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Abstract

Given a real-valued functioh de ned over a manifoldM embedded ifR?, we are interested in
recovering structural information abdufrom the sole information of its values on a nite sample
Existing methods provide approximation to the persistence diagrdnwiien the noise is bounded
in both the functional and geometric domains. However, they fail in the presence of aberrant values,
also called outliers, both in theory and practice.

We propose a new algorithm that deals with outliers. We handle aberrant functional values with
a method inspired from the k-nearest neighbors regression and the local median lItering, while the
geometric outliers are handled using the distance to a measure. Combined with topological results
on nested ltrations, our algorithm performs robust topological analysis of scalar elds in a wider
range of noise models than handled by current methods. We provide theoretical guarantees on the
quality of our approximation and some experimental results illustrating its behavior.
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1 Introduction

Consider a network of sensors measuring a quantity such as the temperature, the humidity, or the eleva-
tion. These sensors also compute their positions and communicate these data to others. However, they
are not perfect and can make mistakes such as providing some aberrant values. Can we still recover the
topological structure of the measured quantity?

This is an instance of a scalar eld analysis problem. Given a manNblembedded irRY and a
scalar eldf : M ! R, we want to extract the topological information fof knowing only its values
on a nite set of pointsP. The topology of a function could refer to features such as peaks (local
maxima) and pits (local minima). In addition, it is also interesting to be able to evaluate the prominence
of these features, which is the same notion geographers use to distinguish between a summit and a local
maximum in its shadow. Such information can be captured by the so-dajpetbgical persistence
which studies thesub-level set§ (] 1 ; ]) of a functionf and the way their topology evolves
as parameter increases. In the case of geography, we can use the function minus-elevation to study
the topography. Peaks will appear depending on their altitude and will merge into other topological
features at saddle points. This providgsesisistence diagrardescribing the lifespan of features where
the prominent ones have the long lifespans.

When the domaiM of the functionf is triangulated, one classical way of computing this diagram is
to linearly interpolate the functioh on each simplex and then apply the standard persistence algorithm
to this piecewise-linear function [16]. For cases where we only have pairwise distances between input
points, one can build a family of complexes and infer the persistent homology of the input fuhction
from them [5] (this construction will be detailed in Sect[gn 2).

Both of these approaches can provably infer correct topology when the input points admit a bounded
noise, i.e., when the Hausdorff distance betweeandM is bounded and the error on the observed value
of f is also bounded. What happens if the noise is unbounded? A faulty sensor can provide completely
wrong information or a bad position. Previous methods no longer work in this setting. Moreover, a
sensor with a good functional value but a bad position can become an outlier in function value at its
measured position (see Sectjon|3.1 for an example). In this paper, we study the problem of scalar eld
analysis in the presence of unbounded noise both in the geometry and in the functional values. To the
best of our knowledge, there is no other method to handle such combined unbounded geometric and
functional noise with theoretical guarantees.

Contributions We consider a general noise condition. Intuitively, a sanipld™) of a functionf :

M ! R respects our condition if: (i) the domam is sampled densely enough and there is no cluster

of noisy samples outsidd (roughly speaking, no area outsilifehas a higher sampling density than on

M), and (ii) for any point ofP, at least half of it nearest neighbors have a functional value with an

error less than a threshodd This condition allows functional outliers that may have a value arbitrarily

far away from the true one. It encompasses the previous bounded noise model as well as other noise

models such as bounded Wasserstein distance for geometry, or generative models like convolution with

a Gaussian. Connection to some of these classical noise models can be found in Appgndides A and B.
We show how to infer the persistence diagrani dfnowing onlyf~on the sef. This comes with

theoretical guarantees when the sampling respects the new condition. We achieve this goal through three

main steps:

1. Using the observatiorfs, we provide a new estimatd? to approximatef . This estimator is
inspired by thek-nearest neighbours regression technique but differs from it in an essential way.
2. We Iter geometric outliers using a distance to a measure function.

3. We combine both techniques in a uni ed framework to estimate the persistence diagram of

The two sources of noise are not independent. The interdependency is rst identi ed by assuming
appropriate noise models, and then untangled by separate steps in our algorithm.
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Related work. As mentioned earlier, a framework has been previously proposed in [5] for scalar eld
topology inference with theoretical guarantees. However, it is limited to a bounded noise assumption,
which we aim to relax.

For handling the functional noise only, the traditional non-parametric regression mostly uses kernel-
based ok-NN estimators. Th&-NN methods are more versatile [11]. Nevertheless, the kernel-based
estimators are preferred when there is structure in the data. However, the functional outliers destroy
the structure on which kernel-based estimators rely. These functional outliers can arise as a result of
geometric outliers (see Sectjon|3.1). Thus, in a way, it is essential to be able to handle functional outliers
when the input has geometric noise. Functional outliers can also introduce a bias that hampers the
robustness of &-NN regression. For example, if all outliers' values are greater than the target value,
ak-NN regression will shift towards a larger value. Our approach leveragds ¢ regression idea
while trying to avoid the sensitivity to this bias.

Various methods for geometric denoising have also been proposed in the literature. If the generative
model for noise is known a priori, one can use de-convolution to remove noise. Some methods have
been speci cally adapted to use topological information for such denoising [12]. In our case where the
generative model is unknown, we use a ltering by the value of the distance to a measure, which has
been successfully applied to infer the topology of a domain under unboundedirioise [4].

2 Preliminaries for Scalar Field Analysis

In [5], Chazal et al. presented an algorithm to analyze the scalar eld topology using persistent ho-
mology which can handle bounded Hausdorff noise both in geometry and in observed function values.
Our approach follows the same high level framework. Hence in this section, we introduce necessary
preliminaries along with some of the results fram [5].

Riemannian manifold and its sampling. Consider a compact Riemannian manifditd Let dy
denote the Riemannian metric &h. Consider the open Riemannian bBi;(x;r) := fy 2 M j
dw(x;y) < rgcentered ak 2 M. By(x;r) is strongly convexf for any pair (y;yY in the closure
of Bm(x;r), there exists a unique minimizing geodesic betwgemdy®whose interior is contained
in Bm(x;r). Given anyx 2 M, let %x) denote the supremum of the valuerauch thaB y (x;r) is
strongly convex. A is compact, the in mum of alfx) is positive and we denote it M), which
is called thestrong convexity radiusf M.

A point setP M is ageodesic'-samplingof M if for any pointx of M, the distance fronx to
P is less thart' in the metricdy. Given ac-Lipschitz scalar functiof : M! R, we aim to study the
topological structure of . However, the scalar el : M ! R is only approximated by a discrete set of
sample point® and a functiorf™: P ! R. The goal of this paper is to retrieve the topological structure
of f from f"when some forms of noise are present both in the positioRsarid in the function values
of f~.

Persistent homology. As in [5], we infer the topology of using persistent homology of well-chosen
persistence moduled ltration fF g oR is afamily of setd= totally ordered by inclusions F .
Following [3], a persistence module is a family of vector spacesg ,r with a family of homo-
morphisms : ! such that for all , = . Given a ltration

F =1fF g,rand , the canonical inclusiofr | F induces a homomorphism at the ho-
mology levelH (F ) ' H (F ). These homomorphisms and the homology groupk oform a
persistence module called tpersistence modulef F .

The persistence module of the Itratidgh = fF g 2R is said to beg-tamewhen all the homomor-
phismsH (F ) ! H (F ) have nite rank [2]. Its algebraic structure can then be described by the
persistence diagrardgm(F ), which is a multiset of points iR? describing the lifespan of the homo-
logical features in the ltratior-. For technical reason®gm(F) also contains the diagongl= x
with in nite multiplicity. See [9] for a more formal discussion of the persistence diagrams.



Persistence diagrams can be compared usingpdtiteneck distancdg [[7]. Given two multisets
with the same cardinality, possibly in nitd) andE in R?, we consider the seB of all bijections
betweerD andE. The bottleneck distance (undeg -norm) is then de ned as:

dg(D;E) = 'E‘zfs maxjix  b(x)jjs : (1)

Two ltrations fU g andfV g are said to bé-interleavedif, for any , we haveU V oo
U .+2-: Recent work in[[2, B3] shows that two “nearby” Itrations (as measured by the interleaving dis-
tance) will induce close persistence diagrams in the bottleneck distance.

Theorem 1 LetU andV be twog-tame and'-interleaved lItrations. Then the persistence diagrams of
these ltrations verifydg (Dgm(U); Dgm(V)) ™

Nested Itrations. The scalar eld topology of : M ! R is studied via the topological structure of
the sub-level sets Itration of . More precisely, the sub-level setsfofare de ned aF = f (]
1; ])forany 2 R. The collection of sub-level sets form a ltratidh = fF g g connected by
natural inclusion§ F forany . Our goal is to approximate the persistence diagtgm(F )
from the observed scalar elif : P ! R. We now describe the results of [5] for approximating
Dgm(F) whenP is a geodesi¢-sampling ofM. These results will later be useful for our approach.

To simulate the sub-level sets ltratiolF g of f, we introduceP = 1] 1 ;) P
forany 2 R. The points inP intuitively sample the sub-level sét . To estimate the topology
of F from these discrete sampl&s, we consider the -offsetP of the point setP i.e. we grow
geodesic balls of radiusaround the points dP. This gives us a union of balls that serves as a proxy
forf 1] 1 ; ) and whose nerve is known as tBech complexC (P). It has many interesting
properties but becomes dif cult to compute in high dimensions. We consider an easier to compute
complex called thé/ietoris-Rips compleR (P), de ned as the maximal simplicial complex with the
same 1-skeleton as tli&ech complex. Th€ech and Rips complexes are related in any metric space:
8>0,C(P) R(P) Cy(P):

Even though no Vietoris-Rips complex might capture the topology of the mar¥foltiwas shown
in [6] that a structure of nested complexes can recover it from the ltrat®ng using the inclusions
R(P)! Ry (P). Specically, fora xed > 0, consider the following commutative diagram
induced by inclusions, for

H (Rz2 (P ))——H (R2(P))
HR(P) ——H(R(P))

As the diagram commutes for all T, gde nesapersistence module. We call it the persistent
homology module of the Itration of the nested pafl® (P ) ] R, (P )g 2r. This construction can
also be done for any Itration of nested pairs. Using this construction, one of the main results of [5] is:

Theorem 2 (Theorems 2 and 6 of [5])Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold andflet M ! R

be ac-Lipschitz function. LeP be a geodesi¢-sampling ofM. If " < %%M), then for any 2

2" Lo4M) , the persistent homology modulesfofind of the ltration of nested pair§R (P ) |

R, (P )gareZ2c -interleaved. Therefore, the bottleneck distance between their persistence diagrams is
at most2c .

Furthermore, th&k-dimensional persistence diagram for the Itrations of nested paRs(P ) |

R, (P )gcan be computed i®(jPjkN + N logN + N 2) time, whereN is the number of simplices of
fR> (P1 )g, andjPj denotes the cardinality of the sample Bet



It has been observed that in practice, the persistence algorithm often has a running time linear in the
number of simplices, which reduces the above complexi®({@j + N logN) in a practical setting.

We say thaf™has a precision of overP if jf{p) f (p)j for anyp 2 P. We then have the
following result for the case when only this Hausdorff-type functional noise is present:

Theorem 3 (Theorem 3 of [5]) Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold andflet M ! R be a
c-Lipschitz function. LeP be a geodesit-sampling ofM such that the values df on P are known
with precision . If " < 2%4M), then for any 2 2"; 1%M) , the persistent homology modulesfof
and of the lItration of nested pair§R (P ) ] R, (P )gare(2c + )-interleaved. Therefore, the
bottleneck distance between their persistence diagrams is at2zmost .

Geometric noise was considered in the form of bounded noise in the estimate of the geodesic dis-
tances between points . It translated into a relation between the measured pairwise distances and
the real ones. With only geometric noiseg, [5] provided the following stability result. It was stated in this
form in the conference version of the paper.

Theorem 4 (Theorem 4 of [5]) Let M, f be de ned as previously ang be an -sample ofM in its
Riemannian metric. Assume that, for a parameter 0, the Rips complexa? () are de ned with
respect to a metrid{ ; ) which satis es8x;y 2 P; du (xy) daix;y) + M where 1

is a sclaing factor, 1is a relative error and 0 an additive error. Then, for any +2 -
andany °2 [ +2 ; 219%M)], the persistent homology modulesfofind of the Itration of nested
pairsfR (P ) ! RoP )garec CYinterleaved. Therefore, the bottleneck distance between their
persistence diagrams is at mast °

3 Functional Noise

In this section, we focus on the case where we have only functional noise in the observed ffinction
Suppose we have a scalar functiomle ned on a manifoldM embedded in a metric spae(such as

the Euclidean spacR?). We are given a geodesicsampleP M, and a noisy observed function
f=: P! R. Ourgoalis to approximate the persistence diagtaym(F ) of the sub-level set lItration
F=fF =f (1 ; ])g fromf. We assume thdt is c-Lipschitz with respect to the intrinsic
metric of the manifoldM. Note that this does not imply a Lipschitz conditionfon

3.1 Functional noise model

Previous work on functional noise usually focuses on Hausdorff-type bounded noisgl(e.qg, [5]) or statisti-
cal noise with zero-mean (e.@, [13]). However, we observe that there are many practical scenarios where
the observed functiofr may contain these previously considered types of noise mixedakignrant
function valuesn f~. Hence, we propose below a more general noise model that allows such a mixture.

Motivating examples. First, we provide some motivating examples for the need of handlxegrant

function values inf~, wheref{p) at some sample poiri can be totally unrelated to the true value

f (p). Consider a sensor network, where each node returns some measures. Such measurements can

be imprecise, and in addition to that, a sensor may experience failure and return a completely wrong

measure that has no relation with the true value.ddimilarly, an image could be corrupted with white

noise where there are random pixels with aberrant function values, such as random white or black dots.
More interestingly, outliers in function values can naturally appear as a result of (extrinsic) geometric

noise present in the discrete samples. For example, imagine that we have a process that can measure the

function valuef : M ! R with no error. However, the geometric locatignof a pointp 2 M can be

wrong. In particularp can be close to other parts of the manifold, thereby althqughs the correct

function valud (p), it becomes a functional outlier among its neighbors (due to the wrong locatgn of

See Figuré |l for an illustration, where the two sides of the narrow neck of this bone-structure have very



different function values. Now, suppose that the points are sampled unifornMyaomd their position is
then convolved with a Gaussian noise. Then points from one side of this neck can be sent closer to the
other side, causing aberrant values in the observed function.

In fact, even if we assume that we have a “magic lter” that can project each sample back onto the
underlying manifoldM, the result is a new set of samples where all points are on the manifold and thus
can be seen as havimgp geometric noise; however, this point set now contains functional noise which
is actually caused by the original geometric noise. Note that such a magic Iter is the goal of many
geometric denoising methods. This implies that a denoising algorithm perfect in the sense of geometric
noise cannot remove or may even cause more aberrant functional noise. This motivates the need for
handling functional outliers (in addition to traditional functional noise) as well as processing noise that
combines geometric and functional noise together and that is not necessarily centered.|Figure 1 shows
a bone-like curve and a function de ned as the curvilinear abscissa. The Gaussian noise applied to the
example creates outliers even after applying a projection onto the original object.

Another case where our approach is useful concerns missing data. Assuming that some of the
functional values are missing, we can replace them by anything and act as if they were outliers. Without
modifying the algorithm, we obtain a way to handle the local loss of information.

i I J /

3 I e, =&, 1 \

v \ | {5# 1 \

'?aL s 2 4 o 1 2 5 4 s i . - 5 s + ; d [ . / O e e e
Bone without noise Bone with gaussian noise ~ Bone after magical Iter

Figure 1: Bone example after applying Gaussian perturbation and magical lter

Functional noise model. To allow both aberrant and more traditional functional noise, we introduce
the following noise model. L&® M be a geodesit-sample of the underlying manifoM. Intuitively,

our noise model requires that for any pagin® P, locally there is a suf cient number of sample points
with reasonably good function values. Speci cally, we x two parameteendk®with the condition
thatk  k°> %k. Let NN'F‘,(p) denote the set of thie-nearest neighbors qf in P in the extrinsic
metric. We say that a discrete scalar efd: P! Risa(k;k® ) -functional-sampleff : M ! Rif

the following holds:
n 0

8p2P; g2 NNE(p) jf(a) f(p)] Kk )

Intuitively, this noise model allows up to  k®samples around a poiptto be outliers (whose function
values deviates frori(p) by at least ). In Appendix{A, we consider two common functional noise
models used in the statistical learning community and look at what they correspond to in our setting.

3.2 Functional Denoising

Given a scalar eld™: P ! R which is a(k;k®% ) -functional-sample of : M ! R, we now aim to
compute a denoised functidh: P ! R from the observed functioft, and we will later usdto infer

the topology off : M! R. Below we describe two ways to denoise the noisy observditiame of

which is well-known, and the other one is new. As we will see later, these two treatments lead to similar
theoretical guarantees in terms of topology inference. However, they have different characteristics in
practice, which are discussed in the experimental illustration of Appérjdix C.

k-median. In the k-median treatment, we simply perform the following: given any ppigtP, we
setfd(p) to be the median value of the setfofalues for thek-nearest neighbotNK (p) P of p. We
call P thek-median denoising df. The following observation is straightforward:
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Observation 1 If ~: P ! Risa(k;k® ) -functional-sample of : M! Rwithk® k=2, then we
havejfb(p) f(p)j foranyp 2 P, wheref0is the k-median denoising ot

Discrepancy. In the k-median treatment, we choose a single value frorrkthearest neighbors of

a sample poinp and set it to be the denoised vat@(ap). This value, while within distance to the

true valuef (p) whenk® k=2, tends to have greater variability among neighboring sample points.
Intuitively, taking the average (such ksmeans) makes the functid®p) smoother, but it is sensitive

to outliers. We combine these ideas together, and use the following concept of discrepancy to help us
identify a subset of points from the k-nearest neighbors of a sample ptorgstimatetp).

1 X 1 X
(V)= —  (fa) (V)% where (V)= —  fx):
i=1 i=1

(YY) and (Y) are respectively the average and the variance of the observed function values for points
from Y. Intuitively, (Y) measures how tight the function valuggx;)) are clustered. Now, given a
pointp 2 P, we de ne

*Pp = argmin (Y); and b, = (*Pp):
Y NNE (p);jYj=kO

That is,*PIO is the subset ok® points from thek-nearest neighbors gf that has the smallest discrep-
ancy andgy is its mass center. It turns out thﬂ; andb, can be computed by the following sliding-

tive pointsY; = fx;;:::;Xj+ko 1gwithi 2 [L;k  k%+ 1], compute its discrepancy(Y;). (i) Set
Y, = argminy, ok kg (Yi), and return (%) ash,.

In the discrepancy-based denoisiagproach, we simply seﬁ’(p) .= b, as computed above. The
correctness of to approximatd is given by the following Lemma.

Lemmal Iff~: P! %is a(k;ko, ) -functional-sample of : M ! R with KO % then we have

ip) f(p)j 1+2 XK foranyp2 P, wherefis the discrepancy-based denoising'of
In particular, if k° %k, thenjib(p) f(p)j 3 foranyp2 P.

Proof: LetY = fx 2 NNK(p) : jf(x) f(p)j g be the set of points iNNK (p) whose
observed function values are at mostdistance away fronfi (p). Sincef~is a(k; k% ) -functional-
sample off , itis clear thafy j kO LetY? Y be a subset with®elementsy? = fx%k’; . By
thefade nitions of Y andY?, one can immediately check thH&(x®)  (Y°%)j 2 where (YO)=
& :‘:1 f(x9). This inequality then gives an upper bound of the discrepaii¥y),

P o
p o (M) (Y02

=1 (2) 2
2

(Y9

b@l—‘@l—‘

Recall from the sliding window procedure thﬂ; = argminy, .ok kg (Yi) and, = (*Pp).
DenoteA; = ¥,\ Y andA; = ¥, nA;. Sincef is a(k;k® ) -functional-sample of , the size of
Azisatmosk klandjA:j 2k° k. Ifjb, f(p)j , hothing needs to be proved. Without loss
of generality, one can assume thigp) + . Denote = B, (f(p)+ ) . The discrepancy of



(*Pp) can be estimated as follows.

b — 1 P 2 P 2
%) = @ X2A1(f*|gx) B)7+ x2a,(F1X)  By)

o AL 2+ a0, (0 B)?

B iAd 24 a PO | Addl)?

= Wl) jALj 2+ ﬁ x2a, F(X) ] A1jby)?

o JALd 2+ (A4 )2

1 2 kYA

k0 1A2]

2k0 k 2

k kO

P P
where the third Iin% uses the inequality_; a> (" [L; &)?, and the fourth line uses the fact that
(AL + A2y =, T1X). Since¥, = argminy .ok kg (Vi) itholds that (%) (Y9).

Therefore,
2k0 Kk 2

2.
K KO 4 <

e - - T e =
ltthen follows that 2 XK' . Hencej(p) f(p)j 1+2 X  sinceb, = Mp). If

kO 2k, thenl+2 XK' 1+2=3 meaningthaff{p) f(p)j 3 inthiscase.
m

Corollary 1 Given a(k;k® ) -functional-sample of : M ! R withk® k=2, we can compute a
new function®: P 1 R %Jch thatjib(p) f(p)j foranyp 2 P, where = 1 underk-median

denoising,and = 1+2 %Uk—i under the discrepancy-based denoising.

Hence after thé&k-median denoising or the discrepancy-based denoising, we obtain a new function
P whose value at each sample point is withiprecision to the true function value. We can now apply
the scalar eld topology inference framework from [5] (as introduced in Se@ion 2) dSamyinput. In
particular, set. = fp2 P j 1’0(p) g, and letR (X) denote the Rips complex over pointsXn
with parameter . We approximate the persistence diagram induced by the sub-level sets ltration of
f : M ! Rfromthe ltrations of nested pairfR (L ) | Rz (L )g . It follows from Theorenj B
that:

Theorem 5 LetM be a compact Riemannian manifold andfletM ! R be ac-Lipschitz function. Let
P be a geodesit-sampling oM, andf™: P! R a&k;kﬂ, ) -functional-sample of . Set =1 if P

is obtained visk-median denoising, and= 1+2 Xk if P is obtained via discrepancy-based
denoising. If' < %%M), then forany 2 2" 19M) , the persistent homology modulesf oénd the
Itration of nested pairsfR (P ) ! R, (P )gare(2c + ) -interleaved. Therefore, the bottleneck
distance between their persistence diagrams is at 2ost

The above theoretical results are similar kemedian and discrepancy-based methods with a slight
advantage for th&-median. However, interesting experimental results can be obtained when the Lip-
schitz condition on the function is removed, for example with images, where the discrepancy based
method appear to be more resisilient to large amounts of noise, th&artteslian denoising method.
lllustrating examples can be found in Appenfdix C.



4 Geometric noise

In the previous section, we assumed that we have no geometric noise in the input. In this section,
we deal with the case where there is only geometric noise in the input, but no functional noise of any
kind. Speci cally, for any pointp 2 P, we assume that the observed val@) is equal to the true
function valuef ( (p)) where (p) is the orthogonal projection g to the manifold. Ifp is on the

medial axis ofM, the projection is arbitrary to one of the possible sites. As we have alluded before,
general geometric noise implicitly introduces functional noise because thegpoight have become a
functional aberration of its orthogonal projectio(p). This error will be ultimately captured in Section

[5 when we combine the results from the previous section on pure functional noise with the results in this
section on pure geometric noise.

4.1 Noise model

Distance to ameasure. The distance to a measure is a tool introduced to deal with geometrically noisy
datasets, which are modelled as probability measures [4]. Given a probability measarde ne the
pseudo-distancen (x) for any pointx 2 RY and a mass parameter 2]0;1] as m(x) = inf fr 2

Rj (B(x;r)) mg: The distance to a measure is then de ned by averaging this quantity:

S
dim () =

< m

1 [(x)2dl:
m o

The Wasserstein distande a standard tool to compare two measures. Given two probability mea-
sures and on a metric spacM , atransport plan is a probability measure ovéd M such that
foranyA B M M, (A M)= (A)and (M B)= (B). Let ( ; ) be the set of
all transport plans between between measurasd . The Wassserstein distance is then de ned as the
minimum transport cost ovef ; ):

-
Z

Wy(; )= min duv (X;y)2d (xy);
2(: ) M ™

wheredy (X;y) is the distance betweenandy in the metric spac®! . The distance to a measure is
stable with respect to the Wasserstein distance as shownh in [4]:

Theorem 6 (Theorem 3.5 of[[4])Let and be two probability measures & andm 2]0; 1]. Then,
jid:m d:miiz plﬁwz(; )

We will mainly use the distance to empirical measures in this paper. €S4¢€7] for more details on
distance to a measure and its approximation.) Givgn a nite poirR sié$ associatedmpirical measure
p is de ned as the sum of Dirac masses = j%j p2p p: The distance to this empirical measure
for a pointx can then be expressed as an average of its distances ko=thmjPj nearest neighbors
wherem is the parameter of mass. For the sake of simpligitwill be assumed to be an integer. The
results also hold for other valueslobut thek-th nearest neighbor requires a speci ¢ treatment in every
eqguation. Denoting by (x) thei-th nearest neighbors &fin P, one can write:

\
u

t Xk
d.m(x)= T d(pi (x); x)2:

i=1

Our geometric noise model. Our noise model treats the input point data as a measure and relates it
to the manifold (where input points are sampled from) via distance-to-measures with the help of two
parameters.



De nition1 LetP R" be a discrete sample and R" a smooth manifold. Let denote the
empirical measure dP. For a xed mass parametan > 0, we say thaP is an(";r)-sample oM if
the following holds:

8 2 M;d.m (x) "; and 3)

8X2R"; dm (X)<r =) dix;M) d.qpn (X)+ ™ 4)

The paramete't captures the distance to the empirical measure for pointé and intuitively tells us
how densd® is in relation to the manifolél. The parameter intuitively indicates how far away we can
deviate from the manifold, while keeping the noise sparse enough so as not to be mistaken for signal.
We remark that if a point set is gn r )-sample oM then itis an( ¢ r9-sample oM for any © and
rO r.Ingeneral, the smalléris and the bigger is, the better af"; r )-sample is.

For convenience, denote the distance function to the mariifoly d : R" ! R, x 7! d(x; M).
We have the following interleaving relation:

g<r nd'Q1 ;D) dngQ1l; +") diQ1; +27) ()

To see why this interleaving relation holds,xdbe a point such thalk(x; M) . Thusd( (x);Xx)
. Using the hypothesi{](3), we get ththi, ( (X))  ". Given that the distance to a measure is a 1-

Lipschitz function we then obtain thdty, (x) "+

Now letx be a point such that ., (x) + " r. Using the condition om in @]) we get that
dx;M) dom (xX)+ " + 2" which concludes the proof of Eqp](5).

Eqn () gives an interleaving between the sub-level sets of the distance to the measut¢he
offsets of the manifoldM. By Theorenj [, this implies the proximity between the persistence modules
of their respective sub-level sets ltrations . Observe that this relation is in some sense analogous to the
one obtained when two compact satandB have Hasudorff distance of at mdst

8;d 'L ;D) dg'@ 1 ; +") dytQ 15 +2"D: (6)

Relation to other noise models. Our noise model encompasses several other existing noise models.
While the parametérl is natural, the parametermay appear to be arti cial. It bounds the distances at
which we can observe the manifold through the scope of the distance to a measure. In most classical
noise modelss; is equal tol and thus we obtain a similar relation as for the classical Hausdorff noise
model in Eqn[(B).

One notable noise model whar& 1 is when there is an uniform background noise in the ambient
spaceRY, sometimes calledlutter noise In this caser will depend on the difference between the den-
sity of the relevant data and the density of the noise. For other noise models like Wassertein, Gaussian,
Hausdorff noise models, equals tal . Detailed relations and proofs for the Wasserstein noise model
can be found in Appendix|B.

4.2 Scalar eld analysis under geometric noise

In the rest of the paper, we assume this a manifold with positive reachy and whose curvature
is bounded byy. Assume that the inpiR is an("; r )-sample ofM for any value ofm satisfying the
bound in Theorern 10, where

" FM andr > 2" (7

As discussed at the beginning of this section, we assume that there is no intrinsic functional noise in the
sense that for ang 2 P, the observed function valdgp) = f ( (p)) is the same as the true value for

the projection (p) 2 M of this point. Our goal now is to show how to recover the persistence diagram
induced byf : M ! R from its observation§: P! RonP.

10



Taking advantage of the interleavirig (5), we can use the distance to the empirical measure to Iter
the points ofP to remove geometric noise. In particular, we consider the set

L=P\ds(Q 1 ; ])where 2: (8)

We will then use a similar approach as the one fram [5] for thisLsefThe optimal choice for the
parameter is2 . However, any value with rand + <  works as long as there exisand °©
satisfying the conditions stated in Theorgm 4.
LetL = f (X)jx 2 Lg denote the orthogonal projection bfonto M. To simulate sub-level sets
f 1] 1 ; Joff :M! R,considertherestrictedsdts := L\ (f ) (] 1 ; ]andletL =
(L ). By our assumption on the observed functfionP ! R, we havelL = fx 2 Ljf{x) 0.
Letus rstrecall a result about the relation between Riemannian and Euclidian mé{ri€®f any
two pointsx;y 2 M with d(x;y) ' one has:

4d(x;y)?

dix;y) du(xiy) 1+ 32
M

dxy)  3d0cy) ©

As a direct consequence of our noise model, for any poi@t M, there exists a poinp 2 L at
distance less tha? : Indeed, for ani 2 M, sinced., (x) ", there must exist a poimt 2 P such
thatd(x;p) ". On the other hand, since the distance to measutd.ipschitz, we havel .., (p)
dm (X)+ d(x;p) 2'. Hencep 2 L as long as 2 . We will use theextrinsic Vietoris-Rips
complex built on top points frorh to infer the scalar eld topology. Using the previous relation Egqn
(9, we obtain the following result which states that for points jrthe Euclidean distance for nearby
points approximates the Riemannian metridvbn

Proposition 1 Let = %ﬁ and assume th&" rand + < . Letx;y 2 L betwo

points fromL such thad(x;y) % 5. Then,

IC OGN geyy 20 + )+ du( 0); (y)):

Proof: Let x andy be two points ofl. such thad(x;y) 3 % Asd.n (X) r, Egn
@impliesd( (x);x) + . Therefored( (x); (Y)) ﬁd(x;y) [?, Theorem 4.8,(8)]. This
impliesd( (x); (y)) 4 and following [9),dm( (x); (¥)) 3d( (X); ().

This proves the left inequality in the Proposition. The right inequality follows from

dix;y) d( (x);x)+ d( (y)iy) + dw( (x); (v))  2( +")+ du( (x); (¥):

Theorem 7 Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold andflet M ! R be ac-Lipschitz function.
LetP be an(";r)-sample oM, andL introdur;fed in Eqn). Assumte  r> 2%, z?ndZ"

r. Then, forany 2 +6"andany %2 2 +2"+8 M . 3w (MJ'")%M) , H (f) and

3 M ( +") ' 4
H(R(L)! RolL)) are%%-interleaved.

Proof: First, note thatL is a2 -samle ofM in its Riemannian metric. This is because that for
any pointx 2 M, we know that there exists sonpe2 L such thatd(x;p) d., (x) ". Hence
d(x; (p) dix;p) + d(p; (x) 2d(x; p) 2". Now we apply Theorerﬁ]4 th by using
alt (x); (y)) := d(x;y); and setting = = %ﬁ = 2( + "): the requirement on the
distance functior'in Theorenﬂﬂl is satis ed due to PropositiEh 1. The claim then follows. u

11



SinceM is compactf is bounded due to the Lipschitz condition. We can look at the limit when
'l . There exists a valu€ suchthatforany T,L = Landf ] 1 ; ])= M. The above
interleaving means thad (M) andH (R (L)) ] R o(L)) are interleaved. However, both objects do
not depend on and this gives the following inference result:

Corollary2 H (M)andH (R (L)) ] R o(L)) are isomorphic under conditions speci ed in Theorem
[A.

5 Scalar Field Topology Inference under Geometric and Functional Noise

Our constructions can be combined to analyze scalar elds in a more realistic setting:o@bined
noise modelollows conditions|(B) and {4) for the geometry. We adapt condifidn (2) to take into account
the geometry and we assume that there exist2" ands such that:

gp2d.s (0 1 5;D:ifa2 NNk(@jiftd f( ()i sgi K° (10)

Note that in[(1D), we are usirfy( (p)) as the “true” function value at a sampdewhich is off the
manifold M. The condition on the functional noise is only for points close to the manifold (under the
distance to a measure). Combining the methods from the previous two sections, we olatamireed
noise algorithmwhere is a parameter greater than

We propose the following 3-steps algortihm. It starts by handling outliers in the geometry then it
makes a regression on the function values to obtain a smoothed fufctiefore running the existing
algorithm for scalar eld analysi$[5] on the Itratio = fp2 Ljf(p) g

COMBINED NOISE ALGORITHM
1. Computd =P\ d. s ( 1 ;).

2. Replace functional valugs by f" for points inL using either k-median or discrepancy based
method.

3. Runthe scalar eld analysis algorithm from [5] 6k; f’\)

Theorem 8 LetM be a compact smooth manifold embeddeBYrandf a c-Lipschitz function oM.
LetP RYbe apointsetand™: P ! R observed function values such that hypoths@),m@, @)
and [10) are satjs ed. For 2, the combineg noise algorithm has the following guarantees:

Forany 2 2 +6; 280 andany 2 2 +2 + 8- (M+);%M (M+)%M),H(f)and

H(R(C)! Rol ) are % MC “(”f yt s -interleaved where = 1 if we use thé&k-median and
q

= 1+2 XK ifwe use the discrepancy method for Step 2.
Proof: First, consider the ltration inducedly = fx 2 Ljf ( (X)) g; thatis, we rstimagine
that all points inL hgve correct fupction valug (equals to the true value of their prgjectiav JorBy

Theorenﬂ7,f0r 2 2 +6;@ and °2 2 +2 + 8 v (M+);% M (MJ')%M) ,H (f) and
H(R(L)! RolL ) are] v Q”f y-interleaved.

Next, considef. = fp2 Ljf(p) g, which leads to a Itration based on the smoothed function
valuesf" (not observed values). Recall that our algorithm retitnéR (C )| R o(C )). We aim to

12



relate this persistence module wkh (R (L )] R o(L )). Specically, x andlet(x;y) be an an

edge ofR (L ). Thismeansthad(x;y) 2 ,f( (X)) 0 ) . Corollary{] can be applied
to the functionf due to hypothesi 0). Henﬂ@(x) f( x)j s andjf’\(y) f( ()] s.

Thus(x;y) 2 R (L + ). One can reverse the role Bfandf and get ans-interleaving off R (L )g
andfR ([ )g. This gives rise to the following commutative diagram since all arrows are induced by
inclusions.

H (Rl +s)—H (Rol +35)—H (Ro(l +55))

H(RoL ) ——H(RoL +25))——H (Ro(L +45))

HRC +s) —HR(EC 3)—H R 55))

HR(L) —HRL2s)—HRIL +4s))

Thus the two persistence modules induced by Itrations of nested pRiréL ) | R o(L )g and
fR (£ )! R ol )gare s-interleaved. Combining this with the interleaving betweerfR (L ) !
R o(L )) andH (f), the theorem follows. [
We note that while this theorem assumes a setting where we can ensure theoretical guarantees, the
algorithm can be applied in a more general setting and still produce good results.
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A Relations between our functional noise model and classical noise mod-

els
Bounded noise model. The standard “bounded noise” model assumes that all observed function values
are within some distance away from the true function values: thajfigp) f (p)j forallp2 P.

Hence this bounded noise model simply correspondg1o® )-functional-sample.
Gaussian noise model. Under the popular Gaussian noise model, forayM, its observed function
valuefx) is drawn from a normal distributioN (f (x); ), that is a probability measure with density

a(y) = #e accurate iff{q) f(g)j a. Forthe Gaussian

noise model, we WI|| rst bound the quantity(k; k9 de ned as the smallest value such that at lé&st
out of thek nearest neighbors @fin NN,‘é (p) are (k;:k9-accurate. We claim the following statement.

0 ¢
Claim 9 With probability atleast. e 5, (k:k9 In 2.

Proof: First note that fo 1, we have that:

Z +1 Z4 +1 t2 1 z +1 t2 t
e 2dt —e 2dt= — te Zdt= —-e Z_ = —e 2;

b b b 2 b2

) R, x2 ) R; x2 )
Now we introducel (a) = = ° e 2dx. Since-#= ; e Zdx = 1, we thus obtain that for
a . 7

+1

Loy (2)? 2 5
1 p—=e <1l e (@1 -—p= e Z2dx): (11)
a
Now set = ka° 3 ands = In 2o . Letpy;:::;px denote thek nearest neighbors
of so'me point, sap;. For eachp;, letZ; = 1 |f p; is not s-accurate, and; = 0 otherwise. Hence
Z = i, Zj denotes the total number of points from th&sgearest neighbors that are seccurate.

By Equation|[(1]L), we know that
Prob[Zi =1]=1 I(s) e (%
It then follows that the expected value Hfsatis es:

E(z) ke (= %:

Now set =
we obtain

2E(Z) SinceE (Z) % it follows that(1 + )E(Z) k. Using Chernoff's bound]1],

Prob[Z k k9=Prob[Z k] Prob[z @1+ )E(Z)]

2e(2) 1E(Z
e 7 ze " ¥EZ e sk ze "o

0
The claim then foIIovE that is, with probability at ledst e %, at leask®number of points out of

anyk points ares = In W -accurate. [

Next, we convert the value(k; k9 to the value asin Equatlor[]Z) In particular, bemg(lec k%) -
functional-sample means that for apy2 P, there are at least® samplesy from NNP(p) such that
iflg f(p)j . Now assume that the furthest geodesic distance from any pdhmlb‘s(p) topis

. Then sincd is ac—Lipschitz function, we hananZNNg(p) if(@ f(p)j c.
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We note that Clai|9 is valid for any p0|ptof P. Using the union bound, the relation holds for all
points inP with probability atleast ne T Note thatifk k° 12Inn, then this probability is at

0
leastl % that is, the relation holds with high probability. Thus, with probability at I&astine %,
the inQ{Jt functionf~: P ! R under Gaussian noise model iglkg k® ) -functional-sample with

= Inﬁ,+c.

B Relations between our geometric noise model and the Wasserstein noise
model

The Wasserstein noise model assumes that the empirical measure for P is close to the uniform
measure y onM under the Wasserstein distance. Mebe ad>Riemannian manifold whose curvature
is bounded from above by, and has a positive strong convexity radiM). LetVy denote the volume
of M. Writing, the Gamma function, let us s@fggﬂ to be the following constant:

0 _ 0
-4 1T @ P w2
o 2 2 ’
Theorem 10 LetP be a set of points whose emplrlcal measumsatis esWa(; M) , Where y; is
chy —
the uniform measure odl. Then, for anym “[’# P isan(";r)-sample under our noise model
for
1
1 mVvy @
" g CCMM +p—: and r=1:
1+ 25 MO m

Proof: Fixing a pointx 2 M, we can lower bound the volume of the Riemannian ball of radius
centered ax, using the Gnther-Bishop Theorem:

Theorem 11 (Qinther-Bishop) Assuming that the sectional curvature of a manifelds always less
thancy anda is less than the strong convexity radiusMf then for any poinx 2 M, the volume
V(x; a) of the geodesic ball centred anand of radiusa is greater tharV" (a) wheredCis the intrinsic
dimension oM andV M(a) is the volume of the Riemannian ball of radmsn a surface with constant
curvaturecy.

We explicitly bound the value df (x; a); with the following technical lemma:

Lemma 2 LetM be a Riemannian manifold with curvature upper boundedypythen for anyx 2 M

anda min(%M); pﬁ), the volume/(x; a) of the geodesic ball centred atand of radiusa veri es:
V(x;a) C ¢ o M gd”

whereGgl' is a constant independent »fanda.

Proof: Givena  min(%M); P—) we want to bound the volum\edM(a) Consider the sphere of

dimensiond®and curvaturey. The surfacéSSM 1 of the border of a ball of radiua P on this
sphere is given by [10]:

0 1 1(d° 1) 0
sg, May=2 = B n® Y(cua)



We can bound the value 3’ (a) :
Z a
Vi@ = s Yl
a 1 d° dO 1

Lo 1) .
— Cy,2 Si
0 2 2 M

n® L(cyhd

1
N
\

d® 1

2 plovl dl

140
G2 " V2

NI NI
o

0
ud” Idu

Writing

and using the Gnther-Bishop Theorem, we have for amy min(%M); p) and anyx 2 M,
V(x;a) C %a®:

[ ]
We next prove that the empirical measuref P satis es the two conditions in Eqnis|(3) arid (4) for

the value of' andr specied in Theorenp 10. Speci cally, recall thaty be the uniform measure on

M and is a measure such thet,(; ) . Now consider a poirnt 2 M and the Euclidean ball

B (x;a) centred inx and of radiusa. By de nition of \,, for anya o

Vol(x;a) C¥ad’

B(x;a)) =
mBOa) = — - 7
cy — @
By the de nition of the pseudo-distance,(x), we can then bound it, for any dOV%MM as
follows: )
m Vu d0
X mvm @,
This in turn produces an upper bound on the distance to the meagure
uz 2 1
i L VAP 1 Vym @
d,mx) p= —-l d 4
d°
By Theorenj B, it then follows that for any2 M:
1
1 Vym
dm (x) @ C'\:AcM t P=
1+ 2 M m
io
d
The rst part of our noise model (i.e., Eqp((3)) is hence veri ed for any qﬁ VﬁCM-,Mﬂ + P
+EO 40

Moreover, for anyk 2 RY,d ,,:m(x)  d(x; M) becausé is the support of . Thus:
dx;M) dm(x) dm (X)+ %m d:m (X)+

holds with no constraints on the valuea#, (x). Thatis, forr = 1 , veri es the second part of our
noise model (Eqr] {4). This completes the proof of Thedrem 10. [
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C Experimental illustration for functional noise

Here, we present results obtained by applying our methods to cases where there is only functional
noise. Our goals are to demonstrate the denoising power of botk-tiiedian and the discrepancy-
based approaches and to illustrate the differences between the practical performancésrétian
and discrepancy-based denoising methods. We compare our denoising results with the popular k-NN
algorithm, which simply sets the function at popito be the mean of the observed function values of its
k nearest neighbours. Note that, wHeéhe k, our discrepancy-based method is equivalent to the k-NN
algorithm.

Going back to the bone example from secfior] 3.1, we apply our algorithm ttOthearest neigh-
bours anck® = 8. Using 100 sampling of the Bone witli000 points each, we compute the average
maximal error made by the various methods. The discrepancy-based method commits a maximal error
of 10% on average, while the median-based method recovers the values with an e2féramid the
simplek-NN regression gives a maximal error 8% with most error concentrated around the neck
region, see Figure] 2. These results translate into the persistence diagrams that are more robust with the
use of the discrepancy (blue squares) orkhmedian (red diamond) instead of tkeNN regression
(green circles), see Figuré 3. Both methods retrieve the 1-dimensional topological featute NFhe
regression keeps some prominéstimensional feature through the diagram instead of having a unique
component, result obtained by using the discrepancy or the median. The persistence diagram of the
original bone is given in red and contains only one feature.

; { \ i ,’ \
NS v N/

L Vo,

Bone without noise Bone after projection aadNN

N

¥ ] }

1 i ‘

T ‘/'; !

Bone after projection and discrepancy Bone after projection and median

Figure 2: Bone example after applying Gaussian perturbation, magical Iter and a regression

As indicated by the theoretical results, the discrepancy-based method improves thekcldbkic
regression but the median-based algorithm performs slightly better. The discrepancy however displays
a better empirical behaviour when the Lipschitz condition on the input scalar eld is relaxed, and/or the
amount of noise becomes large. Additional illustrations can be found in the appendix.

Image denoising We use a practical application: image denoising. We take the greyscale image Lena
as the target scalar elfl. In Figurel]l, we use two ways to generate a noisy input scalarfelthe rst

type of noisy input is generated by adding uniform random noise as follows: with probahikych

pixel will receive a uniformly distributed random value in rarjffg255]as its function value; otherwise,

it is unchanged. Results under random noises are in the second and third rows of Figure 4. We also
consider what we calbutlier noise with probability p, each pixel will be a outlier meaning that its
function value is a xed constant, which is set to be 200 in our experiments. This outlier noise is to
simulate the aberrant function values caused by say, a broken sensor. The denoising results under the
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Figure 3: Persistence diagrams in dimension 0 for the Bone example: red, green and blue points consti-
tute theO-th persistence diagram produced from clean (noise-less) data, from the denoised data by using
k-NN regression, and from the denoised data by using discrepancy method, respectively.

outlier-noise are shown in the last row of Figfiie 4.

First, we note that KNN approach tends to smooth out function values. In addition to the blurring
artifact, its denoising capability is limited when the amount of noise is high (where imprecise values
become dominant). As expected, both k-median and discrepancy based methods outperform the kNN
approach. Indeed, they demonstrate robust recovery of the input image evé@¥%isimount of random
noise are added.

While both k-median and discrepancy based methods are more resilient against noise, there are
interesting difference between their practical performances. From a theoretical point of view, when
the input scalar eld is indeed €k; k% ) -functional-sample, k-median method gives a slightly better
error bound (Observatidr} 1) as compared to the discrepancy based method (Uemma 1). However, when
(k;k% ) -sampling condition is not satis ed, the median value can be quite arbitrary. By taking the
average of a subset of points, the discrepancy method, on the other hand, is more robust against large
amount of noise. This difference is evident in the third and last row of F[dure 4.

Moreover, the application to persistent homology which was our primary goal is much cleaner after
the discrepancy-based method. The structure of the beginning of the diagrams is almost perfectly re-
trieved by both the median and discrepancy-based methods. However, the median induces a shrinking
phenomenon to the diagram. This means that the width of the diagram is reduced ans so are the lifespans
of topological features, making it more dif cult to distinguish between noise and relevant information.
We remark that the classicNN approach shrinks the diagram even more, to the point that it is very
hard to distinguish the information from the noise.

The standard indicator to measure the quality of a denoising i®d¢h& Signal over Noise Ratio
(PSNR). Given a grey scale input imabend an output imag® with the grey scale betwedhand
255 itis de ned by

!
256

L7006 oni)?

Figure[% shows the quality of the denoising for a set of Lena images with increasing quantity of noise.
The curves are obained using the medikh) @nd different values d®in the discrepancy whil& is

xed at 25. The median is better when the noise ratio is small but as we increase the number of outliers,
the discrepancy obtains better results. This also shows that the opfiiepends on the noise ratio.

It also depends on the image we consider and thus makes it dif cult to nd an easy way to choose it
automatically. Heuristically, it is better to tak@around%k, especially when there is a lot of noise.
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Original Lena Thed-th persistence diagram

10%random noise kNNKk =9 k-mediank =9 discrepancyk = 9;k°=5
50%random noise kNNk = 25 k-mediank = 25 discrepancyk = 25; k%= 13
40%outlier noise kKNNk =25 k-mediank = 25 discrepancyk = 25; k%= 13

Figure 4: The denoised images after KNN, k-median, and discrepancy denoising approaches. The rst
row shows the original image and fisth persistence diagram. Second and third rows are under random
noise of input, while fourth row are under outlier-noise as described in the text. The fth row provides the
0-th persistence diagrams on images in the fourth row, which are computed by the scalar eld analysis

algorithm from [5] .
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Figure 5: PSNR for Lena images depending on the choi¢d afd the quantity of noise

State of the art results in computer vision obtain better experimental results (€.d.[[8] 14, 15]). How-
ever, these results assume that the noise model is known and they can start by detecting and removing
noisy points before rebuilding the image. Our methods are free from assumptions on the generative
model of the image. The algorithms do not change depending on the type of noise.

Persistence diagram computation We consider a more topological example from real data. We con-
sider an elevation map of an area near Corte in the French island of Corsica. The true measures of
elevation are given in the left image of Figure 6. The topography can be analysed by looking at the
function minus-altitude. We add random faulty sensors that give false results 20%barobability to
simulate malfunctioning equipments. The area covers a square of 2 minutes of arc in both latitude and
longitude. We apply our algorithm with the following parametéess 9, k=7, = :05minute and

= :025minute. We show the recovered persistence diagrams in Higure 7, where the prominent peaks
of the original elevation map are highlighted. The “gap” stands for the ratio between the shortest living
relevant feature, highlighted in red, and the longest feature created by the noise.

Without noise With 20% background noise

Figure 6: Elevation map around Corte

We note that the gap in the case of the noisy point cloud (before denoising) is lesk. thdis
means that some relevant topological feature has a shorter lifespan than one caused by noise. Intuitively,
this means that it is dif culty to tell true features from noise from this persistence diagram, without
performing denoising. We also show the persistence diagrams, as well as the “gap” values, for the
denoised data after the three denoising metthkeNN regressionk-median and our discrepancy based
method. In the case of tHeNN regression, the topological feature are in the right order. However, the
prominence given by the gap is signi cantly smaller than the one from the original point cloud. Both the
discrepancy based method and the median provides gaps on par with the non-noisy input and thus allow
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gap=2:96
2500 0 2500
Without noise With 20% background noise
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After Discrepancy regression with = 9 k0=7 After median regression witk = 9

Figure 7: Persistence diagrams of Corte Elevation map

a good recovery of the correct topology.
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