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ABSTRACT. We relate the novel concept of Topological Data Analysis in Finsler space
with representability property, which is expected to prevent spurious features. We use de-
composition of integer matrix in order to find suitable prime integer p such that homologies
over Zp encompasses only the holes associated to the free part.
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1. INTRODUCTION

It is not unknown that theoretical results of simplicial complexes and knowledge of
their homology groups have improved the understanding of many data set by the use of
Topological Data Analysis, for short TDA. The main example of this phrase is the Nerve
Theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Alexandroff, [1]). Let U be a good cover of a topological space X. Then,
the geometric realization of N (U ) is homotopy equivalent to

⋃
U∈U

U.

The nerve N (U ) mentioned in the above theorem is thought as a Cech complex in
real applications of TDA, as later we will in Definition 2.2. Although, Cech complex deals
with many high order interaction depending of the amount of data. Usually TDA aims
to identify relations higher than simply one dimension interactions. Thence, the follow-
ing inclusion, solves partially this problematic, reducing the high interaction to pairwise
relation.

Proposition 1.1. Let ε > 0. We have the inclusions

Rips(X ,ε)⊆ Čech(X ,ε)⊆ Rips(X ,2ε).

Even the main simplicial complex that rules the topology of the data is the Cech com-
plex, we may use the above inclusion to reduce the complexity and approximate the results.
When dealing with Representability property of simplicial complexes, we may infer some
consequences about the homology of the addressed complexes. For instance, we will see
that in a Finsler space, ta data can not form ”simple holes”.

Often, in many analysis of TDA, the choice of coefficients for homology is regarded as a
minor issue, however, even if the choice Z/2Z= Z2 provides no trouble about orientation,
this choice may contain noise in the form of torsion. We still do not know if torsion appears
with high probability of being noise, but we propose a set of coefficients based on the Smith
Normal Form of the boundary operators such that the original torsion part of the homology
groups is not carried on the homologies over this new set of coefficients.

Our main conclusions are Corollaries 3.1 and 4.1. The former imposes a geometric
constraint that rules out spurious high-dimensional features in the filtration, while the latter
establishes an algebraic stability result: outside a finite set of primes, persistent homology
with Zp coefficients reflects only free homology classes and hence agrees with the rank
invariants over Q.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND BACKGROUND

In this section, every time we use Ω we refer to it as a subset of some Rm.

Definition 2.1. An abstract simplicial complex ∆ is a family of subsets of a finite set V ,
such that ∆ is closed under inclusion, that is, if σ ∈ ∆ and τ ⊂ σ then τ ∈ ∆. The word
abstract can be discarded in this manuscript. V is called the vertex set of ∆, and each σ is
called simplex.

A geometric simplicial complex ∆ is a finite collection of simplices in Rn such that:

(1) Every face of a simplex in ∆ is also in ∆.
(2) The intersection of any two simplices in ∆ is either empty or a common face of

both.
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The underlying space of ∆, denoted |∆|, is the union of all its simplices:

|∆|=
⋃

σ∈∆

σ ⊂ Rn.

Intuitively, a geometric simplicial complex is a “gluing together” of points, line segments,
triangles, tetrahedron, etc., in Rn so that simplices only meet nicely along shared faces.
In fact, every d-dimensional abstract simplicial complex can be realized in Rd+1, but this
realization may fails to preserves the same topology of the corresponding abstract simpli-
cial complex. Because of it, it is important to know that there is a Whitney’s theorem [3]
type for simplicial complexes:

Theorem 2.1. Let ∆ be a d-dimensional simplicial complex. Then, |∆| can be embedded
in R2d+1, that is, there exists an embedding |∆| ↪→ R2d+1.

Let ∆ be a finite simplicial complex. The k-th chain group Ck(∆) is the free abelian
group (or vector space over a chosen field) generated by the k-simplices of ∆. The boundary
operator ∂k : Ck(∆)→Ck−1(∆) maps each k-simplex to the alternating sum of its (k−1)-
dimensional faces. This operator satisfies ∂k−1 ◦ ∂k = 0. A k-cycle is a k-chain with zero
boundary, forming the subgroup Zk(∆) = ker∂k. A k-boundary is a k-chain that is the
boundary of a (k+1)-chain, forming the subgroup Bk(∆) = im∂k+1. Since every boundary
is a cycle, Bk(∆)⊆ Zk(∆). The k-th homology group is then defined as the quotient

Hk(∆) = Zk(∆)/Bk(∆),

whose elements represent equivalence classes of cycles modulo boundaries. Intuitively,
Hk(∆) captures the “k-dimensional holes” in ∆ that are not filled by higher-dimensional
simplices. The rank of Hk(∆) is the k-th Betti number, βk, which counts independent k-
dimensional holes: β0 corresponds to connected components, β1 to loops, and β2 to voids
or cavities. Related to finitely generated abelian groups and homology groups we have the
two following preliminaries results, which will be used later.

Theorem 2.2 (Structure Theorem). Let G be finitely-generated abelian group. Then there
exist nonnegative integers r,n1, . . . ,nt such that G ∼= Zr ⊕ (

⊕
iZni), where Zr is the free

part of G, the sum
⊕

iZni is the torsion part of G and r = rankG.

Theorem 2.3 (Universal Coefficient Theorem). If C is a chain complex of free abelian
groups, then there are natural short exact sequences

0 → Hn(∆)⊗G → Hn(∆,G)→ Tor(Hn−1(∆),G)→ 0

for all n and all G, and these sequences split, though not naturally.

In this paper, we denote by Z̃k(∆) the set of cycles in Zk(∆) whose are formed by k+2
vertices. Note that Hk(∆) contains classes of cycles, and each representative of these
classes are independent cycles. So, not necessarily Z̃k(∆) will contains representatives
of classes, because not all simple cycle is an independent cycle. Although, we are inter-
ested on those with the minimal quantity of vertices. In Figure 1 we give a brief example
of cycles in Z̃k(∆), when in that case the 1-independent cycle if formed by the vertices
v1,v2,v3 and v5.
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Figure 1. From the left to the right: A simplicial complex with two 1-cycles. In
the middle the cycle formed by the vertices v2,v3 and v5. In the very right is the
other 1-cycle with vertices v1,v2 and v3

In Topological Data Analysis some simplicial complexes have played an important role
through the applicants of it, and also in the development of theoretical results. Namely
these are are the Vietoris-Rips complex and Cech complex. As introduced before in the
paper [2], we will make use of the definitions of these complexes into a Finsler space.

Let Ω be a smooth n-dimensional manifold. A Finsler metric on Ω is a function

F : T Ω −→ [0,∞)

such that for each x ∈ Ω, the restriction Fx := F(x, ·) on the tangent space TxΩ satisfies:
(1) Smoothness: F is C∞ on T Ω\{0}.
(2) Positive homogeneity: F(x,λv) = λF(x,v) for all λ > 0.
(3) Strong convexity: The square F2

x has a positive-definite Hessian with respect to v
on TxΩ\{0}.

The pair (Ω,F) is called a Finsler space.

Definition 2.2. Let X be a finite point set in a Finsler space (Ω,F). Then the Čech complex
for X, attached to the parameter ε , denoted by Čech(X ,ε) will be the simplicial complex
whose vertex set is X, and where {p1, . . . , pk+1} ⊂ X spans a k-simplex if

Bε(p1)∩·· ·∩Bε(pk+1) ̸= /0.

There is a well-established idea in TDA that, in Rn, taking convex balls around each
sample point produces a thickened version of that point. Viewing the entire point cloud
through these balls is therefore equivalent to considering the thickened set of points. Con-
sequently, the topology of the union of these balls reflects the presumed topology of this
thickened point set. The topological invariants of this set of points are attacked in a diagram
after a filtration [6].

Definition 2.3. Let X be a finite point set in a Finsler space (Ω,F). The Vietoris-Rips
complex for X, attached to the parameter ε , denoted by Rips(X ,ε) will be the simplicial
complex whose vertex set is X, and where {p1, . . . , pk+1} ⊂ X spans a k-simplex if

dpi(pi, p j)≤ ε for all pi, p j ∈ {p1, . . . , pk+1} .

Proposition 2.1. Let ∆ be a simplicial complex, and suppose Z̃k(∆) ̸= /0, for some k < d.
Then, ∆ can not be the Vietoris−Rips complex of any metric space neither any Finsler
space.

Proof. Suppose Z̃k(∆) ̸= /0 and ∆ = Rips(X ,ε) for a distance d or a Finsler metric F . If
V = {p0, p1, . . . , pk+1} is the vertex set for a k cycle in Z̃k(∆), then there is no ∆k+1 simplex
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on these vertices. Since ∆ is a Rips complex, then for pi ∈ V , d(pi, p j) ≤ ε , in the metric
space case, or dpi (pi, p j) =Fpi(p j− pi)≤ ε in a Finsler space, which build a ∆k+1 simplex.
This gives a contradiction.

Let k be a fix ring and I an interval of R.

Definition 2.4. A filtration of a finite set X is a family {∆ε}ε∈I of subcomplexes of the
complete graph with vertices on X, such that ∆ε ⊆ ∆ε ′ , whenever ε ≤ ε ′.

For each inclusion ∆ε ↪→∆ε ′ , there is the induced linear map vε ′
ε : Hk(∆ε ;k)→Hk(∆ε ′ ;k),

for all ε ≤ ε ′. Plus, one may see that vε
ε = id, and vε ′′

ε ′ ◦ vε ′
ε = vε ′′

ε . Following the notation
and backgrounds in [10], this defines precisely a Persistence Module V over I, which may
be seen categorically as a functor V : (I,≤)−→ Vectk.

3. TOPOLOGICAL OBSTRUCTIONS IN FINSLER SPACES

Let ∆ be a finite simplicial complex. We say that ∆ is d-representable if there exists
a family of convex sets U = {U1, . . . ,Uk} in Rd such that N (U ) is isomorphic to ∆.
For instance, the nerve of a convex finite family of sets in Rd is itself d-representable. In
particular, a Čech complex in Rd given by a Finsler space, as in Definition 2.2, satisfies the
d-representability condition, for any d.

Representability offers a natural framework for advancing TDA, by clarifying the dis-
tinction between topological features that admit geometric realization and those that are
merely combinatorial. For instance, the following theorem makes it clear.

Theorem 3.1 (Perel’man, [7] and Wegner, [5]). Let ∆ be a d-dimensional simplicial com-
plex. Then ∆ is (2d+1)-representable.

Although it is now known that 2d +1 is the sharp lower bound for the representability
of a d-dimensional complex, this question remained open for more than forty years after
Wegner’s theorem. In 2011, Tancer finally resolved it, proving the following statement [4].

Theorem 3.2 (Tancer’s Tightness). For every d > 0 there exists a d-dimensional simplicial
complex that is not 2d-representable, so the 2d +1 bound is optimal.

Most current TDA implementations do not incorporate embeddings into spaces that
reflect the underlying geometry of the data, and therefore may fail to capture its true to-
pological features. In the following discussion we use the Finsler metric to avoid that
phenomenon.

Definition 3.1. We say that a simplicial complex ∆ captures the topology of X if ∆ is the
Čech complex, Čech(X ,ε), and the nerve theorem applies.

Proposition 3.1. Let ∆ be a simplicial complex with vertex set X in Rn and suppose
Z̃k(∆) ̸= /0. If k ≥ n+1, then ∆ does not capture the topology of X in a Finsler space.

Proof. Let ∆ be as in the hypothesis. Suppose that ∆ capture the topology of X , as a
data set in some Finsler space with metric F . By the Nerve theorem, we shall assume that
∆= Čech(X ,ε), for some ε > 0. Writing Bε (pi) as the ball of radius ε , centered at pi ∈V ,
take a k-cycle z ∈ Z̃k(∆), lets say the cycle with vertices p0, p1, . . . , pk+1 and let C be the
family of balls, given by F , of radius ε and centered at these points. Because Fpi invariably
produces convex balls, then C is a convex family.

Claim 3.1. Any n+1 balls of C has non-empty intersection.
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By definition, there are k+ 2 simplices of dimension k being glued to form z. Any k
simplices of these k+2 simplices share a (k−1)-simplex. Then, let pi0 , pi1 , . . . , pik be the
vertices of this (k−1)-simplex, and by construction of Čech(X ,ε) we have

k⋂
j=0

Bε

(
pi j

)
̸= /0.

Hence, any choice of k ≥ n+1 balls in C satisfies the Helly’s theorem condition in Rn.
Therefore,

⋂
C∈C C ̸= /0. And by definition, {p0, p1, . . . , pk+1} builds a (k+1)-simplex of

∆ instead of a k-cycle. Thus, ∆ can not be Čech(X ,ε), and consequently can not capture
the topology of X in a Finsler space with the metric F .

Corollary 3.1. Let X ⊂ Rn be a finite set and let {∆ε}ε>0 be the Čech filtration induced
by a Finsler metric. Then, for any field k, we have

Hk(∆ε ;k) = 0 for all ε > 0 and all k > n.

In particular, the k-th persistent homology module is trivial for all k > n.

Proof. Let V be the persistence module Hk (∆•;k). The result follows immediately from
Proposition 3.1.

4. COEFFICIENT ON PERSISTENCE HOMOLOGY MODULE

Before going specially into the main objects whose will be discussed in this section, we
may present a fantastic decomposition made by the great mathematician Henry Smith in
his work [8].

Theorem 4.1. Suppose R is a PID and let A be a nonzero m×n matrix over R. Then there
exist invertible matrices m×m and n×n matrices U,V over R such that the product UAV
is 

α1 0
. . .

0 αr

0r×n−r

0m−r×r 0m−r×n−r

= diag(α1, . . . ,αr,0 . . . ,0)

where each αi in the diagonal satisfies αi | αi+1, for all 1 ≤ i < r. These values are de-

termined by αi =
di(A)

di−1(A)
, once known that di(A) is the greatest common divisor of the

determinants of all i× i minors of A. The values αi are called the elementary divisors of
A. By convention we set d0(A) = 1.

We say that such diagonal matrix in Theorem 4.1 is the Smith normal Form or simply
SNF of the matrix A. Then, particularly, for all integer matrix A one can calculate the Smith
normal form of A.

For each boundary map ∂ k : Ck −→ Ck−1, let us skip the use of the subscript k in ∂k,
when the chain complexes are explicit shown. For the further aim of this chapter, consider
the following diagram.

0 −→ ·· · Ck+2
∂−→ Ck+1

∂−→ Ck
∂−→ ·· · −→ 0y∂

y∂
y∂

0 −→ ·· · Ck+1
∂−→ Ck

∂−→ Ck−1
∂−→ ·· · −→ 0

If each Ck(∆,Z) is spanned by mk k-simplices, we may do the identification Ck ∼= Zmk .
Letting Amk denote the matrix [∂ ] of ∂ : Ck −→Ck−1 in terms of generators simplices of Ck
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and Ck−1. Thence, there is a natural identification of the boundary map as Amk : Zmk −→
Zmk−1 . Since the entries of Amk are taken from the set {−1,0,1}, we may decompose Amk

in the SNF. Now, we give two established results as lemmas for our proposes.

Lemma 4.1. If α1,α2, . . . ,αr are the elementary divisors of an m× n integer matrix A.
Then, the co-kernel of A : Zm −→ Zn satisfies coker(A) := Zn/ im(A)∼=

⊕r
i=1Zαi ⊕Zn−r.

Proof. Note that coker(A)∼= coker(B) via x+ im(A) 7→U−1x+ im(B), for A =UBV .
An important case is the description of a homology group over Z using the previous

lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let B : Zm −→ Zn and A : Zn −→ Zd be integers matrices such that AB = 0.
If r is the rank of B and s is the rank of A, then ker(A)/ im(B)∼=

⊕r
i=1Zαi ⊕Zn−r−s.

Proof. The proof consists in consider the homomorphism Ā : Zn/ im(B)→Zl and noticing
that ker(A)/ im(B)∼= ker(Ā). The previous lemma ensures Zn/ im(B)∼=

⊕r
i=1Zαi ⊕Zn−r.

Since we define Ā(z̄) = A(z), for all classes z̄ ∈ Zn/ im(B), one may note that im(A) =
im(Ā). Because im(Ā) is free, the torsion of Zn/ im(B) must be in the kernel of Ā. There-
fore, ker(Ā) =

⊕r
i=1Zαi ⊕ker

(
Ā
∣∣
Zn−r

)
, which implies that im(Ā) = im

(
Ā
∣∣
Zn−r

)
. Accord-

ing to the equation n− r = ker(A)+ s, it is possible to obtain the desired isomorphism.

Proposition 4.1. Let α1, . . . ,αr and α̃1, . . . , α̃s be the elementary divisors of ∂ k+1 and ∂ k,
and p any prime such that gcd(p,αrα̃s) = 1. Then, Hk (∆;Zp)∼= Zβk

p .

Proof. Let Hk(∆) denotes the kth-homology group of ∆ over Z and βk its Betti number. By
the Structure theorem 2.2, there are some integers t1, . . . , tr such that Hk(∆) ∼=

⊕r
i=1Zti ⊕

Zβk . Now, using the Universal Coefficient theorem 2.3 for G = Zp one has

Hk(∆;Zp)∼= (Hk(∆)⊗Zp)
⊕

Tor(Hk−1(∆),Zp)

∼=

((
r⊕

i=1

Zti ⊕Zβk

)
⊗Zp

)⊕
Tor(Hk−1(∆),Zp)

∼=

((
r⊕

i=1

(Zti ⊗Zp)

)
⊕Zβk

p

)⊕
Tor(Hk−1(∆),Zp) ,

now apply the Structure theorem for Hk−1(∆), which gives Hk−1(∆) ∼=
⊕s

i=1Zt̃i ⊕Zβk−1 .
Consequently, Tor(Hk−1(∆),Zp) ∼= Tor

(⊕s
i=1Zt̃i ⊕Zβk−1 ,Zp

) ∼= ⊕s
i=1(Zt̃i ⊗Zp). One

property of Tor is that Tor(Zn,Zm)∼= Zgcd(n,m).
On the other hand, let us identify Ck(∆,Z)∼= Zmk and let Amk be the matrix [∂ k]. Now,

consider the following identified sequence

Zmk+1
Amk+1−−−→ Zmk

Amk−−→ Zmk−1
Amk−1−−−→ Zmk−2

where rankAmk = rk. According to Lemma 4.2, Hk(∆) and Hk−1(∆) may both be written
as Hk(∆)∼=

⊕r
i=1Zαi ⊕Zmk−rk−rk−1 and Hk−1(∆)∼=

⊕s
i=1Zα̃i ⊕Zmk−1−rk−1−rk−2 . Relating

with the isomorphisms given in the begging of the proof, we must have

mk − rk − rk−1 = βk,
r

∏
i=1

αi =
r

∏
i=1

ti, mk−1 − rk−1 − rk−2 = βk−1,
s

∏
i=1

α̃i =
s

∏
i=1

t̃i.

Let A j = {the set of all j× j minors of Amk+1} and Ã j = {the set of all j× j minors of Amk}.

These sets define the coefficients αi =
gcd{Ai}

gcd{Ai−1}
and α̃i =

gcd{Ãi}
gcd{Ãi−1}

. Our focus is on αr and
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α̃s. If d is such a prime that does not divides αr neither α̃s we have gcd(d,αrα̃s) = 1, and
also the converse is true. Take p as in the hypothesis, then gcd(p, tr) = 1 and gcd(p, t̃s) = 1,
because as p does not divides αr neither α̃s, the same holds for ∏

r
i=1 ti and ∏

s
i=1 t̃i.

Corollary 4.1. Let {∆ε}ε∈I be a finite filtration. Then there exists a finite set P of primes
such that, for all p /∈ P and all ε ∈ I,

Hk(∆ε ;Zp)∼= Zβk(∆ε )
p .

Proof. For each ε , Proposition 4.1 the existence of a finite set Pε built of primes dividing
the elementary divisors of ∂ k+1 neither ∂ k. The filtration is essentially determined by N+1
stages: ε0,ε1, . . . ,εN . Now, just consider P =

⋃N
i=0 Pεi .

Remark 1. Since Q and Zp are fields, persistent homology with coefficients in either
field admits an interval decomposition. By the previous corollary, for all but finitely many
primes p we have

Hk(∆ε ;Zp)∼= Zβk(∆ε )
p for all ε.

Moreover, for all ε ,

dimQ Hk(∆ε ;Q) = βk(∆ε) = dimZp Hk(∆ε ;Zp).

Consequently, for every ε ≤ ε ′,

rank(Hk(∆ε → ∆ε ′ ;Zp)) = rank(Hk(∆ε → ∆ε ′ ;Q)) .

Thus, the rank invariants of the persistence modules Hk(∆•;Q) and Hk(∆•;Zp) coincide.
By the classification theorem for pointwise finite-dimensional persistence modules over a
field, the rank invariant uniquely determines the interval decomposition. Therefore, per-
sistent homology over Q and over Zp has the same intervals with the same multiplicities;
see, for instance, [9, 10].

The study of homology of simplicial complexes takes a special place when computing
it to the Rips complex due to its use on a filtration of a set of points and its diagram
persistence. Even we have defined the Vitoris-Rips complex for a finite subset of a metric
or Finsler space, it is completely fine to extend this definition and defining it on an infinite
set of points. One of the main manuscripts on the studying of the Rips complex of a
continuous manifold is the paper, where the author gives enough condition to study the
homology of a manifold through a Rips complex and reciprocally, as you can see in the
following theorem.

Theorem 4.2 (Hausmann, [13]). Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold, then there exists
a sufficiently small ε such that Rips(M,ε) is homotopy equivalent to M.

One of the questions left by the author in that paper is the conjecture about the possib-
ility of recovering the homology of M by the Rips complex of a finite subset of M when
adding compactness on M. Recently, an affirmative answer for the circle S1 was given in
[11]; we reproduce their stronger version theorem ipsissimis litteris:

Theorem 4.3. If X is dense in S1 (in particular when X = S1) and 0 < r < 1
2 , then we have

Rips(X ,r)≃ S2l+1 for
l

2l +1
< r <

l +1
2l +3

, l = 0,1,2, . . .

Remark 2. Even this theorem states the homology for dense subsets of S1, in the same
paper they prove a similar result when X is a finite subset of the circle.
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The previous theorem and its related paper answered the question of Hausmann for an
example of compact manifold and a finite Rips complex. However, in the same direction,
Letschev has proved in the early years of 2000s, that for a closed Riemannian manifold
M, a dense subset of M, under some conditions, has the same homology as M. See the
following theorem to understand.

Theorem 4.4 (Latschev, [12]). Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold. Then there exists
ε0 > 0 such that for every 0< ε ≤ ε0 there exists a δ > 0 such that the geometric realization
of Rips(Y,ε) of any metric space Y which has Gromov-Hausdorf distance less than δ to M
is homotopy equivalent to M.

We skip the proof of these last three theorems, because we use them to contextualize
and gives to us examples of Rips complex of a finite set having torsion.

Example 4.1. Let M =RP2. We already know that H1(M,Z)∼=Z2, and then by Hausmann
theorem, Rips(M,ε) ≃ M, for sufficiently small ε . Let us construct a subset X of M such
that Rips(X ,ε) is still homotopy equivalent to M. Let C0 be the semicircle of S2 in the xy
plane. If δ is any positive real number, let N = ⌈π

δ
⌉ points be evenly spaced around the

semicircle at angles θk =
πk
N , k = 0,1, . . . ,N − 1. For each of these N points on C0, take

the semicircle connecting this point to its antipodal, by z ≥ 0. Hence, we obtain N + 1
semicircles, C0,C1, . . . ,CN:

points of semicircle C0 p00 p01 · · · p0N
points of semicircle C1 p10 p11 · · · p1N

...
...

...
. . .

...
points of semicircle CN pN0 pN1 · · · pNN

.

Now, lets prove that given a point p in the upper hemisphere of S2, there exists some
pi j such that dS2(p, pi j)≤ δ . If p lies in any of the semicircles, it is done, by construction.
But if p does not belongs to any of the semicircles, we may find Ci and Ci+1 such as p lies
between these two curves. Consider another semicircle C̃ passing through p, then there ex-
ist pik and p(i+1)k such that, p has distance less than δ

2 . Applying the triangle inequality we
obtain dS2(p, p(i+1)k)≤ dS2(p, p̃ik)+dS2(p̃ik, p(i+1)k)≤ δ , where p̃ik is a point given by the
intersection of C̃ and the arc connection pik and p(i+1)k. Hence, the set S= {pi j} is δ -dense
in S2. We may identify M as S2 with the antipodal relation. Given x̄, ȳ ∈ M, we compute
their distance by dM(x̄, ȳ) = min{dS2(x,y),dS2(x,−y)}, and then X = {p̄i j} is δ -dense in
M. One basic fact is that the Gromov-Hausdorf distance is bounded by the Hausdorf dis-

tance dM
GH(A,B)≤ dM

H (A,B), where dM
H (A,B) = max

{
sup
a∈A

dM(a,B), sup
b∈B

dM(b,A)
}
, for A

and B subsets of M. Therefore, for X and M we have dM
GH(X ,M) ≤ dM

H (X ,M) ≤ δ . Since
M satisfies the Latschev theorem hypothesis, there exists ε in such way we may choose δ

in our construction as the one in the theorem in order to obtain the homotopy equivalence
between M and Rips(X ,ε).

Example 4.2. View the Klein bottle K as the quotient of the unit square [0,1]2 by the
identifications (x,0)∼ (x,1), for all x, and (0,y)∼ (1,1−y) for all y, and write π : [0,1]2 →
K for the quotient map. Equip [0,1]2 with the Euclidean metric and K with the induced
quotient metric. A construction of a δ -dense subset of K is also possible, and since K
satisfies the Latschev theorem, we may have the Rips complex of a finite set of points of K
homotopy equivalent to K, which has H1(K,Z)∼= Z⊕Z2.
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It is known that torsion may appears in generic simplicial complex, for example, the
triangulation of RP2 is one with torsion in the first homology group, and as we saw above
there exist Rips complexes with torsion as well. Since computational topological data
analysis does filtration based on Rips complexes for different scales, we must know that
possibly torsion may appear during the process. What Proposition 4.1 proposes is a scalar
field such as the torsional cycles are excluded during filtration.
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