bootstrap methods.

Central Limit Theorems (CLT) hold for both single- and multiparameter
persistence landscapes [Bub15, Vip20]: Suppose X is a Borel measurable
r.v. on some probability space; then the persistence landscape for X, denoted
Λ = Λ(X), is a Banach space-valued r.v. Let {Xi} be i.i.d. copies of X and Λi

be the corresponding landscapes, then given E[∥Λ∥] < ∞ and E[∥Λ2∥] < ∞
we have that

√
n(Λ̄n − IΛ), where IΛ is the Pettis integral of Λ, converges

weakly to G(Λ), a Gaussian r.v. with the same covariance structure as Λ.
For the single-parameter case, a stronger functional CLT (also known as

Donsker’s Theorem) exists [CFL+14b]:

{Gn(x)}x∈[0,T ] := {
√
n(Λn(x)− IΛ(x))}x∈[0,T ]

converges weakly to a Gaussian process on [0, T ]. A Gaussian process is
a family of real-valued r.v.s such that any finite collection from the family
follows a multivariate normal distribution. The weak convergence to the
limiting Gaussian process allows for the construction of confidence bands
and hypothesis testing, which can be achieved using nonparametric methods
such as bootstrap. The main contribution of this paper is to extend this
framework to the multiparameter case in Section 3 and to demonstrate its
utility in Section 4.

Bootstrapping is an inferential technique used to estimate population pa-
rameters from sample statistics by examining the relationship between the
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sample parameter and the statistic computed over a large number of re-
samples. In this paper, we focus on using the bootstrap to construct con-
fidence bands for persistence landscapes. For a given functional parameter
θ : Ω → R, a confidence band of level α for the parameter is given by a pair
of functions l, u : Ω → R such that P(θ(ω) ∈ [l(ω), u(ω)], ∀ω ∈ Ω) ≥ 1− α.
Building on the single-parameter approach in [CFL+14b, CFL+14a], we de-
rive confidence bands for the mean multiparameter persistence landscape, as
detailed in Algorithm 1.

3 A Functional Central Limit Theorem for Multi-
parameter Persistence Landscapes

We extend the theory in [CFL+14a, CFL+14b] to prove a functional CLT for
multiparameter persistence landscapes. Let Λ1, . . . ,Λn be an i.i.d. sample
from a probability distribution P on the space of multiparameter persistence
landscapes L. Recall that we have the mean landscape IΛ = EΛ∼P [Λ(x)] and
the sample average Λn(x) =

1
n

∑n
i=1 Λi(x).

We consider the family of measurable functions F = {fx : L → R, λ 7→
fx(λ) = λ(x)}x∈[0,T ]d and define the empirical process indexed by this family:

{Gnfx}fx∈F := {Gn(x)}x∈[0,T ]d = {
√
n(λn(x)− µ(x))}x∈[0,T ]d , (1)

which we can rewrite as indexed by [0, T ]d (the domain of the functions in
L) for simplicity. A stochastic process {Yn}f∈F indexed by F converges
weakly to Y in ℓ∞(F), denoted by Yn ⇝ Y , if limn→∞ E∗[g(Yn)] = E[g(Y )]
for every bounded, continuous function g : ℓ∞(F) → R; where E∗ denotes
the outer expectation. Using the outer expectation here is a technical detail
necessary in case the Yn are not Borel measurable, but it is not crucial for
the remainder of the paper.

Theorem 3.1 (Uniform Convergence of Multiparameter Persistence Land-
scapes). Let G be a Gaussian process indexed by x ∈ [0, T ]d with mean zero
and covariance function κ(x,y) =

∫
λ(x)λ(y)dP (λ)−

∫
λ(x)dP (λ)

∫
λ(y)dP (λ).

Then Gn ⇝ G, where Gn is the empirical process defined by an i.i.d. sample
of landscapes from (1).

We need the following lemma from [Kos08], Theorem 2.5, in order to
prove Theorem 3.1. This lemma provides a sufficient condition over the
family of functions F to ensure that the empirical process indexed by the
family converges to a Gaussian process. Given Q a probability on L, we use
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it to define a distance L2(Q) over the class of functions F as ∥f − g∥2Q,2 =∫
|f − g|2 dQ. Let N(F , L2(Q), ϵ) be the covering number of F , i.e., the

size of the smallest ϵ-net in this metric. Lastly, recall that given a family
of measurable functions F = {f : Ω → R}, a measurable envelope of this
collection is the “smallest” measurable function F : Ω → R such that f(ω) ≤
F (ω) for almost every ω ∈ Ω.

Lemma 3.2. Let F be a class of measurable functions satisfying∫ 1

0

√
log sup

Q
N(F , L2(Q), ϵ∥F∥Q,2) dϵ < ∞

where F is a measurable envelope of F and the supremum is taken over
all finitely discrete probability measures Q with ∥F∥Q,2 > 0. If E[F 2] <
∞, then Gn ⇝ G with {Gnf}f∈F the empirical process indexed by F and
G a Gaussian process with zero mean and covariance function κ(x,y) =∫
λ(x)λ(y)dP (λ)−

∫
λ(x)dP (λ)

∫
λ(y)dP (λ).

Theorem 3.1. Definition 2.1 directly implies that the value of any landscape
λ ∈ L at any x ∈ [0, T ]d is bounded from above by the radius of biggest ball
(in the ℓ∞ metric of Rd) in [0, T ]d, which equals T/2. From this observation,
we conclude that F : L → R, F (λ) = T/2 is a measurable envelope for
F = {fx : L → R, λ 7→ λ(x)}x∈[0,T ]d .

Let Q be a measure over L, and x, y ∈ [0, T ]d. The L2(Q) distance
between fx, fy ∈ F satisfies

∥fx − fy∥2Q, 2 =

∫
L
|fx(λ)− fy(λ)|2 dQ(λ)

=

∫
L
|λ(x)− λ(y)|2 dQ(λ)

≤
∫
L
∥x− y∥2∞ dQ(λ) = ∥x− y∥2∞.

We consider a partition G denoted by 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = T
of the interval [0, T ] such that |ti − ti+1| = ϵ∥F∥Q, 2 = ϵT

2 , where F is the
measurable envelope of F as defined above. Let Gd be the corresponding
grid obtained with this partition in [0, T ]d. We claim that {ft : t ∈ Gd} is
an (ϵT/2)-net for F : For any fx ∈ F , there is some t = (ti1 , . . . , tid) ∈ Gd

such that tik ≤ xk ≤ tik+1 for 1 ≤ k ≤ d. Then, we have ∥fx − ft∥Q,2 ≤
∥x− t∥∞ = ϵT

2 , proving that this family of functions is an (ϵT/2)-net.
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We can fit 2/ϵ intervals of length ϵT/2 in [0, T ], meaning that (2/ϵ)d is
an upper bound for N(F , L2(Q), ϵ∥F∥Q, 2) for any probability measure Q,
and thus for the supremum over Q. This means that∫ 1

0

√
log sup

Q
N(F , L2(Q), ϵ∥F∥Q, 2) dϵ =

∫ 1

0

√
d(log 2− log ϵ) dϵ < +∞.

Since the square of the measurable envelope is clearly integrable, using
Lemma 3.2, we conclude that the empirical process indexed by F in (1)
converges to the Gaussian process in the statement of Theorem 3.1.

4 Confidence Bands for Persistence Landscapes: Method
and Simulations

We now give an algorithm for deriving confidence bands for multiparameter
persistence landscapes; its implementation and the following experiments are
available at: https://github.com/inesgare/bands-mph-landscapes.

Algorithm 1 Bootstrap Confidence Bands Computation (Standard and
Multiplier Bootstrap)
Require: Dataset or multiparameter landscapes {λ1, λ2, . . . , λn}, number

of bootstrap samples B, confidence level α
Ensure: Confidence bands ℓn, un : [0, T ]d → R
1: Compute λn = n−1

∑n
i=1 λi

2: for b = 1 to B do
3: if using standard bootstrap then
4: Draw a bootstrap sample {λ∗

1, . . . , λ
∗
⌊n/2⌋} by sampling with re-

placement
5: Set θ̂∗b = supx∈[0,T ]d

∣∣∣√n(λ
∗
⌊n/2⌋(x)− λn(x))

∣∣∣
6: else if using multiplier bootstrap then
7: Generate a set of i.i.d. multipliers ξ1, . . . ξn ∼ N(0, 1)
8: Set θ̂∗b = supx∈[0,T ]d

1√
n

∣∣∑n
i=1 ξi(λ

∗
i (x)− λn(x))

∣∣
9: end if

10: end for
11: Define Z̃(α) = inf

{
z : B−1

∑B
b=1 I(θ̂

∗
b > z) ≤ α

}
12: Set ℓn(x) = λn(x)− Z̃(α)√

n
and un(x) = λn(x) +

Z̃(α)√
n

We demonstrate the confidence bands in practice through a use-case in-
volving samples of N = 500 points drawn from three distinct topological
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Table 1: Mean accuracies after 5-fold cross validation for the MBD
classifier using the standard or multiplier bootstrap in single (SPH) or
multiparameter (MPH) persistence. Models trained over n subsamples of
each class of shapes: spheres, torii and Klein bottles, as explained in Figure 1.

SPH Standard SPH Multiplier MPH Standard MPH Multiplier
n = 100 0.97± 0.02 0.93± 0.03 1.00± 0.00 1.00± 0.00
n = 500 0.92± 0.01 0.88± 0.02 0.997± 0.003 0.985± 0.004

spaces: a sphere (radius R = 3), a torus (radii R = 3, r = 0.7), and a
Klein bottle, all embedded in R3. To introduce noise, we apply Gaussian
noise with a scale of 0.1 and salt-and-pepper noise, where 0.5% of the points
are randomly displaced by up to 0.5 units. We compute the multiparameter
landscapes using the multipers package [LS24], constructing 2D filtrations
with one parameter being the scale (for the Vietoris–Rips filtration) and the
other the value of a kernel density estimation (for the superlevel set filtra-
tion). We consider the first landscape of the 1-dimensional homology, that is,
the landscape capturing the biggest loop within the shape. Three instances
of the input point clouds, along with their corresponding average landscapes
and confidence bands with standard bootstrap (see Algorithm 1) for n = 100
samples, are illustrated in Figure 1.

To demonstrate the utility of confidence bands, we additionally train a
maximum depth band (MDB) functional classifier. The depth of a landscape
is defined by how often it lies within the confidence band for each shape.
We classify landscapes based on the class that maximizes this depth. We
perform classification with n = 100 and n = 500 landscapes per class, and
report accuracies in Table 1 after 5-fold validation.

5 Discussion

This paper establishes the theoretical foundations and methodology for de-
riving confidence bands for multiparameter persistence landscapes, advanc-
ing statistical tools in this emerging subfield of TDA. Confidence bands hold
intrinsic statistical value; we further demonstrate their practical utility in a
classification task. Our results show that this method achieves near-perfect
accuracy, with MPH outperforming SPH. However, accuracy slightly de-
creases as the number of subsamples increases, which result in narrower
confidence bands.

The main limitation of our work is the computational bottleneck of com-
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Figure 1: Input point clouds and average landscapes with the stan-
dard bootstrap confidence bands. Above: Samples with N = 500 points
over a sphere of radius R = 3 (left), a torus with radii R = 3 and r = 0.7
(center), and a Klein bottle (right) with Gaussian and salt and pepper noise
added. Points are colored by the value of the Kernel density estimation. Be-
low: Average sample landscapes for n = 100 samples and confidence bands
with Standard Bootstrap.
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puting multiparameter persistence landscapes, making our approach inher-
ently constrained by the challenges of MPH. A key direction for future re-
search is improving computational expense to then apply this methodology
to real data.
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