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VIETORIS-RIPS COMPLEXES OF TORUS GRIDS

HENRY ADAMS, ADENIKE YESIDE ADETOWUBO, HECTOR BARRIGA-ACOSTA,
ZIQIN FENG, AND JOHN STERLING

ABSTRACT. We study the topology of Vietoris—Rips complexes of finite grids on the
torus. Let T),, be the grid of n x n points on the flat torus S! x S1, equipped with
the I' metric. Let VR(T},,n; k) be the Vietoris—Rips simplicial complex of this torus grid
at scale k > 0. For n > 7 and small scales 2 < k < "T_l, the complex VR(T}, n; k) is
homotopy equivalent to the torus. For large scales & > 2|3 |, the complex VR(T},n; k)
is a simplex and hence contractible. Interesting topology arises over intermediate scales
221 <k < 2|%]. For example, we prove that VR(Ton, 20; 2n—1) = 52n°=1 for n > 2, that
VR(Tsp, 3n;n) ~ V6n* =182 f51 1 > 2. and that VR(T30-1,30-1:1) ~ V352V Vo S°
for n > 3. Based on homology computations, we conjecture that VR(T}, »; k) is homotopy
equivalent to a 3-sphere for a countable family of (n,k) pairs, and we prove this for

(n,k) = (7,4).

1. INTRODUCTION

The Vietoris—Rips complex originates in the work of Leopold Vietoris [40], a pioneer
in the study of homology. In 1927, he introduced Vietoris—Rips complexes to construct a
canonical simplicial complex on top of any metric space. Later, Elihayu Rips and Mikhail
Gromov [27] used Vietoris—Rips complexes to study hyperbolic groups in geometric group
theory. More recently, Vietoris—Rips complexes have been used in computational algebraic
topology and topological data analysis to process point cloud data [11} [18], 17, [16] [44],
based on the existence of fast algorithms to compute persistent homology [6], 45] [46]. The
study of Vietoris—Rips complexes is finding connections to many areas of geometry and
topology.

For any metric space X and a scale parameter r > 0, the Vietoris—Rips complex
VR(X;r) is a simplicial complex on the vertex set X, which has as its simplices the finite
subsets of X of diameter at most r. The Vietoris—Rips complex is an example of a clique
complex because it is the maximal simplicial complex determined by its 1-skeleton. Part
of the applicability of Vietoris—Rips complexes comes from the work of Hausmann [29]
and Latschev [31]. Hausmann proved that if M is a Riemann manifold and the scale r
is sufficiently small, then VR(M;r) is homotopy equivalent to M. Latschev also proved
that if X is Gromov-Hausdorff close to M and r is in the correct range, then VR(X;r)
remains homotopy equivalent to M.

Let us now focus attention on the m-dimensional torus T™ = (S')™ = S x ... x S
There are a variety of metrics that one can put on the torus, including the [P metric
for any 1 < p < oco. The most natural metric, in our opinion, is the [? metric; indeed,
(T™,[?) is the flat torus, a Riemannian manifold with constant curvature zero. Question 2
in Section 2 of [24] asks about the homotopy types of Vietoris—Rips complexes of the
flat torus (T™,1?). To our knowledge, the only known result is that VR((T™,[?);r) is
homotopy equivalent to the torus T™ for all scale parameters r that are sufficiently small,
by Hausmann’s theorem [29].
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When the m-dimensional torus is equipped with the [*° metric, and when each geodesic
circle has unit circumference, it is known from [2, Proposition 10.2] that VR((T™,1*);r)
is a product of odd-dimensional spheres, namely

VR((T™,1%);r) ~ VR(S";7) x ... x VR(S";7) = S7F! x . x 521

J/

~~ hl
m times m times

for all %ﬂ <r< fk—frlg An analogous formula is true if the different circular factors
forming the m-dimensional torus have different circumferences; in this case the Vietoris—
Rips complex of the m-torus with the [* metric could be homotopy equivalent to a product
of odd-dimensional spheres of different dimensions.

In this paper, we instead consider the /! metric. Part of our motivation for considering
the I! metric is the following. Though we think of the I! and [°° metrics on the torus
T? as being less natural than the [ metric, if we can understand the inclusion map

VR((T?,1');7) < VR((T?,1°);7), then since this inclusion factors as
VR((T?,1');7) < VR((T?,1*);7) < VR((T?,1°°);r),

we can deduce properties of the intermediate space VR((T?,[?);7). For example, if we
can show that the inclusion map VR((T?1);r) — VR((T?[°);r) is nonzero on the
k-th homotopy group 7, then it follows that m,(VR((T?,1*°);r)) # 0, and similarly for
homology groups. A second motivation for considering the I* metric is that it is the natural
(shortest path) metric to put on the grid graphs T,,,, which approximate the torus T,
as we describe in the next paragraph. In this paper, we also focus on the 2-dimensional
torus T? = S' x S, as this case is already complicated and points to phenomena that we
expect to appear again with the m-dimensional torus T™.

We study the homotopy types and homology groups of Vietoris—Rips complexes of a
finite grid of points on the torus. Let T, ,, be the nxn grid graph on a torus T,,,, € S*x S*.
In other words, T, ,, is the product of the cyclic graph C,, with itself. We consider the
homotopy types and homology groups of its Vietoris-Rips complexes VR(T},,; k) at a
growing scale parameter £k > 0. Here, the input metric space into the Vietoris—Rips
construction is the vertex set of the graph T}, ,,, equipped with the I* metric. We think of
the [! metric as a natural metric on the vertex set of the grid graph T, ,,; indeed, it is the
same as the shortest path metric on the natural grid graph with 7T}, ,, as its vertex set. We
note that as n — oo, the persistent homology of VR(T},,; >) converges to the persistent
homology of VR((T?,1'); e) by the stability of persistent homology [14], where (T?, 1) is
the ! metric product of two geodesic circles each of circumference one.

Table [1l shows known homotopy types and computed homology groups of the Vietoris—
Rips complexes VR(T,,,; k) of n x n grids on the torus. We write T? in Table [ to
mean that the complex has homotopy type of the torus. We write 3; = d as shorthand
for H;(VR(Ty.n; k);Z/2) = (Z/2)¢. The homology computations, performed using Z/2
coefficients in Ripser [6], were carried out on Auburn University’s Easley cluster.

Let us describe some initial examples in Table [Il At scale 0, we have that VR(7}, ,;0)
is a collection of n? vertices, and therefore VR(T}, ,; 0) = V** =150,

By an Euler characteristic argument, any connected graph with v vertices and e edges
is homotopy equivalent to V¢=**1S1. Since VR(T}, ,; 1) has n? vertices and 2n? edges, we
get that

VR(T}, ;1) = vevtigh ~ VLS for n> 4.

For k > 2 and for n > 3k, i.e. when the scale parameter k is small enough compared

to n, we prove in Theorem (.9 that VR(T,, ,; k) is homotopy equivalent to the torus T.
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k=1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

n= vist * * * * * * s *
4 \/1751 \/953 S7 * % * * % *
5 V251 [\/? 52 VogH * * * * * *
6 Vv3TST 2852 3:1,5:12 5:23, 8:2 S * * * *
7 voost | T2 3:1,4:14 S8 11:1 * * * *
g | vest| 12 [\/PS2v VS| 3:1,7:16 (12:0) 3:1 (12:0) 12:259 531 * *
9 ve2gt |2 V352 3:1,5:36 (9:0) 3:1 (9:0) 7:31,8:183 (9:0) (6:0) * *
10 | viorst | T2 T? 3:21, 4:60 3:1,9:20 4:39 (10:0) (6:0) (6:0) i
11 |vi2st| T2 T2 Vi s2y /2 g8 3:1,6:22 3:1 (10:0) 4:1,5:4 (5:0) (5:0)
12 | visst| T2 T2 VasisE 3:1,4:24,5:120 3:1 (9:0) 3:1 (6:0) (4:0) (4:0)
13 | viost| T2 T2 T? 3:27,4:26 3:1,8:26 3:1 (6:0) 3:1 (4:0) (4:0)
14 [voist| T2 T2 T2 \VTS2v P S3 | 3:1,5:28,6:84 3:1 (6:0) 3:1 (6:0) 4:1
15 | v2%6st | T2 T? T? VARUSE 3:1,4:90 3:1 (4:0) 3:1 (4:0) 4:89
16 | v»7st| T2 T? T? T? 3:35,4:34 (6:0) | 3:1,6:64 (7:0) 3:1 (6:0) 3:1 (4:0)
17 | v2ost| T2 T2 T2 T2 \PIS2V\PESS | 3:1,4:34,5:34 3:1 (6:0) 3:1 (4:0)
18 | v3®Bst| T2 T? T? T? V2582 3:3,4:2,5:216 3:1 (6:0) 3:1 (4:0)
19 | vt T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 3:39,4:38 (5:0) 3:1 (4:0) 3:1 (4:0)
20 |vorst| T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 /52 v\ 8% | 3:1,4:160 (5:0) 3:1 (5:0)
21 | vzst | T2 T2 T? T2 T? V293,62 3:3,4:2,5:294 3:1 (5:0)
22 | vi®st| T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 3:47,4:46 (5:0) | 3:1,4:44,5:44
23 | ve0st| T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 VPSPV VS| 3:3,4:2 (5:0)
24 | Vo775t | T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 VR 3:3,4:2,5:384
25 | vo%st| T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 3:51,4:50 (5:0)
2 | VoSt | T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 T2 VAV
27 \/7BOSI TZ T2 ']I*Z T2 T? T2 T2 v48552
28 \/78551 T2 TQ T2 T2 TZ TZ TZ TZ

TABLE 1. Homotopy types of clique complexes of graph powers of the torus grid graphs
VR(Tyn; k). We write i:d as shorthand for H;(VR(T,.; k);Z/2) = (Z/2). Cells that
contain an entry of the form (i:0) have been computed up to the i-th homology group
without yielding additional features. Cells not containing (i:0) have had the homology
computed up to the greatest ¢ within the cell. All computations were done using Z/2
coefficients in Ripser. Each distinct colored diagonal corresponds to a major result dis-
cussed in the paper: the 'blue-highlighted diagonal is explained in Section [I while the
red and teal diagonals are explained in Section [Bl

We note that VR(T,, ,,; k) is contractible if the scale parameter k is large enough:

n if n is even

if n is odd.

n—1

VR(T,n; k) =« for k > {

Indeed, this follows since the diameter diam(7}, ) is equal to n if n is even, and equal to
n —11if n is odd. Once k is large enough so that k£ > diam(7,, ), then any two vertices
in 7, , are connected by an edge in the Vietoris—Rips complex, meaning that VR(7}, ,,; k)
is a complete simplex and hence contractible.

Interesting topology arises over intermediate scales "= < k < 2[%]|. Here 2[%] is
simply the function returning n if n is even, and returning n — 1 if n is odd — i.e., the
function returning the smallest even integer less than or equal to n. Two goals of our
paper are (i) to describe the topology of VR(T}, ,; k) for 25+ < k < 2|2 as best we can,
and (ii) to ask open questions about aspects of the topology in this regime that we have
observed (say from homology computations). We hope this paper inspires future work
studying the intricate topology that arises.

n—1

For n even we have a homeomorphism VR(T,, ,;n—1) = S %2_1; the entries in Table [II
that are examples of this are VR(Ty4;3) = S, VR(Ts6;5) = S, VR(Tss; 7) = S,
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k=10 11 12 13

n =12 (4:0) G *

13 (4:0) (4:0) * *

14 (4:0) (4:0) (4:0) | 8%

15 (4:0) (4:0) (4:0) | (4:0)

16 4:3 (4:0) (4:0) | (4:0)

17 3:1 (4:0) 4:1 (4:0) | (4:0)

18 3:1 (4:0) | 3:1 (4:0) | (4:0) | (4:0)

19 | 3:1 (4:0) | 3:1 (4:0) | 41

20 3:1 (4:0) | 3:1 (4:0) | 4:159

21 3:1 (4:0) | 3:1 (4:0) | 3:1 (4:0)

22 3:1 (4:0) | 3:1 (4:0) | 3:1 (4:0)

23 3:1 (4:0) | 3:1 (4:0) | 3:1 (4:0)

24 3:1 (4:0) | 3:1 (4:0)

25 | 3:1,4:250 | 3:1 (4:0)

26 3:3,4:2 | 3:1 (4:0)

27 3:3,4:2 | 3:1,4:54

28 3:59,4:58 | 3:3,4:2

TABLE 2. A continuation of Table [II Additional computational power is
likely needed to find interesting topology in the blank entries.

and VR(T10.10;9) = S*°. These homeomorphisms follow since the complex in question is
isomorphic to the boundary of a cross-polytope. Indeed, if n is even, then diam(7,, ,,) = n,
and so at scale diam(7},,,) —1 = n—1, each vertex in VR(7}, ,;n—1) is connected to every
other vertex besides its “antipodal pair”. By Corollary [6.3] this means that VR(7, ,; k)
is isomorphic to the boundary of a cross-polytope on n? vertices, hence homeomorphic to
the boundary of a ball of dimension ”72, and hence homeomorphic to a sphere of dimension
» 1,

We prove that VR(Ts,3n;7) ~ V7152 for n > 2. These homotopy types arise as
follows. The simplicial complex VR(T3,3,;n) is obtained from a subcomplex that is
homotopy equivalent to the torus (which we prove using the nerve lemma) by attaching
6n? additional 2-simplices. Of these 6n? additional disks, 3n? are attached with boundary
circle wrapping once around one circular factor of the torus S' x S!, and the remaining
3n? are attached with boundary circle wrapping once around the other circular factor of
the torus. This produces a space that is homotopy equivalent to the (6n? — 1)-fold wedge
sum of 2-spheres.

Using a similar proof technique, we also prove that VR(T3,-130-1;7) =~ Vg, 55 V
Ve, o S? for n > 3.

Based on homology computations, we conjecture that for n > 3 the reduced homology
of VR(T3,,—2,3,—2; 1) is nontrivial only in dimensions 3 and 4.

In Section [1, we use homology computations with integer coefficients and the theorems
of Hurewicz and Whitehead to prove that the homotopy equivalences VR(T5 5;3) ~ \/, S?
and VR(T%77;4) ~ S3. We conjecture that VR(T,,,; k) is homotopy equivalent to a 3-
sphere for a countable family of (n, k) pairs; see Question B8 We conjecture that this
3-sphere is formed from the hollow torus S* x S! by gluing in two solid tori (the space fills
in as the scale increases), in order to obtain the 3-sphere as the standard genus-1 Heegard
decomposition S? = (ST x D?) Ugi,q1 (D? x S1).

Even though Table [ and [3, Table 1] are quite different, one may recognize a similarity

between the homotopy types in one row and one column selected from each table:
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4-th row of Table[I] 4-th column of [3, Table 1]
VR(Ty1;0) ~ V550 VR(Q3;0) = Vg0
VR(Tys1) ~ V78! VR@Qi 1) = VTGl
VR(Ty4;2) ~ V253 VR(Qy4;2) ~ V9S3
VR(Ty4;3) ~ S7 VR(Q4, 3) ~ S7
VR(Tya;k) ~ xfork>4| VR(Quk) ~ =xfork>4

Here @, is the vertex set of the 4-dimensional hypercube with 2% = 16 vertices, equipped
with the Hamming metric, and the homotopy types of VR(Qy; k) are proven for all k
in [3]. This similarity is no coincidence. Indeed, we observe that the 4 x 4 torus grid
graph T} 4, which also has 16 vertices, is isomorphic to the 4-dimensional hypercube graph
Q4. It follows immediately that VR(Ty4;k) = VR(Q4; k) for all k, and in particular,
VR(Ty4;2) ~ VS and VR(T}4;3) ~ S7.

More generally, let (), be the vertex set of the hypercube graph with 2™ vertices
equipped with the shortest distance path metric, or equivalently, the set of all 2" bi-
nary strings of length n equipped with the Hamming distance. The 4 x t . X 4 grid graph
on the m-dimensional torus T™ = (S!)™ is isomorphic to the 2m-dimensional hypercube
graph ()s,,, and so their Vietoris—Rips complexes coincide as well. So, determining the
homotopy types of Vietoris—Rips complexes of grid graphs on the m-dimensional torus
can be thought of as a generalization of the problem of determining the homotopy types
of Vietoris—Rips complexes of (even-dimensional) hypercube graphs, which is a hard prob-
lem [3, 37, 5, 20, 21, 22].

We begin in Section 2l with a description of related work, before continuing with prelim-
inaries and notation in Section 3l Section @ describes the maximal simplices in VR(Z?;2).
In Section [l we prove the homotopy types of the families VR(Tsy3,;n) o~ VO =182 for
n > 2 and VR(T3,-130-1;1) = Ve, 352V Ve,_o S° for n > 3. Section [l describes the
connection to cross-polytopes, and Section [7] explains how certain homotopy types can be
deduced from integral homology computations. We conclude in Section [§ with a list of
open questions.

2. RELATED WORK

Hausmann’s theorem. Hausmann’s theorem [29] states that if M is a compact Rie-
mannian manifold, then there is a positive scale r(M) > 0 such that if 0 < r < r(M),
then the Vietoris—Rips complex VR(M; ) is homotopy equivalent to M. The value r(M)
depends on the geometry of the manifold M, such as its curvature. This is extended by
Latschev’s theorem [31], which further implies that if X is sufficiently close to M in the
Gromov—Hausdorff distance, then the homotopy equivalence VR(X;7) ~ M is maintained
when scale r is sufficiently small compared to the curvature of M and sufficiently large
compared to the density of X.

Vietoris—Rips complexes of products. Let (Xi,p1), (X2, p2),. .., (Xn, pn) be metric
spaces. For each 1 < p < oo we define the [P metric on the product X = X; x Xox...x X,
by

n 1/p
(o)) = (L)

In the case p = 0o, we have

dloo(({[’l,,I‘Q, cee axn)’ (ylayQa .. ayn)) = maX{pl(xzayl) | 1 S i S TL}
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By [2| Proposition 10.2], if we equip the product with the [* metric, then for any r > 0,
we have a homotopy equivalence

VR(X;7) = VR(Xi57) % ... x VR(Xi7).

Little is known if we instead equip the product with the [P metric for p < oco. For
example, if I = {0, 1} is a two-point metric space with d;(0, 1) = 1, then the Vietoris-Rips
complexes are easy to understand: VR(I;7) is two points (the zero-dimensional sphere)
for r < 1, and VR(I;r) is a (contractible) edge for » > 1. So, by [2, Proposition 10.2],
VR((I™,1%°);r) is 2" points for » < 1, and VR(I";r) is contractible for » > 1. But,
if instead p = 1 < oo, then the product (I™,1') is isometric to @, the vertex set of
the hypercube graph equipped with the shortest path metric. And, the Vietoris—Rips
complexes of these metric spaces VR((I™,1');r) = VR(Q,; r) are quite complicated; see [3,
37, 15, 20, 21, 22).

There are a several papers exploring Kiinneth formulae for persistent homology [35], 23],
12, 10, 39], though from this perspective the Vietoris—Rips complexes of [* products are
again significantly simpler than Vietoris-Rips complexes of I! products.

Vietoris—Rips complexes of platonic solids. In [36], the homotopy types of Vietoris—
Rips complexes of platonic solids are determined. In more detail, the vertex set of the
platonic solid is equipped with the metric that arises from the shortest path metric in
the graph that is the 1-skeleton of that platonic solid. Many of the higher-dimensional
homotopy types that arise are boundaries of cross-polytopes, at a scale parameter one
below the diameter of the vertex set. The most new interesting shape that arises is the
Vietoris—Rips complex of the vertex set of the dodecahedron, at scale parameter two below
the diameter, when it is homotopy equivalent to a 9-fold wedge of 3-spheres.

Vietoris-Rips complexes of grid graphs. Let Z" be the integer lattice in n-dimensional
space, equipped with the I* metric. Zaremsky asked the question if for any n, there exists
a scale parameter r sufficiently large such that the Vietoris—Rips complex VR(Z";r) is
contractible. This result was recently proven by Virk in [41]; see also [43]. The case of
n =2 or n = 3 is simpler; see [32, [42]. In order to understand lattice grids in a torus, we
need a different proof in the n = 2 case that provides a characterization of the maximal
simplices of VR(Z?;r), which we do in Section [l

3. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce the definitions and notation got metric spaces, simplicial
complexes, graph theory, and topology that we will need in the remainder of the paper.

3.1. Metric spaces. We denote the open ball of radius r > 0 centered at x € X by
Bx(z,7) ={y € X : d(x,y) < r}, and the closed ball by Bx[z,r] = {y € X : d(z,y) < r}.
When the space X is clear, we may write these open and closed balls as B(z,r) and B[z, r].
We define the diameter of subset A C X as diam(A) = sup, ;e d(z,y). If diam(A) is not
finite, then we set diam(A) = oo.

The most frequent metric spaces we will encounter in this paper are the following. We
equip the integer lattice Z* with the [ metric, defined by d((z,y), (z/,v') = |z —2'|+|y—v/|
for all (z,y), («/,y') € Z*. This is also referred to as the word metric on Z?. We also equip
R? with the /! metric, defined in the same way for all (z, ), (z/,3') € R%. We let C,, denote
the set {0,1,...,n—1}, equipped with the circular metric d(,7") = min{|i—i'|,n—|i—i'| }.
We let T, ,, denote the set {0,1,...,n—1}x{0,1,...,n—1}, equipped with the I* product
metric, namely d((7, ), (¢',5')) = min{|i —¢'|,n — |i — |} + min{|j — 7’|, n — |j — j'|}. The
diameter of C, is § if n is even and "T_l if n is odd. It follows that the diameter diam(7}, )
is equal to n if n is even, and equal to n — 1 if n is odd. Note that the metric on C,

recovers the shortest path metric on the vertex set of a cycle graph, and that the metric
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on T, , recovers the shortest path metric on the vertex set of a torus grid graph. For
this reason, by an abuse of notation, we will also use the symbols C), and T, ,, to denote
graphs in Section 3.5

3.2. Simplicial complexes. A k-simplex is a k-dimensional polytope that is the convex
hull of its £+ 1 vertices. For example, a 0-dimensional simplex is a point, a 1-dimensional
simplex is a line segment, a 2-dimensional simplex is a triangle, a 3-dimensional simplex
is a tetrahedron, etc.

The convex hull of any nonempty subset of the k£ + 1 points that define an k-simplex is
called a face of the simplex. A simplicial complex K is a set of simplices of an underlying
vertex set that satisfies the following conditions: (1) every face of a simplex from K is
also in K, and (2) the nonempty intersection of any two simplices in K is a face of both
of them. A simplex ¢ € K is a mazimal simplex or a facet in K if there is no simplex
7 € K with 0 C 7. That is, a facet is a simplex that is not the face of any larger simplex.

An abstract simplicial complex K consists of a vertex set V' and a collection of simplices,
namely finite subsets of V', such that if 0 € K and ¢’ C o, then ¢/ € K. We identify
abstract simplicial complexes with their geometric realizations, described in the paragraph
above.

3.3. Vietoris—Rips complexes. For a metric space (X, d) and r > 0, define the Vietoris-
Rips complez, denoted as VR(X;7), as the simplicial complex satisfying:

e the underlying vertex set of VR(X;r) is X, and

e a finite set 0 C X is a simplex in VR(X; ) if and only if diam(o) < 7.
This is the closed Vietoris-Rips complex; the open Vietoris-Rips complex instead uses
diam(o) < r.

3.4. Nerve complexes. We will sometimes understand the homotopy type of a space
using nerve complexes and the nerve lemma, which we introduce next.

Given a finite collection of sets U = {U, }aea with each U, C X, the nerve complex of
U is the simplicial complex N (U) whose vertex set is the index set A, and where a subset
{ag, a1, ...;a5} € A spans a k-simplex in N(U) if and only if Uy, N Uy, N ... N Uy, # 0.

Theorem 3.1 (Nerve Theorem). Let U be a collection of open sets in a metric space X
with U = X. If every nonempty intersection (\;_, Ua, is contractible, then the nerve
simplicial complex N(U) is homotopy equivalent to X.

This version of the nerve theorem follows from [28, Corollary 4G.3] since every metric
space is paracompact. We refer the reader to [8, [7] for other versions of the nerve theorem.

3.5. Graphs. A graph is a pair G = (V| E) consisting of a set of vertices, V', and a set
of edges, E/, where each edge is a pair of vertices. In some cases, we will use the notation
G = (V(G), E(G)) to emphasize that the vertices and edges correspond to the graph G.
The shortest path metric dg on V(G) is the metric satisfying that dg(u, v) is the minimum
length of a path of edges connecting u to v. If u and v are not connected by a path of
edges, we say dg(u,v) = co. The diameter of a finite connected graph G is defined as
diam(G) = max{dg(u,v) : u,v € G}.

Given a graph G and a positive integer k, the graph power G* is the graph with
V(G*) = V(G), and with (u,v) € E(G*) if and only if dg(u,v) < k.

For an integer n > 3, we define the cycle graph C,, = (V(C,), E(C,)), where V(C,,) =
{0,1,....,n—1}and E(C,) ={({,i+1):0<i<n—-1}U{(n—1,0)}.

Given graphs G = (V(G), E(G)) and H = (V(H), E(H)), define the Cartesian product
(sometimes called box product) G O H as the graph such that: (i) V(G O H) = V(G) x
V(H), and (ii) ((u,u’), (v,2")) € E(G O H) if and only if either v = v and (v',v") € E(H),
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or v/ = v and (u,v) € E(G). The torus grid graph of n by m vertices is defined as
Tom=C, OC,.
The clique complex C1(G) of a graph G is the simplicial complex with
e vertex set V(G), and
e a finite o as a simplex if and only if ¢ induces a complete subgraph of G.

We can relate the clique complexes of graph powers to Vietoris-Rips complexes of
graphs equipped with the shortest path metric. Indeed, for every k£ > 0, the clique
complex CI(G*) is equal to the Vietoris—Rips complex VR((V(G),dg); k). For ease of
notation, we write VR((V(G),dg): k) as VR(G; k). In particular, VR(T,, ,; k) denotes
the same simplicial complex whether 7;, ,, is interpreted as the metric space defined in
Section [3.1] or as the vertex set of the torus grid graph equipped with the shortest path
metric.

3.6. Homology. Given a simplicial complex K, we define A, (K) to be the free abelian
group consisting of finite integral combinations of the oriented n-simplices in K. The
boundary homomorphism 0, : A, (K) — A,_1(K) is a function that maps each oriented
n-simplex to a linear combination of its (n—1)-dimensional faces, each with an appropriate
sign to respect orientation, such that d,_; 09, = 0. The collection of all A;(K’) connected
by boundary homomorphisms, 9;, form a chain complex

O N (K) 275 AL 2 A () 27 2 A (1) B A (K) 0

where 0; 0 9;;1 = 0 for each 1.

The i-th homology group (with Z coefficients), H;(K), is defined to be the quotient
group Kerd;/Imd; ;. Moreover, the i-th Betti number 5;(K) is the rank of H;(K), i.e.
Bi(K) = rank(H;(K)).

3.7. Connectivity. We say that a nonempty topological space Y is k-connected if the
homotopy groups m;(Y') are trivial for all i < k.

4. THE FACETS OF VR(Z? k)
Recall that we equip Z? and R? with the ! metric, given by

d((z,y), («",y) = |z — 2| + |y — y|.
In this section, we classify the facets of VR(Z?; k) for any scale k, where Z? is equipped
with the {! metric. This classification will be needed for the proofs of Theorems [E.11]
and [£.13] in the following section. As an easy consequence, we also recover the known
result that VR(Z?; k) is contractible for scales k greater than or equal to 2. We begin by
introducing the required notation and key lemmas.

Since VR(Z?; k) = VR(Z?; | k]), it suffices to restrict attention to integer values of k.
Given a positive integer k, we say that a simplex o C Z? is k-generated by a set of vertices
0 Coif 0 =(),es Brz[v, k]; call the set & a generating set.

In the set Z*, for n,m € N, let R,,, = {(i,j) € Z* : 0<i<n—-1,0<j<m-—1}
be the rectangle with n vertices on the base and m vertices on the height. Note that
R, is simply a point, Ry is two vertices with distance 1, and Rs is the set of corners
of a square. We define the following collections of simplices with vertex sets in Z? up to
isometry (translation and 90° rotation).

If k is even, let

e Z(0O,k) = {oc C Z*: 0 is a ©f2-generated simplex and 6 = Ry,}, and
o Z(-,k) = {oc C Z*: 0 is a L-generated simplex and 6 = R;;}.
If £ is odd, let

o Z(—, k)= {0 CZ*: 0 is a “'-generated simplex and 6 = Ry;}.
8
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By ¢ = R,,,, we mean that ¢ is isometric to R, ,,. Observe that Z(-, k) is simply the
collection of all closed balls of radius g centered at a vertex in Z2.
Given a non-vertical line L in the plane R? of the form y = max + b, define

Ty = {(x,y) €Z*:y >max + b} and By = {(z,y) € Z* : y < ma + b}.

That is, 77, and By, are the top and bottom parts of Z? split by the line L. We say that
L is tangent to a set of vertices o C R? if (1) L contains at least one point of o, and (2)
either (c CTrUL and o N By =0) or (6 C BpUL and o NTy = 0).

Lemma 4.1. Let k > 0 be an integer and let o € VR(Z*; k) be a maximal simplex. Then
there is a ¢ € R? with each coordinate an integer or a half integer so that o = Bg2|c, g]ﬂZQ.

Proof. Let o be a facet in VR(Z?; k). Now, let Ly, L be lines in R? of the form y = z+ky,
y = x + ko so that Ly and Ls are tangent to o and o C (B, U L) N (T, U Ly). Note the
lines L, and Ly are parallel translations of the positive diagonal enclosing ¢ in a sandwich
fashion. Also, let Ls, Ly be lines in R? of the form y = —x + k3, y = —x + k4 so that Lg
and L4 are tangent to o and o C (B, U L3) N (1, U Ly). Similarly, the lines Ly and L,
are parallel translations of the negative diagonal enclosing o. Note kq, ko, k3, ks € 7Z.

Let P denote the closed quadrilateral of points in R? enclosed by the lines L; for
1 <14 < 4. This implies ¢ C P.

We claim that d(Ly, Ls) = d(Ls, Ly) = k. On the one hand, if d(Ly, Ls) > k, then
diam(o) > k: pick points v; € L1 No and vy € Ly N o, which exist since the lines are
tangent to o. Because Ly and Ly are parallel, any pair v € L; and w € L, have distance
> k by our assumption, so d(vy,vs) > k which is a contradiction since vy, v9 € 0. Similarly
for Ly and Ly. So, we can assume that both d(Ly, Ls),d(Ls, Ly) < k. On the other hand,
if d(Ly, Ls) < k, then o is not maximal: consider the line L/ = L; + 1 and consider the
intersecting vertex u € L' N L. Note that d(u,v) < k for every v € o, contradicting that
o is maximal. We have proven the claim.

From the claim, note that P is a diamond: a quadrilateral sides of length k and all sides
parallel to the diagonal or the negative diagonal. Let ¢ be the center of mass (intersecting
point of the diagonals) of P in R%. Though ¢ need not be in Z?, each coordinate of ¢ is
either an integer or a half integer. We note P = Bgz][c, g] It is clear that all pairs in
Bg:[c, %] are at distance at most k. Also, since 0 C P = Bge[c, £] and ¢ is maximal, o
must coincide with Bge[c, §] N Z2. O

Proposition 4.2. Let k > 0 be an integer. The only facets in VR(Z*; k) are:
(1) elements from Z(O, k) UZ(+, k), if k is even,
(2) elements from Z(—. k), if k is odd.

That is, the facets of VR(Z* k) are of the form o = Bge[c, £] N Z? where
= (i,j) or (i+3,7+3) fori,j € Z ifk is even, and
=(i+3,7) or (i,j+3) fori,j € Z if k is odd.

Proof. Let o be a facet in VR(Z?; k). Let L;, for 1 <14 < 4, denote the tangent lines that
enclose o as in the proof of LemmadIl That is, Ly, Lo, L3, L4 are of the form, y = x+ kq,
y=1x+ ko, y=—x+ k3, y = —x + ky, respectively, so that they form a diamond with
sides of length k = d(Lq, Ls) = d(Ls3, L4). We consider the parity of k:

Case 1: k is even. If the top lines intersect at a point L; N Ly € Z2, then also
LiN Ly, LoNLs, LyN Ly € Z2. Since k is even, the center of this thomboid is in Z? and it
forms the generating set of o. Hence, o € Z(-, k). Alternatively, if LN L3 ¢ 7, then since
k is even, we have Ly N Ly, Lo N L3, Lo N Ly ¢ Z%. There are horizontal top and bottom
segments, and vertical left and right segments (four of the “sides” of o) each containing

only two points of . Now, consider the two vertical lines passing through the top and
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bottom vertices of o, and the horizontal lines passing through the left and right vertices
of 0. The intersection of these lines are the corners of a square which is the generating
set of 0. Hence, o € Z(O, k).

Case 2: k is odd. If Ly N Ly € Z?, then also Ly N Ly € Z* (but Ly N Ly, Ly N L3 & 72
since k is odd). Consider the segment S from L; N L3 to LaNLy. As k is odd, the segment
S contains two central points in Z?2, and these points are the generating set of o. Hence
o€ Z(—,k). If Ly Ly ¢ Z?, then L1 N Ly and Ly N L3 are in Z*. Symmetrically, the
generating set of o is the pair of central vertices in the horizontal segment from L, N L,
to Ly N L3. Hence o € Z(—, k). O

Corollary 4.3. Let k > 0 be an integer. Then o C Z* is a simplex in VR(Z?; k) if and
OTLly Zf mUEO'BR2 (Ua %) 7& @

Proof. First we claim that for ¢ € R? with each coordinate an integer or a half integer, we
have Bg:|c, g] NZ? = Bg:(c, %) NZ?*. The C direction is clear. For the reverse direction,
note if z € Bge(c, £H1) N Z?, then d(z,¢) < L. Since z and ¢ have integer or half-integer

coordinates, and since k is an integer, this implies d(z, c) < g, and hence z € Bge|c, g]

Hence if o is a simplex in VR(Z?; k), then by Proposition and the claim above we

have o = Bge[c, 5] N Z* = Bga(c, 21) N Z?, where ¢ has each coordinate an integer or a

half integer. Hence ¢ € Ny, Br2 (v, %), S0 Nyey Brz2 (v, %) # ().
k+1

Next we claim that if the intersection NyesBr2(v, 3=) is nonempty for o C 72, then
that intersection contains some point ¢ with each coordinate an integer or a half integer.
The intersection of any open [! balls in R? yields an intersection set equal to {(z,y) €
RQ:kQ <y—l’<l€1, k4<y+$<l€3} Write

MueoBrz (v, ) = {(z,y) ER* 1 ko <y —x < k1, ks <y+ 2z < ks}.

Since the ball centers are in Z?2, it follows that each of ki, ko, k3, k4 is an integer (if k is

odd) or an integer plus 1 (if k is even). Since this intersection set is nonempty, we have
ki —ky > 1 and k3 — k4 > 1. Tt follows that the point ¢ = (z,y) € R?> with y —x = k; — %

and y +x = kg — %, namely the point ¢ = (kazkL %), is a point in Nyey Br2 (v, %)

with each coordinate an integer or a half intengr.

Hence if Ny, Brz(v, %) # (), then there is some ¢ in this intersection with each coor-
dinate an integer or a half integer. Hence o C Bgz(c, %) Since k is an integer and all
coordinates are integers or half-integers, this implies ¢ C Bg:[c, £]. So diam(c) < k and

o € VR(Z* k). O
This concludes the classification of the facets of VR(Z?; k), which is the main point

of this section. As a consequence, we can deduce the known result that VR(Z?; k) is
contractible for all k > 2 [43] [32] 42] [41].

Theorem 4.4. VR(Z?; k) is contractible for every k > 2, where Z* is equipped with the
I* metric.

Proof. By Corollary 3], the VR(Z?; k) is isomorphic to the nerve complex N(U), where
U is the collection of open balls U = {Bg:(v, £1)},cz2. Since k > 2, we have that U is a
cover of R%. Since [! balls in R? are convex, a finite intersection of such balls is convex,
and hence either empty or contractible. Therefore, the nerve theorem (Theorem [B.])
gives a homotopy equivalence |N(U)| ~ UU = R% So VR(Z* k) = NU) ~ R? is
contractible. O

5. COMPLEXES VR(Ts 3,5 k) AND VR(T55-136-1; k)

In this section, we discuss the homotopy type of the complexes VR(T3x3,; k) and
VR(Ts5-13k-1; k). We'll prove that for k& > 2, VR(T%s;3x; k) is homotopy equivalent to
10



a (6k* — 1)-fold wedge sum of 2-spheres, and for k > 3, VR(Ts_13,_1; k) is homotopy
equivalent to a wedge sum of 6k — 3 many S%’s and 6k — 2 many S%’s. In Section 5.1 we
classify the facets in these simplicial complexes, before determining the homotopy types
of the complexes in Section (.2

5.1. Maximal simplices. We denote GG,, = nZ x nZ and its group action on the grid
Z* by g (a,b) = (a+1i,b+ j) for g = (i,j) € G. Recall that we equip Z* with the I!
metric. It is straightforward to verify that T, is isometric to Z*/G,,, equipped with the
quotient metric, by the natural correspondence. For convenience, we use d to represent
the metrics on Z? and Z*/G,,. Let m, be the quotient map from Z? to Z?/G,,. For each
(a,b) € Z?, denote ([a],[b]) = ma(a,b). If any distinct pair (a’,0') # (a”,V") satisfies
(a',0), (a",b") € ([a], [b]), then d((a’,b"), (a”,b")) > n. Notice that d(([a], [b]), ([c],[d])) =
min{d((a',0), (¢, d)) : (a',V) € ([a],[b]) and (¢',d") € ([¢],[d])}. Using these facts, the

following result is straightforward to verify.

Lemma 5.1. Fiz n > 2k. Suppose that d(([a], [b]), ([c],[d])) < k. Then for any (a’',V') €
([a], [b]), there exists a unique (¢, d’) € ([¢], [d]) such that

d((d, V), (', d)) = d(([a], [P]), ([c], [d])) < k-
Next we discuss the relations between the facets in VR(Z?; k) and VR(m,(Z?); k).

Lemma 5.2. Let o be a facet in the complex VR(Z* k). Forn > 2k+1, m,(0) is a facet
in VR(m,(Z?); k).

Proof. We let z be an element in Z* and [z] = 7,(z). Clearly m,(c) is a simplex in
VR(7,(Z?); k). Suppose that m,(c) is not maximal. Then pick [y] ¢ m,(c) such that
d([y], [z]) < k for all z € 0. Then by Lemmal[5.T], for each = € o, there is a unique y, € [y]
such that d(z,y,) < k. If all of the y, points are the same, then o U {y,} is a simplex
in VR(Z? k), which contradicts with the maximality of o. Otherwise by the shape of
o as in Proposition 2] there are x and 2’ in ¢ such that d(z,z') = 1 and y, # yu.
Then d(y., Yo ) < d(ye, ) + d(z, ") + d(2, yr) < 2k + 1, which contradicts the fact that
A(Ys, yor) > n > 2k + 1. O

Lemma 5.3. Let z and y be elements in Z* with 7, ( By [z, k)N Bgzly, k]) = m,(Bgz [z, k])N
7n(Bgzy, k]). Then any facet T in VR(m,(Z?); k) containing [x] and [y] is in the form of
(o) for a facet o € VR(Z?; k) if one of the following holds:

(i) 2 <d(z,y) <k andn >3k —1, or

(i) 1 <d(z,y) <k and n > 3k.

Proof. We will show that (i) implies the conclusion holds, and skip the other case (which is
analogous). Fix a facet 7in VR(m,(Z?); k) containing [z] and [y]. For simplicity, we denote
Byz[z, k] by Blz, k] for any « € Z* and k > 0. Notice that m,(Bgz[z, k]) = Bgz/q,[[z], k]
for each = € Z* by Lemma[5.0], since n > 2k. Therefore 7 C ,(B[z, k]) Nm,(Bly, k]). For
each [z] € T, pick z, by Lemma [ to be the unique element in [z] such that d(z, z,) < k.
Clearly y, = y. Let 0 = {z} U{z, : [¢] € T and z # x}. Clearly 7 = 7,(0). We claim
that o is a facet in VR(Z?; k).

There are two important observations about the integer grid Z? with the {'-metric. By
the triangle inequality, for any z, 2’ € Z?, if d(z, 2') < 2k —2, then d(z, 2") > k+1 for any
2" € mp(Z) with 2 # 2/ since d(2,2") > n > 3k —1. Also for any z, 2’ € Bz, k|N Bly, k|,
we have d(z, 2') < 2k — 2 by elementary geometry and the fact that d(z,y) > 2.

We now show that o is a simplex in VR(Z?; k). First we prove that d(z,,y) < d for
any z, € o. Suppose not. Then we can find a [z] € 7 such that there exist z, € [Z]
with d(z,,y) = d([z], [y]) but z, # z. Then d(z,,x) + d(zz,z) > d(2y,2,) = n implies
that d(zy,z) > n —k > 2k — 1. This means that z, ¢ Bz, k]; for a similar reason
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2, ¢ Bly, k] and also for any other 2z’ € [z], we have 2’ ¢ B[z, k| N Bly, k]. Hence [z] ¢
mn(Blz, k| N Bly, k]) but [z] € m,(Blz, k]) N7, (Bly, k]), which contradicts the assumption
of the theorem. Hence o C B[z, k] N B[y, k|. Next we show that d(z,, z.) < k for any
[z],[/] € 7. By the observations, d(z,,z.) < 2k — 2. For any other element z” € [2/],
we have d(z,, 2") > k+ 1. Notice that d([z],[z/]) < k. Then, by Lemma B.1] d(z,,z.) =
d([2], [#']).

Lastly, we show that o is maximal. Suppose not. There is a 2y € Z? such that zy € o
but d(z9, z) < k for any z € 0. Then d([zo], [2]) < k and [z] # [2] for any [z] € T because
n > 3k — 1. This contradicts the maximality of 7. O

Adamaszek in [I] investigated the homotopy types of the clique complex of the graph
power, CI(C¥), where C, is the cyclic graph. The complex CI(C*) is the Vietoris-Rips
complex, VR(C,,; k), with C,, being equipped with the graph distance. Adamaszek proved
that

n—2k—1 @9y . 0

VR(Cuky = U ST ATk = g

" S2+1 if -Lm<k< tlp
241 2013

Hence as a specific case VR(Cs;_1; k) is homotopy equivalent to S* when k > 3.

For each simplicial complex K, we let M (K) denote the collection of facets in K. We
list a couple of helpful properties about the subcomplexes of VR(C,; k). Denote the
vertex set of Cy,_y as {vg,v1,...,v,-1} with {v;,v;} being an edge for |i — j| = 1 mod
3k — 1. We denote o; = {v;,vi41,...,04} (taking mod n when necessary) for each
i =0,1,...,n — 1; clearly each o; is a facet in VR(C,,; k). Let K be the complex with
M(K)={o;:i=0,1,...,n—1} . Then K is homotopy equivalent to S* when n > 2k
by the nerve lemma.

We list the maximal faces of VR(C,,; k) when n > 3k, when n = 3k, and when n = 3k—1.

Lemma 5.4. We have
{o;:1=0,...,n—1} forn > 3k,
M(VR(Cy: k) =<{0;:i=0,....,.n—1}U{ol:i=0,...,n—1} forn =23k k> 2,
{o;:1=0,....n—=1}U{0o} :i=0,...,n—1} forn=3k—1k >3,

where o = {v;, Vitg, Vizar ) and o = {v;, Viyk, Viyor—1, Vitor }, with all indices taken mod-
ulo n.

Proof. When n > 3k, it is clear that the simplices of type o; are maximal. So, we need
only to verify that there are no other facets.

Let 0 € M(VR(Cy;k)). We define the arc of a vertex v; in C,, as the set of k + 1
consecutive vertices starting at v;, i.e., {v;,vi41,..., vt }. Fix a vertex v; € o, and
note that all vertices in ¢ must lie in B¢, [v;, k]. In this proof, for convenience, we use
Blv, k] to denote Bg, [v, k| for any vertex v € C,, and k > 0. Let v; € o be such that
d(v,vj_) = min{d(v;, vj_g) : v; € 0}. We claim that every vertex in o must be contained
in the arc of v;. To verify this, we have two cases to check: v, = v; and v, # v;.

Suppose vy = v;. For the sake of contradiction, assume that o contains a vertex vs not in
the arc of v;. Then v, € Blv;, k] and vs & {vj_g, Vj_g+1, ..., vj_1} as v is the closest point
in o to vj_i. Hence, vy & Blv;, k| as vy & {vj_k, Vj—kt1s-- -, vj—1} U{0, 0501, .., Uik},
contradicting that vy € Blv;, k]. Hence, o must be of the form o;.

Suppose v, # v;. It is easy to see that v; € {vj_,...,v;_1} as otherwise d(vi, v;_) >
d(vj,vj_)) = k. Again assume that o contains a vertex vy not in the arc of v;. Since v; is
the vertex in o closest to v;_, then vy € Blv;, K]\{vj—k, Vj—k+1, - - -, Vi }. We claim that
d(ve,vs) > k. Note that d(v, v;) is the minimum of the distances from vg to v; measured

in the clockwise and counterclockwise directions. The counterclockwise distance passing
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V4 (0K V4 (R}

Vs (%) Vs V2
V6 U1 Ve U1

U7 V10 Cird V10

U8 V9 U8 V9

FIGURE 1. Visualization of n = 10 case where vg is the vertex in o closest
to vj_ = vs_3 = vs5. The left diagram highlights B[uvs, 3] in red, while the
right diagram displays the arc of vg in blue.

through v; is clearly greater than £ since v, is not in the arc of v,. Moreover, the clockwise
distance is greater than k as the distance between the endpoints of Blv;, k] is minimally
k + 1. Thus, in either case d(v;,vs) > k, contradicting that v, € . Consequently, all
o € M(VR(Cy; k)) must be of o; type.

Vs V9 Vs (%)
V6 U1 Ve (%]

U7 V10 %¢ U1

Us Vg Ug V9

£33

FiGUuRrRE 2. Continuation of the above case, illustrating the minimal dis-
tances in both the clockwise and counterclockwise directions from wvg to
vertices in Bluvg, 3] that are not in the arc of vs. These vertices are high-
lighted with green outlines for clarity.

When n = 3k, there are two types of facets. Denote o) = {v;, Vi1, Vizor}, with all
indices taken modulo n. We claim M(VR(C,;k)) ={o;:i=0,1,...,n—1}U{o} : i =
0,1,...,n—1}.

Once again, it is evident that each ¢; is maximal in this case.

We next show that each o/ is maximal. Let o] = {v;, v; 1, vitar}. Suppose that o} is not
maximal. Then it must be contained in a larger simplex, say 7. Let v; € 7\o,. Then v,
is between some pair of vertices in o;. Without loss of generality, suppose v; is contained
in the arc between v; and v;. It is clear that d(v;, viyor) > k + 1, contradicting that
7 € VR(Cy; k). Hence, the simplices of the form o] are maximal.

Therefore, it suffices to show that any facet not of the form o; must be of the o
type. Let 0 € M(VR(C,;k)), and fix a vertex v; € 0. Next, choose v; € ¢ such that
d(vg,vj_) = min{d(v;,v;_) : v; € o}. We claim that if d(v;,v;) < k, then o is of the
form ;. Otherwise, if d(v;, v;) = k, o is either of type o or o;.
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For the first assertion, if 0 < d(v,v;) < k, the argument is identical to the n > 3k case.
If instead d(v¢,v;) = 0, then o C {v;,vj41,...,vj1x}, and since ¢ is maximal, o must be
of the form o;.

For the second assertion, suppose d(v;,v;) = k. We have the following two cases to
check: v; = v;_j or vy = vj44.

If vy = vj4g, then k = min{d(v;,vj_y) : v; € o}. This forces o to be of the form o; as
g Q {’Uj,’Uj_H, NN 7'Uj+k}-

Suppose o is not of the form o;, and let v, € o\{v;,v;}. If v; = v,;_, then we claim
Vs € {Vj41,...,Vj4k}. Suppose instead vy € {vj_g11,...,0j_1}. If k=2, then vy = v,_q,
which yields o = {v;_2,v;_1,v;}, a contradiction. If k& > 3, then since o is not of the form
0, simplex o must contain a v; € {vj41,...,vj15}. The only v; € {vj41,..., v} that is
within & of both v; and v;_j is vj4y. However, d(vs,v;45) > k, a contradiction. Hence,
Vs € {vjt1,..., 0545} Moreover, it is clear that vy = v, as otherwise d(v;_g, vs) > k.
Hence, o is of type o..

U3 v3
V4 U4

V9 V2
Vs Vs
U1 U1
V6 Ve

V9 V9

v U7
Ug X

FIGURE 3. Visualization of n = 9 case where v; corresponds to v; and
vy corresponds to vj_j. The left diagram highlights B[vz, 3] in red, along
with all potential vs € {v;41,...,v;4%}, which are highlighted in green. The
right diagram illustrates that vy, which is v in this case, is the only vertex
within & of v,.

When n = 3k — 1, there are two types of facets. Denote o/ = {v;, Vi1, Vitor—_1, Vitor },
with all indices taken modulo n. We claim M (VR(C,,; k)) = {o; :i=0,1,...,n—1}U{o! :
i=0,1,...,n—1}.

The reasoning for this case follows a similar approach to that outlined in the n = 3k
case. So, we only show that the simplices of type o, are maximal.

Suppose that some ¢ is not maximal. Then ¢! must be contained in a larger simplex,
say 7. Let v; € 7\o/. Note that v; must be on an arc between one of the following pairs:
{vi, Vigr }, {Visk, Vigor—1}, or {v;, vipar}. If v is on the arc between {v;i, vitor—1}, then
d(vj,v;) > k+1. Similarly, if v; is between {v;, v;1ox }, then d(v;, vi4o,—1) > k+1. Finally,
if v; is a vertex on the arc between {v;, v}, we argue that either d(v;,viyor) > k or
d(’Uj, Ui+2k71) > k.

Suppose that d(v;, vipor) < k. Since d(v;, viyor) = k—1, d(vj, vitor) = k. Consequently,
d(vj, viyor—1) = k + 1, which contradicts the assumption that 7 € VR(C,; k). Therefore,
the simplices of the form o] are maximal in this case. U

Also, for n = 3k — 1, we let L denote the simplicial complex with M (L) = {o; : i =
0,1,...,3k —2} U {0} . Then L is contractible.
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FIGURE 4. Example facets in VR(Cy; 3), VR(Cy; 3), and VR(Co; 3)

Then, we let M, ; denote the collection of maximal simplices in VR(T,, ,; k) inherited

from VR(Z?; k), i.e.
M, = {m.(0) : o is a facet in VR(Z?; k)}.

The following can be verified using the properties of the word metric d and the quotient
map 7,.

Lemma 5.5. Fiz different x = (a,b) and y = (a’,0) in Z? such that their distance is
at most k. Then, m,(Bgz[x, k] N Bgzly, k]) = m,(Bzz|x, k]) N m,(Bzzy, k]) if either of the
following holds:

(i) n > 3k.

(i) n>3k—1,a#d, andb#1.

Proof. To begin, let Blx,k| = Bge[z,k]. In both case (i) and (ii), the containment
mo(Blz, k] N Bly, k]) C m.(Blx,k]) N 7,(B[y, k]) can be shown as follows. Let [z] €
mn(Blz, k] N Bly, k]). Then there exists some z; € [z] with z; € B[z, k] N B[z, k|. Since
z; € B[z, k], then [z] € 7,(B]z, k]). Similarly, [z] € m,(B[y, k), so m,(B[x, k] N Bly, k]) C
mn(Blz, k]) N m,(Bly, k]). Below, we show the reverse containment for each case.

(i) Let [2] € mn(Blx, k]) N1 (Bly, k]) = Bzzje, 7], k] N Bgzyq, [[y], k. By Lemma B.1],
there exists unique elements z,,z, € [z] such that d(z;,z) < k and d(z,,y) < k. We
claim that z, = z,. If z, # z,, then, since z,, z, are distinct elements in [z], we have
d(2y,2,) > n > 3k. However, by the triangle inequality, d(z,,z,) < d(zs,2) + d(z,y) +
d(zy,y) < 3k, so we must have z, = z,. Therefore, z, = 2z, € B[z, k| N Bly, k], which
yields [z] € m,(Blz, k] N Bly, k]), as desired.

(ii) Let [2] € m,(Blz, k]) N1, (Bly, k]) = Bz2sa, (], k] N Bgzya, [y, k]. As in (i), there
exists unique elements z,, z, € [z] such that d(z,,z) < k and d(z,,y) < k. We claim
that z, = z,. Suppose z, # z,. Then d(z,,z,) > n > 3k — 1, and d(z,, z;) < d(z;,z) +
d(z,y) + d(zy,y) < 3k. So, either d(z,, z,) = 3k — 1 or d(z,, z,) = 3k. We first prove the
d(2y, zy) = 3k — 1 case.

If d(z,2y) = 3k — 1, then n < d(z,,%2,) = 3k —1 < n, son = 3k — 1. Since
d(2y,2y) = 3k — 1 and n = 3k — 1, we have 2z, = z, = (n,0) or z, = 2z, £ (0,n). Without
loss of generality, suppose that z, = z, + (n,0), i.e., 2, is a horizontal translation of z, by
n.

Since d(z;,z) < k and d(z,,y) < k, we have z,, 2, € Blx, k] U Bly, k]. We claim that
the maximum distance between any two points on the same line in Bz, k| U By, k| is
3k — 2. To show this, we will maximize the distance between two points that lie on the
same horizontal line; the vertical case follows similarly.

First, the diameter of B[z, k] U B[y, k] is 2k. To maximize the horizontal diameter of
Blz, k]UBly, k] under the stipulation that a # o/, and b # b, we let y = (a+(k—1),b+1).
Clearly, Bly, k] extends the central horizontal line by k — 2 units. Hence, the maximum
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FIGURE 5. Bz, k] in k = 3 case with z, and z,

distance between two points that lie on the same horizontal line in B[z, k] U Bly, k] is
2k+k—-2=3k-2.
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FIGURE 6. Bz, k] U Bly, k| in k = 3 case with z, and z,

However, since z,, z, € Bz, k]UBy, k] and since z,, 2, differ by a horizontal translation
of length 3k — 1, we have a contradiction. Hence, we must have 2z, = z,, which implies
that z, = z, € Blz, k] N Bly, k|. So, [z] € m,(B[z, k] N Bly, k]), as desired.

If d(2y, zy) = 3k, then d(z,,2,) = 3k > n > 3k — 1. Since d(z,, z,) must be a multiple
of n, then n = 3k. Repeating the argument above yields the desired result.

O

We let N, be the collection of triangles in the quotient space, i.e.

LG ).t RLED (o281} _
Naes = LR Qe o) - o< <sk—1f.

Lemma 5.6. For any k > 2, the collection of mazimal simplices in VR(Tsy 355 k) s
M3y, 1, U Nag g

Proof. By Lemma 5.2l Msy. . € M(VR(Ts3x; k)). Also, we have the containment Nsy , C
Next we pick a facet 7 in the complex VR(T5sy 3x; k). We'll show that 7 is in My, U N3y .
First we suppose that there exist [z] = ([a], [b]) and [y] = ([¢], [d]) in 7 such that [a] # [c]

and [b] # [d]. Without loss of generality, we assume that x = (a,b) and y = (¢,d) and

d(z,y) = d([z],]y]). Clearly a # ¢ and b # d hence 0 < d(z,y) < k. By Lemma (.5

Tn(Bzz[x, k] N Bgzly, k]) = mn(Bgz|x, k]) N 7,(Bzz[y, k]). Then by Lemma (.3, we have

7 = 7, (o) for some facet o in VR(Z?; k). Therefore 7 € May, .
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Otherwise, all elements in 7 have the same first coordinate or second coordinate. With-
out loss of generality we assume that the first coordinate of all elements in 7 is [a]. Let
L be the full subcomplex of VR(T3y 5x; k) whose vertices are the one with first coordinate
being [a]. Note L is isomorphic to the clique complex, C1(C%,), where Cy; is the cyclic
graph. There are two types of maximal simplices in C1(C% ) in which only the ones of
the form {([al, [0]), ([a], [0 + K]), ([a], [b + 2k])} for some 0 < b < 3k — 1 are maximal in
VR(T5k31; k). Hence 7 € Naj . d

We let N3i_1 1 be the collection of tetrahedra in the quotient space, i.e.

LGl o) (R o)) (e 2k 1,42 ) _
N1 = {{([a},[b}>7<[a17[b+k1>,([a},[b+2k—11>,<[a},[b+2k1>} $ 0<a,b<3k 2} :

Similarly, we can prove the following.

Lemma 5.7. For any k > 3, the collection of facets in VR(Tsx_136—1;k) is Msp_1x U
Nap—1k-
Also, for n > 3k, the collection of facets in VR(T,,n; k) is My, k.

5.2. Homotopy types. In Theorem [B.11] below we will prove that for any & > 2, we
have the homotopy equivalence VR(Tsy 315 k) ~ Vg2, S?. The geometric flavor of our
proof is as follows. Recall from Lemma [5.6]that the facets in VR(T5sy 3x; k) is My, 1, U Ny .-
By Theorem [5.9] the subcomplex generated by Msy, j, is homotopy equivalent to a torus.
To this torus, we glue on the 6% triangles in Nsj; along their boundaries. Of these,
3k triangles have their boundaries wrapped once around the longitudinal circle, and the
remaining 3k triangles have their boundaries wrapped once around the meridional circle.
To understand the resulting homotopy type, we note (see Lemma [E.I0) that gluing on
only one longitudinal triangle and only one meridional triangle produces the 2-sphere.
Then, gluing on each of the remaining 6k — 2 triangles adds an additional 2-sphere to the
wedge summand, producing \/,. , S? in total.

In order to complete the inductive format of this proof, we will need the following result
describing the homotopy type of a complex by splitting it into two subcomplexes, with a
proof in [26].

Lemma 5.8. Suppose a simplicial compler K = KU K5 satisfies that the inclusion maps
1 KiN Ky — Ky and 1y : K1 N Ky — Ky are both null-homotopic. Then

K~ K1 \/KQ\/E(Kl ﬂKQ)

Theorem 5.9. Assume that k > 2. For any n > 2k, let K be the complex with M,
being the collection of maximal simplices. Then K is homotopy equivalent to the torus
T2.

Hence when k > 2 and n > 3k, VR(T,,..; k) is homotopy equivalent to the torus T?.

This theorem therefore gives the torus homotopy types in Table [l for n > 3k.

Proof. The topological space R?/G,, is homeomorphic to the torus T2. Similarly as in
the proof of Theorem B4, we define U = {m,(Bge(z, 1)) C R?/G, : x € Z*}, where
here 7,: R? — R?/G,,. Since n > 2k and since k > 2, the intersection of any finite
subcollection of U is either empty or contractible by Lemma Also, the nerve complex
N(U) is isomorphic to K. By the nerve theorem, N(U{) is homotopy equivalent to T?,
and hence so is K.

When n > 3k, the collection of facets in the complex VR(T,, ,; k) is M,, ; by Lemma 5.7}
hence in this case VR(T), »; k) is homotopy equivalent to T?. O

Lemma 5.10. Assume that k > 2. Let 7 = {([0], [0]), ([k], [0]), ([2k],[0])} and 7o =
{([0], [0]), ([0], [K]), ([0], [2k])} and let K be the simplicial complex with M(K) = Msj U
{71, 72}. Then K is homotopy equivalent to the sphere S*.
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Proof. Let X be the cell complex obtained from R?/G3;, by gluing two disks ¢; and ¢y
along the circles (R x {0})/G},. and and ({0} x R)/G%,, where G}, = 3Z x {0} and

G2%. = {0} x 3Z. For convenience, let X; be the torus R?/G3;, and let X2 be the image of
c1, co under the gluing map; hence X = XjUX,. Since X3 is contractible, X is homotopy
equivalent to its quotient over X2 which is a cell complex generated by one vertex and
one disk; and hence it is homotopy equivalent to S2.

Let K; be the complex whose collection of facets is M3 and let K5 be the complex
whose collection of facets is {71, »}. Clearly the geometric realization of K, is home-
omorphic to X5. By Theorem 5.9 K is homotopy equivalent to X; because both are
homotopy equivalent to T2. Denote L = K; N Ky and A = X; N X,. Both L and A are
homotopy equivalent to S* vV S'. Fix a homotopy equivalence ¢g; from X; to K; and a
homeomorphism gy from X5 to K5 such that the restrictions of these two maps are home-
omorphisms from A to L. Therefore, the below diagram (where all 41, ..., 4 are inclusion
maps) commutes.

1 19

X1 4 A > Xo
glJ, hJ, gzl
K ¢ L y Ko

13 1y

Because X = X; U X, is homotopic to S?, by [9, 7.5.7] so is K = K; U K,. This finishes
the proof. 0

Theorem 5.11. For k > 2, we have the homotopy equivalence
VR(Taari k) =~ \/ 5°.

6k2—1

Proof. There are 6k? distinct 2-simplices in N3y, i and the intersection of each pair in Ny
is at most a vertex. Let K be the complex whose facets are

M(K) = M3k,k U {{([O]v [0])7 ([k]a [O])v ([Zk]a [O])}v {([0]7 [O])v ([0]7 [k])a ([O]v [Zk])}}

Then by Lemma 510, K is homotopy equivalent to a sphere. List the rest of the elements
in N3k,k as 01,09,...,06K2_2.

Let K, be the complex formed by including the additional simplices o1,...,0,. Then
we claim that the complex K is homotopy equivalent to a (¢+ 1)-fold wedge sum of S?’s.
This implies that VR(Tsy3; k) is homotopy equivalent to \/g.  S*

The claim clearly holds for £ = 0. Now we assume it holds for some ¢ < 6k? — 2. Let

Ky, , be the complex generated by the simplex oyy;. Hence, Koy = K, U K,,, . Note
that K, , is a complex formed by a 2-simplex whose boundary is in Ky; hence, K,NK,,,

is homotopy equivalent to S*, and hence null-homotopic in both K, and K,, - Then by
LemmaB.8, Ko = KyUK,,,, is homotopy equivalent to K,V XS! = K,V S? since K,,,,
is contractible. This induction finishes the proof of the claim. O

This gives the homotopy types of the - diagonal in Table . We now prove the
homotopy types of the teal diagonal.

In Theorem below we prove that for any k > 3, we have the homotopy equivalence
VR(Ts—136-1:k) = V357V Vo S®. Recall from Lemma B.7 that the facets in
VR(Ts5-13k-1; k) are Msg_1 5 U Nag_1 . By Theorem 5.9, the subcomplex generated by
M3, is homotopy equivalent to a torus. To this torus, we glue on the remaining

tetrahedra in Nsj,_;j, which as we show, have the effect of gluing on 3k — 1 3-spheres
18



attached along longitudinal circles, and 3k —1 3-spheres attached along meridional circles.
The resulting homotopy type, as we show, will be \/¢, 557V Vg, o 5%
We omit the proof of the following lemma, which is analogous to Lemma [5.10L.

Lemma 5.12. Assume that k > 3. Let 7 = {([0], [0]), ([%], [0]), ([2k — 1], [0]), ([2k], [0])}
and m = {([0], [0]), ([0], [k]), ([0], [2k — 1]), ([0], [2k])} and let K be the simplicial complex
with M(K) = Mzg_14 U {71, 72}. Then K is homotopy equivalent to the sphere S2.

Theorem 5.13. For k > 3, we have the homotopy equivalence
VR(Tsp-1,36-1; k) =~ \/ S? v \/ S3.

6k—3 6k—2
Also,
VR(T55:2) ~ \/ 52
9

Proof. For each a € Z, we let L. be the full subcomplex of VR(Ts;_13;_1; k) with the
vertices whose first entry is [a], and we let L7 be full subcomplex of VR(T3x_1.3,_1; k) with
all vertices whose second entry is [b]. Notice that both L} and L7 are isomorphic to the
Vietoris—Rips complex on the cyclic graph Cs;_; with scale k.

First fix k¥ > 3. Then, by Adamaszek’s result, both of L! and L} are homotopy
equivalent to S3. Notice that the pairwise intersection of these subcomplexes contains
at most one vertex. We let K be the simplicial complex whose collection of facets is
M3k U {01, 02}, where o1 = {([0], [0]), (0], [K]), ([0], [2k — 1]), ([0], [2k])} and on =
{([0], [0]), ([&], [0]), ([2k — 1],0), ([2K], [0])}. By Lemma EI2, K is homotopy equivalent
to S2.

Notice that

VR(Tap-1-13k) = KU | JLyu | L7
a€’Z beZ

If @ # 0, then K N L} is the subcomplex whose facets are {{([a], [0]), ([a], [b + 2k —
1), ([a], [b+2k])}, {([a], [b+ K]), ([a], [b+ 2k —1]), ([a], [b+2K])}, {([al, [0]), ([a], [0+ K])} },
which is homotopic to the circle S'. Therefore, K U L} is homotopy equivalent to K V
Ll v (S ~ S?v 53V S% by LemmaB8 For a =0, KN L. is contractible and hence
K U L} is homotopy equivalent to S? v S%. The same results hold for K U L?. Then an
inductive argument yields the first result in the theorem.

Now we consider the complex VR(755;2). The Vietoris-Rips complex of the cyclic
graph C; with scale 2 is generated by a 5-simplex and hence contractible. Therefore,
when k = 2, both L} and L} are contractible. Let L be the complex with vertex set T 5
and facets M 5. Similar as Lemma [5.6] the facet in VR(T55;2) is either in Mj 5 or Ll L2
for some a, or b. A similar approach as Lemma [5.10 shows that the complex L U L{ U L2
is homotopy equivalent to S?. And the intersection of each of the 8 remaining L} or L}
with L U L§ U L3 is homotopy equivalent to S'. Hence by induction and Lemma 5.8 the
complex VR(T55;2) is homotopy equivalent to \/, S2. O

6. CONNECTION BETWEEN TORUS GRID GRAPHS AND CROSS-POLYTOPES

In this section we explore the connection between the torus grid graphs and cross-
polytopes as noted in Proposition [6.2. We state first some notation and results.

An n-dimensional cross-polytope is a ball in R™ with the /1 norm, that is, it is a set of the
form {z € R": ||z — ¢||; < ¢}, for some € > 0 and some ¢ € R". All n-dimensional cross-
polytopes are isomorphic equivalent, and hence we only focus on the case where ¢ = 1
and ¢ = 0 (the origin of R™); we refer to this case as “the” n-dimensional cross-polytope.

Equivalently, if {é; : 1 < k < n} is the standard basis in R", then the n-dimensional
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cross-polytope is the convex hull of the vertex set {£ é; : 1 < k < n}. The boundary of
the n-dimensional cross-polytope is the set {x € R" : ||z||; = 1}, which is homeomorphic
to the unit sphere S"~! in R"™.

Recall that the diameter of the torus grid graph 7,,,, is n if n is even, and n — 1 if n
is odd. For scale r = diam(7},,) — 1, the Vietoris-Rips complex VR(T,, ,;r) will have
all possible edges ezcept that each vertex will not be connected to its “antipodes” (the
vertices at distance r):

Lemma 6.1. Let n be a positive integer and r = diam(7},,,) — 1. Then in the 1-skeleton
of VR(T,,.n;7), each vertex is connected to all but

e cractly one vertex, if n is even,
e cxactly four vertices, if n is odd.

Proof. First note that in the cycle graph C),, given a vertex u, there is exactly one antipode
of w in C),, if n is even, and exactly two antipodes of u in C, is n is odd. This implies
that given any vertex (u,u’) in T,,, there is exactly one (four) other vertex (vertices) at
distance diam(7,, ,,) from (u,u’) if n is even (odd). O

The previous lemma motivates the following definition. We say that a graph is antipode
if every vertex is connected to all but exactly one vertex. For example, the 1-skeleton
of VR(T),»;diam(T,,,) — 1) is an antipode graph when n is even. Note that from the
definition, the size of the vertex set of an antipode graph must be even.

Antipode graphs are a special case of the Turdn graphs T'(m,l) (see [38]): a vertex
set of size m is partitioned into [ many subsets, with sizes as equal as possible, and then
connecting two vertices by an edge if and only if they belong to different subsets. Hence,
an antipode graph is isomorphic equivalent to 7'(2m, m) for some m.

We recall that the cliqgue complex Cl(G) of a graph G is the simplicial complex with
vertex set V(G), and with a finite subset o as a simplex o if and only if o induces a
complete subgraph of G.

Proposition 6.2. The 1-skeleton of an n-dimensional cross-polytope is an antipode graph,
in fact of type T'(2n,n). Conversely, the clique complex of an antipode graph of 2n vertices
15 toplogically homeomorphic to the boundary of the n-dimensional cross-polytope.

Proof. For the first part, since the n-dimensional cross-polytope is the convex hull of the
vertex set {£ éx € R" | 1 < k < n}, this implies that in its 1-skeleton, each vertex é; is
connected to all vertices except —éy.

Now we prove the second part. Note that the boundary of the cross-polytope is a
simplicial complex that contains a subset o of {£ é, € R" | 1 < k < n} as a simplex
if and only if {é;, —éx} € o for all k. The same is true for the clique complex of an
antipode graph with 2n vertices (equivalently, for the Turdn graph 7'(2n,n)). Indeed, if
we let {£vy,...,2v,} be the vertex set of an antipode graph with 2n vertices, where each
vertex vy, is connected to all other vertices besides —uvy, then a subset o of {£vy,..., fv,}
is a simplex in the clique complex of the antipode graph if and only if {vy, —vx} € o
for all k. So, we can obtain a homeomorphism from the boundary of the n-dimesnional
cross-polytope to the clique complex of an antipode graph with 2n vertices by mapping
each vertex é; to v, and then extending linearly to simplices. O

Corollary 6.3. Let n be even. Then VR(T,,,; diam(T,,,,) — 1) ~ S= L.

Proof. By Lemma [6.1] the 1-skeleton of VR(T,, ,;diam(7},,) — 1) is an antipode graph,

indeed of type T'(n?, %2) Also note that VR(T,, ,,; diam(7}, ,,) —1) coincides with the clique

complex of its 1-skeleton. Hence by Proposition 6.2, VR(T,, ,; diam(7},,) — 1) is homeo-

morphic to the boundary of the %—dimensional cross-polytope, which is homeomorphic

to ST L. l
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7. THE HOMOTOPY TYPES OF VR(T;5;3) AND VR(177;4)

In this section, we use homology computations (with integer coefficients) and the
Hurewicz and Whitehead theorems to determine the homotopy types VR(T5 5;3) ~ \/, S?
and VR(Ty7;4) ~ S3.

The homology groups for VR(T,, ,;7) in Table [l were computed with Z/2Z coeffi-
cients, using Ripser software [6]. However, we also computed the homology groups for
VR(T, ;7)) with 7 < 4 with Z coefficients, using Polymake software [25]. All of the ho-
mology groups were free in this range. So, while entry i:d in Table [ is shorthand for
H;(VR(T,n; k); Z/2) = (Z/2)¢, it is moreover true that if r < 4, then entry i:d in Table/[I]
means H;(VR(Ty.n; k); Z) = Z* (and all other positive dimensions have trivial homology).
In particular, Polymake computations show that the integral homology of VR(T55;3) is
the same as that of \/, SY, and the integral homology of VR(T%7;4) is the same as that
of S3. We now show that these are homotopy equivalences.

Let Y be a simply connected CW complex such that the only nonzero reduced homology
group is H,(Y) = Z¢. It follows from the Hurewicz and Whitehead theorems that we have
a homotopy equivalence Y ~\/_S™. This is given by Proposition 4C.1 of [28] and stated
clearly in Theorem 1 of [I3]; see Theorem 2 of [I3] for an interesting generalization. Since
we have used Polymake to determine the integral homology of VR(T55;3) is the same
as that of \/, S?, and the integral homology of VR(7%7;4) is the same as that of S, it
suffices to show that these Vietoris—Rips complexes are simply connected.

We prove simple connectedness using the appendix by Barmak in Farber’s paper [19],
which consolidates prior work [33] 34} (15 [30] lower bounding the connectivity of clique
complexes of graphs. Recall that a nonempty topological space Y is k-connected if the
homotopy groups 7;(Y") are trivial for all i < k. Barmak proves that if a simplicial complex
is (2k + 2)-conic (meaning every subcomplex with at most (2k + 2) vertices is contained
in a simplicial cone), then the complex is k-connected [19, Appendix, Theorem 4]. If any
2k + 2 closed balls of radius 7 in the metric space X intersect, then each such intersection
point is the apex of a simplicial cone in VR(X;r) containing any subcomplex on those
ball centers, showing that VR(X;7) is (2k + 2)-conic and hence k-connected[] Taking
k=1and X =1T,,, we see that if any 4 closed balls in 7}, ,, of radius r intersect, then
VR(T,,,»;7) is simply connected.

The graph T5 5 has 5% = 25 vertices, and each closed ball of radius 7 = 3 in T 5 contains
21 vertices. Therefore, the intersection of any 4 closed balls of radius 3 in 755 contains
at least 25 — 4(25 — 21) = 9 vertices, and is hence nonempty. This shows VR(T;5;3) is
simply connected, and hence VR(Ts 5;3) ~ \/, S°.

The graph 77 7 has 7% = 49 vertices, and each closed ball of radius » = 4 in T} 7,7 contains
37 vertices. Therefore, the intersection of any 4 closed balls of radius 4 in 7% 7 contains at
least 49 — 4(49 — 37) = 1 vertex, and is hence nonempty. This shows VR(7% 7;4) is simply
connected, and hence VR(T%7;4) ~ S3. We have proven the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1. There are homotopy equivalences VR(Ts 5;3) ~ \/, S? and VR(T;7;4) ~
S3.
8. CONCLUSION
We end with a list of open questions.

Question 8.1. The smallest complexes that we have not proven anything about (see
Table [I)) are of the form VR(T, ,;3), i.e. the Vietoris—Rips complexes of n x n grids

1See [4, Corollary 4.4] for the case using open Vietoris-Rips complexes with the diam(o) < 7 convention
(and hence open balls in X), instead of the closed Vietoris—Rips complexes with the diam(c) < r
convention (and hence closed balls in X') as we use here.
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on the torus at scale parameter 3, for n = 5,6,7. Homology computations show that
VR(T55;3) has 4, = 9, that VR(T§6;3) has 3 = 1 and 5 = 12, and that VR(7%7; 3) has
B3 = 1 and B4 = 14. What are the homotopy types of these spaces, and in particular is
VR(T5 5; 3) homotopy equivalent to a 9-fold wedge sum of 4-spheres?

Question 8.2. What are the homotopy types of VR(Ts6;4), VR(T77;4), VR(T3s;4),
VR(Ty9;4), and VR(T1910;4)? In particular, is VR(7%7;4) homotopy equivalent to a
3-sphere?

Question 8.3. Is it possible to determine in what dimensions ¢ the reduced homology
groups H;(VR(T,, »; k)) are nonzero?

Question 8.4. For k > 3, is it the case that _FIZ‘(VR(Tgk_ng_Q; k)) is nonzero if and only
if = 3,47
For k > 5, is
6k — 3 if kis odd
VR(T3;_231_2;k)) =

Bs(VR(Tok-236-2: k) {Gk —1 if kis even?
For k > 5, is
6k —4 if k is odd

VR(Ts_236_92;k)) =
Ba(VR(Tsp—2,35-2; k) {6k—2 if k is even?

Question 8.5. Is it true that for k£ > 7, the complex VR(T3j,_33x—3; k) has
B3(VR(Tsp—330-3;k)) =3 and  By(VR(T3r—33k—3:k)) = 27

Question 8.6. Is it true that for k£ > 2, the complex VR (7% 2x; k) is homotopy equivalent
to the wedge sum of S? with a 4k-fold wedge sum of S2¢~17

Question 8.7. How can Theorem [.I] be proven without relying on integral homology
computations?

Question 8.8. We conjecture that VR(T, ,; k) is homotopy equivalent to a 3-sphere for
a countable family of (n, k) pairs, definitely including (n, k) = (7,4) (see Theorem [T),
and potentially including a subset of
(n, k) € {(8,5), (9,5)} U{(11,6), (12,6)}

U{(n,7) |12 <n <15}

U{(n,8) | 13 <n <19}

U{(n,9) |16 <n <21}

U{(n,10) | 17 <n < 24}

U{(n,11) | 18 <n < 26}.
We conjecture that these complexes are homotopy equivalent to a 3-sphere S® that is
formed from the hollow torus S' x S! by gluing in two solid tori (as the scale increases),

in order to obtain the 3-sphere as the standard genus-1 Heegard decomposition S® =
(Sl X D2) Ugix gt (D2 X Sl)

Question 8.9. For any n and for any k£ < &, is the rank of the map H3(VR(T,, n; k)) —
H3(VR(T,,n; k') induced by inclusion equal to

min{ﬂi’)(VR(Tn,n; k))’ 63(VR(Tn7n; k,))}?

In other words, are the 3-dimensional persistent homology groups as large as they can be

(given the 3-dimensional Betti numbers)?
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Question 8.10. We note that Hy(VR(T'9,10; 4)) has rank 60, Hy(VR(710,10; 5)) has rank 0,
and Hy(VR(T19,10; 6)) has rank 39. (As a result, the rank of the map Hy(VR(T3910;4)) —
H4y(VR(T'0,10;6)) induced by inclusion is zero.) When is it possible for the rank of ho-
mology to be non-monotonic as the scale increases?

Question 8.11. Is it true that for £ > 0, the complex VR(T745k.7+5x; 3 + 2k) has
64<VR(T7+5]€,7+5]€; 3+ 2/{7)) =14+ 10k7?
Tables [Il and 2 confirm this for 0 < k < 4.

Question 8.12. Isit true that for &k > 3, the complex VR(T5y 5x; 2k) has B5(VR(T5k 515 2k)) =
1 and ﬁ4(VR<T5k’5k; 2/{7)) = 10]€27
Tables [ and Bl confirm this for 3 < k& < 5.

Question 8.13. Is it true that VR(7}, ,; k) is not contractible for

n if n is even

k<
n—1 if nisodd?
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