2512.08637v1 [stat.ME] 9 Dec 2025

arxXiv

A Persistent Homology Pipeline for the Analysis of Neural Spike Train Data
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Tom Needham*

Abstract. In this article, we introduce a Topological Data Analysis (TDA) pipeline for neural spike train
data. Our framework treats a collection of spike trains recorded from a population of neurons as a metric space,
endowed with the Victor-Purpura (VP) distance, to which techniques of persistent homology are applied. This
TDA framework proves capable of identifying stimulus-discriminative structure in simultaneous spike train
recordings, even in cases where the discriminating ability of individual neurons is low.

Relevance to Life Sciences: Understanding how the brain transforms sensory information into perception
and behavior requires analyzing coordinated neural population activity. Modern large-scale electrophysiology
enables simultaneous recording of high-dimensional spike train ensembles, but extracting meaningful informa-
tion from these datasets remains a central challenge in neuroscience. A fundamental question is how ensem-
bles of neurons discriminate between different stimuli or behavioral states, particularly when many individual
neurons exhibit weak or no stimulus selectivity, yet their coordinated activity may still contribute critically
to network-level encoding. Here we describe a topological data analysis framework that identifies stimulus-
discriminative structure in spike train ensembles recorded from the mouse insular cortex during presentation
of deionized water stimuli at distinct non-nociceptive temperatures. We show that population-level topolog-
ical signatures effectively differentiate oral thermal stimuli even when individual neurons provide little or no
discrimination. These findings demonstrate that ensemble organization can carry perceptually relevant infor-
mation that standard single-unit analysis may miss, contributing to a broader understanding of how network
dynamics, rather than isolated feature tuning, support sensory discrimination. Because the framework oper-
ates on general point process data, it extends beyond neuroscience to other domains including gene expression
timing and financial market dynamics.

Mathematical Content: The framework builds on a mathematical representation of spike train ensembles
that enables persistent homology to be applied to collections of unregistered point processes. At its core is
the VP distance, which quantifies spike train similarity through costs of spike insertion, deletion, and tempo-
ral shifting. Using this metric, we construct persistence-based descriptors that capture multiscale topological
features of ensemble geometry. Two key theoretical results support the method: a stability theorem estab-
lishing robustness of persistent homology to perturbations in the VP metric parameter, and a probabilistic
stability theorem ensuring robustness of topological signatures. This combination of mathematical rigor and
methodological flexibility provides a solid foundation for population-level analysis through the lens of topology.

1. Introduction. The brain’s ability to transform sensory inputs into perceptions and
guide behavior relies on neural population activity. While individual neurons encode spe-
cific features, it is the coordinated activity of neuronal ensembles that encodes perception,
cognition, and behavior [12, 37, 69]. Modern recording technologies now enable simultane-
ous measurement of large neuronal ensembles in behaving animals [18, 19, 59, 61], providing
unprecedented access to population-level neural dynamics. Yet extracting meaningful infor-
mation from these high-dimensional datasets, which often contain heterogeneous and sparse
neural responses, remains a central challenge in neuroscience [2, 5, 38, 46, 49, 68].

A fundamental goal of in-vivo neural ensemble analysis is to determine how ensembles of
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simultaneously recorded neurons discriminate between different stimuli or behavioral states.
This presents a significant challenge: many neurons in an ensemble may not exhibit strong
individual selectivity to particular stimuli, yet their coordinated activity may still contribute
critically to population-level encoding. Here we describe a persistent homology framework
that identifies stimulus-discriminative structure in spike train ensembles, even when responses
are distributed across heterogeneous neuronal populations with varying levels of individual
selectivity. While we demonstrate this approach using recordings from the mouse insular
cortex, the method is broadly applicable to other brain regions and extends naturally to other
biological and non-biological point process data such as gene expression timing [29, 39, 47],
or the timing of trades in financial markets [28].

Topological Data Analysis (TDA) comprises a collection of techniques, rooted in met-
ric geometry and computational topology, for quantifying the structure of complex, high-
dimensional data. A central tool in TDA is persistent homology, which tracks the birth and
death of connected components, loops, and higher dimensional features across scales of a pa-
rameter [13, 27, 70|, yielding multiscale descriptors of the dataset that are robust to noise.
In neuroscience, TDA has been applied to population activity to reveal nontrivial topological
signatures in sensory cortex data [33, 36, 56], to classify network dynamical regimes in simu-
lated and recorded spiking systems [4], and more broadly to characterize biological structure
across scales [1, 22]. In this work, we adapt TDA methodology to ensembles of simultane-
ously recorded unregistered point process, such as neural spike trains, by introducing a new
variation of the mathematical description of these objects. This formulation allows us to ob-
tain several theoretical results that have not been addressed previously, and it provides the
foundation for applying a TDA framework to datasets of simultaneously recorded neurons.
We demonstrate the utility of the TDA pipeline by using simultaneous recordings from the
mouse insular gustatory cortex (GC), the primary sensory cortex for taste [57, 67] that also
represent fluid thermal information from the oral cavity [8, 45]. In particular, we show that
this approach effectively distinguishes between different neural response patterns to deionized
water stimulus presented at different non-nociceptive temperatures.

Simultaneously recorded spike trains contain rich geometric and topological structure,
and applying tools from TDA reveals organizational patterns that standard approaches are
not equipped to detect. Central to our framework is the Victor-Purpura (VP) distance [65],
a widely used and biologically meaningful metric for comparing spike trains. Building on
this foundation, we establish new stability results that ensure robustness of persistence-based
representations to perturbations in both the VP metric parameters (Theorem 3.1) and in a
novel probabilistic neuronal model designed to capture spike train variability (Theorem 3.4).
These results provide rigorous guarantees that support the reliability and interpretability of
our method. Although our focus here is on neuronal population activity, the framework is
broadly applicable to any data modality consisting of simultaneously recorded point processes.
Moreover, except for the VP-specific stability theorem, our methodological contributions place
no assumptions on the underlying metric, giving the approach substantial flexibility for use
in diverse scientific domains. Together, these results position our framework as a general
and theoretically grounded tool for analyzing population-level activity through the lens of
topological data analysis

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes our overall framework. It begins
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with a mathematical characterization of the spike train data that is the target of the analysis
pipeline. We then describe the metric used to characterize the spike train ensembles, the
Victor-Purpura distance, as well as the persistent homology pipeline for analyzing ensembles
of spike trains. Theoretical results on this framework are provided in Section 3, focusing
on Lipschitz stability results, both with respect to changes in the Victor-Purpura distance
parameter and changes in the probability distribution used to mathematically model neural
responses. Finally, experimental results provided in Section 4 illustrate the utility of this
pipeline, using both synthetic and biological data. Our synthetic experiments highlight an
important strength of TDA-based analysis: even when individual neurons carry no discrimi-
native information, population-wide structure can provide strong signals for classification of
responses to stimuli. Next, in biological datasets recorded in the GC from awake, behaving
mice, we demonstrate that ensemble-level classification using our topological pipeline often
outperforms single-neuron analyses. We conclude in Section 5 with a discussion of the broader
implications of this approach, both for the mathematical methodology and for its potential
to advance biological understanding of neural population activity.

2. A Persistent Homology Approach for Population-Level Spike Train Analysis. In
this section we provide precise mathematical descriptions of neural spike train populations,
which could apply more generally to point processes arising from other applications. We
also describe the persistent homology pipeline that we use for analysis of the data. The
concepts that we describe here are fundamental in neuroscience, but we give self-contained
mathematical formalism for making these concepts precise.

2.1. A Mathematical Representation of Spike Train Data. A neural spike train is a
temporal representation of neural activity, which can be represented as a finite set of time-
stamps indicating when the neuron emits an action potential (also called a spike). Neurons
exhibit distinct firing patterns, and their spike trains may vary in response to different stimuli.
Motivated by this biological phenomenon, we formally define the concepts of spike trains and
neurons as distinct mathematical entities.

Definition 2.1. Let X = {0,1,...,T}, with T € Z~¢ be a discrete time domain. A spike
train S over X is a finite set of spike times t; € X,

S ={t1,ta,...,tn}.

We use Sx to denote the set of all possible spike trains over X.

Remark 2.2. Spike trains are frequently modeled mathematically as realizations of a point
process over a (continuous) interval of time [42, 62]. Here, we instead consider the time domain
as discrete, which is appropriate for uniform time sampling, as is typical in neural recordings.
Indeed, any finite collection of spike trains recorded over a continuous time window can be
normalized so that spike times correspond to integers.

A fundamental difficulty with interpreting neural spike train data is that individual neu-
rons exhibit variable responses to identical stimuli across repeated trials. This trial-to-trial
variability in spike timing and rate reflects the stochastic nature of neural computation and
motivates our probabilistic approach in the following definitions. From now on, we fix the
discrete time domain X = {0,1,...,T}.



Definition 2.3. A meuron is a function n : T — P(x) where T = {s1,82,...,Sm} is a
finite set of stimuli, and P(x) denotes the set of probability measures over .Fx.

Remark 2.4. A typical mathematical formalism for representing neurons is as a conditional
probability distribution of the form P(response |stimulus), where the response may be a spike
train or an associated statistic such as firing rate [24, 44]. Since our stimulus space Z is
assumed to be finite (an assumption which is essentially forced in any experimental setup),
this conditional probability perspective is equivalent to the function definition provided above.

We are interested in the experimental setting where signals from multiple neurons are
recorded for each stimulus, which is captured in the following definition.

Definition 2.5. A train ensemble or raster of size k € Zi~g is a k-tuple R of spike trains.
That is, R is an element of the product space

y)’gtzyXX--'ny.
| ——

k times

A (neuronal) network of size k € Z~g is a function
N:7Z — P(7%),

where T = {s1, S2,...,8m} once again denotes a finite set of stimuli.

Remark 2.6. Neuronal networks, also referred to as neuronal populations, are modeled as
conditional distributions in the literature [31, 48]. As was similarly observed in Remark 2.4,
this is equivalent to our definition, as the stimulus space is assumed to be finite.

Remark 2.7. As defined, a train ensemble R € 5”)]} is an ordered k-tuple of spike trains.
Below, it will be convenient to forget the ordering and consider R as a multiset of spike trains,
as we will then endow this multiset with a pseudometric—recall that a pseudometric is a
function satisfying the axioms of a metric, except that unequal points can receive distance
zero. For the rest of the paper, we abuse notation and consider R as a multiset when conve-
nient, where this interpretation will always be clear from context. Moreover, for the sake of
convenience, we make the mild assumption that spike trains are not repeated in the rasters,
so that R is always a set (rather than a multiset).

From a neuronal network N, one obtains a k-tuple of neurons (ni,...,ng), via the asso-
ciated marginal distributions for each stimulus. In practice, we have access to samples from
these marginal distributions, each of which can alternatively be considered as a sample of a
raster. This is illustrated schematically in Fig. 1.

2.2. The Victor-Purpura Distance. In this study, a single data point is a train ensemble
R € 5”)]? sampled from a fixed network NN in response to a given stimulus. Our objective is
to study the network’s behavior from a topological perspective, which requires a notion of
similarity between the spike trains of the ensemble R. To this end, we employ the Victor-
Purpura (VP) distance [65] on the space of spike trains. The VP distance between spike
trains S and S’ was originally defined as an optimization problem: it is the lowest total cost
required to convert S to S’ via a sequence of moves consisting of either erasing or adding spikes
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Figure 1: Example dataset under consideration. The network N consists of five neurons,
ni, no, n3,ng,ns. There are two distinct stimuli, sy and sq, each presented to the network
10 times. Each exposure results in a train ensemble (a single spike train for each neuron in
the network, in this case a set of five spike trains). This is depicted in two distinct ways: (1)
the resulting trains are drawn next to each neuron, and (2) the raster plots shown on the
right, where the time domain X is on the x-axis and the y-axis represents neurons with their
corresponding trains.

(each of these modifications incurs a cost of 1), or adjusting spike timings (each adjustment
incurs a cost of ¢ times the distance moved, where g > 0 is a hyperparameter). We present
an alternative definition of this distance using the terminology of partial bijections, borrowed
from the TDA literature. This equivalent definition of the VP distance is better suited for
obtaining the theoretical results of this article.

Definition 2.8. Let S = {t1,to,...,tn} and S" = {t},t,, ... t}.} be two spike trains, and let
q > 0 be a fized cost parameter. A partial bijection from S to S', denoted ¢ : S — S/, consists
of a subset dom(yp) C S called the domain, a subset codom(p) C S’ called the codomain,
and a bijective function ¢ : dom(p) — codom(p). The g-cost of a partial bijection ¢ : S — S’
18 given by

costy(p) =[S\ dom()| +|S"\ codom(p)| +q Y |t — (1),

tedom(yp)

where |A| is used to denote the cardinality of a set A. Finally, the q- Victor-Purpura (VP)
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distance between S and S’ is defined by

VP,(S,S') .= min_costy(p),
p:S—S/

where the minimum is taken over all partial bijections.

The first two terms in the cost function count the spikes that are erased in S and S,
respectively, while the last term accounts for the total cost of shifting the matched spikes.
Furthermore, we will refer to a partial bijection ¢ : S — S’ as an optimal partial bijection
if it realizes the distance.

Remark 2.9. Note that although our formulation differs in presentation from that of [65],
the two can be readily shown to be equivalent. Furthermore, it has been shown that the VP
distance defines a metric on the set of spike trains .#x [65], i.e, it is positive-definite, symmetric
and satisfies the triangle inequality (although, it is only a pseudometric when ¢ = 0, as is clear
from one of the comments below). Finally, as observed in [65], the VP distance admits specific
expressions in the two extreme cases of the parameter ¢:

1. For ¢ = 0, spikes may be shifted free of cost, so the VP distance depends only on the
difference in the total numbers of spikes, i.e., VP,(S,S) =n —m.

2. For g > 2, shifting a spike costs more than erasing both of the spikes. In this case, the
distance formula is given by the total number of spikes (in both trains) that do not
happen at the exact same time, i.e., VP¢(S,S) = [S'\ S| +[S\ S|

2.3. A Persistent Homology Pipeline for Comparing Ensembles of Spike Trains. We
now regard a train ensemble R € 56’2 as a metric space (R, VP,) equipped with the VP
distance described above (here, we use the convention described in Remark 2.7). To study the
topological structure of R, we employ persistent homology [13, 27, 70], a central tool in TDA,
which we briefly review below; for detailed treatments, we refer the reader to the classic work
by Carlsson [14] and Edelsbrunner and Harer [26].

2.3.1. Persistent Homology. In a standard application of persistent homology, one starts
with a finite metric space (X,dx) and constructs simplicial complexes at increasing scales;
e.g., Vietoris-Rips complexes. This gives a nested sequence of simplicial complexes also known
as a filtration or a filtered simplicial complex, which serves as an input for persistent
homology. As the scale increases, homological features—such as clusters, loops, and voids—
appear and disappear. Persistent homology records the birth and death of these features
across scales and summarizes their lifespans in a representation known as a persistence
barcode, or equivalently a persistence diagram [15, 70]. Structurally, a persistence diagram
is a (say, finite) multiset of points of the form (b, d) € R x (RU{+4o00}), such that b < d, where b
encodes the birth time of a feature and d encodes the death time. This is a multiscale summary
of the dataset (X, dx), where longer-lived features (i.e., with d > b) are often interpreted as
signal, while short-lived ones may correspond to noise; see Fig. 2 for an illustration. To
further demonstrate the behavior of this framework we also provide an interactive exploration
at Persistent Homology Demonstrations.! Notably, the weighted graph example is especially

"https://ayhnegty.github.io/Visual-TDA /docs/PH_demos/persistent_barcode_animations.html
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Figure 2: Illustration of persistent homology applied to a point cloud. (A) A point cloud in
R2—a finite metric space (X, dx). The data appears to form three circular shapes as well as
a separate cluster of three points above the main structure. (B) A nested sequence of Vi-
etoris—Rips complexes VR, (X) is shown at increasing scales . As r grows, more simplices are
added. (C) The persistence diagram computed from the Vietoris—Rips filtration, where each
point (b;, d;) represents the birth and death of a topological feature. Red points correspond to
O-dimensional features (Hy: connected components), and blue points represent 1-dimensional
features (Hi: loops). The two red points far from the diagonal suggest the presence of two
connected components, while the three blue points reflect the existence of three loops in the
data. (D) The associated persistence barcode visualizes the same features with horizontal
bars indicating their lifespan. Red bars vanish as components merge, while long blue bars
indicate circular features corresponding to central holes in the data that persist across a long
range of parameter values, eventually disappearing near r = 1.75.

relevant, as it reflects the type of data we work with—mamely, weighted graphs in which nodes
represent spike trains and edge weights are given by the Victor-Purpura distance.
Persistence diagrams are compared via a canonical metric known as the bottleneck dis-
tance [20, 30], denoted dg. Given two persistence diagrams B and B’, this is an extended
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metric (i.e., it is allowed to take the value +00), defined as

dp(B,B’) = min max{ max  |[(b,d) — ¢((b,d))]co,

p:B—B’ (b,d)edom(y)
2.1
1) d—b d-v
max _, max — 7,
(bd)eB\dom(p) 2 (¥ ,d)eB'\codom(p) 2
where the minimum is over partial bijections (Definition 2.8), and || - || denotes the usual

loo-norm, extended so that ||(b,d) — (V/,d)||c = +o0 if and only if exactly one of the death
times d, d’ is equal to +00. We observe that the structure of the bottleneck distance is similar
to that of the VP distance, as formulated in Definition 2.8.

2.3.2. Description of the Persistent Homology Pipeline. TDA has been applied in sev-
eral neuroscience studies, including [23, 32, 33]. In this section, we introduce a TDA-based
pipeline to analyze train ensembles. Our motivation for applying TDA to this type of data
stems from the intrinsic topological structure present in train ensembles that are not easily
captured by traditional statistical methods.

To describe our method, we begin with a dataset of train ensembles R; € ,5’)]? which are
sampled from a fixed network N : Z — P(.%) under various stimuli Z. Each R; is labeled
according to its corresponding stimulus. Our pipeline consists of two steps:

1. Compute (fixed degree-k) persistent homology of each R; by treating them
as metric spaces (R;, VP,); or as a weighted graph where nodes represent spike trains
in R;, and edges are weighted by the VP distance. In this way, each train ensem-
ble is represented by a persistence barcode, denoted by Bj(R,VP,), that encodes
the topological structure of the neural activity. For example, for degree-0 persistent
homology, the resulting barcode reflects the clustering structure of the spike trains
within R;. Degree-1 features, on the other hand, may indicate recurrent or cyclic
firing patterns—situations where the activity of one neuron triggers another in a feed-
back sequence that may eventually loop back to the first neuron. Higher-dimensional
features may also appear, although their biological interpretation becomes increasingly
speculative.

2. Compare persistence barcodes: Step 1 yields a collection of persistence barcodes,
each corresponding to a train ensemble. To assess the similarity between ensembles,
we compare their barcodes using the bottleneck distance (2.1). The resulting pairwise
distances are assembled into a bottleneck distance matriz, which provides a quantitative
measure of how different the underlying topological structures are.

We refer the reader to Fig. 3 for an illustration of the overall pipeline. In the next section,
we address several methodological questions of this approach. Subsequently, in Section 4, we
apply the method to synthetic and biological data.

3. Methodological Results. This section is concerned with theoretical properties of the
analysis pipeline described above. We focus on stability results, which provide guarantees that
our pipeline is not extremely sensitive to hyperparameter choice or changes in the data. First,
we show that the framework is stable to changes in the g-parameter in the Victor-Purpura
distance. We then prove a general result which says that small changes to the neuronal
network distributions yield small changes in the distributions of barcodes.
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Figure 3: Pipeline schematics. The process begins with a network N, to which different
stimuli are presented multiple times. In this schematic, we consider two stimuli, sy and sq,
though the framework can be generalized to any finite number of stimuli. Each presentation
of a stimulus yields a train ensemble R;, which is then converted into a weighted graph
G(R;). The figure shows one representative example of such graphs. All weighted graphs are
transformed into a filtered simplicial complex VR, using the Vietoris-Rips construction. By
computing persistent homology, we obtain a topological summary in the form of a persistence
diagram, which serves as a topological representation of the train ensembles. To analyze how
much information from the network dynamics is encoded in these diagrams, we compare them
using the bottleneck distance. To numerically validate these findings, LOOCYV is performed
to obtain a classification score.
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3.1. Stability Under Victor-Purpura Metric Variations. Let R be a fixed train ensemble,
equipped with the VP distance VP, for some choice of ¢ > 0. It is natural to ask whether the
pipeline described in Section 2.3.2 is sensitive to the choice of hyperparameter ¢. Our main
theorem for this subsection shows that the resulting barcode By(R,VP,), varies Lipschitz
continuously with respect to q.



Theorem 3.1. Let R € y)lg be a train ensemble. Then, for any q,q > 0, we have

T(T+1)

dp (Bk(R, VPq),Bk(R,VPq/)) < 5

lg —d¢'|.

That is, the persistent homology map q — Bi(R,VP,) is Lipschitz.
Remark 3.2. We make several comments regarding Theorem 3.1.

e The Lipschitz constant is rather large. As we will see in the proof of Lemma 3.3, it
depends on a certain coarse estimate of the worst-case cost of a partial bijection. How-
ever, one can show that it is essentially tight—for example, one can easily construct
explicit rasters which prove that the Lipschitz constant must be at least 72/8. Indeed,
one such construction is as follows: take ¢ = 0, ¢ = 1/2, k = 0, and, for simplicity,
T = 2¢; the bound is then achieved by the raster R = (S1,S2), where S; = {1,2,...,/¢}
and So = {¢+1,...,2¢}.

e With additional assumptions, one can improve the Lipschitz constant. For example,
by imposing a sparsity assumption (i.e., an upper bound on the number of spikes in
a spike train) or assuming that ¢,¢" > 1, one obtains a constant which scales linearly,
instead of quadratically, in 7. Rather than considering many special cases, we prefer
to keep a simple statement with the takeaway being general Lipschitz continuity.

e As a numerical validation, we refer the reader to Fig. 6, which illustrates that small
changes in ¢ values do not significantly affect the classification scores.

To prove Theorem 3.1, we will need the following technical Lemma, which provides an
upper bound on how much the VP distance can change as the parameter ¢ varies.

Lemma 3.3. Let S and S’ be two spike trains over the time domain X = {0,1,2,...,T}.
For any q,q' > 0, we have

T(T +1)

[VPy(5,5) = VPy(S,S))| < ——

g —d|

Proof. We begin by noting that there are only finitely many partial bijections from S to
S’. Hence, there exist partial bijections ¢ and ¢’ that are optimal with respect to ¢ and ¢/,
respectively. We first observe that

T(T +1)

Z ’t_SO(t)’§T+(T—1)+(T—2)+...+1:T'
tedom(yp)

This inequality follows from the fact that for an optimal partial bijection, the maximum
possible shift amount is 7. Moreover, if ¢ shifts one spike by T, then the next maximum
possible shift is T'— 1, and so on. It follows that

T(T+1
costy (¢) — costy(p) < |g— | Z [t —o(t)] < %]q —q|.

tedom(y)
10



Using this we calculate

VP, (S,S") = costy (¢)

< costy (@)
T(T+1
< costy () + (2)! —d
T(T+1
— v, (s.8) + LY g
that is,
T(T+1
VP,(5.8) - VRy(s,5) < T EY )y
By the same argument one can also show that
T(T+1
VP,(5.5) - VPy(s.8) < Tty g
which concludes the proof. |

We are now ready to prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. A classic result in TDA, proved in [17], shows that
(3.1) dB(Bk(R,VPy), B(R,VPy)) < 2-dau((R,VPy), (R, VPy)).

Here, the right-hand side denotes the Gromov-Hausdorff (GH) distance between the metric
spaces (R, VP,) and (R, VPy) (see, e.g., [11] for background on Gromov-Hausdorff distance).
It is immediate from the definition of GH distance that, for compact metrics d, d’ on a common
set X,
dGH((Xa d)? (X7 d/)) < sup ’d(l'? .%',> - d/(l', x,ﬂ
z,x'eX

Applying this to the VP distances, we have

T(T +1)
2

‘q_ /|7

dGH((R, VP,), (R, VPq/)) < Jgax [VP,(S,S") = VP,(S,5)] <

’ /e
where the last inequality follows from Lemma 3.3. Putting this together with (3.1) completes
the proof. |

3.2. Stability With Respect to Changes in the Probability Measure. In this section, we
investigate the behavior of our framework with respect to changes in the probability measures
governing the distribution of spike trains in a neuron or neuronal network. We start by
developing some intuition for this question before we formulate our main result. Consider
a network whose responses to two distinct stimuli differ only slightly (e.g., as a result of
presenting nearly identical stimuli such as water at 16°C versus water at 16.5°C); our result
says that train ensembles observed from such a network will yield persistence barcodes that
are likewise similar.

To precisely formulate the intuition described, we first observe that our method, as de-
scribed in Section 2.3, does not depend on the ordering of spike trains within an ensemble,
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i.e., the symmetric group Sym(k) acts on Y)]g by permuting the spike trains in an ensemble,
and our framework operates on the quotient

7% /Sym(k)

where two train ensembles are identified if one can be obtained from the other by reordering of
its spike trains. Indeed, this is a consquence of forgetting the orderings in rasters, as described
in Remark 2.7. This quotient structure will play a more pivotal role in this subsection, so we
momentarily forgo the abuse of notation introduced in Remark 2.7 and more carefully track
the distinction between .f and 7% /Sym(k) in what follows.

For the rest of this subsection, we consider an arbitrary metric d, on the set of spike
trains Yx; this could be a Victor-Purpura distance, or one of the many other spike train
metrics used in the literature—see, e.g., [64]. The quotient .7% /Sym(k) represents unordered
k-point subsets of (., d ), and we equip it with the Hausdorff distance dy:

di({S1,S2,---,Sk}, {S1,S5,...,S;}) = max { [max lgljlgk d#(S:,S}), 121%){1@ lléliigk d (S}, Si)},
which turns the space .7% /Sym(k) into a metric space—indeed, .7% /Sym(k) is a subset of the
set of all subsets of .#x, so the Hausdorff induces a metric via general principles [11] (more
precisely, .7% /Sym(k) can be identified with a set of multisets of elements of .#x, but this
distinction is not important in what follows). We leverage this to define a pseudometric on
5”)]}, given by

dy (R, R) = dg (r(R),7(R))

where 7 : Y% — 7% /Sym(k) denotes the quotient map (that is, dp is the pseudometric
induced by considering each train ensemble as a set, rather than an ordered tuple, as in
Remark 2.7). Note that, for a train ensemble (S;)%_;, the class 7(S;)%_; is naturally identified
with the unordered set {S1,Sa,...,Sk}. Using that dj is a metric it is easy to show that CZH is
a pseudometric: it is non-negative, symmetric, and satisfies the triangle inequality. However,
it is not definite—any two train ensembles that differ only by a permutation of their spike
trains yield distance 0, even though they are distinct elements of 45”)’?

As this section is concerned with changes in probability measures, we require a metric with
which to compare them. For a bounded pseudometric space (X,d), we use the Wasserstein
distance from optimal transport theory to compare Borel probability measures p, u' € P(X).
We recall the basic definition here; see, e.g., [66] for a comprehensive reference. For p €
[1,+00], the p~-Wasserstein distance is given by

d 3
Wp (M? :U'I) = H;f HdHLp(ﬂ')7

where the infimum is over measure couplings and || - || z»(r) denotes the standard LP-norm.
Recall that a measure coupling is a Borel probability measure 7 € P(X x X) such that
(proj;)#m = p and (proj,)4m = p/, where projy, proj, : X x X — X are projection maps onto
the left and right factors, and we use subscript # to denote the pushforward by a measurable
map.
We are now ready to state our theorem:
12



Theorem 3.4. Let u,p’ € P(Y)’}) be probability measures on the space of train ensembles
and let B : R — Bi(R,dy,) be the map sending a train ensemble R to its persistence barcode
(for fized degree k, with respect to the Vietoris-Rips complex of d», ). Then

WiB (B, Byp') < 2- Wit (u, ).

Intuitively, the theorem says that if two distributions of spike train ensembles (arising
as, say, stimulus responses of neurons) are similar, then so are the induced distributions of
persistence diagrams.

Proof. Let Dgm denote the space of persistence diagrams. We first note that the map B
factors as

54 5 > Dgm

7% /Sym (k)

where ph is the Vietoris-Rips persistent homology map in the same homology degree as B.
This factorization of B, will allow us to directly leverage the classical stability of the persistent
homology map ph from [17].
We next show that
B: (% dy) — (Dgm,dp)

is 2-Lipschitz. Indeed, let R and R’ be two train ensembles. Then

(3.2) dp (phom(R),phon(R)) <2-dgu (7(R),n(R'))
<du (7(R),n(R"))
=dy (R,R),

where the steps are justified as follows. First, recall that dgy denotes the Gromov-Hausdorff
distance; (3.2) follows, as in the proof of Theorem 3.1, by applying the main result of [17].
The bound (3.3) follows immediately from the definition of Gromov-Hausdorff distance, and
the last line is by definition of d. Thus, the map B is 2-Lipschitz.

To conclude the proof, we will use a basic, general fact about Wasserstein distances. Let
(X,dx) and (Y,dy) be bounded pseudometric spaces and let f : X — Y be a K-Lipschitz
map (for some K > 0). Then, for any Borel probability measures p, ' € P(X),

Wy (Fyms Fan!) < K - W5 (, ).

This is well-known in the metric space setting (see, e.g., [35, Lemma 4.11] for a concrete
reference), and follows easily from the definition even in the pseudometric space, by following
the same proof. Applying this result to B : ,7)’2 — Dgm,dp directly leads to the desired
inequality A

W (Byp, Bup') < 2- W (u, 1), m

13



4. Results With Synthetic and Biological Data. In this section, we demonstrate the
capabilities of our persistent homology pipeline using both synthetic and biological data.
For the synthetic data, we present two illustrative scenarios. First, we illustrate how the
pipeline successfully classifies response stimuli even in situations where single-neuron analyses
fall short. Second, we show that information may be encoded beyond simple connectivity,
demonstrating a case where 0O-dimensional structure is insufficient and higher-dimensional
features become essential. For the biological data, we examine a classification task involving
in vivo recordings from the gustatory cortex of behaving mice. Here too, we show that the
persistent homology pipeline provides superior stimulus-response discrimination compared to
a single-neuron method.

4.1. Implementation and Experimental Setup. Before we describe the results in more
details we will briefly comment on the chosen implementation and the experimental setup for
the biological data set.

Implementation details. All analysis was performed on laptop CPUs.

e Victor-Purpura distance. For general VP distance computations, we used the
Elephant package [25]. In the special case ¢ > 2, the distance formula reduces to the
simplified form

VP(S,S) =[S\ S+ [S"\ §],

(see remark 2.9) for which we employed a custom implementation, denoted VP_trivial
in our code.

e Persistent homology. Vietoris-Rips persistent homology was computed using the
Ripser software package [6, 60].

e Bottleneck distance. To compute the bottleneck distance for degree-0 diagrams in
the synthetic examples, we used a custom implementation, bottleneck_zero, based
on [3, Corollary 4.15], which is more computationally efficient than general-purpose
implementations such as persim [54], but which applies only to degree-0 diagrams.
Notably, in this setting, the bottleneck distance coincides with both the landscape
distance [10] and the erosion distance [50], which were recently proved equivalent
in [3]. For degree-1 barcodes, we computed the bottleneck distance using the persim
implementation from the scikit-tda library [54]. For experiments with recorded data
from the Vincis lab, bottleneck distance for degree-0 diagrams was computed with the
Gudhi package [34, 52].

Experimental Methods. To demonstrate the pipeline with biological data we used neural
recordings obtained from 16 adult wild-type C57BL/6J mice purchased from the Jackson
Laboratory (Bar Harbor, ME). The primary dataset, originally published in [8], consists of
simultaneous spike train recordings from 433 neurons in the gustatory insular cortex (GC).
During each session, mice were permitted to freely lick to receive a single droplet of deion-
ized water delivered at one of three non-nociceptive temperatures: cool (14°C), near room
temperature (25°C), and warm (36°C).

Neural activity was recorded across multiple days, with each session sampling between 4-30
distinct neurons. To ensure broad sampling of neuronal populations, recording devices were
gradually advanced between sessions (by approximately 200 pm for silicon probes and 100 gm
for tetrode bundles), thereby yielding a unique set of neurons each day. From these sessions,
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we constructed 38 distinct networks, each corresponding to the simultaneous recordings from
one mouse on one day. For each trial, the persistent homology pipeline was applied to data
from time -200 ms before the fluid delivery to 1600 ms after delivery, to focus on neural
activity most relevant to stimulus processing.

Each network consisted of a group of k neurons (k € {4,5,...,30}) stimulated under
conditions s; € I, I = {s; = 14°C, sy = 36°C,s3 = 25°C}. For each network, ensembles
were created by sampling spike trains across repeated trials for each stimulus. Ten randomly
selected trials per condition and 20 pipeline repetitions were used, yielding for each repetition
30 train ensembles R (ten per stimulus condition). These ensembles served as inputs to the
persistent homology pipeline.

4.2. Results Using Synthetic Data. In this subsection we apply the pipeline to two
experiments using synthetic data.

TDA Discerns Patterns in Network Activity That Are Not Present in Individual Neurons. In
our first example, we construct a network of five ‘neurons’ that was exposed to two stimuli 100
times each, creating 100 trials of synthetic data to analyze. Network responses were generated
for each stimulus by constructing spike trains according to a specified firing-rate probability
distribution and then perturbing them with a random noise process. We construct Neurons 1,
3, and 5 to have very similar firing patterns over the entire dataset, always firing with a high
rate for the first 50 ms and then spontaneously firing over the rest of the timeline. In contrast,
neurons 2 and 4 are constructed to fire at the same time in response to stimulus 1, but at
shifted times in response to stimulus 2. With this construction, the firing patterns of neurons
1, 3, and 5 are the same for both stimuli. For neurons 2 and 4, the two dominant spiking
patterns for stimulus 1 are also the dominant spiking patterns for stimulus 2. Therefore, the
spiking patterns of individual neurons do not discriminate between the two stimuli and a
classification score based solely on single neuron activity should be near the value for random
guessing. Representative raster plots of the generated spike trains are shown in Fig. 4A. They
show two example responses to each stimulus.

Next, we describe the results of our network approach, where we utilize all available
trials as input to a single repetition of the pipeline. To assess the ability of the network to
discriminate between stimuli we performed a I-Nearest Neighbor (1-NN) classification [21]
using the bottleneck distance matrix (BDM) and evaluate its performance via Leave-One-Out
Cross-Validation (LOOCV) [58]. The bottleneck distance matrix (BDM) is constructed such
that row ¢ of the matrix corresponds to the set of bottleneck distances between the barcode
for train ensemble R; and the barcodes for all other train ensembles. In the LOOCV method,
each train ensemble, R;, serves once as a test set while the remaining ensembles form the
training set. Each element of row ¢ of the BDM represents a comparison of a training sample
with the test sample. The smallest element of the row corresponds to the spike train that is
most similar to that of the test train, and so the test train is given the same stimulus label.
If this label is correct, i.e., it corresponds to the stimulus that produced the test train, then
the number of correctly classified samples is incremented by one. After iterating through all
samples, the final classification score is computed as the number of correctly classified samples
divided by the total number of samples.

Our experiments demonstrate that the persistent homology pipeline can discriminate re-
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Figure 4: Synthetic network classification analysis. (A) A pair of raster plots generated
for each of two stimuli, as described in the text. (B) Bottleneck distance matrix computed
from the synthetic spike trains. (C) Classification scores for the synthetic network and its
constituent neurons. Individual neuron scores (grey) have means near random guessing for
all neurons. The network score (orange) has a mean significantly greater than the score for
random guessing (t-test, p < 0.05).

sponse patterns that are present in the network but not in the individual neurons. That is,
individual neurons fail to reliably discriminate between stimuli on their own, yet the popu-
lation activity contains sufficient structure for robust stimulus classification. This indicates
that the network contains more information than the sum of individual neurons and that the
persistent homology pipeline can extract this information.

These findings are presented in Fig. 4B, where a clear pattern in the bottleneck dis-
tance matrix is evident: it splits into four blocks, indicating there are two groups of trials
that have low distance within groups and high distance between groups, on average. In
Fig. 4C, we compare the classification score of the network to the scores for individual neu-
rons. The network achieves a classification accuracy of 0.89 (Fig. 4C). As expected, the
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individual neuron scores (computed as described in Appendix B.1) are close to random guess-
ing at 0.50,0.50,0.53,0.46, and 0.44, respectively. In summary this example illustrates that
the TDA analysis is effective at picking out patterns in network activity that are not present
in the individual neurons.

TDA Detects Higher-Order Structure Beyond Connectivity. In our second experiment with
synthetic data, we constructed a pair of train ensembles, R and R’, such that their 0-
dimensional barcodes are nearly identical, i.e., By(R,VP2) =~ By(R’,VP3), while their 1-
dimensional barcodes differ substantially. In particular, we ensured that B1(R, VP3) contains
a prominent 1-dimensional feature, whereas B1(R’, VP3) is empty.

As illustrated in Figure 5, the ensemble R exhibits a cascading activation pattern: neuron 8
activates slightly before neuron 7, which in turn precedes neuron 6, and so on, eventually
looping back so that neuron 1 precedes neuron 8 again. Although this pattern would not be
as apparent to the naked eye after shuffling neuron labels, persistent homology is invariant
under such permutations and reliably detects the resulting loop.

In contrast, the activity in ensemble R’ does not form a loop, leaving the 1-dimensional
barcode empty. Although their 0-dimensional barcodes differ only by a bottleneck distance of
1, the corresponding 1-dimensional barcodes are separated by a distance of 19.

This example demonstrates that the functional networks for two train ensembles may have
indistinguishable connectivity structure (as captured by 0-dimensional persistence) yet differ
in their higher-dimensional organization. We note that higher-order features can, in principle,
also be detected in more complex datasets, though their biological interpretation becomes
increasingly speculative. In what follows, we restrict attention to 0-dimensional homology, as
the functional networks formed from the datasets possess sufficient informative connectivity
structure to distinguish between them, but lack persistent 1-dimensional features.

4.3. Analysis of Neural Spike Trains From Behaving Mice. In our next set of experi-
ments, we investigate the capabilities of the persistent homology pipeline using experimental
data recorded from behaving mice.

Demonstration of VP Distance Stability. In Theorem 3.1 we showed that the classification
score is stable to changes in the hyperparameter ¢ in the VP distance metric. We validate
this here, using the biological data described above. In particular, we conducted a parameter
sweep experiment across all gustatory cortex (GC) recordings. Each experiment corresponds
to a unique mouse/day recording session, and thus to a distinct simultaneously recorded neural
ensemble. In Fig. 6 we present the stability profile of all 38 such ensembles as the Victor-
Purpura parameter ¢ is varied. For each ensemble, we applied our full persistent homology
pipeline at 402 distinct ¢ values ranging from 0 to 2 in increments of 0.005, providing a
fine-grained empirical assessment of stability across parameter space. In this analysis, the
score refers to the average LOOCYV score computed from ten randomly selected trials per
stimulus condition for each ensemble. To reduce stochastic variability we repeated the LOOCV
classification for each ¢ value ten times with randomly selected trials and recorded the mean
over all these trials.

In Fig. 6 we display the stability landscape for all 38 experiments simultaneously over the
entire parameter range ¢ € [0,2]. Here, distinct horizontal stretches of consistent coloring
indicated ranges of g over which the classification accuracy remains stable. While several
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Figure 5: A pair of train ensembles, R (top) and R’ (bottom), that are similar in their 0-
dimensional structure yet differ in 1-dimensional homology. (A) Raster plot of R, exhibiting
a repeating activation pattern across neurons. (B) Persistence barcode of R, showing a clear
1-dimensional feature. (C) Raster plot of R’, lacking the recurrent pattern. (D) Persistence
barcode of R’, with no 1-dimensional features.

ensembles show fluctuations for very small values of ¢, every ensemble exhibits a wide stable
region for ¢ > 0.5, providing empirical support for the robustness predicted by our theoretical
results. We note, that the fluctuations for small ¢—as depicted in more detail in Panel A where
we display an enlarged view of this parameter region—are not in contradiction to Theorem 3.1.
Indeed, the estimate presented in this result includes a (relatively large) Lipschitz constant
L= @ Thus the strong stability for larger g rather suggests that the behavior in this
parameter regime is better than the theoretical guarantee. A further reason for the slight
instability in the classification scores for small ¢ is that, at ¢ = 0, spike shifts can be made
without incurring any penalty. Consequently, the VP distance reduces to a measure based
solely on rate. When g > 0, however, shifting spikes does carry a cost, allowing the metric to
capture temporal structure as well. Thus, this range of ¢ values represents a transition from
a purely rate-based analysis to one that incorporates both rate and phase information.
Relationship of the Persistence Barcodes to the Biological Raster Plots. In this section we
demonstrate how the persistent homology pipeline clusters response patterns from different
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Figure 6: Stability across Experiments and hyperparameter values. Each row corresponds to
a unique mouse/date combination (i.e., unique raster). Experiment labels are not the same
as in figures below. (A) An analysis near ¢ = 0, where VP is primarily a measure of the spike
rate, not timing. (B) On the wider scale of ¢ values each horizontal bar shows a consistent
band color, indicating that the classification score is stable over that range of hyperparameter
values. Each element corresponds to the average Leave-One-Out classification score for 401
g-values starting at 0 and ending at 2 in increments of 0.005. The experiments show some
instability over very small g values, but a large stable region as ¢ increases above 0.5.

biological stimuli, and illustrate how persistence barcodes can be interpreted in terms of the
raster plots generated from experimental recordings of neural spike timing. In Fig. 7, we
analyze an ensemble of six neurons exposed to three distinct stimuli, each presented ten
times. Panel A displays the bottleneck distance matrix (BDM) obtained from the persistence
diagrams of each trial, providing a pairwise measure of dissimilarity between the topological
signatures of the spike train ensembles.

To obtain a qualitative understanding of how spike train ensembles from different trials
cluster together and how they separate across stimuli, we visualize the BDM using multidi-
mensional scaling (MDS). MDS is a classical dimensionality reduction technique that embeds
high-dimensional data into a lower-dimensional space while preserving pairwise distances as
faithfully as possible [7, 51]. The BDM is shown in Fig. 7A, and a 2-dimensional MDS rep-
resentation based on the BDM is shown in Fig. 7B, with each point colored according to the
stimulus. The resulting clusters demonstrate clear stimulus-specific organization.

To illustrate how the persistence barcodes relate back to the raster plots, we consider
two trials elicited by stimuli with high thermal contrast, deionized water are 14°C (the “cool
stimulus”) and 36°C (“the warm stimulus”). Panels C and D show the persistence barcodes
for the connected components derived from the VP distance on the spike trains. Note that the
number of bars is equal to the number of neurons in the ensemble. The x-axis is the distance
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threshold used in the filtration. At a threshold of 20 there are four bars present for the cool
stimulus and three bars for the warm stimulus. This means that in the functional network
graph there are four connected components for the cool stimulus and three for the warm
stimulus, as shown in panels E and F, respectively. Most of the connected components are
isolated nodes in the graphs, but the graph for each stimulus also contains a larger component.
If nodes are connected together in the network graph it indicates that the spike patterns for
those neurons are similar in spike rate and timing.

The raster plots for the cool and warm stimuli are shown in panels G and H, respectively.
In the raster plot in panel G it appears that neurons 3, 5, and 6 have similar low-frequency
spiking, so the corresponding nodes form a cluster in the network graph. Neuron 4, the only
high-frequency spiker, is clearly different from the rest and the corresponding node in the graph
is isolated. Neurons 1 and 2 have some spike overlap, but also substantial difference in the
spike timing, so the corresponding nodes in the network graph are not in the same cluster at
this threshold level. Examining the raster for the warm stimulus (panel H), it is again evident
that neuron 4 should not cluster with other neurons due to its much higher firing frequency,
and indeed node 4 is an isolate in the network graph. Most of the other neurons have low
firing frequency and some overlap in spike timing and are therefore clustered together in the
network graph. The exception is neuron 1, which has low firing frequency, but the spike timing
differs substantially from the other low-firing-frequency neurons. Thus, neuron 1 corresponds
to an isolated node in the network graph.

The Persistent Homology Pipeline Classification Typically Outperforms Single-Neuron Classi-
fication. We assessed the ability of the persistent homology pipeline to distinguish response
patterns to stimuli using spike train ensembles responding to deionized water at three dif-
ferent temperatures. Although 38 ensembles were recorded, only 33 were included in this
analysis. Inclusion was restricted to ensembles in which at least one classification method ex-
hibited performance significantly above random guessing, as determined by a one-sample t test
(p < 0.05). Each ensemble is referred to as an experiment. Network-level classification scores,
utilizing 10 randomly selected experiments per stimuli, were compared to both random chance
and the average performance of individual neurons in each network. For each experiment, 20
repetitions of the pipeline were employed to ensure variability across trial subsets.

Single neuron classification performance was obtained using the Bayesian rate—phase clas-
sifier described in [45], the details of which are included in Appendix B.2. This analysis allowed
us to assess the degree to which structured population activity, as captured by the persistent
homology pipeline, enhanced stimulus discrimination beyond what was achieved from single-
neuron analysis. In Fig. 8, each experiment, representing a single session of simultaneously
recorded neurons from one animal on one day, is enumerated on the x-axis, and the y-axis
measures the classification score. For each experiment, the orange dot represents the mean
score using the persistent homology pipeline with 20 repetitions. Each gray dot represents
the single neuron classification score for each neuron in the network, and the average of these
points is represented in black.

Across the 33 experiments, 25 ( 76%) achieved higher classification accuracy with the per-
sistent homology pipeline than with the average of all single neuron classification scores. The
two methods showed a statistically significant difference in 20 of 33 experiments (two sample
t-test, p < 0.05). In these cases, the network classification score outperformed the single neu-
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Figure 7: (A) Bottleneck distance matrix for an experiment in which a six neuron ensemble
was exposed to three stimuli (water at 14°C, 36°C, and 25°C), each presented ten times.
(B) Two-dimensional multidimensional scaling (MDS) embedding of the matrix in panel A.
Arrows point to the two example trials highlighted in subsequent panels. (C), (D) Persistence
barcodes of the connected components (Hp) for the two selected trials. The blue barcode
corresponds to a cool stimulus, while the red corresponds to a warm stimulus. The dashed
line indicates the threshold value used to form the functional network graphs. The distinct
bar structures demonstrate that different stimuli evoke topologically distinguishable patterns
of ensemble activity. (E), (F) Functional network graphs at » = 20. The number of bars
intersected by the dashed line corresponds to the number of connected components in the
graph. (G), (H) Raster plots for the two selected trials. The spike rate and timing are the
elements determining the connectivity in the functional network graphs.
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ron average 14 of 20 times (70%), whereas the mean single neuron accuracy was significantly
greater than the network accuracy only six of 20 times ( 30%). Fig 8 summarizes the findings
of all 33 experiments. Experiments are organized relative to a vertical divider to highlight the
comparative behavior of the two approaches. To the left of the divider are the experiments in
which the network classification score exceeded the mean single neuron accuracy, ordered from
highest to lowest network classification score. Conversely, experiments plotted to the right of
the vertical divider are those in which the average single-neuron classification outperformed
the network approach. Similar to our findings in the synthetic data setting, these results
demonstrate that population-level interactions captured by the persistent homology analysis
can convey stimulus-related information not accessible from single-neuron responses alone.
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Figure 8: Classification scores using recordings from GC neurons computed using single-neuron
scores and the persistent homology pipeline. Each experiment corresponds to a unique record-
ing session. Orange points denote network classification scores captured using the persistent
homology pipeline (with ¢ = 2.005, 10 trials, and 20 repetitions). Gray points represent scores
of individual neurons in each ensemble when utilizing the Bayesian rate-phase classifier [45]
(with o« = 0.875). Black points denote the mean of all gray scores (the average of all indi-
vidual neuron scores per experiment). For all experiments left of the first vertical line, TDA
classification scores outperformed the single neuron averages and were greater than random
guessing (0.33). On the right of the vertical line, the single neuron average outperformed the
TDA classification score.

5. Discussion. While spike trains from individual neurons can be analyzed in isolation,
this approach may overlook critical information encoded at the population level [12, 37, 68].
In this study, we described a new method for analyzing in-vivo recordings from neuronal
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ensembles using multi-electrode arrays. Because simultaneously recorded neurons are often
part of interconnected networks that process the same sensory information and contribute to
coordinated behavioral responses, their collective activity patterns can reveal coding principles
that single-neuron analyses cannot capture.

Our approach uses persistent homology, a topological data analysis (TDA) technique, on
spike train ensembles, enabling the detection of structure in neuronal population activity that
is not apparent at the level of individual neurons. We provided a formal representation of spike
train ensembles as elements of a metric space endowed with the Victor-Purpura (VP) distance
and established guarantees for the stability of both the distance and the resulting topological
descriptors. Additionally, we demonstrated that this pipeline can successfully discriminate
neural responses to sensory stimuli, thermal inputs in the gustatory cortex (GC) of behaving
mice, which highlights the importance of utilizing population-level coding analysis in sensory
processing.

Persistent homology captures nontrivial topological organization in neural spike train data
such as clusters corresponding to distinct firing patterns for different stimuli. In both synthetic
and experimental datasets, ensemble-level topological signatures enabled substantially higher
stimulus classification accuracy compared to single-neuron analysis (Figs. 4, 8). This finding
suggests that there is sensory information in the structure of neural population activity that
can be extracted using our persistent homology approach beyond what can be extracted from
the analysis of the single-neuron spiking patterns. These results extend previous work showing
that population geometry can encode stimulus features in sensory cortices [33, 36, 56] and
demonstrate that topological methods provide a principled away to quantify such geometry
in a manner robust to noise and sampling variability.

By treating ensembles of spike trains as elements of a metric space under the VP distance,
we proved Lipschitz continuity with respect to the VP cost parameter. Additionally, we
obtained a stability result concerning the probability measures that a network assigns to each
stimulus, formalizing the intuition that train ensembles observed from networks responding
to slightly different stimuli will yield similar topological descriptors. These results assure that
small perturbations in hyperperameter choice or spike timing will not substantially alter the
resulting topological summaries, which is essential for ensuring that TDA-derived features are
reproducible across trials and datasets.

Applying this framework to multi-electrode recordings from the mouse gustatory cortex
revealed that response classification based on ensemble-level topological features typically
outperformed single-neuron analyses in distinguishing stimuli at different temperatures. The
method uncovered stimulus-specific structure within spike train ensembles, even when re-
sponses were distributed across heterogeneous neuronal populations with varying degrees of
individual selectivity. By capturing these population-level dynamics, the TDA approach com-
plements traditional statistical analyses, offering interpretable summaries of network organi-
zation and highlighting how certain ensembles exhibit coherent firing clusters in response to
specific stimuli.

Advances in recording technology, such as chronically implanted high-density silicon probes
[41], allow hundreds of neurons to be monitored across multiple brain regions simultaneously
in behaving animals. The persistent homology approach that we described here can be used
on such data to take full advantage of the new technical developments. While we applied the
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pipeline to data from the gustatory cortex, it would be equally as applicable to spike train
recordings from other brain regions. Temporal point process data also arise in fields outside of
neuroscience, such as the timing of expression of an array of genes [29, 39, 47] and the timing
of transactions in financial markets [28].

Despite these promising results, several limitations remain. The computational demands
associated with persistent homology computations can limit scalability to very large datasets.
Future work should explore efficient approximations to expand applicability to larger neural
populations. Additionally, though this framework presented a result specific to the VP dis-
tance and relied on this distance for experimental results, the pipeline is general and can be
utilized in conjunction with other distances (either on the space of spike trains or in other ap-
plicable settings ), such as the Van Rossum distance [63], SPIKE distance [43], RI-SPIKE [53],
a variation of Earth Mover’s Distance [55], and many others. Different distance metrics cap-
ture different aspects of neural similarity, so the suitability of the metric will depend on the
questions being addressed. Although we computed some preliminary results using alternative
metrics, future work that examines the impact of different metrics on the pipeline output
would be a natural direction.

Appendix A. Further Reading.
1. [16] provides a tutorial for TDA in neuroscience.
2. [22] is a review article about TDA in neuroscience.
3. [40] discusses evidence that sensory neurons function within a systems-level dynamic
process best understood through distributed ensembles.

Appendix B. Statistical Methods For Single Neuron Analysis.

B.1. Single Neuron Analysis Method for Fig. 4. For the data collected and presented in
Fig. 4C, scores for the individual neurons were calculated with a method comparable to that
of the pipeline. We used the same synthetic dataset setup created for the network experiment
for the individual neuron analysis. Each ‘neuron’ responds to 2 stimuli for 100 trials, resulting
in 200 trials of data for classification. We then calculated the VP distance pairwise between
each trial, and used these to construct a VP distance matrix. This is analogous to the BDM
in our persistent homology pipeline.

To test the classification ability of each individual neuron, we performed leave-one-out
cross-validation on the information from this VP distance matrix. Each spike train served
once as a test set while the remainder of the dataset formed the training set. For the row
corresponding to the test set, we found the element with the smallest value. This corresponds
to the neuron with the most similar spiking pattern. The test set was then assigned the
label of that most-similar element (either “stimulus 1”7 or “stimulus 2”). If the test label
matches that used to create the spike train, then the classification index was incremented by
1. After iterating through all samples, so that each becomes the test element exactly once,
the final classification score was computed as the number of correctly classified samples (i.e.,
the classification index) divided by the total number of samples.

B.2. Single Neuron Analysis Method for Fig. 8. For the individual neuron scores in
Fig. 8, we utilized a method for understanding in-depth classification for individual coding
neurons in the GC, first used in [45], where complete details of the method can be found. An
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abbreviated version of the method is included below. This method used information on the
timing of licks, which improved the single neuron classification score [45].

There are first some pre-processing and normalization steps, where the raw spike train
recording is considered in conjunction with the lick timings. We set the initial time as the
time of the first lick to the spout for which a stimulus was present. Time warping was then
applied so that there was a uniform between licks (200 time units). For each trial, five lick
intervals of data were examined - the first five in which stimulus was present, so that there
are 1000 time units of data for analysis, which we will call a processed spike train vector.

The trials were split into a training set (80% of the trials) and a test set (20% of the
trials). For each stimulus, training set processed spike trains were used to construct a spike
phase probability distribution. These were summed and divided by the number of elements in
the training set to create a spike phase distributions for the training set. A Gaussian kernel
density estimator (with bandwith 5) was then used to convert the discrete distribution into a
continuous probability density function for the phase of spiking for this particular neuron/s-
timuli combination. To obtain a training set-based distribution for the spike rate, we used
the values of the spike rate histogram from all trials in the training set and applied a gaussian
kernel density estimator (with bandwidth 2), resulting in a continuous rate probability den-
sity function. Using both of these functions, we employed a Bayesian classification scheme to
obtain classification scores that quantify a neuron’s ability to distinguish one stimulus from
others. The test set trials were used to calculate classification scores.

Each element of the test set with IV spikes was interpreted as both IV i.i.d. samples from
a phase distribution for one of the 3 stimuli (,ufD ,i=1,2,3) and a single sample y from a rate
distribution for one of the stimuli (17,7 = 1,2,3). To determine the most likely stimulus 7;,
we maximized the weighted sum of P(T!(ml, ...,zy)) and P(Tily) for i =1,2,3:

RP; = 0.875P(Tily) + (0.125)P(Ti|(z1,. .., xn))

After utilizing Bayes’ theorem, we obtain

P((z1,...,2N8)|T) P(T))
S P((1,- ., 2n)|T5) P(T;)

P(ﬁ‘(ml, . ,mN)) =

and

P(y|T:) P(T:)
Z] 1P(y|T)P( )

P(Tily) =

where P(’T]) are the prior probabilities that the observation is from stimulus 7;. Making use
of the facts that all stimuli in the dataset are equally probable and we operate under the i.i.d
assumption, we can simplify to

3
P(Ti|(z1, ..., zn LP/ZLP . P(Tily) = Lf) > LY
j=1
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where Lf” and Lf are the likelihood

Lif=uji(y) » LY = u5 (1) ... pf (a) -

Using this method, we obtained a value RP; for each stimulus. The stimulus with the highest
value was selected as the one most likely to have produced the test spike train sample. This
process is repeated for each element of the testing set. The overall classification score, as
reported in Fig. 8, is the fraction of times this classification is correct, after this process was
repeated 15 times for each neuron (each with a different random partition of the data into
training and testing sets) and averaged.

Appendix C. Supplemental Material. The supplemental material consists of a single
file, persistent_barcode_animations.html, an interactive browser-based viewer that visually
demonstrates how filtered simplicial complexes and their associated persistence barcodes are
constructed. This tool allows readers to select from several example datasets and observe,
in real time, how simplices are added at increasing filtration values and how corresponding
bars appear and persist in the barcode. Its inclusion is to provide an intuitive, accessible
illustration of persistent homology, especially for readers who are new to the subject. https:
//ayhnegty.github.io/Visual-TDA /docs/PH_demos/persistent_barcode_animations.html
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