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Abstract

Tumor shape plays a critical role in influencing both growth and metastasis. We introduce
a novel topological radiomic feature derived from persistent homology to characterize tumor
shape, focusing on its association with time-to-event outcomes in gliomas. These features
effectively capture diverse tumor shape patterns that are not represented by conventional
radiomic measures. To incorporate these features into survival analysis, we employ a func-
tional Cox regression model in which the topological features are represented in a functional
space. We further include interaction terms between shape features and tumor location to
capture lobe-specific effects. This approach enables interpretable assessment of how tumor
morphology relates to survival risk. We evaluate the proposed method in two case studies
using radiomic images of high-grade and low-grade gliomas. The findings suggest that the
topological features serve as strong predictors of survival prognosis, remaining significant af-
ter adjusting for clinical variables, and provide additional clinically meaningful insights into
tumor behavior.

Keywords: Glioma, glioblastoma, persistent homology, functional Cox regression, MRI scans of
brain tumors.

1 Introduction

The rapid integration of Artificial Intelligence (AI) into medical imaging has transformed the way

complex diseases such as cancer are analyzed and interpreted. Deep learning models, in particular,

have demonstrated impressive capabilities in segmenting lesions and tumors from radiologic and
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histopathologic images with expert-level performance [28, 16]. These advancements have expanded

opportunities for computational biomarker discovery and image-based prognostic modeling.

One growing field at the intersection of imaging and analytics is radiomics that extracts quan-

titative features, such as intensity, texture, and shape, from medical images to support diagnosis

and outcome prediction [2, 24]. Texture features, like entropy and co-occurrence matrices [21],

offer information on local intensity variation, while shape descriptors often focus on tumor bound-

ary irregularities [53]. Despite their success, conventional radiomic features tend to oversimplify

tumor geometry or ignore higher-order spatial relationships, limiting their interpretability and

robustness [27, 24, 13].

Topological Data Analysis (TDA) has emerged as a powerful approach to overcome these limi-

tations by studying the “shape” of data in a mathematically rigorous and transformation-invariant

manner [8]. A central tool in TDA is persistent homology, which captures multiscale topologi-

cal features, such as connected components, loops, and voids, in data-derived structures [19, 9].

Persistent homology is inherently robust to noise and does not rely on predefined geometric as-

sumptions, making it well-suited for analyzing complex tumor morphologies. Recent work has

applied persistent homology to tumor segmentation [40], Gleason score clustering [26], histologi-

cal subtype classification [36], and bone microstructure quantification [39]. Also, several studies

have focused on survival prediction using topological features of medical images. [12] introduce

smooth Euler characteristics to characterize tumor boundary shapes and develop a correspond-

ing functional survival model. [47] demonstrate that persistent homology features extracted from

Computed Tomography (CT) images can predict survival outcomes in lung cancer patients. More

recently, [33] propose an interpretable survival model tailored to imaging data from lung and brain

cancer patients, but they only analyze 2D image data.

The World Health Organization (WHO) classification system categorizes primary brain tumors,

from grade I to grade IV based on microscopic histologic characteristics such as cytologic atypia,

anaplasia, mitotic activity, microvascular proliferation, and necrosis [31, 30]. WHO grade IV

gliomablastoma is the most aggressive form of glioma with poor survival outcomes, exhibiting

high-grade histologic features including necrosis and microvascular proliferation [31]. In contrast,

WHO grade I-II low grade glioma encompasses a collection of diverse lower-grade tumors that lack

the aforementioned aggressive histologic features and is often driven by single driver mutations in
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the Mitogen-Activated Protein (MAP) kinase or Isocitrate Dehydrogenase (IDH) pathways [17].

LGGs typically occur in younger individuals and follow a more indolent course with substantially

longer survival times compared with high-grade gliomas [41].

In this study, we develop a new framework for modeling lobe-specific effects of topological

features extracted from 3D AI-segmented glioma images using persistent homology. By applying

persistent homology to distance transforms of segmented masks, we capture a rich set of shape

characteristics that are tailored to radiomic images. To connect these features to clinical outcomes,

we combine a functional representation of persistence diagrams and the functional Cox regression

model, which leads to the persistent homology functional Cox (PH-FCox) model. Our approach

leverages Functional Principal Component Analysis (FPCA) to represent results of persistent ho-

mology in a lower-dimensional, interpretable form that facilitates survival analysis. Furthermore,

the model incorporates interaction terms between topological features and the cerebral locations

of tumors. This allows us to flexibly model lobe-specific effects of topological features together

with clinical covariates within a principled statistical framework. We conduct a simulation study

to demonstrate that topological shape features effectively capture systematic shape variations

and can be integrated into statistical modeling via the PH-FCox framework, particularly for risk

stratification.

We apply the proposed model to two types of brain tumors, glioblastoma (GBM) and low-grade

glioma (LGG), using 133 and 107 segmented 3D brain MRI scans, respectively. The comparative

performance of the PH-FCox model is examined in relation to three benchmark models to evaluate

its predictive advantage. In addition, we provide interpretations of the model results and their

potential clinical implications. This predictive analysis is expected to offer new insights into the

prognostic relevance of tumor morphology, with particular attention given to deriving clinically

meaningful interpretations.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 describes the construction of

persistent homology features and the PH-FCox model. Section 3 presents simulation studies

on robustness to shape perturbations. Section 4 demonstrates the method on clinical imaging

datasets. Section 5 concludes with a discussion of implications and future work.
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2 Methodology

2.1 Topological shape feature extraction using persistent homology

We implement the topological data analysis approach based on homology to characterize the

shapes of brain tumor images. Homology describes an object in terms of its topological features

or holes: 0-dimensional holes (connected components), one-dimensional holes (loops enclosing an

empty region), and 2-dimensional holes (voids bounded by a closed surface) [52]. Intuitively, one-

dimensional holes can be seen in objects like a rubber band or a ring, while 2-dimensional holes

appear as enclosed cavities, such as a soccer ball. These features or holes are invariant under

homeomorphism, capturing the essential topological structure of an object rather than its specific

geometry.

Persistent homology extends classical homology by examining how topological features evolve

across multiple scales of the data [22]. As the scale, called the filtration, increases, new holes may

appear, and existing holes may merge or disappear. Persistent homology tracks births and deaths

of these features across the filtration, resulting in a multi-scale summary of the tumor’s shape.

The output of persistent homology for the j-th dimension can be compactly summarized by a

persistence diagram, a collection of points in the plane R2 defined as P (j) = {(b, d) ∈ R2 | b < d}.

Each point (b, d) indicates a topological feature that appears at filtration value b (birth) and

disappears at filtration value d (death).

In our study, we aim to analyze three-class brain tumor images whose voxels belong to one

of the three distinct labels as determined by Brain Tumor Segmentation (BraTS) dataset [4]: 1)

active tumor (AT) region 2) non-active tumor (non-AT) region, including necrotic and non-active

tumor core (NCR/NET) and peritumoral edema (ED), and 3) non-tumor region. The example

3D and 2D labeled brain tumor images are provided in Figures 1a and 1b.

The voxels in these images are merely discrete labels and lack intrinsic shape information,

such as size or relative arrangement with other labels. To retrieve shape information from the

images, we apply the signed Euclidean distance transform for three-class images (SEDT-3) [33].

The SEDT-3 assigns to each voxel its Euclidean distance to the nearest voxel of a different label,

and a sign is determined according to its label: AT (−), non-AT (+), and non-tumor (∞) voxels.

Figure 1c presents the SEDT-3 values of Figure 1b. The signs retain the existing label information,
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Figure 1: Example of brain tumor image: (a) 3D brain tumor image and the example slice; (b)

A slice of a three-class segmented tumor image, cut along the red plane in the 3D plot. The AT,

non-AT, and non-tumor regions are colored as blue, red, and black, respectively; (c) computed

SEDT-3 values with the black pixels having infinity.

whereas the distance values provide a quantitative measure of how deeply each voxel lies within

its region.

The SEDT-3 values are defined on a regular grid, making the voxel domain naturally suited

for representation as a cubical complex. This structure provides an organized framework for com-

puting the homology and thereby characterizing the shape features encoded by the SEDT-3. A

filtered cubical complex C is constructed combinatorially by gluing elementary cubes: vertices

(0-cubes), edges (1-cubes), squares (2-cubes), cubes (3-cubes), and their higher-dimensional coun-

terparts [23]. Following the rule of construction outlined in Section S.1 of the Supplementary

Material, each element is assigned its intensity value. Figure 1d presents the cubical complex of

the example SEDT image. More details on cubical complexes can be found in [23].

The filtered cubical complex representation provides the basis for applying persistent homology

to characterize the topological features of the image. The cubical subcomplex Cϵ is a sublevel set

of the filtered complex that only includes the elementary cubes whose filtration values are less

than or equal to ϵ. The nested sequence of subcomplexes {Cϵ}ϵ∈R, satisfying Cs ⊆ Ct whenever
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Figure 2: (a)-(j): Visualization of constructing a sublevel set at filtrations ϵ ∈

{−6,−5,−4,−3,−1, 1, 2, 3, 4}. While the computation was implemented based on the 3D seg-

mented image, the evolution was described in 2D slices, cut across the red plane in Figure 1a, for

simpler visualization; (k)-(m): persistence diagrams of each dimension summarizing the evolution

of topological features in the example tumor image.

s ≤ t, captures richer and more detailed shape information on how the shape of a tumor evolves

over filtration, as illustrated in Figures 2a–2e.

2.2 Interpretation of topological shape features

The birth and death values of topological features obtained from persistent homology applied to

distance-transformed images encode quantitative information about the geometric scale and struc-

tural configuration of the underlying objects. Prior studies [42, 49] have shown that analyzing the

birth, death, and persistence of these features yields meaningful insights into the microstructural

organization of complex materials. In a similar manner, the topological features derived from

brain tumor images can be interpreted to characterize morphological variations within tumor sub-

regions. We note that, in our study, the size of a topological feature corresponds to the radius of

the largest sphere that can be inscribed within the region, as the filtration is constructed based
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on the SEDT-3 values.

Figure 3: Example patterns that correspond to each quadrant of the persistence diagram for (a)

0-dimensional, (b) 1-dimensional, and (c) 2-dimensional. The non-tumor, non-AT (NCR or ED)

and AT regions are colored in black (∞), white (-), and gray (+), respectively.

The extracted topological features can be summarized according to their dimensionality and

quadrant on the persistence diagram. Figure 3 illustrates example tumor patterns corresponding

to different quadrants of the diagrams. First, 0-dimensional features characterize disconnected

non-AT regions (Quadrant II) and connected non-AT regions (Quadrant III). Their birth and

death values reflect the size and degree of connectedness among tumor subregions. Second, one-

dimensional features capture loop-like structures, including broken or complete ring-shaped for-

mations associated with necrotic cores (Quadrant I), loop of non-AT regions (Quadrant II), or

biconcave disc-shaped non-AT region (Quadrant III). These features correspond to interpretable

morphological patterns of non-AT and AT regions. Lastly, 2-dimensional features describe en-

closed or shell-like configurations, where AT regions are completely encapsulated (Quadrant II)

or partially encapsulated by non-AT regions (Quadrant I), indicating the overall volume of AT

regions. Table 1 summarizes their interpretations.

2.3 Functional representation of topological shape features

Although persistence diagrams encode topological features that provide an interpretable repre-

sentation of tumor morphology, they are abstract algebraic objects rather than conventional data
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Table 1: Topological features and their interpretation across dimensions and quadrants of the

persistence diagram.

Dim Quadrant Feature and Interpretation

0
II

Disconnected AT regions.
• birth: size of disconnected non-AT region.
• death: size of AT region between disconnected non-AT regions.

III
Connected non-AT regions.
• birth: size of connected non-AT regions.
• death: size of contact surface area of connected non-AT region.

1

I
Broken ring-shaped non-AT regions.
• birth: size of gap region.
• death: inner diameter of the broken ring.

II
Loop of non-AT region surrounding AT region
• birth: thickness of loop of non-AT region.
• death: size of enclosed AT.

III
Biconcave disc-shaped non-AT region.
• birth: thickness of peripheral rim of biconcave disc-shaped non-AT region.
• death: size of concave center of biconcave disc-shaped non-AT region.

2
I

AT region partially encapsulated by non-AT region.
• birth: size of exposed surface area of AT region
• death: size of partially encaptulated AT region.

II
AT-region completely encapsulated by non-AT region.
• birth: thinkness of encapsulating non-AT region
• death: size of encapsulated AT region.

types commonly used in statistical modeling. As a result, they cannot be directly incorporated

as covariates in standard statistical or machine learning models. To overcome this limitation, we

treat persistence diagrams as functional data by representing them in a functional space, as shown

in [10, 1].

Suppose that we have the j-dimensional persistent diagram P (j) = {(b, d) ∈ R2 : b < d}, where

b and d are filtration values of birth and death, respectively. The persistent surface function

X(j) of the persistent diagram P is defined as X(j)(x, y) =
∑

(b,d)∈P (j)

g(x, y; b, d, σj) · w(b, d), where

g(·, ·; b, d, σj) is a smoothing kernel for (b, d) ∈ P (j), and w(b, d) is a non-negative weight function.

Throughout this article, we use the Gaussian kernel g(x, y; b, d, σj) =
exp[−(x−b)2−(y−d)2]

σ2
j

with a

smoothing parameter σj and the maximum distance weight (MDW) function, defined as w(b, d) =

max{|b|, |d|, d− b}, which assigns higher weights on points farther away from the origin. We refer
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readers to [34, 33] for investigating other alternative weight functions. To handle features with

infinite death values, we replace them with their corresponding birth values, i.e., (b, d) = (b,∞) is

converted to (b, d) = (b, b). This adjustment retains the birth information under the MDW. For

each 3D brain tumor images, we have three persistent surface functions; 0-dimension, 1-dimension,

and 2-dimension, denoted by X
(0)
i , X

(1)
i , and X

(2)
i , respectively.

2.4 Penalized Cox regression with functional predictors

The Cox regression model has been perhaps the most widely used method to examine effects of

covariates on survival outcomes [11]. In the Cox regression model, the hazard function h(t) has a

multiplicative form in relation to p-dimensional scalar predictor z = (z1, · · · , zp)T ,

h(t) = h0(t) exp
(
zTα

)
,

h0(t) is an unspecified baseline hazard function and α is a p-dimensional coefficient vector. In

references, functional predictors are additionally incorporated into the model besides clinical vari-

ables z. In particular, following [33] where persistent surfaces obtained from 2D brain and lung

cancers are included as functional predictors, we consider including 0th, 1st, and 2nd persistent

surfaces as functional predictors as follows.

h(t) = h0(t) exp

(
zTα+

2∑
j=0

∫
X (j)

X(j)(u)β(j)(u)du

)
(1)

Here β(j)(u) is the functional coefficient for j-th dimension defined over the domain X (j) for

j = 0, 1, 2. Hereafter, the argument u of the persistent surface function X(j) is assumed to belong

to X (j) unless stated otherwise.

Because the persistent surfaces X(0), X(1), and X(2) in (1) are infinite-dimensional objects,

they need to be projected into a finite-dimensional space through functional principal component

analysis (FPCA) technique. Let j-th dimensional persistent surface function of the i−th individ-

ual, denoted by X
(j)
i , have the mean function µ(j)(u) = E

[
X

(j)
i (u)

]
, and spectral decomposition

of the covariance function Cov
(
X

(j)
i (u), X

(j)
i (u′)

)
=

∞∑
k=1

λ
(j)
k ϕ

(j)
k (u)ϕ

(j)
k (u′), where {λ(j)}k≥1 is a

non-decreasing sequence of non-negative eigenvalues and {ϕ(j)}k≥1 is a set of corresponding Eigen

functions. By applying the Karhunen-Loéve expansion, we can rewrite the persistent function
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as X
(j)
i (u) = µ(j)(u) +

∞∑
k=1

ϵ
(j)
ik ϕ

(j)
k (u), where ϵ

(j)
ik =

∫
X (j)

(
X

(j)
i (u)− µ(j)(u)

)
ϕ
(j)
k (u)du is the FPC

score of the j-th dimension. Note that FPCs have zero mean and orthogonal covariance function,

satisfying E
[
ϵ
(j)
ik

]
= 0 and E

[
ϵ
(j)
ik ϵ

(j)
ik′

]
= λ

(j)
k 1 (k = k′). Truncating the expansion at a finite order

enables an approximation of the persistent surface function X
(j)
i (u) of the infinite dimension as

a finite function, X
(j)
i (u) = µ(j)(u) +

rj∑
k=1

ϵ
(j)
ik ϕ

(j)
k , where rj’s are the numbers of FPCs selected by

a pre-specified threshold. Then, by plugging these approximated functional predictors, the FCox

regression model (1) can be rewritten as

h(t) = h∗
0(t) exp

(
zTα+

2∑
j=0

rj∑
k=1

ϵ
(j)
ik β

(j)
k

)
, (2)

where h∗
0(t) = h0(t) exp

(∑2
j=0

∫
X (j) µ

(j)(u)β(j)(u)du
)
. Unlike the infinite dimensional predictors

in (1), predictors in (2) are of the finite dimension, p +
2∑

j=0

rj. When the proportion of variance

explained by the first rj FPCs is defined as PV (j)(r) =
r∑

k=1

λ
(j)
k /

∞∑
k=1

λ
(j)
k for the j-th dimension,

rj is determined as the minimum order at which PV (j) is larger than a given threshold C, i.e.,

rj = min{r: PV (j)(r) > C}. Throughout this article, C = 90% is assumed. Once the number of

FPCs are determined, the partial likelihood for (2) can be constructed as follows.

ℓ (α,β) = ℓ
(
α1, · · · , αp, β

(0)
1 , · · · , β(0)

r0
, β

(1)
0 , · · · , β(1)

r1
, β

(2)
1 , · · · , β(2)

r2
; r0, r1, r2

)

=
n∏

i=1

exp
(
zT
i α+

2∑
j=0

rj∑
k=1

ϵ
(j)
ij β

(j)
k

)
∑

i′∈Rti

exp
(
zT
i′α+

2∑
j=0

rj∑
k=1

ϵ
(j)
i′jβ

(j)
k

) , (3)

where ti is i-th patient’s survival time and Rti means the risk sets at the time point ti.

Even after the low-dimensional summary of persistent surfaces is obtained through FPCA,

the truncated number of FPCs can still pose difficulty in parameter estimation due to the small

sample size. It is also expected that, among the selected modes of variation in FPCA, just a few

would be meaningfully associated with survival outcomes, which further justifies the introduction

of sparsity. Thus, we choose to use the penalized Cox regression based on the ℓ1-penalized partial
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likelihood.

ℓp (α,β;λ) = ℓp

(
α1, · · · , αp, β

(0)
1 , · · · , β(0)

r0
, β

(1)
0 , · · · , β(1)

r1
, β

(2)
1 , · · · , β(2)

r2
; r0, r1, r2, λ

)

=
n∏

i=1

exp
(
zT
i α+

2∑
j=0

rj∑
k=1

ϵ
(j)
ij β

(j)
k

)
∑

i′∈Rti

exp
(
zT
i′α+

2∑
j=0

rj∑
k=1

ϵ
(j)
i′jβ

(j)
k

) + λ

2∑
j=0

rj∑
k=1

∣∣β(j)
k

∣∣, (4)

The theory and implementation of penalized Cox regression are well presented in [45]. The func-

tional coefficient estimate β̂(j)(u) can be computed as β̂(j)(u) ≈
rj∑
k=1

β̂
(j)
k ϕ̂

(j)
k (u).

2.5 Lobe-specific modeling

Most gliomas are found in the cerebral hemispheres that comprise the frontal, temporal, parietal,

and occipital lobes in adults, and are notably less common in the cerebellum [25, 48, 20]. As each

lobe supports different brain functions, some studies [18, 54, 46, 6] have investigated the potential

prognostic value of tumor involvement in each lobe. In particular, a growing body of evidence [37]

suggests that frontal lobe involvement is not only meaningfully associated with survival outcomes,

but also may exhibit distinct biological characteristics different from those in other lobes.

To further investigate, we include such spatial information into the model by adding an indi-

cator function 1(frontali) that takes 1 if the i-th subject’s tumor is located in the frontal lobe

and 0 otherwise. Here, a tumor is regarded as belonging to the frontal lobe if the largest portion

of the enriching and necrotic areas is spanned over the frontal lobe. Moreover, including an in-

teraction term between the membership indicator 1(frontali) and topological features may allow

for location-specific effects of topological shape features, leading to the following model.

hi(t) = h0(t) exp

(
zT
i α+

∫
X (j)

X
(j)
i (u)

(
β(j)(u) + 1(frontali) · β(j)

f (u)
)
du

)
≈ h∗

0(t) exp

(
zT
i α+

2∑
j=0

rj∑
k=1

ϵ
(j)
ik

(
β
(j)
k + 1(frontali) · β(j)

k,f

))
, (5)

where 1(frontali) is newly included in the predictor vector z. The second line comes from

applying the same FPCA technique used in (2). Then, the ℓ1-penalized partial likelihood for (5)
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is given as

ℓp (α,β;λ) = ℓp

(
α1, · · · , αp, β

(0)
1 , · · · , β(0)

r0 , β
(1)
0 , · · · , β(1)

r1 , β
(2)
1 , · · · , β(2)

r2 ; r0, r1, r2, λ
)

=

n∏
i=1

exp

{
zT
i α+

2∑
j=0

rj∑
k=1

ϵ
(j)
ij

(
β
(j)
k + 1(frontali) · β(j)

k,f

)}
∑

i′∈Rti

exp

{
zT
i′α+

2∑
j=0

rj∑
k=1

ϵ
(j)
i′j

(
β
(j)
k + 1(frontali′) · β(j)

k,f

)} + λ

2∑
j=0

rj∑
k=1

(∣∣β(j)
k

∣∣+ ∣∣β(j)
k,f

∣∣) ,
where ti is i-th patient’s survival time and Rti means the risk sets at the time point ti. The partial

ML estimates of functional coefficients can be obtained as β̂(j)(u) ≈
rj∑
k=1

β̂
(j)
k ϕ̂

(j)
k (u) if a tumor lies in

non-frontal lobe regions, and β̂(j)(u) + β̂
(j)
f (u) ≈

rj∑
k=1

(
β̂
(j)
k + 1(frontali) · β̂(j)

k,f

)
ϕ̂
(j)
k (u) if a tumor

belongs to the frontal lobe.

2.6 Selection of hyper-parameters

The Gaussian smoothing parameters (σ0, σ1, σ2) and the ℓ1-penalty parameter λ are optimized with

respect to predictive performance. First, λ is profiled over the grid of (σ0, σ1, σ2) by minimizing

the 10-fold cross-validated partial log-likelihood deviance [45]. The grid of (σ0, σ1, σ2) ranges from

0.3 to 3 with a step size of 0.3. Then, a grid search is performed for (σ0, σ1, σ2). Specifically,

relative predictive risks are estimated via leave-one-out cross-validation (LOOCV), and subjects

are classified into distinct high- and low-risk groups at the median risk value, followed by a log-

rank test comparing the two groups. The set of smoothing parameters that yields the smallest

p-value in the log-rank test is selected as optimal.

3 Simulation study

We conduct a simulation study to assess the performance of the proposed PH-FCox model in

capturing shape differences and their association with survival outcomes. Under the simulation

setting, each subject is assumed to belong to one of two distinct brain tumor types, namely, Group

A and Group B. Tumors in Group A are characterized by a large central mass accompanied by

several satellite lesions, whereas tumors in Group B comprise multiple smaller masses forming an

elongated pattern. Example tumor images for each group are provided in Figure 4.

For each dataset, we set the sample size to 140 with the censoring rate of 15% to reflect

the number of patients in the applications described in Section 4.1. A half of the subjects are
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assigned to Group A and the remaining half to Group B. Within each group, 30% of the subjects

have tumors located in the frontal lobe. For simplicity, 2-dimensional binary images (tumor vs.

non-tumor) of size 200× 200 pixels are used. A total of 300 datasets are generated.

(a) Group A (b) Group B

Figure 4: Simulated tumor examples for Groups A and B.

To create the main tumor body for Group A, we applied bivariate smoothing to 30 points

randomly drawn from N2 (02 , 1.25
2 · I2), where 02 and I2 denote the 2-dimensional zero vector

and identity matrix, respectively. A bivariate Gaussian kernel is used with smoothing parameters

σx = σy = 7. Similarly, small tumor debris surrounding the main body is generated by drawing

random points from N2 (02 , 5
2 · I2), followed by Gaussian smoothing with σx = σy = 2. Finally,

we threshold the resulting density values at 0.0025 for the main body and 0.02 for the small debris.

For Group B, six mean vectors (µ1, . . . ,µ6) are randomly selected such that they are ap-

proximately aligned along a straight line in the 2D plane. Then, 2000 random points are gen-

erated from each distribution N2 (µi , 0.4
2 · I2) (i = 1, . . . , 6), followed by Gaussian smoothing

with σx = σy = 2. Smaller tumor fragments surrounding the main body are then simulated in a

similar manner by drawing 500 random points from each of N2 (µi , 4.8
2 · I2). Finally, both the

main tumor body and fragments are thresholded at a density value of 1. Compared to Group A,

a larger number of points is generated, and a higher threshold is used to create a cluster of closely

connected small tumor bodies. Tumor sizes between the two groups are set to be comparable,

with the mean size of around 2,000 pixels, in order to avoid potential confounding effects.

The survival time for the i-th subject (i = 1, · · · , 140) is generated by assuming an exponential
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distribution with the following proportional hazard function,

hi(t) = h0 · exp
(
0.8× 1i(B, frontal) + 0.4× 1i(B, non-frontal)− 0.2× 1i(A, frontal)

)
, (6)

where 1i(Group,Location) is an indicator function that equals 1 if the i-th subject belongs to

the specified group and has a tumor located in the specified brain region, and 0 otherwise. For

example, 1i(B, frontal) equals 1 if the i-th subject belongs to Group B and has a tumor in the

frontal lobe. No clinical variables are considered here for simplicity. Under this setup, the hazard

ratio of B to A is e1 in the frontal lobe and e0.4 in the non-frontal lobes, indicating varying effects

of tumor shape by location. Following the probability integral transform for proportional hazard

models in [7], survival times are generated from an exponential distribution with a rate parameter

of 1/3000. Censoring times are then independently generated from an exponential distribution

such that the censoring rate is 15%.

In place of the shape groups defined in the true model (6), the PH-FCox model has the

functional shape predictors X(0)(u), X(1)(u), and X(2)(u), as follows.

hi(t) = h0(t) exp

(∫
X (j)

X
(j)
i (u)

(
β(j)(u) + 1(frontali) · β(j)

f (u)
)
du

)
≈ h∗

0(t) exp

(
2∑

j=0

rj∑
k=1

ϵ
(j)
ik

(
β
(j)
k + 1(frontali) · β(j)

k,f

))
.

We expect that these shape features carry information that can capture the difference between the

true shape groups and their association with survival risks. Because simulated images are binary,

we use the SEDT-2 [33] that assigns negative (positive) signs to tumor (non-tumor) pixels with

smoothing parameters fixed at σ0 = σ1 = 2. The numbers of the FPC scores are selected using

the threshold of C = 90% in FPCA.

We present the average functional coefficient estimates from 300 simulation repetitions in

Figure 5. The results show that the PH-FCox model can account for 1) the difference in tumor

shapes between the two groups and their association with survival risks and 2) varying effects by

tumor location. Figure 5a presents the estimated functional coefficients for a 0-dimensional shape

feature in the non-frontal lobes. The red areas around birth values of -25 and -2 correspond to

connected components formed by the main body and small scattered debris of tumors in Group A,

respectively. The blue region between the two red regions represents the connected components

formed by a cluster of smaller lesions in Group B. This indicates that Group B is associated with
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a higher risk of death than Group A, consistent with the true model (6). Also, the functional

coefficient estimate for the 0-dimensional interaction term in Figure 5b, denoted by β̂
(0)
f (u), makes

stronger effect sizes in the frontal lobe, summing up to β̂(0)(u) + β̂
(0)
f (u). With respect to the 1-

dimensional result provided in Figure 5c, the red regions likely correspond to Group A, where ring-

shaped patterns emerge as the main tumor body connects with nearby debris over the filtration.

It implies that Group A is associated with a lower risk of death, which aligns with (6).
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Figure 5: Functional coefficient estimates averaged over 300 repetitions.

4 Clinical Data Analysis

We use the Brain Tumor Segmentation (BraTS) dataset [3, 4, 32], which is publicly available from

The Cancer Imaging Archive (TCIA) [43]. The BraTS images provide skull-stripped structural

MRI scans with an isotropic resolution of 1mm3. Tumor segmentation is based on four MRI

modalities: T1, T1-weighted, T2, and T2-FLAIR. The multimodal scans were first segmented

using the GLISTRboost method [5] and then manually inspected and corrected by experienced

neuroradiologists. Figure 6 shows an example BraTS image with the 3D segmented tumor and its

axial slices. The annotated tumor subregions consist of AT, ED, and NCR/NET, as explained in

Section 2.1. Because these MRI scans are aligned only in position and orientation by default, we

further standardize them to correct for differences in size and shape as outlined in Section S.2 in

the Supplementary Material.

We incorporate four clinical variables, denoted by z in (5): sex, age, Karnofsky Performance

Scale (KPS), and tumor volume. Tumor volume, measured as the number of AT voxels, is included
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Figure 6: Axial slices of a brain with GBM and its 3D segmented tumor image.

to control for the potential confounding effect of tumor size. These clinical variables are excluded

from penalization to properly adjust for their effects.

4.1 Application to GBM MRI images

The segmented GBM MRI images display a heterogeneous tumor composition with distinct yet

interrelated sub-regions [4]. The AT typically forms a rim surrounding the necrotic center in

2D axial slices and represents a smaller but biologically aggressive portion of the tumor. The

NCR/NET occupies the central region and varies in size depending on the extent of necrosis,

often becoming substantial in advanced disease. The ED constitutes the largest and most diffuse

component, extending irregularly beyond the enhancing margins and reflecting the highly infiltra-

tive nature of GBM. We conduct the analysis on 133 GBM cases from the BraTS dataset after

excluding two subjects due to poor image quality.

The PH-FCox model only selects 0- and 2-dimensional topological shape features. The es-

timated functional coefficients are presented in Figure 7. It shows how and which 0- and 2-

dimensional shape features are associated with the risk of death. Figure 7a shows positive coef-

ficients at birth filtration values between –5 and -1 in Quadrant III, corresponding to connected

components of non-AT regions with radii ranging from 1 mm to 5 mm. These results suggest

that scattered connected components of NCR/NET and irregular ED are generally associated

with a higher risk of death. The absence of interaction terms, as shown in Figure 7b, indicates a

16



lobe-invariant effect of the 0-dimensional feature.
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Figure 7: The 0- and 2-dimensional functional coefficient estimates of the PH-FCox model.

In Figure 7c, the 2-dimensional shape feature exhibits moderately positive coefficients in Quad-

rant I, which likely correspond to AT partially surrounded by non-AT. Moreover, the death coor-

dinates provide information relevant to the size of AT, as summarized in Table 1. The positive

interaction effect shown in Figure 7d suggests a stronger association in frontal lobe tumors. In

summary, our findings indicate that a larger number of connected components of AT is associated

with a higher risk of death in a lobe-invariant manner, whereas frequent occurrences of non-AT

are moderately associated with a higher hazard, particularly in the frontal lobe.

To evaluate the predictive performance of the proposed method, 133 GBM subjects are strat-

ified into high- and low-risk groups based on their predicted death risks. The median predicted

risk is used as the threshold, resulting in 67 subjects in the high-risk group and 66 in the low-risk

group. We assess the predictive efficacy using the p-value of the log-rank test between the high-risk

and low-risk groups.

For comparison, the same procedure is also applied to three existing alternative models:

clinical-Cox, radiomic-Cox, and SECT-FCox models.

• clinical-Cox : The clinical-Cox model is a typical Cox regression with common clinical vari-

ables: sex, age, Karnofsky performance scale, and the size of AT.

• radiomic-Cox : The radiomic-Cox model incorporates various radiomic features of the TCGA-

GBM dataset, such as intensity, volumetric, morphologic, histogram-based, textural, spatial,

and glioma diffusion properties [3]. Out of 726 radiomic variables, 711 were used after ex-

cluding those with missing values. We included these radiomic features in addition to the
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clinical variables and applied a ℓ1-penalized Cox regression. The LOOCV for estimating

predictive risks is performed by fixing the set of variables selected in the fitted model.

• SECT-FCox : The SECT-FCox model implements topological shape features extracted by

the Smooth Euler Characteristic Transformation (SECT) [12]. The SECT transform en-

codes topological invariants derived from sub-level sets of the mesh, providing an insightful

representation for comparing morphological variations. We computed the SECT of the 3D

brain tumor images using the SINATRA proposed by [51]. For a given 3D brain tumor im-

age, the voxels corresponding to the AT, NCR/NET, and ED tumor regions were extracted

and represented as three distinct point clouds. We generated three 3D triangular meshes

using the point clouds through the marching cubes algorithm [29]. The SECT curves of the

three triangular meshes were computed along multiple uniform directions in cones; we set

15 cones, 4 directions per cone, and 100 sub-levels. The SECT-FCox includes the clinical

variables and the FPC scores of the SECT curves, with the number of FPCs truncated at

C = 90%. The ℓ1-penalty term was not applied because more than 95% of the variance was

explained by its first FPC.

Figure 8 presents the estimated survival curves for the four models, along with the p-values

from the log-rank test. The PH-FCox model performs the best in terms of p-value, followed by the

Radiomic-Cox model, the clinical-Cox model, and the SECT-FCox model, in that order. When

observing the estimated survival curves, it is obvious that the SEDT-Cox model performs better

at the tail. For instance, the confidence intervals in Figure 8a begin to overlap after 1000 days,

whereas Figure 8b shows no overlap beyond the early stages of the time axis.

4.2 Application to LGG MRI images

We apply the same methodological framework used for GBM to LGG data. Specifically, we ana-

lyzed MRI data from 107 LGG subjects, excluding one subject with missing survival information.

However, the LGG cohort exhibits several key differences from GBM. First, LGG patients ex-

hibit substantially longer survival, with a censoring rate of approximately 80%, which introduces

greater uncertainty. Nevertheless, our model and analytical pipeline are still applicable in the

same manner as in the GBM analysis, and it is of particular interest to examine how topological
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Figure 8: The Kaplan-Meier plots for the high- and low-risk groups for the GBM data.

shape features inform the analysis of relatively less complex tumors. Second, the compositional

characteristics of LGG differ substantially from those of GBM, reflecting their distinct biological

and radiographic profiles. For LGG, segmentation primarily includes NET, as these tumors typi-

cally lack NCR and AT regions and show minimal ED. In most cases, the NET region represents

the main abnormality, with ED occasionally present, reflecting the limited blood–brain barrier

disruption and slow growth of LGG [4]. Lastly, KPS was not available for LGG and was therefore

excluded from the analysis.

−30

−20

−10

0

−30 −20 −10 0
birth

de
at

h

z

−0.005

0.000

0.005

(a) β̂(0)(u)

−30

−20

−10

0

−30 −20 −10 0
birth

de
at

h

z

−0.005

0.000

0.005

(b) β̂
(0)
f (u)

−20

−10

0

10

−20 −10 0 10
birth

de
at

h

z

−0.005

0.000

0.005

(c) β̂(1)(v)

−20

−10

0

10

−20 −10 0 10
birth

de
at

h

z

−0.005

0.000

0.005

(d) β̂
(1)
f (v)

Figure 9: The 0- and 1-dimensional functional coefficient estimates of the PH-FCox model for the

LGG data set.

Figure 9 shows the estimated functional coefficients obtained from the 107 LGG cohort. The

most notable difference between GBM is the exclusion of 2-dimensional features and the selection

of 1-dimensional features. This outcome is not entirely unexpected, as the 2-dimensional topo-

logical features summarized in Table 1 are primarily driven by moderate volumes of AT region,
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which is relatively limited in low-grade gliomas. The 0-dimensional results presented in Figure

9a exhibit distinct positive coefficients at birth values between –10 and 0 in Quadrant III. This

finding indicates that a larger number of connected components with radii up to 10 mm within the

NET region is associated with a higher risk of death, rather than the presence of a single dominant

structure. Figures 9c and 9d present the estimated functional coefficients of dimension-1 topolog-

ical features and their interaction with frontal-lobe location. Broken ring-shaped non-AT regions

are associated with higher death risk, whereas biconcave-shaped non-AT regions correspond to

lower death risk, though the magnitude and regional variation of these effects differ. These find-

ings suggest that morphological irregularity influences prognosis, and that the clinical relevance

of structural complexity depends on tumor location.
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Figure 10: The Kaplan-Meier plots for the high- and low-risk groups for the LGG data.

The predictive performance of the SECT-FCox model for the LGG dataset is evaluated in

comparison with the other alternative models considered in the previous GBM analysis. As sum-

marized in Figure 10, the PH-FCox model yields the most distinct stratification, as indicated

by the smallest p-value from the log-rank test. The Radiomic-Cox model is based on a total of

263 radiomic features after discarding those with missing values. As in the GBM analysis, no

radiomic feature was selected, resulting in the same p-value as the Clinical-Cox regression model.

The SECT-FCox model again exhibited the poorest performance, indicating the limited predictive

power of SECT.
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4.3 Clinical implications

We investigated patients whose risk classifications changed under the PH-FCox model compared

to their original classification under the clinical-Cox model. As the PH-FCox model showed

better performance for GBM, we focused our analysis on its clinical implications for this cohort.

Specifically, we examined 14 GBM patients reclassified from low to high risk and 14 reclassified

from high to low risk when transitioning from the clinical-Cox to the PH-FCox model. We refer

to the former as low-to-high and the latter as high-to-low cases.
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Figure 11: Box plots of survival times, clinical variables, and FPC scores between the high-to-low

and low-to-high groups.

Figure 11 compares the survival times, clinical variables, and FPC scores of the two types of

flipped cases. The low-to-high cases have subjects with younger ages and smaller sizes of tumors

on average. However, including topological shape features in the PH-FCox model identifies the

high-risk subjects who exhibit relatively shorter survival times. The main difference arises from the

0-dimensional first FPC scores in Figure 7a, which reflect a larger number of non-active tumors’

connected components with radii up to 5 mm in the high-risk cases. Although not as strong as in

the 0-dimensional feature, a difference in the 2-dimensional feature between the high-to-low and

low-to-high groups appears to exist, particularly in 2nd FPC.

We also examined the T1Gd images of two cases to explore the potential clinical implications.

We observed that many of the low-to-high cases correspond to well-recognized complex tumor

shapes, such as butterfly glioblastoma (bGBM) and multi-focal glioma. Example scans of these

shapes in the low-to-high group are presented in Figure 12. These shapes are known to be asso-

ciated with aggressive progression and poor survival outcomes, as observed in bGBM [15, 44, 35]
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(a) Butterfly (b) Multi-focal (c) Non-convex

Figure 12: Examples of tumor shapes in the low-to-high group.

and multifocal glioma [38, 50, 14].

Figure 13: Examples of cystic regions.
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Figure 14: Box plots of survival times, clinical variables, and FPC scores between the high-to-low

and low-to-high groups, for the patients with cystic tumors.

We also observed ten cases with prominent cystic regions across both groups: six high-to-
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low and four low-to-high cases. The examples are given in Figure 13. Although these ten cases

contain cystic regions that appear similar in certain slices, their overall shape characteristics differ

between the groups. Figure 14 presents box plots summarizing the shape features of the cystic

tumors, revealing group-wise differences in 0-dimensional and 2-dimensional topological features.

This suggests that, despite local similarities in cystic regions, the proposed approach successfully

captures global differences through comprehensive quantification of tumor shapes.

5 Conclusion

In this article, we proposed a predictive survival model for glioma patients, referred to as the

PH-FCox model, which incorporates topological shape features extracted from segmented brain

tumor images. Unlike the previous analysis by [12, 33], which utilized 2D slices of MRI scans with

only two classes, our approach fully used 3D brain scans with three-class annotations, allowing for

the extraction of richer shape information.

To obtain topological shape features, we apply the persistent homology method to the SEDT-

3 values of segmented tumor images. The resulting persistence diagrams are smoothed with

smoothing parameters determined by LOOCV, and subsequently incorporated into the PH-FCox

model using the FPCA technique. The functional coefficients are estimated by maximizing the

ℓ1-penalized partial likelihood, with the degree of smoothness selected through 10-fold cross-

validation. By including interaction terms between shape features and tumor location, the model

allows their effects to differ between frontal and non-frontal tumors. Through the simulation

study, we demonstrated that the proposed model successfully identifies shape differences and their

lobe-specific effects on survival outcomes even under right-censoring.

The fitted PH-FCox model exhibited substantially improved predictive accuracy in classifying

subjects into low- and high-risk groups based on the estimated predictive risks. We further exam-

ined GBM cases that were classified differently by the clinical-Cox and PH-FCox models to provide

clinical insight. We found that the model effectively identified complex tumor morphologies and

multifocal gliomas, both of which are known to be associated with poor survival outcomes. Even

in cases exhibiting prominent cystic regions, the tumor shape characteristics remained predictive

of survival outcomes.
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Rietveld, et al. Decoding tumour phenotype by noninvasive imaging using a quantitative

radiomics approach. Nature communications, 5(1):4006, 2014.

[3] Spyridon Bakas, Hamed Akbari, Aristeidis Sotiras, Michel Bilello, Martin Rozycki, Justin S

Kirby, John B Freymann, Keyvan Farahani, and Christos Davatzikos. Advancing the cancer

genome atlas glioma mri collections with expert segmentation labels and radiomic features.

Scientific data, 4(1):1–13, 2017.

[4] Spyridon Bakas, Mauricio Reyes, Andras Jakab, Stefan Bauer, Markus Rempfler, Alessan-

dro Crimi, Russell Takeshi Shinohara, Christoph Berger, Sung Min Ha, Martin Rozycki,

24

https://github.com/STATJANG/PH-FCox_model


et al. Identifying the best machine learning algorithms for brain tumor segmentation, pro-

gression assessment, and overall survival prediction in the brats challenge. arXiv preprint

arXiv:1811.02629, 2018.

[5] Spyridon Bakas, Ke Zeng, Aristeidis Sotiras, Saima Rathore, Hamed Akbari, Bilwaj Gaonkar,

Martin Rozycki, Sarthak Pati, and Christos Davatzikos. Glistrboost: combining multimodal

mri segmentation, registration, and biophysical tumor growth modeling with gradient boost-

ing machines for glioma segmentation. In International Workshop on Brainlesion: Glioma,

Multiple Sclerosis, Stroke and Traumatic Brain Injuries, pages 144–155. Springer, 2015.

[6] Hongbo Bao, Peng Ren, Liye Yi, Zhonghua Lv, Wencai Ding, Chenlong Li, Siyang Li, Zhipeng

Li, Xue Yang, Xia Liang, et al. New insights into glioma frequency maps: From genetic and

transcriptomic correlate to survival prediction. International Journal of Cancer, 152(5):998–

1012, 2023.

[7] Ralf Bender, Thomas Augustin, and Maria Blettner. Generating survival times to simulate

cox proportional hazards models. Statistics in Medicine, 24(11):1713–1723, 2005.

[8] Gunnar Carlsson. Topology and data. Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society,

46(2):255–308, 2009.

[9] Frédéric Chazal and Bertrand Michel. The structure and stability of persistence modules.

SpringerBriefs in Mathematics, 2017.

[10] Yen-Chi Chen, Daren Wang, Alessandro Rinaldo, and Larry Wasserman. Statistical analysis

of persistence intensity functions. arXiv preprint arXiv:1510.02502, 2015.

[11] D.R. Cox. Regression models and life-tables. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society: Series

B (Methodological), 34:187–202, 1972.

[12] Lorin Crawford, Anthea Monod, Andrew X Chen, Sayan Mukherjee, and Raúl Rabadán.
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