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ABSTRACT

Dimensionality reduction algorithms are often used to visualise high-dimensional data. Previously, studies have used prior
information to enhance or suppress expected patterns in projections. In this paper, we adapt such techniques for domain knowledge
guided interactive exploration. Inspired by Mapper and STAD, we present three types of lens functions for UMAP, a state-of-the-art
dimensionality reduction algorithm. Lens functions enable analysts to adapt projections to their questions, revealing otherwise
hidden patterns. They filter the modelled connectivity to explore the interaction between manually selected features and the data’s
structure, creating configurable perspectives each potentially revealing new insights. The effectiveness of the lens functions is
demonstrated in two use cases and their computational cost is analysed in a synthetic benchmark. Our implementation is available
in an open-source Python package: https://github.com/vda-lab/lensed_umap.

Keywords: Constraint dimensionality reduction, interactive data exploration, prior knowledge inclusion, topological data
analysis, UMAP, visual analytics.

1 INTRODUCTION

Dimensionality reduction (DR) techniques are commonly used
to visualise complex, high-dimensional data in two or three
dimensions [1]. While these visualisations provide a good
overview, they may not contain all the patterns an analyst ex-
pects to find. Patterns may not be visible due to errors and
distortions [2] or can be hidden by a few influential data at-
tributes [3]. Prior information and domain knowledge have
been incorporated in DR algorithms as constraints to make em-
beddings better reflect analysts’ expectations [4]. Generally,
these techniques aim to emphasise or suppress known structures
in the embeddings.

In this paper, we use such constraints for domain-
knowledge-guided exploration instead. Our primary inspiration
comes from topological data analysis algorithms Mapper [5]
and STAD [6]. Both algorithms support lens functions that high-
light how particular features behave in different parts of the data.
Their key benefit is that they create configurable perspectives,
each potentially uncovering different insights. For example,
lens functions can be used to emphasise a feature of interest or
to incorporate additional signals.

The idea underpinning lens functions can be traced back
to classical Morse theory, which studies shape with a function
that identifies points of interest (e.g., [7]). The Mapper algo-
rithm is based closely on these ideas, as it detects clusters in
(overlapping) lens level sets and connects them across level set
boundaries to construct a network that approximates a Reeb
Graph [5]. The resulting structure summarises the relation be-

tween the data’s shape and the chosen lens function.

Lens functions can also be applied to modulate manifolds
that describe point-to-point connectivity. For example, STAD
removes edges between points in different lens level sets from
a graph connecting all points closer than a particular distance
threshold [6]. The resulting network does not have the same
formal properties as a Reeb graph but can be used to visualise
the same relations. In general, lens functions have three related
effects: 1) they separate similar observations with different lens
values; thereby 2) revealing distinct sub-populations with simi-
lar lens values; and 3) uncovering how these sub-populations
evolve over the lens function.

Visually, lens functions are particularly effective because
they express patterns by changing network connectivity and
layout (i.e., position of the data points on the screen). They
modulate data point positions and change which data points
are pre-attentively perceived as a single group by the proximity
Gestalt law [8]. Strictly speaking, many of the same patterns
can also be visualised by colouring data points. However, as
the visual variable of colour is less accurately perceived than
position [9] they are not as easy to recognise that way. This is
also corroborated by the discovery of novel patterns in older
datasets using Mapper (e.g., [10, 11]).

The present paper proposes lens functions for UMAP, a
state-of-the-art dimensionality reduction algorithm [12]. We
present three lens types for UMAP models (see Fig. 1), bringing
lens functionality to UMAP in an accessible manner. Two case
studies demonstrate the added value lenses have for exploration
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workflows with UMAP: exploring data from multiple perspec-
tives, leading to different insights. In addition, we show the
computation scalability of these lens types by reporting compute
times and presenting a synthetic benchmark.

In summary, we make the following contributions:

• Three lens types for UMAP models that adapt embed-
dings for answering questions using domain knowledge.

• Two use cases demonstrating exploration workflows us-
ing the lens types, and explaining in which scenarios each
lens type is appropriate.

• A ready-to-use, open-source Python package1 implement-
ing the proposed functionality and the demonstrated use
cases.

2 RELATED WORK
Our work has similarities to several other research topics. In
this section, we first describe three related research fields to
contextualise our work: graph signal processing, constraint
dimensionality reduction, and visual analytics for dimensional-
ity reduction. Then, we introduce UMAP, the dimensionality
reduction algorithm on which we build.

2.1 Graph Signal Processing
Lens values can be interpreted as a signal defined on a graph.
The Graph Signal Processing (GSP) field studies how such sig-
nals on graphs can be analysed (e.g., [13, 14]). It provides
tools that describe how signals interact with the structure of
a graph. In that sense, the field is related to lens functions.
However, where lens functions use a signal to change the graph,
GSP typically uses the graph to change or process the signal.
For example, GSP adapts the Fourier transform for signals
on graphs, enabling frequency-based transformations such as
high-pass [15] and low-pass filtering [16], translation [17], and
denoising [18]. The principles from GSP have also been used to
infer connectivity within graphs from the attributes present on
the nodes [19]. In addition, frequency and wavelet coefficients
can be used to detect interesting patterns within a graph [20],
which could identify interesting lens dimensions.

2.2 Constraint Dimensionality Reduction
Prior information and domain knowledge are typically incorpo-
rated in dimensionality reduction algorithms as constraints [4].
Several types of constraints are distinguished. Instance-level
constraints apply to individual points or relations between points.
This type of constraint is used to manipulate an embedding’s
layout [21] or describe which points should or should not be con-
sidered similar [22]. Dataset-level constraints apply to datasets
as a whole. For instance, to adapt feature priorities [23] or to
incorporate class labels [24], the data’s hierarchy [25], or cluster
shapes [26]. Recently, studies have also applied constraints on
the embedding’s topological structure [27] to recover patterns
that are known to be in a dataset [28, 29].

Generally, these techniques aim to make the embedding
reflect a known structure. Prior information can also suppress

known patterns to reveal other unexplained patterns [30, 31].
Lens functions have a different purpose. They use prior infor-
mation to explore datasets. They can, however, be explained in
terms of constraints as a method that introduces “cannot-link”
relations between points that differ in lens value. There is also a
connection with multiview constraints that restrict embeddings
to the variation shared between different views of the same data
items [4], as lens functions may originate from such different
views.

2.3 Visual Analytics for Dimensionality Reduction
Integrating dimensionality reduction algorithms in effective vi-
sual interfaces for human analysts is an active research topic in
the visual analytics field (e.g., [1, 2]). We restrict our overview
to one broad task: interpreting patterns present in an embedding.
Several studies have designed visualisation systems for this
purpose. For example, t-viSNE explains patterns through data
features that correlate most with manually drawn polylines [32].
Colour has been used to summarise which features are most
stable or most extreme in value across a projection [33, 34]. The
manifold’s orientation around data points has been visualised by
drawing elliptical glyphs indicating each point’s local linearised
variance [35]. Sequences, groups, and hierarchies have been
visualised directly in embeddings to let analysts summarise their
data in these terms and explain the structures in terms of the
high-dimensional data [36].

Lens functions have a similar goal to these techniques: they
attempt to uncover and explain patterns within a dataset that
remain hidden when only a dimensionality reduction’s layout
is shown. They differ from these techniques because lens func-
tions change the modelled structure—and thereby the produced
layout—rather than how the layout is shown. Lens functions
can, therefore, be combined with visualisation techniques that
present additional information or explain the patterns present
within a layout.

A recent technique by Fujiwara et al [3] is perhaps the most
related to our work. They generate multiple maximally distinct
projections from linear subspaces of a dataset to reveal patterns
that are unrecognisable when all features are projected. Our
approach differs from theirs by its human steerability and by the
way the global structure is retained. Using our method, analysts
can target which features to inspect in the context of the entire
feature space rather than as a subspace.

2.4 UMAP
Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) is
a state-of-the-art dimensionality reduction algorithm [12, 37].
Together with t-SNE [38], PBC [39], and IDMAP [40], UMAP
produced the highest-rated embeddings in a benchmark compar-
ison considering multiple datasets and quality metrics [41]. Sev-
eral studies have built upon UMAP since it was first published,
for example, to improve density preservation [42], cluster sepa-
ration [43], and to embed multiple (overlapping) datasets in an
aligned manner [44]. In addition, a specialised GPU implemen-
tation reaching interactive embedding speeds on large datasets
has been created [45]. To our knowledge, the lens functions we
present here have not been implemented for UMAP before.

1https://github.com/vda-lab/lensed_umap
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 1. Overview of the three lens types. All three lens types operate on an initial UMAP model, in this case constructed from a dataset with two spatial
variables (1). The initial model does not reveal local lens extrema in its connectivity or layout, i.e., observations with low lens values (red) are connected and
located near observations with high lens values (blue). The lens types filter the initial model’s edges to separate observations that differ in the lens dimension. In the
visualisations, edges that are kept are shown in black and edges that are removed are shown in red. How the lens types update the initial model differs: (a) The
global lens divides a single lens dimension—shown by horizontally ordered data points—into non-overlapping segments (2) and only keeps the initial model’s edges
between points in the same or neighbouring segments (3). (b) The global mask constructs a kmask-nearest neighbour network over one or more lens dimensions (2)
and only keeps the initial model’s edges that also exist in the mask network (3). (c) The local mask computes the distance in one or more lens dimensions between
points connected in the initial model (2) and only keeps the kmask shortest ones for each point (3). All three lens types compute a layout for their updated model
using the initial model’s layout as starting point (4). The resulting embeddings reveal local extrema in the lens dimension.

Because our work builds upon UMAP, explaining how the
algorithm works is relevant. Therefore, the remainder of this
section presents a high-level overview of the algorithm sum-
marised from [12]. For a thorough theoretical treatment of
UMAP, we refer the reader to [12].

2.4.1 Approximating the Manifold
As its name suggests, UMAP works in two stages. The first
approximates a manifold along which the data is distributed uni-
formly. Let X = {xxx1, ...,xxxN} be the dataset and d : X ×X →R≥0
a distance metric or dissimilarity function. Let ik indicate
the index of xxxi’s k-th nearest neighbour. Then, the mani-
fold is computed from a directed k-nearest neighbour graph
G = (V,E,w), where denotes V the set of vertices, E = {(i, i j) |
1 ≤ j ≤ k,1 ≤ i ≤ N} is the set of edges, and w(i, i j) expresses
the similarity between xxxi j and xxxi from xxxi’s perspective, account-
ing for varying densities and ensuring each point is at least fully
connected to its closest neighbour. Finally, G is symmetrised
in a union operation that combines the points’ perspectives,
interpreting w(i, j) as the probability of the edge existing in E.

2.4.2 Projecting the Manifold
UMAP’s second stage typically functions as a graph layout
algorithm for the manifold graph. Formally, UMAP optimises

an embedding into a user-defined space to minimise the cross-
entropy between the uncovered manifold G and the embedded
points’ manifold. Practically, UMAP employs a sampling-based
stochastic gradient descent strategy. The algorithm iterates for
a pre-specified number of epochs, sampling edges (i, j) with a
probability w(i, j) to apply an attraction force that increases the
embedding similarity ν(i, j). The high-dimensional similarity
w(i, j) is not used in the force computation once an edge is
selected. Similarly, a repulsion force decreases ν(i,k) for m
randomly selected vertices k. This negative sampling scheme
assumes w(i,k) = 0, basing the applied force only on ν(i,k).
These forces are applied using a configurable learn-rate parame-
ter that decays linearly to 0 to improve convergence.

This minimisation process is sensitive to the initialisation.
Using an initialisation that provides global structural informa-
tion is essential to preserve that information in the final embed-
ding [46]. The implementation’s default spectral initialisation
performs that role but is negatively affected by disconnected
components and vertices [12].
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3 LENSED UMAP
We present three types of lens functions for UMAP models
that let analysts adapt their projections to their questions. This
section describes how they work in detail. Table 1 summarises
their overall properties. All lens three types operate on a UMAP
manifold G = (V,E,w), where V is the set of vertices, E is the
set of edges, and w(i, j) is the edge weight acting as the prob-
ability data points xxxi and xxx j are connected. The lens functions
filter edges based on the lens dimensions and (re-)project the
manifold.

3.1 Global Lens
The global lens (Fig. 1a) is most similar to the approaches used
by Mapper [5] and STAD [6]. Like in STAD, the global lens
first divides a single lens dimension ( f : X → R) into klens non-
overlapping segments. Our implementation supports creating
regularly spaced or balanced segments encapsulating approxi-
mately the same number of points. Let si be a positive integer
indicating point xxxi’s segment number (between 0 and klens).
Then, edges are filtered, keeping only the edges between points
within the same or neighbouring segments:

Eglobal lens = {(i, j) | (i, j) ∈ E,abs(si − s j)≤ 1}. (1)

Extending this approach to circular lens domains is trivial by
also allowing edges between segments 0 and klens. Multiple lens
dimensions can be combined by applying them in sequence.

This filtering approach differs from STAD in two ways.
First, we keep empty lens segments that reflect gaps in the lens
dimension, which splits connected components in the filtered
graph. Second, we avoid needing a community-detection-based
post-processing step to maintain connectivity across segment
boundaries by allowing one boundary crossing.

The global lens can also be interpreted as a global lens
distance threshold on the edges in E. When regularly spaced
segments are used, all edges with a lens distance larger than
one segment width are removed. With balanced segments, the
threshold varies with the lens distribution’s density: for uncom-
mon lens values, the threshold is higher, and for common lens
values, the threshold is lower.

The computational complexity of this lens type depends on
the chosen discretisation strategy. Computing regularly spaced
segments has a complexity linear with the number of points.
The balanced segments require sorting the points by their lens
value. Filtering the edges has a complexity linear in the number
of edges.

3.2 Global Mask
The global mask (Fig. 1b) is similar to UMAP’s intersec-
tion functionality [12, 37]. The global mask first computes
a UMAP manifold Gmask = (V,Emask,wmask) over one or more
lens dimensions ( f : X → Rm) using distance metric dmask :
f (X)× f (X)→ R≥0.

Table 1. Summary of the lens types’ properties. Effect indicates whether
the lens type applies a global threshold or operates on the manifold locally.
The other columns rank the lens types: Tearing indicates their tendency to
split connected components, Cost indicates their computational cost, Difficulty
indicates the intuitiveness of their parameters.

Lens type Effect Tearing Cost Difficulty

Global Lens Global Medium Low Medium
Global Mask Global High High High
Local Mask Local Low Medium Low

Then, the initial model’s edges are filtered, keeping only the
edges that also occur in Gmask:

Eglobal mask = {(i, j) | (i, j) ∈ E,(i, j) ∈ Emask}. (2)

The resulting graph is symmetrised, as the edges are undirected.
Unlike UMAP’s intersection functionality, our filter does not
adapt the edge weights w(i, j); it only removes edges that do
not occur in the lens’ manifold.

Like the global lens with balanced segments, the global
mask can be interpreted as a global lens distance threshold that
varies with the lens distribution’s density. Here, that threshold is
expressed as the number of neighbours in the lens dimensions to
keep. This number may need to be high when similar lens val-
ues occur in multiple places along the manifold. Consequently,
constructing the lens manifold for large datasets can be quite
expensive. The filter operation is implemented like an element-
wise sparse matrix multiplication, which requires iterating over
the edge union between G and Gmask.

3.3 Local Mask
The local mask (Fig. 1c) is most similar to a UMAP mani-
fold computed over the lens dimensions ( f : X → Rn), where
the initial manifold G prescribes the allowed edges. The lo-
cal mask first computes the lens dimension distance (dmask :
f (X)× f (X)→ R≥0) for each edge in G. Then, let ri(·) rank
all edges connected to xxxi in G by their (increasing) lens dimen-
sion distance, such that ri( j) indicates edge (i, j)’s rank from
xxxi’s perspective. Then, the kmask shortest edges are kept for each
point:

Elocal mask = {(i, j) | (i, j) ∈ E,ri( j)< kmask}. (3)

The resulting graph is symmetrised because the edges are undi-
rected. As with the previous lens types, the initial edge weights
w(i, j) are retained, distinguishing this lens type from the previ-
ously mentioned UMAP manifold.

Unlike the global lens and global mask, this lens type cannot
be reduced to a global threshold. Instead, it operates in the con-
text of each point, which provides several benefits. Firstly, the
number of neighbours parameter kmask directly specifies how
many edges should be kept for each point. Secondly, the local
lens is less likely to split connected components. Neither gaps
in the lens dimensions nor large lens value differences along the
manifold G directly result in a tear, as each point is guaranteed
to keep k edges. On the other hand, this also means that the lo-
cal lens is less consistent in removing large lens distance edges
when few short lens distance edges connected to a data point.

The computational complexity of this lens type depends
on the initial manifold’s number of neighbours k and the mask
number of neighbours kmask. Computing each edge’s lens dis-
tance has a linear complexity with the number of edges. Then,
finding each point’s kmask closest lens-neighbours is, at worst,
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Figure 2. (Lensed) UMAP embeddings for the NKI dataset [47]. (a) UMAP embedding (correlation distance, 30 nearest neighbours) coloured by survival.
Contrasting patients within the grey dotted ellipse identifies the ESR1 gene (b). (c) A global lens with three segments separates patients by their survival state,
indicated by the coloured rectangles. Contrasting patients by survival state within the low ESR1 community identifies the CSTA gene. A local mask (10 neighbours)
over CSTA reveals how CSTA varies over the manifold (d) coloured by survival state, (e) coloured by ESR1, (f) coloured by CSTA. The grey dotted ellipse indicates
a low ESR1, high CSTA region with an abundance of ‘relapse free’ patients.

as expensive as sorting each point’s k edge distances. Finally,
constructing the resulting graph has a complexity linear in the
number of remaining edges.

4 USE CASES
Lens functions help generating insights in exploratory data anal-
yses by adapting UMAP projections for particular questions.
We present two use cases that demonstrate the lens function
in action and highlight how they provide benefits. The first
use case exhibits the similarities and differences with Mapper.
The second use case applies lensed UMAP to a larger dataset,
and reports compute times in a realistic setting. In addition,
we present a synthetic benchmark to investigates how the lens
types’ computational costs scale and are influenced by their
parameters. All timings were recorded on a computer with an
AMD R7 7700 CPU and 32GB RAM.

4.1 Breast Cancer Gene Expression
This use case demonstrates the role of lens functions in an
exploratory data analysis using UMAP. We adapt a Mapper
analysis [10] of the NKI breast cancer dataset [47] that identi-
fied several interesting genes in the Chemokine KEGG pathway.
These genes distinguish patients with low oestrogen receptor
gene (ESR1) levels that relapse from those who remain relapse-
free. The strength of this exploration is that these genes can be
discovered without prior motivation to investigate low ESR1
patients. Instead, visualising the networks raises the question of
why particular sub-groups differ, leading to the insights.

4.1.1 Data and Pre-Processing
The data (obtained from [48]) was pre-processed following [10].
Specifically, we removed the rows and columns with the 5%
most missing values. The remaining missing values were im-
puted using their observation’s 5-nearest neighbours. Finally,
we extracted the 1553 genes with the highest variance.

4.1.2 Exploration Steps
The exploration starts by constructing a UMAP model using
the correlation distance and 30 nearest neighbours, shown in
Fig. 2a. The resulting embedding contains one larger and one
smaller community connected by a few data points, raising
the question of which genes differ between these communities.
A Kolmogorov-Smirnov test comparing expression values be-
tween the selected small community (grey-dotted ellipse) and
the other non-selected data points identified the ESR1 gene as
significantly different (p<0.01, D=0.90) (Fig. 2b). This gene is
relevant to a domain expert because low ESR1 expression has
been linked to poor prognoses (as cited in [10]).

At this point, a domain expert might wonder why there does
not appear to be an abundance of patients who relapse in this
low ESR1 community. One way to explore this question is to
visually separate the patients by their survival state. A global
lens with three regular segments removes all connections be-
tween the two groups. Fig. 2c shows the resulting embedding,
where the two disconnected components were positioned be-
low each other in a post-processing step. The orange and blue
rectangles indicate the ‘relapse-free’ and ‘with relapse’ patients,
respectively. This new embedding makes it easier to see colour
differences between the two groups.
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The low ESR1 community can also be explored by com-
paring gene expressions between its ‘relapse-free’ and ‘with
relapse’ patients. The CSTA gene (among others) was signifi-
cantly different in a Kolmogorov-Smirnov test comparing these
groups (p<0.01, D=0.51). A local mask over CSTA reducing
the model’s connectivity to 10 nearest neighbours was applied
to the original UMAP model to investigate how CSTA behaves
across the model. Fig. 2d-2f show the resulting embedding
coloured by survival state, ESR1, and CSTA. In these figures,
the low ESR1 community is transformed into a loop along
which CSTA increases from the lower left to the upper right.
A grey-dotted ellipse indicates a region with many ‘relapse-
free’ patients. Patients in this region have low ESR1 but high
CSTA expressions, indicating CSTA expression correlates with
survival state for patients with low ESR1 expression.

The Chemokine genes identified by [10] also differed sig-
nificantly in the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test comparing survival
state within the low ESR1 community (p<0.05, D=0.36). This
finding indicates that these genes could be discovered using
lensed UMAP. We chose to illustrate the local mask with CSTA
because its effect was stronger with our selections and pre-
processing. Also, note that we did not need an eccentricity lens
to explore the data in this use case. It is, however, possible to
re-create the Y-shape found by [10] with lensed UMAP using
such a lens.

4.2 Air-Quality
This use case demonstrates lensed UMAP’s ability to deal with
a larger dataset. We adapt an exploratory analysis [6] of an air
quality dataset [49] that described several patterns in air quality
changes over time by aggregating the data per week. This pre-
processing step effectively averaged out measurement locations.
Here, we show how lensed UMAP explores the dataset and
detects similar patterns while keeping measurement locations
separate.

4.2.1 Data and Pre-Processing
The dataset [49] contains daily compound concentration mea-
surements for several years and locations. Two features with
more than 40% missing values were removed. Observation
with missing values in features with at least 10% missing val-
ues were also removed. This action reduced the number of
data points from 446.014 to 181.368, removing some locations
entirely and consecutive periods from others. The remaining
missing values were imputed using their observation’s 5-nearest
neighbours. Finally, a robust z-score was applied to make the
features comparable.

4.2.2 Exploration Steps
The first exploration step constructed a UMAP model (cosine
metric, 50 nearest neighbours) in 17 s and computed the embed-
ding in 111 s. The embedding is shown by its edges (Fig. 3a),
data points coloured by year (Fig. 3b), and data points coloured
by features (Fig. 3c). An equal histogram normalisation was
applied when mapping the features to colours. This technique
preserves value orders but not their magnitudes and avoids out-
lier values dominating the colour range [50]. These figures
highlight two main patterns: 1) time appears correlated with the
embedding—older observations appear towards the right side,

more recent observations are contained in three structures on
the left and bottom—and 2) three recent structures differ most
in their SO2 values.

A global lens over the observation year was applied to re-
veal which states exist each year and how those states progress
across years. The lens was configured with 24 regular segments
to retain the edges between equal or consecutive years. Apply-
ing the lens took 29 µs, and updating the embedding required
56 s. The lens effect is visible in Fig. 3e. There appear to be four
periods with distinct structures. Several additional interesting
patterns are visible in Fig. 3d and 3f:

• PM10 started decreasing from 2003 onward, which may
be related to vehicle regulations introduced around that
time (as cited in [6]).

• Observations before 2008 appear more densely con-
nected, which suggests larger differences between non-
consecutive years in that period.

• The lower and higher NO2 states after 2008 appear con-
nected through two arms: one with low and one with high
O3 and PM10.

• Between 2008 and 2015, the connectivity to previous
years occurs through observations with relatively high
NO2 values. Similar states that occur later and states with
lower NO2 are located separately.

A local mask over the SO2 values (20 neighbours) was
applied to inspect that feature’s interaction with the manifold.
Applying the mask took 1.0 s, and the embedding was updated
in 49 s. The resulting embedding is shown in Fig. 3g-3i. These
figures highlight one main pattern: there appear to be multiple
slices with different SO2 values, hinting at some discrete pro-
cess. Further inspection of the SO2 values reveals that they are
measured in whole µg/m3, and their distribution is right-tailed.
This finding explains explains the slices, as low SO2 values
occur often, and data points with such values are likely to have
20 neighbours with the same value, resulting in few connections
to other SO2 values.

A colouring technique that reveals which feature has the
highest value along the manifolds is applied to demonstrate that
such visualisation techniques can be combined with lenses. Our
approach approximates the “value explanation” from [33, 34]
using Datashader’s categorical shading that blends hues for each
pixel by the features means within that pixel [50]. Fig. 4 shows
the resulting visualisations that summarise feature behaviour
along the manifold.

4.2.3 Discussion
The observed lack of connectivity between states after applying
a lens can be caused either by a sufficient change in state or a
lack of similar observations nearby in the lens dimension. Our
removal of observations with missing values contributes to this
lack of connectivity because it introduced measurement time
gaps at several locations. The changes in measurement locations
over time also contribute to changes in the observed state. Both
factors should be considered when interpreting the discovered
patterns.

6/11



Edges

(a)

Year

1997

2003

2008

2015

2020

Default UMAP

(b)

NO2 SO2

O3

Features

PM10

(c)

Edges

(d)

Year

1997

2003

2008

2015

2020

Year lens

(e)

NO2 SO2

O3

Features

PM10

(f)

Edges

(g)

Year

1997

2003

2008

2015

2020

SO2 mask

(h)

NO2 SO2

O3

Features

PM10

(i)

Figure 3. (Lensed) UMAP embeddings for the Air Quality dataset [49]. (a)-(c) Default UMAP embedding (cosine distance, 50-nearest neighbours) shown by the
model’s edges and points coloured by year and features, respectively. (d)-(f) The embedding after applying a global lens over the year dimensions (24 regular
segments), drawn as before. (g-i) The embedding after applying a local mask (20 neighbours) over the SO2 dimension, drawn as before.
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Figure 4. (Lensed) UMAP embeddings for the Air Quality dataset [49] coloured to summarise the highest feature over the manifold inspired by [33, 34]. (a)
Default UMAP (cosine distance 50-nearest-neighbors), (b) a global lens over the year dimensions (24 regular segments), and (c) a local mask (20 neighbours) over
the SO2 dimension. Feature values were normalised with a robust z-score enabling direct comparison of their values. The figures were created using Datashader’s
categorical shading that blends hues depending on the category values in each pixel [50].

While there appear to be spherical structures that reflect
seasonal patterns, they do not correspond to time directly. A

location’s consecutive measurements do not move smoothly
over the manifold. Instead, day-to-day variations can jump
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Figure 5. Benchmark compute times (µs) excluding the embedding step and mask model computation. A linear regression line with its 95% interval—relating
compute time to the initial UMAP model’s edge count—is shown for each dataset size (100, 1000, 10.000, 100.000 points), lens types, and lens parameter value. (a)
The global lens with varied discretisation strategy over 3, 6, 12, and 24 segments. (b) The global mask with 20, 40, 80, and 160 mask neighbours. (c) The local mask
with 5, 10, 20, and 40 mask neighbours.

across the manifold quite wildly. These spherical structures are
natural for a cosine distance metric, as that metric measures
the angles between observations and is sensitive to the relative
feature-value compositions.

4.3 Benchmark
Updating the embedding is lensed UMAP’s main computational
bottleneck, as shown in Section 4.2.2. This step’s cost depends
only on the number and weight of the edges being embedded.
The local mask’s retained number of edges follows from the
specified mask neighbours and the number of data points. The
other two lens types retain more edges as the input model con-
tains more edges. In our experience, updating an embedding
after applying a lens takes the same order of magnitude time as
computing the initial embedding. Removing too many edges—
which would speed up the process—also removes structure,
thereby hindering interpretability. It is possible to accelerate
this step with GPUs, bringing the cost down to seconds for
millions of data points [45].

The global mask has an additional bottleneck: computing
the mask model. Generally, this step tends to be more expensive
than computing the original UMAP model, as more neighbours
are needed to balance the mask’s strength. As shown in Sec-
tion 4.2.2, computing a UMAP model on roughly 180.000 data
points with 50 neighbours took 12 s. Consequently, this step
will be a noticeable part of the compute time.

Both of these points aside, in this section, we demonstrate
the lens types’ computational scaling, excluding both previously
mentioned bottlenecks. This benchmark is not intended to re-
flect realistic data. Instead, we are interested in general scaling
trends. The benchmark used randomly generated datasets con-
taining a varying number of points forming 10 clusters around
the vertices of a 10-dimensional hypercube. Then, a UMAP
model was computed given a varying number of neighbours k,
and the lens types were applied given their parameter values.
All selected parameter values (see Fig. 5) were evaluated on
five datasets.

We measured the time required to apply the lenses to the
UMAP model, i.e. the steps described in Section 3. For the

global mask, constructing the mask model is excluded from the
timing. Fig. 5 shows linear regression lines with their 95% in-
terval for the compute time (µs) over the initial UMAP model’s
edge count, computed separately for each dataset size, lens type,
and indicated lens parameters.

The global lens’ compute time scales linearly with the origi-
nal model’s edge count, with the balanced strategy being faster
at smaller sizes (Fig. 5a). This difference diminishes as the
number of edges increases. The global mask also scales with
the edge count; with a stronger effect, the more mask neigh-
bours are considered and an additional effect for the dataset
size (Fig. 5b). This pattern matches the lens type’s workload:
iterating over the mask and the initial model’s edge union. The
local mask appears to scale more with the dataset size than the
initial model’s edge count (Fig. 5c). An increase in edges to
process is primarily visible in its interaction with the number
of mask neighbours: the more edges, the stronger the effect of
mask neighbours.

5 DISCUSSION
The use cases (Section 4) demonstrated how lens functions en-
able analysts to use their domain knowledge in exploring data
from multiple perspectives, leading to different insights. They
also demonstrate which lens type is appropriate for different
scenarios:

• The global lens is most applicable for separating binary
or ordinal values, such as the survival state in Section 4.1
and the year in Section 4.2. It can also be used for numer-
ical values but is limited to one dimension per lens and
may split connected components.

• The local mask works well on numerical variables, such
as CSTA expression in Section 4.1 and SO2 values in
Section 4.2. Its parameters are easy to set, and the mask
is unlikely to separate connected components.

• The global mask is most useful when two related mani-
folds are available. In other cases, the mask manifold’s
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compute cost and indirect nature of the parameters limits
usability.

The computational costs were reported in the air quality use
case (Section 4.2) and investigated in a synthetic benchmark
(Section 4.3). Generally, updating the embedding coordinates is
the computational bottleneck. In our use cases, this step took
roughly half the time spent computing the initial embedding.
Consequently, applying lenses to larger datasets is not feasible
at interactive speeds but will be quicker than computing the
initial model. GPU acceleration can alleviate this problem [45].
Filtering the modelled connectivity—i.e., applying the lenses—
is much less expensive. The benchmark confirmed this step’s
computational cost scales as described in Section 3.

5.1 Validity
UMAP is based on solid mathematical theory, which gives it
credibility [12]. Lenses break some of the properties UMAP
is designed to maintain by changing what is being modelled
from the data’s manifold to the interaction of that manifold and
a signal defined on it. While we do not provide an elaborate
theoretical description, we argue that breaking these properties
is justified because lenses uncover the connectivity which a
Reeb graph uses to determine whether two points in a level set
are equivalent (i.e., in the same connected components). In this
interpretation, UMAP provides the manifold, and the lens types
specify how the level sets are defined.

In practice, breaking these properties has consequences in
UMAP’s sampling-based embedding process and can reduce
the embedding’s quality after applying a lens. For example,
the spectral initialisation expects the manifold to contain few
connected connected components and deteriorates when many
separate components are present. In addition, every data point
is given at least one attraction force in every epoch by ensuring
it is fully connected to its nearest neighbour.

Lenses can break both properties by splitting connected
components into smaller pieces and removing edges between
nearest neighbours. The quality of the resulting embedding is
maintained by using the initial model’s layout as initialisation.
A reduced attraction force is typically counteracted by decreas-
ing the repulsion strength. Alternatively, the edge weights can
be normalised after applying a lens—increasing the modelled
similarity—or the lens’s strength can be reduced to remove
fewer edges.

We recommend visualising model edges to judge the em-
bedding quality. Long and overlapping edges indicate too
much repulsion and too little attraction. Other (force-directed)
graph layout algorithms can also be used to embed the model
(f.i., [51, 52, 53]).

5.2 Alternatives
Several alternative data exploration techniques have been men-
tioned in the present paper. This section compares these ap-
proaches to the proposed lens types, describing their differences
and highlighting how the techniques can be combined.

The first alternative technique uses colour to summarise
feature distributions across embeddings [33, 34] (Section 2.3).
This approach is not a direct alternative for lens functions. In-
stead, it visualises regions where particular (combinations of)

features have stable or extreme values, providing a figure ex-
plaining how regions in the manifold differ. The approach can
be applied with a lens, which we demonstrate in Fig. 4.

The second alternative technique is Mapper, a source of in-
spiration for our work. Mapper uses lens functions to visualise
a dataset’s structure from configurable perspectives, raising
questions to explore and leading to insights. We attempted
to bring this functionality to UMAP in an accessible manner,
where UMAP provides a starting point without needing a lens.
The main difference between both approaches is that Mapper
uses clusters while UMAP works with individual data points.
Consequently, it can be easier to estimate how many points are
part of a pattern in a lensed UMAP projection compared to a
Mapper graph. Furthermore, there is no need to inspect and
tune clustering behaviours when using lensed UMAP. Instead,
UMAP’s k-nearest neighbours determine whether data points
are connected.

Finally, we discuss two alternative ways to integrate infor-
mation with UMAP. Firstly, some lens dimensions can be added
to UMAP’s distance metric. Secondly, lens dimensions can be
used to pre-compute a sparse distance matrix, prescribing which
edges UMAP may use. Like lens functions, both approaches
increase the separation between data points that differ in the
lens dimensions. Unlike lens functions, they also decrease the
separation between data points with similar lens values. Com-
putationally, both approaches are more expensive in interactive
exploration workflows as they require recomputing the nearest
neighbours for every lens.

6 CONCLUSION
The present paper proposed three types of lens functions for
UMAP models. Two use cases demonstrated how the lens types
can be use to explore data from different perspectives, leading to
new hypotheses and insights. Lenses are particularly effective
in discovering patterns in a subset of the data, as these may not
be obvious from individual distributions. In addition, lenses can
be based on metadata—i.e., features not included in the distance
metric—providing additional exploration flexibility.
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(POR DÍAS),” https://datosabiertos.jcyl.es/web/jcyl/set/es/
medio-ambiente/calidad aire historico/1284212629698,
2012, accessed: 2024-01-22.

[50] J. A. Bednar, J. Crail, I. Thomas, J. Crist-Harif, P. Rudiger,
G. Brener, C. B, J. Mease, J. Signell, M. Liquet, J.-L.
Stevens, B. Collins, S. H. Hansen, thuydotm, A. Thorve,
esc, kbowen, N. Abdennur, O. Smirnov, maihde, A. Hawley,
A. Oriekhov, A. Ahmadia, B. A. B. Jr, C. H. Brandt, C. Tol-
boom, E. G., E. Welch, J. Bourbeau, and J. J. Schmidt,
“holoviz/datashader: Version 0.16.0,” Oct. 2023. [Online].
Available: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10044690

[51] Y. W. R. I. Hu, “Efficient and High Quality Force-Directed
Graph Drawing,” Math. J., vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 37–71, 2005.

[52] M. Zhu, W. Chen, Y. Hu, Y. Hou, L. Liu, and K. Zhang,
“DRGraph: An Efficient Graph Layout Algorithm for Large-
scale Graphs by Dimensionality Reduction,” aug 2020.

[53] F. Zhong, M. Xue, J. Zhang, F. Zhang, R. Ban, O. Deussen,
and Y. Wang, “Force-Directed Graph Layouts Revisited: A
New Force Based on the T-Distribution,” IEEE Trans. Vis.
Comput. Graph., pp. 1–14, 2023.

11/11

https://datosabiertos.jcyl.es/web/jcyl/set/es/medio-ambiente/calidad_aire_historico/1284212629698
https://datosabiertos.jcyl.es/web/jcyl/set/es/medio-ambiente/calidad_aire_historico/1284212629698
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10044690

	Introduction
	Related Work
	Graph Signal Processing
	Constraint Dimensionality Reduction
	Visual Analytics for Dimensionality Reduction
	UMAP
	Approximating the Manifold
	Projecting the Manifold


	Lensed UMAP
	Global Lens
	Global Mask
	Local Mask

	Use Cases
	Breast Cancer Gene Expression
	Data and Pre-Processing
	Exploration Steps

	Air-Quality
	Data and Pre-Processing
	Exploration Steps
	Discussion

	Benchmark

	Discussion
	Validity
	Alternatives

	Conclusion
	References

