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Abstract

In [3], the authors used the Legendre transform to give a tractable
method for studying Topological Data Analysis (TDA) in terms of
sums of Gaussian kernels. In this paper, we prove a variant for sums
of cosine similarity-based kernel functions, which requires considering
the more general “c-transform” from optimal transport theory [16].
We then apply these methods to a point cloud arising from a recent
breakthrough study, which exhibits a toroidal structure in the brain
activity of rats [11]. A key part of this application is that the trans-
port map and transformed density function arising from the theorem
replace certain delicate preprocessing steps related to density-based
denoising and subsampling.

1 Introduction

Let D = {xi}Ni=1 ⊂ Rd be a point cloud, and let h > 0 be a positive number
called a scale, or bandwidth parameter. Then a Gaussian kernel density
estimator is a function f : Rd → R+ of the form

f(x) =
∑
i

ai exp(−∥x− xi∥2/2h2) (1.1)

for some coefficients ai > 0. The function Kh(x, y) = exp(−∥x − y∥/2h2) is
called the kernel function. If they can be computed, the topological types
of the super-level sets {f ≥ c} can be taken as a robust definition of the
“shape” of D [2, 15, 5]. The problem is that it is impractical to model them
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by a (filtered) simplicial complex in all but very low dimension, because the
number of vertices required is related to the ϵ-covering number, which scales
exponentially with the embedding dimension d. In other words, the kernel
functions introduce a problem with the curse of dimensionality, even in the
case of a single data point.

In [3], J. Carlsson and the first author presented a method to resolve
this problem using the Legendre transform. Setting E(x) = − log(f(x)), it
was shown that there exists a transformed function α on the interior of the
convex hull conv(D), which satisfies

E(x) = inf
y∈Rd

α(y) + ∥x− y∥2/2h2. (1.2)

It was proved that the inclusion of the sublevel sets {α ≤ a} ⊂ {E ≤ a}
induces a homotopy equivalence with an explicit inverse, so that we may
consider the smaller one without affecting the topology. On the other hand,
since {α ≤ a} ⊂ conv(D) in an explicit way, we see that their covering
numbers are unaffected by taking linear isometries Rd ↪→ Rd′ , and so do not
suffer from the above scalability issues.

The natural simplicial complex on which to model {α ≤ a} is a funda-
mental construction from computational topology known as an alpha com-
plex [7, 6, 8, 9], whose geometric realizations are called alpha shapes. Using
a recent algorithm based on the powerful duality principle in mathematical
optimization [4], it becomes possible to compute these complexes in higher
dimension, resulting in refined geometric models of density landscapes. Inter-
estingly, the map that induces the homotopy inverse is important for selecting
the vertices of the alpha complex.

While we have framed this problem in terms of persistent homology, there
are broader problems related to robust subsampling and denoising, or to
determining a geometric cover of a point cloud with varying density.

1.1 Spherical kernel functions

In this paper, we study an extension of the results of [3] to spherical point
clouds D ⊂ Sd−1, and a kernel function based on cosine similarity:

f(x) =
∑
i

aimax(x · xi, 0)t, (1.3)

the multiplication being the usual dot product. For spherical data, Gaussian
kernels are not well-suited because there is an undesirable lower bound of
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Kh(x, y) ≥ e−2/h2 for all points on the sphere, since the distance between
antipodal points is 2. By contrast, the kernel function (1.3) is zero on all
pairs of points which are orthogonal or form an obtuse angle.

In order to extend the density results to the sphere, we require a concept
known as c-convexity, as defined in Villani’s well-known book [16]: let X be
a space, and let c : X × Y → R ∪ {∞} be a function called a cost function.
A function ψ : X → R is called c-convex if there exists a conjugate function
ψc : Y → R ∪ {−∞} satisfying

ψ(x) = sup
y∈Y

(ψc(y)− c(x, y)), ψc(y) = inf
x∈X

(ψ(x) + c(x, y)). (1.4)

In terms of (1.2), ψ(x) = −E(x) would be c-convex for c(x, y) = ∥x−y∥2/2h2
with c-transform ψc(y) = −α(y). In optimal transport, c-convex functions
can be used to construct transport maps T : X → Y, according to the rule
that y = T (x) when y attains the supremum in (1.4).

We can now state our main result.

Theorem A. Let f(x) be as in (1.3) for a fixed t > 1, let X = supp(f) be
its support and let Y = Sd−1. Define ψ : X → R by ψ(x) = log(f(x)), and
define a cost function by c(x, y) = −t log(max(x · y, 0)). Then

1. We have that ψ is c-convex, and it admits an explicit transport map
T : X → Y, whose image is Im(T ) = {y ∈ Y : ψc(y) > −∞}.

2. The inclusion map Y(a) ↪→ X(a) induces a homotopy equivalence, where
X(a) = {ψ ≥ a}, Y(a) = {ψc ≥ a} are the super-level sets. The inverse
homotopy is represented by the (non-surjective) restriction of T to X(a).

3. If D is contained in the sphere S(V ) = V ∩ Sd−1 for V ⊂ Rd a linear
subspace, then ψc is the extension by −∞ of the corresponding conjugate
function ψ̄c on S(V ) associated to f̄ = f |S(V ).

To prove the first part, we use compatibilities of our construction with
respect to restriction to subspaces to reduce to the one-dimensional case of
the circle, in which case we also find that the transport map T is increasing
as a function of the angle. These compatibilities also easily prove the third
statement, which in particular shows that the ϵ-covering numbers of Y(a) are
unchanged by taking linear isometric embeddings, unlike those of X(a). This
is a key property which is special to our choice of cost and kernel function,

3



and in fact this will not hold for other natural choices (for instance, taking
Gaussian kernels on the tangent space).

To prove the second statement about the homotopy equivalence, we de-
termine a deformation retract, but not one determined by T , whose restric-
tion to X(a) does not surject onto Y(a). Instead, similar to what was done
in [3], we deduce that T induces a homotopy equivalence from the preim-
age T−1(Y(a)) ↠ Y(a), which is surjective (and in fact is injective when
supp(f) = Sd−1). We then define a deformation retraction of T−1(Y(a)) onto
X(a), making use of the explicit formula ψc(T (x)) = ψ(x)+c(x, T (x)), which
can be deduced from the first item and (1.4).

1.2 Application to a Neurological data set

We apply our construction to a recent study involving TDA and the brain
activity of rats [11]. Among other things, that article found that signals from
certain modules of 100-200 neurons in the cortex formed a toroidal shape,
which was confirmed by showing that the persistent cohomology formed the
Betti numbers of (β0, β1, β2) = (1, 2, 1). Part of that analysis required so-
phisticated methods to obtain a subsample lying near a smooth manifold,
based on a combination of k-nearest neighbors density estimation, a method
known as topological denoising, and certain components of the UMAP algo-
rithm [12, 13].

In this paper, we effectively use the transport map T and the convex
conjugate bound ψc ≥ a to replace the manifold approximation and subsam-
pling steps. The essential hyperparameters in this setup are the values of
t, a from the theorem, as well as a real number 0 < s < 1 which controls the
separation between vertices. In particular, there are no parameters whose
optimal value is sensitive to the sample size N , such as the value of k in
the k-nearest neighbors step. By constructing an alpha complex on the re-
sulting vertex set, we find that we recover the homology of a torus exactly
(without using persistence), using a simplicial complex with around 200 ver-
tices. We then present some low-dimensional embeddings which reveal a clear
toroidal shape, calculated from only the 1-skeleton of an alpha complex with
a somewhat higher vertex count. This is done using a method based on the
Metropolis algorithm, with a loss function based on KL-divergence, similar
to t-SNE.
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2 Background on optimal transport

We recall some definitions from optimal transport theory, referring to [16]
for more details.

Definition 1. Let X and Y be sets, and let c : X × Y → R ∪ {∞} be a
cost function. A function ψ : X → R is said to be c-convex if there exists a
function ζ : X → R ∪ {−∞} satisfying

ψ(x) = sup
y∈Y

(ζ(y)− c(x, y)). (2.1)

In this case, we have the c-transform

ψc(x) = inf
x∈X

(ψ(x) + c(x, y)), (2.2)

which satisfies ψcc = ψ, where

ψcc(x) = sup
y

inf
x′

(ψ(x′) + c(x′, y)− c(x, y)) . (2.3)

The c-subdifferential is the set

∂cψ = {(x, y) ∈ X× Y : ψc(y)− ψ(x) = c(x, y)} . (2.4)

For simplicity, we are excluding infinity from the codomain of ψ, as our
functions are finite-valued.

In optimal transport, c-convex functions can be used to construct trans-
port maps, whose graph determines the subdifferential ∂cψ = {(x, T (x))}.
In the smooth setting, this is done by translating (2.4) into the differential
criteria

∇ψ(x) +∇xc(x, y) (2.5)

whenever y = T (x). If the function ∇xc(x, ) is injective for all x, a property
known as the twist condition, then (2.5) is enough to uniquely characterize
T . See the discussion at the beginning of Chapter 10 of [16].
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Transport maps appear as solutions the Monge problem, which seeks to
minimize the integral of ∫

X

c(x, T (x))dµ(x),

subject to the constraint that T∗(µ) = ν for two input measures µ, ν on X

and Y. In this paper, the reasoning is reversed, as the function ψ is essentially
the input. The measures µ, ν are secondary, but turn out to be important
for sampling in a coordinate-independent way.

3 Alpha shapes for spherical point clouds

We define kernel density estimators on the sphere, as well as our correspond-
ing transport maps. We then state and prove our main result, which is
Theorem 1.

3.1 Kernel functions for cosine similarity

If V is an inner product space, we will write S(V ) for the unit sphere in
V , and also let Sd−1 denote the unit sphere in Rd. For any x ∈ Sd−1, let
H(x) =

{
y ∈ Sd−1 : x · y ≥ 0

}
denote the hemisphere centered at x, and let

H+(x) denote its interior, in which we have strict inequality. We also have
the normalization map ρ : Rd−{0} → Sd−1 given by ρ(x) = x/∥x∥. For any
x ∈ Sd−1, we have a map ϕx : H

+(x) → TxS
d−1 defined by ϕx(y) = y/(y · x),

identifying TxS
d−1 with its image as an affine subspace in Rd.

Let D = {xi}Ni=1 ⊂ Sd−1 be a collection of points, and let ai > 0 be a
collection of postive weights. For each scale t > 1, we define a kernel-based
density estimator on the sphere by powers of the cosine similarity:

f(x) =
N∑
i=1

aiKt(x, xi), Kt(x, y) =

{
(x · y)t x · y > 0

0 otherwise
(3.1)

In connection with the scale parameter in the Gaussian kernel density esti-
mator (1.1), one might write t = 1/h2. The condition that t > 1 is important
because it means that f(x) is continuously differentiable.

We next define a cost function c = ct by

c(x, y) =

{
−t log(x · y) x · y > 0

∞ otherwise
(3.2)
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which has also appears in the context of the embedding Sd−1 into Rd with
given Gaussian curvature [14]. Notice that c(x, y) does not satisfy the triangle
inequality since we may have c(x, y) = ∞, but c(x, z), c(y, z) <∞.

The cost function has the property that the gradient determines a bijec-
tion

H+(x) ↔ TxS
d−1, y 7→ ∇xc(x, y), (3.3)

so that c(x, y) satisfies the twist property. We have next the formula for the
gradient

∇ψ(x) = tf(x)−1
∑
i

Kt(x, xi)ϕx(xi). (3.4)

It follows easily that the transport map T : supp(f) → Sd−1 defined by

T (x) = ρ

(
f(x)−1

∑
i

Kt(x, xi)ϕx(xi)

)
(3.5)

is the unique one satisfying (2.5). Notice that the inner expression is a convex
combination of the points ϕx(xi).

We can now state our main result:

Theorem 1. Fix t > 1, and let f(x) and c(x, y) be as in (3.1) and (3.2).
Define ψ : X → R by ψ(x) = log(f(x)), and let T : X → Y be as in (3.5),
where X = supp(f) ⊂ Sd−1, and Y = Sd−1. Then we have

1. ψ is c-convex, and its subdifferential is given by

∂ψ = {(x, T (x)) : x ∈ X}

The image of T the set of y ∈ Sd−1 for which ψc(y) ̸= −∞.

2. For each a ∈ R, the inclusion map Y(a) ↪→ X(a) induces a homotopy
equivalence, where X(a) = {ψ ≥ a}, Y(a) = {ψc ≥ a} are the super-
level sets. The inverse homotopy is represented by the restriction T :
X(a) → Y(a).

3. If D ⊂ S(V ) where V ⊂ Rd is a subspace, then ψc is the extension by
−∞ of the map ψ̄c : S(V ) → R ∪ {−∞} corresponding to f̄ = f |S(V ).

The c-convexity from item 1 is illustrated in the one-dimensional case in
Figure 3.2.1. As mentioned in the introduction, the restricted map transport
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map T : X(a) → Y(a) is not surjective in item 2. The argument we use
involves finding a deformation retract of T−1(Y(a)) → X(a), taking advantage
of the explicit formula for ψc(T (x)) = ψ(x) + c(x, y) determined by the first
item and (2.4). While item 3 may look like a predictable compatibility result,
it implies the crucial property that the covering number of Y(a) is unaffected
by isometrically embedding D into higher dimensions, which is special to the
choice of kernel function. For instance, replacing the kernel function with a
Gaussian based along the tangent direction would not have this property.

3.2 Proof of Theorem 1

We begin with a sequence of lemmas.

Lemma 1. Let V ⊂ Rd be a subspace, and let f̄ be the restriction of f to
S(V ). Then

1. We have that

f̄(x) =
∑
i

āiKt(x, x̄i), āi = ∥x′i∥tai, x̄i = ρ(x′i). (3.6)

where x′i = projV (xi), and the sum is over i for which x′i ̸= 0.

2. The transport map T̄ : supp(f̄) → S(V ) corresponding to f̄ is given by

T̄ (x) = ρ(projV (T (x))) (3.7)

for all x ∈ supp(f̄).

3. If D ⊂ S(V ), then we have T̄ = T |V , and

T (x) = T (ρ(projV (x))) (3.8)

for all x ∈ supp(f).

Proof. These are straightforward to deduce from (3.5).

In particular, this allows us to reduce several statements to the one-
dimensional case when f is a function on the circle. Let us denote γ(u) =
(cos(u), sin(u)), and identify the hemispheres with open intervalsH+(γ(v)) =
γ(Iv,π/2) where Iv,c = (v − c, v + c).
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0 π 2π

log10 10 = 1

y x

Figure 3.2.1: Illustration of the c-convexity statement in the one-dimensional
case, drawn in angular coordinates. The top curve is ψ(x) = log(f(x)), where
D consists of 10 random points on S1, and t = 1/h2 for h = .3. The functions
which are the upper boundary of the gray regions are given by ψc(y)−c( , y),
whose peak occurs at the value y = T (x), where x is the point of contact
with ψ(x). The c-convexity implies that those functions never exceed the
height of ψ.

Lemma 2. In the one-dimensional case, f : S1 → R+, we have

1. The support of f is the union of open half-circles H+(y) as y ranges
over the image of T .

2. We have a unique lifting to a continuous T̃ : γ−1(supp(f)) → R satis-
fying γ(T̃ (u)) = T (γ(u)), and |T̃ (u)− u| < π/2 for u ∈ Iv,π/2.

3. The lifting T̃ is weakly increasing, and is constant on a neighborhood
Iv,ϵ precisely when there is a unique data point xi ∈ γ(Iv,π/2+ϵ), in which
case its value is the unique preimage ui = γ−1(xi) in Iu,π/2.

4. Whenever y∗ = T (x∗), the function ψ(x) + c(x, y∗) achieves its mini-
mum value at x = x∗.

Proof. For item 1, let y = T (x) for x ∈ supp(f). Then identifying H+(x)
with the interval Iu,π/2, and let {u1, ..., uk} ∈ Iu,π/2 be the images ofD∩H+(y)
under γ−1, which must be nonempty. By the form of T , we see that v must
be in the convex hull of the ui, showing that H+(y) ⊂ supp(f). On the other
hand, every x ∈ H+(y), so we have covered the whole support.
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The existence of the lifting in item 2 is also clear. Explicitly, the angular
version of f(x) is given by

f̃(u) =
∑
i

aimax(cos(u− ui), 0)
t

from which we obtain

T̃ (u) = u+ tan−1

(
f̃(u)−1

∑
i

aimax(cos(u− ui), 0)
t tan(ui − u)

)
. (3.9)

For the last two parts, we can write the function ψ(x)+ c(x, y) in angular
coordinates as

A(u, v) = log

(∑
i

aimax(cos(u− ui), 0)
t

)
− t log(cos(u− v)),

which is defined on the domain {(u, v) ∈ supp(f̃)× Im(T̃ ) : u ∈ Iv,π/2}. We
begin by calculating its partial derivatives.

The first partial derivative is given by

Au(u, v) = −tf̃(u)−1
∑
i

ai tan(u− ui)max(cos(u− ui), 0)
t + t tan(u− v),

which is continuous since t > 1. It is convenient to write the first term as an
expectation

Au(u, v) = −t⟨tan(u− ui)⟩+ t tan(u− v) (3.10)

where ⟨tan(u − ui)⟩ is the expectation of the random variable tan(u − ui)
over the normalized finite probability measure K̃t(u, ui)/f̃(u) on {ui}.

The second partial derivative is given by

Auu(u, v) = t(t− 1)f̃(u)−1
∑
i

ai tan
2(u− ui)max(cos(u− ui), 0)

t−

t2(f̃(u)−1
∑
i

ai tan(u− ui)max(cos(u− ui), 0)
t)2+

−t+ t(1 + tan2(u− v)),
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which is valid when u is in the complement of {ui ± π/2 + 2kπ}, since the
first term has a singularity at these points if t ≤ 2. Rewriting this expression
using expectations as above, we obtain

t(t− 1)⟨tan(u− ui)
2⟩ − t2⟨tan(u− ui)⟩2 + t tan2(u− v) =

t(t− 1)
(
⟨tan(u− ui)

2⟩ − ⟨tan(u− ui)⟩2
)
+

Au(u, v)(⟨tan(u− ui)⟩+ tan(u− v)).

using (3.10). We then find that Auu(u, v) ≥ 0 when v = T̃ (u), since the first
expression is non-negative for t > 1 by Cauchy-Schwarz, and Au(u, T̃ (u)) = 0.

To check that T̃ is increasing, we have

∂

∂u
Au(u, T̃ (u)) = Auu(u, T̃ (u)) + Auv(u, T̃ (u))T̃

′(u).

We have already established that Au(u, T̃ (u)) is identically zero, and by the
above paragraph, we have that Auu(u, T̃ (u)) ≥ 0 where it is defined. Next,
we have that Auv(u, v) = −t sec2(u − v) which is negative for v = T̃ (u) ∈
(u−π/2, u+π/2), so that T̃ ′(u) is defined and nonnegative whenever u is in
the complement of {ui ± π/2 + 2kπ}. Since the complement is dense and T̃
is continuous, it must be weakly increasing on its domain. The second part
of item 3 follows since we have positivity in Cauchy-Schwarz when there is
more than one distinct point in range.

For the final statement, suppose that y∗ = T (x∗), and that

ψ(x) + c(x, y∗) < ψ(x∗) + c(x∗, y∗)

for some x ∈ H+(y∗). We may assume that x is a global minimizer, so that
∇ψ(x) +∇xc(x, y

∗) = 0, and therefore T (x) = y∗. Since x∗, x ∈ H+(y∗), we
may take Iv∗,π/2 to be the corresponding interval with y∗ = γ(v∗), and let

u, u∗ be the points in the interval corresponding to x, x∗. Then T̃ is defined
on the whole interval by the item 1, it is increasing by item 3, and we have
T (u) = T (u∗) = v∗. It must therefore be constant and equal to v∗ between
u and u∗, from which it follows that A( , v∗) is constant on that interval by
the second part of item 3, a contradiction.

Remark 1. The statements that Au(u, T (u)) = 0 and Auu(u, T (u)) ≥ 0
from the proof below also appear in the differential criteria for c-convexity,
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which is the same Theorem 12.46 of [16]. The reason we cannot apply that
theorem directly is that it assumes that ψ is C2, which would require that
t > 2.

Lemma 3. We have that ψ is c-convex, where ψ(x) and c(x, y) are as in
Theorem 1.

Proof. We first show that whenever y∗ = T (x∗), we have that

ψ(x∗) + c(x∗, y∗) ≤ ψ(x) + c(x, y∗). (3.11)

for all x ∈ H+(y∗). Suppose then that we have the reverse inequality in (3.11)
for some x ̸= x∗, and let V be the span of x and x∗. Then the inequality is
also satisfied with ρ(projV (y

∗)) in place of y∗, since the substitution subtracts
the same constant from both sides by the form of c. Since this projection
is the same as T̄ (x∗) by item 2 of Lemma 1, we have reduced (3.11) to the
one-dimensional case, which follows from item 4 of Lemma 2.

The c-convexity now follows from standard arguments related to the
Monge problem in the differentiable case (see the beginning of Chapter 10
of [16], as well as the proof of Theorem 12.46): first, it follows from the
previous paragraph that {(x, T (x))} ⊂ ∂cψ. To check the reverse inclusion,
suppose (x, y) ∈ ∂cψ. Since ψ is in C1 for t > 1, it can be deduced from
taking the limit as x → x∗ from different tangent directions in (3.11) that
∇ψ(x) + ∇xc(x, y) = 0. Then since the map y 7→ ∇xc(x, y) is a bijection
H+(x) ↔ TxS

d−1, we have that y = T (x) is the unique value for which
(x, y) ∈ ∂cψ. To check the c-convexity, if the maximal value takes place at
x = x∗, this just means that ψc(y∗) = ψ(x∗)+ c(x∗, y∗), from which it follows
that ψcc = ψ, where ψcc is as in (2.3).

We now have the following useful formula, which follows from the Lemma
3 and the definition of ∂cψ.

ψc(T (x)) = ψ(x) + c(x, T (x)). (3.12)

Lemma 4. The inclusion map ι : Y(a) ↪→ T−1(Y(a)) induces a homotopy
equivalence whose inverse is represented by the restriction of T .

Proof. We show that the level sets T−1(y) for y ∈ Sd−1 are either empty or
contractible. First, we have that T−1(y) is entirely contained in H+(y). It
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suffices to show that for any points satisfying T (x) = T (x′) = y, the unique
geodesic arc in H+(y) connecting them is entirely contained in the level set,
for then the region is geodesically convex. This follows from Lemma 1 applied
to the subspace V spanned by x, x′ together with item 3 of Lemma 2.

To show that the inverse equivalence is induced by the inclusion map, we
define a homotopy H : T−1(Y(a)) × [0, 1] → T−1(Y(a)) between ιT and the
identity, given by

H(x, s) = ρ((1− s)x+ sT (x)). (3.13)

What has to be checked is that H(x, s) remains in T−1(Y(a)) for all s.
Let y = T (x) for some x ∈ T−1(Y(a)). Using (3.12), it suffices to show

that for any z on the arc connecting x and y, we have

ψ(x) + c(x, T (x)) ≤ ψ(z) + c(z, T (z)) (3.14)

First, we easily have that

ψ(z) + c(z, ρ(projV (T (z)))) ≤ ψ(z) + c(z, T (z)), (3.15)

where V is the two-dimensional subspace spanned by x and y, which also
contains z. Then by item 2 of Lemma 1, we have reduced the problem to
checking (3.14) in the one-dimensional case.

In the one-dimensional case, we have that

ψ(z) + c(z, T (x)) ≤ ψ(z) + c(z, T (z)) (3.16)

by the increasing property from item 3 of Lemma 2, which guarantees that
T (z) is at least as far from z as y, since z lies between x and y. Equation
(3.14) follows since x is a global minimizer of ψ( ) + c( , y) by Lemma 3.

We can now prove Theorem 1.

Proof. Item 1 has been proved in Lemma 3.
Next, it follows from Lemma 4 that Y(a) ∼ T−1(Y(a)). Then to prove the

homotopy equivalence statement in item 2, it suffices to produce a deforma-
tion retraction

F : T−1(Y(a))× [0, 1] → T−1(Y(a))

of T−1(Y(a)) onto X(a), which is defined as follows: for each x ∈ T−1(Y(a)),
let x′ be the closest point to x on the ball Bc(y;ψ

c(y)−a), where y = T (x) and

13
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Figure 3.2.2: Illustration of the deformation retract F from the proof of
Theorem 1, where D ⊂ S2 is a point cloud of the 1000 most populated
world cities [17]. The left frame shows the point cloud, as well as the regions
T−1(Y(a)) (light gray), and X(a) (dark gray). The retract, shown on the
right, moves along the arrow connecting each point x to its nearest point in
the ball {c( , y) ≤ ψc(y)− a} ⊂ X(a) for y = T (x). The ball is nonempty
precisely when x ∈ T−1(Y(a)), and the radius shrinks to zero as x approaches
the boundary. The trajectory is constant when we start with x ∈ X(a), in
which case x is already in the ball.

Bc(y, a) = {c( , y) ≤ a}. The ball is nonempty precisely when x ∈ T−1(Y(a)).
Then we define

F (x, s) = ρ((1− s)x+ sx′). (3.17)

See Figure 3.2.2 for an illustration in the two-dimensional case.
By the proof of Lemma 4, every point on the arc connecting x and y

(and therefore the arc connecting x and x′) remains in T−1(Y(a)), so that
F (x, s) ∈ T−1(Y(a)) for all s. By definition, we have that F (x, 0) = x for all
x. Since ψc(y)− c( , y) ≤ ψ( ) and x′ is on the ball, we find that ψ(x′) ≥ a,
so that F (x, 1) ∈ X(a). It follows from (3.12) that x ∈ Bc(T (x);ψ

c(x) − a)
whenever x ∈ X(a), so that F (x, s) = x on that range.

The last item is a consequence of Lemma 1.
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4 Application to a neurological data set

We summarize a straightforward algorithm for generating finite alpha com-
plexes from f(x), which we propose as a tractible but rigorous method for
noise reduction and subsampling. We apply this method to a point cloud gen-
erated from a remarkable recent article in neuroscience, which finds a toroidal
structure in the brain activity of certain grid cells in rats [11]. Software for
reproducing this application is described in Section 4.5 below.

4.1 Sampling algorithm

We explain an algorithm for sampling landmarks point from the super-level
sets Y(a), which serve as the vertices of an alpha complex.

Let µ be the underlying distribution whose density is f(x), with respect
to the uniform measure on the sphere. In order to sample from µ, suppose
we have chosen x ∈ Sd−1. The distribution resulting from sampling x̃ ∈
H+(x) uniformly at random and recording c = x̃ · x is given by the density
(1 − c)(d−1)/2−1 with respect to the uniform measure on [0, 1]. Then scaling
this by the kernel function (x̃·x)t results in a Beta distribution. We may then
sample from µ by selecting a random index i in proportion to the coefficient
ai, and then sampling from H+(xi) by picking a random great circle through
xi, and taking x̃ to be the point on that circle whose dot product is given by
a sample c̃ as above.

The next proposition shows that this pushforward measure under the
transport map coordinate invariant in the same sense as ψc.

Proposition 1. Let ν = T∗(µ) be the pushforward measure, and suppose
D ⊂ S(V ) for a subspace V . Then ν is supported on S(V ), and is equal to
ν̄ = T̄∗(µ̄) associated to the restriction f̄ as in Lemma 1.

Proof. Repeating the statement, we may assume that V has codimension
1. For each xi ∈ D, let us parametrize H+(xi) by a point x̄ ∈ H̄+(xi) =
H+(xi) ∩ S(V ) together with an inclination θ ∈ (0, π). Then the resulting
uniform measure on H+(xi) can be described by sin(θ)dθ times the uniform
measure on H̄+(xi). The kernel also factors as Kt(x, xi) = Kt(x̄, xi) sin

t(θ),
so we see that the underlying distribution µ̄ of f̄(x) is the pushforward of
µ under the projection map x 7→ ρ(projV (x)). Then the statement follows
from item 3 of Lemma 1.
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Given f(x), we now have an algorithm for generating an alpha complex
which models Y(a), similar to the one from [3]. Recall that the unweighted
alpha complex Alpha(S, r) is defined as the nerve of the covering by balls
of radius r centered at the vertices of S, intersected with the corresponding
Voronoi cells at those same points [9].

Algorithm 4.1. Suppose we are given D, t, a as in Theorem 1, as well as
a separation parameter 0 < s < 1, and a sampling number M ≫ 0. We
generate an alpha complex as follows:

1. Sample M points {x̃1, ..., x̃M} from the distribution of µ as above, and
simulataneously compute the value ỹi = T (x̃i), as well as ãi = ϕc(ỹi)
using (3.12).

2. Initialize a vertex set S = ∅. for each ỹi in decreasing order of ãi, add
ỹi to S if ãi ≥ a and Kt(ỹi, ỹj) ≥ s for all ỹj already added to S.

3. Construct the unweighted alpha complex Alpha(S, r) associated to
r =

√
2− 2s−t, the corresponding distance in the sphere, using the

algorithm of [4] or another effective algorithm.

Note that this algorithm would be impractical using X(a), ψ instead of
Y(a), ψc, due the dependence of the r-covering number of X(a) on the em-
bedding dimension d. If M is still not sufficiently large to fill out Y(a), one
might also use an enlarged radius of (1 + ϵ)r in the alpha complex.

4.2 Grid cells

We illustrate this method using a data set from [11], which studied neural
activity in rats as they moved in a confined space. Among other discoveries,
they found that the brain activity of certain modules of grid cells, which play
a role in measuring physical location, were concentrated along the surface
of a torus associated to different lattice structures in 2-dimensional space.
This was confirmed using persistent cohomology, specifically the Vietoris-
Rips construction, which found persistent Betti numbers consistent with a
torus, namely (β0, β1, β2) ∼ (1, 2, 1).

In the experimental setup, while the rat was alert and free to move about
an open area, the excitations of grid cells, referred to as spikes, were recorded.
Within each of several modules, the spikes were collected into a T×N matrix
A as a sequence of voltage thresholds from 0 through 4, where T represents
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the number of time steps, and N represents the number of neurons. Typical
values would involve a few hundred thousand time steps, and about 100−200
neurons.

Before taking persistent cohomology, several steps were required to pro-
cess the data. In order, these were: temporal smoothing, which involved con-
volving the time direction by a Gaussian; subsampling down to T = 25000
by choosing well-spaced “active times,” which were rows of high L1-norm;
normalizing the mean and variance of each of the N-columns; dimension re-
duction using a PCA to dimension 6; additional down-sampling to about
1200 points which lie near a low-dimensional manifold, using a combination
of k-nearest neighbors density estimation, a method known as topological
denoising [12], and certain aspects of the UMAP algorithm [13]. Persistent
cohomology was then calculated using the Ripser software [1], revealing the
Betti numbers of a 2-dimensional torus.

4.3 Spherical alpha shapes method

We used Algorithm 4.1 as a replacement for the steps related to subsampling
and noise reduction, leaving only elementary preprocessing steps. Specifi-
cally, starting with the above point cloud A, for a particularly module with
T = 126728 and N = 111, we applied the following:

1. Apply Gaussian smoothing in the time direction, using the same code
used in [11].

2. Normalize each of the 111 columns to have the mean zero and variance
one.

3. Apply an SVD to reduce the dimension to 6.

4. Normalize each of the 126728 rows to have radius 1.

This resulted in a point cloud D ⊂ S5 of size 126728 in the 5-sphere.
We then selected a value of t = 1/h2 with h = .3, and a cutoff value of

a with the property that ψ(xi) ≥ a for about 90% of the points xi ∈ D.
We then applied Algorithm 4.1 using the parameter s = .4 and M = 100000
(more than enough) samples to generate a vertex set S ⊂ S5 of size only 218.
Raising the value ofM did not result in significantly more points. The result-
ing alpha complex X = Alpha(S, r), computed up to the 3-simplices using
1.1× r for the radius, had (#X0,#X1,#X2,#X3) = (218, 1769, 3912, 3566)
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Figure 4.3.1: In the left frame, the true locations of the rat when the brain
signal is in the Voronoi cell of a particular vertex of X, an alpha complex
with 218 vertices built from only the neural activity. In the middle and right
frames, we have two different views of a 3D-embedding generated from the
graph associated to the 1-skeleton of X ′, a similar alpha complex with 820
vertices.

simplices in each dimension. We calculated Betti numbers of (1, 2, 1) exactly,
without persistence.

Next, we took the times at which the rat’s brain signal was in the Voronoi
cell of a given vertex, and plotted its known spatial coordinates at that
location, revealing a periodic pattern similar to the one predicted in [11].
Finally, we raised s to about .6, thereby increasing the number of vertices
to about 820. Using the 1-skeleton of the resulting alpha complex X ′, we
generated a low-dimensional embedding into R3. This was done using a
method based on KL-divergence, with some similarities to t-SNE, but using
the Metropolis algorithm with a high enough temperature parameter to avoid
local optima. The results are shown in Figure 4.3.1.

4.4 Further extensions

We have shown how to apply the constructions resulting from Theorem 1
in place of a standard pipeline related to noise reduction and subsampling
in TDA. Using these methods provided the benefit of a theoretical connec-
tion to density super-level sets, and also required only statistically intrinsic
hyperparameters which are stable with respect to changes in the size of the
point cloud, unlike other choices such as the “k” in k-nearest neighbors. We
also found that the resulting alpha complexes required considerably fewer
vertices, and were well-suited for generating low-dimensional embeddings.
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However, there may be context-specific changes that could help extend
these methods to other modules or other cell types. For instance, one chal-
lenge is that the density is not evenly distributed over the torus, so that the
cut-off parameter a may have to vary accross other modules. One modifica-
tion to address this would be to adjust the weights ai defining f so that that
the density of the true positions is uniformly distributed over the enclosed
domain. We hope this explore this and other extensions in future papers.

4.5 Software availability

The implementation of the code for generating the transport maps and spher-
ical alpha shapes can be found at the first author’s website https://www.

math.ucdavis.edu/~ecarlsson/ under “Software.” To acquire the data set
to implement the grid cells application, we streamlined the unarchival script
originally provided by [11] in the corresponding github repository. Our code
is located at https://github.com/gdepaul/DensiTDA/tree/main. In or-
der to run the github, follow the installation steps listed in the README file.
This will also require downloading the original dataset from [10] and placing
it in the same directory.
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