
Stiffness optimisation of graded microstructal configurations

using asymptotic analysis and machine learning

Chuang Maa,b, Dingchuan Xuec, Shaoshuai Lia,b, Zhengcheng Zhoua,b, Yichao
Zhua,b,d,∗, Xu Guoa,b,d,∗

aState Key Laboratory of Structural Analysis for Industrial Equipment, Department of Engineering
Mechanics, Dalian University of Technology, Dalian, 116023, P. R. China

bInternational Research Center for Computational Mechanics, Dalian University of Technology
cDepartment of Engineering Science and Mechanics, Pennsylvania State University, University

Park, PA 16802, USA
dNingbo Institute of Dalian University of Technology, No.26 Yucai Road, Jiangbei District, Ningbo,

315016, P. R. China

Abstract

The article is aimed to address a combinative use of asymptotic analysis and ma-

chine learning, for fast stiffness design of configurations infilled with smoothly-varying

graded microstructures. The discussion is conducted in the context of an improved

asymptotic-homogenisation topology optimisation (AHTO plus) framework (Zhu et

al., 2019). It is demonstrated that machine learning can be employed to represent the

key but implicit inter-relationships between formulations obtained at different orders

from asymptotic analysis. Moreover, in the context of microstructural homogenisa-

tion, asymptotic analysis helps offer a platform for machine learning to release its full

potentials in function representation. Firstly, asymptotic analysis identifies a compu-

tational routine for data acquisition, thus the training data are sufficient in theory.

Secondly, the number of input arguments for machine learning can be minimised

based on the explicit results by asymptotic analysis, and the scale of the machine

learning model in use is kept small. Thirdly, the input arguments for machine learn-

ing are shown to be complete. Then the situation where certain factors affecting

the function relationship represented by machine learning is avoided. Other issues

on incorporating machine learning into the AHTO plus framework, such as ensuring

the positive definiteness of the homogenised elasticity tensor and the speeding-up of

the associated sensitivity analysis, are also discussed here. Numerical examples show
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that the use of machine learning in the AHTO plus scheme can bring about an ac-

celeration by two orders of magnitude, if compared with the existing treatments of

using a zoning strategy.

Keywords: Graded microstructural configuration, Machine learning, AHTO plus,

Speed up calculation.

1. Introduction

As shown in Fig. 1, lattice augmentation configuration generally refers to the

configuration with microstructural cells. Lattice augmentation materials have shown

great application potential in mechanics, heat, acoustics and optics[1–6]. In recent

years, with the rapid development of 3D printing technology (additive manufactur-

ing), the manufacturing technology of functional equipment and devices with finely

designed microstructures has become more and more mature, which naturally pro-

motes the development of corresponding intelligent/automatic design algorithms. In

the past few decades, the asymptotic homogenization method has been widely used

in the analysis of lattice augmentation configuration due to its perfect mathemati-

cal theory, and structural topology optimisation has played an important role in the

optimisation design of lattice augmentation configuration.[6–8]

When the basic unit of the augmentation configuration is a specific type of cell

structure, it is called the spatial periodic lattice filling structure, and the asymptotic

homogenization method provides a mathematical. In 1978, Bensoussan et al.[9]gave

the basic mathematical description of the asymptotic homogenization method. It

believes that each point of the macroscopic structure is infinitely smaller than the

macro and infinitely larger than the micro. There are infinitely many periodic cells

at each point. By solving a series of partial differential equations defined on the

cells, the equivalent elastic modulus at each point is obtained, and then the structure

can be regarded as a continuum and solved by finite element method. Subsequently,
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Fig. 1. lattice augmentation configuration

this method was pioneered in the topological optimisation design of spatial periodic

structures by Bendsoe and Kichuchi (1989)[10], who realized material redistribution

by changing the size and angle of the microstructure within the unit cell. Further-

more, the unit cell microstructure can be replaced by density, and the volume fraction

at each point can be minimized to 0 or 1 by penalizing. This method is called solid

isotropic material penalizing method (SIMP), which is widely used in the design

of various structures. In 1994, O. Sigmund[11] proposed a method of material mi-

crostructure design based on the theory of homogenization and topology optimisation,

also known as the inverse homogenization method. By using this method, a specific

unit cell structure can be obtained that meets certain requirements (such as specific

elastic modulus). Based on Sigmund’s work, many researchers have done a lot of

work in the design of unit cell microstructures, such as the microstructure design

of extreme performance materials; piezoelectric material microstructure design; band

gap material design; material permeability optimisation, etc. On the basis of previous

work, Cheng et al. (2008)[12]This method applies both the micro-scale penalty and

the macro-scale penalty (PAMP). The micro unit cell configuration and the macro

point density are used as design variables at the same time, and the periodic charac-

teristics of the unit cell are still retained as a whole. This method has been widely

applied to more problems, such as parallel multi-scale design[12–14], multi-functional

design[15–17], and uncertain loading problem[18], etc.
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The above works based on the asymptotic homogenization method provides a

cross-scale framework for analyzing the mechanical behavior of periodic microstruc-

tures filled with space. However, whether in nature[19–21]or in artificial materials[22–

24], a large number of high-performance structures do not meet the space cycle con-

ditions. Compared with the periodic microstructure, the shape of the unit cell of

the gradual microstructure changes gradually in space, which has a more degree of

design freedom. With the improvement and development of material controllable

synthesis preparation, industrial manufacturing technology and practical application

requirements, the analysis and design of gradual microstructures have become more

and more important. For gradual microstructures, the periodicity assumption of the

structure is no longer valid, the traditional asymptotic homogenization theory is no

longer applicable, and new configuration description and solution methods are needed.

For the optimisation design of lattice gradual filling structure, it is necessary to

study from three aspects: gradual microstructure representation, stress analysis and

topology optimisation. By using the level set method, predecessors have conducted

a lot of research[25–27], and these works have enriched the characterizable unit cell

structure. At the same time, through the improvement of the traditional asymptotic

homogenization method, some interesting methods have also been proposed. Zhou

and Li [28]Zhou and Li made the unit cell volume fraction and Young’s modulus grad-

ually change in one direction (still a periodic structure along its vertical direction),

and designed the gradual microstructure using the inverse-homogenization method.

A. Radman et al.[26, 27] also conducted A series of studies in this aspect. The limi-

tations of these methods are mainly reflected in the following three aspects: (1) The

forming cells are usually rectangular or cuboid, so the spatial changes are only allowed

in the direction parallel to the edge of one of the cells (unit cells cannot rotate); (2)

The smooth connection of cell boundary cannot be guaranteed; (3) The accuracy of

the calculation results can not be controlled.

Recently, some groundbreaking new methods have been introduced to the design of

filled gradient microstructures. These methods not only solve the problem of disconti-

nuity of adjacent cells, but also make the shape of cells no longer limited to rectangular
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or cuboid. In addition to directly dividing the finite element mesh on fine scale for

calculation, these methods can be roughly divided into three categories: (1)Confor-

mal mapping[29–31]; (2)De-homogenization method[32–34]; (3)Improved asymptotic

homogenization method (AHTO plus)[8].

Conformal mapping (Panagiotis et al., 2018) [29–31] uses a level set function to

describe its unit cell topology, and uses the conformal characteristic of conformal

mapping to ensure that the orthogonality in the basic unit cell structure will not

change when it is mapped to a prescribed flow pattern. Because the design function

embeds geometric information, it can be directly used in manufacturing. However,

when using conformal mapping, a Ricci flow equation must be solved, which is a

partial differential equation defined on a prescribed flow pattern and requires steady-

state numerical solution. It undoubtedly increases the amount of calculation.

De-homogenization(J.P. Gloen, O.Sigmund, G. Allaire, etc.)[32–34]focuses on the

unit cell of the layered structure, and theoretically guarantees the optimality of un-

derstanding. By projecting the complex fine-scale periodic structure, it connects the

macro and micro scales, and controls the projection topology to achieve topology op-

timisation on the coarse scale. They first determined the unit cell ratio and direction,

and then solved another optimisation problem by projecting the actual microstruc-

ture. This method believes that the optimal direction should be consistent with the

local principal stress direction. This method guarantees smooth connectivity, but still

limits the design freedom of the unit cell.

Zhu et al (2019)[8]proposed a novel rapid IGM design method. This method uses

the Movable Deformable Component Method (MMC) for the topology description

of IGM, which is an explicit topology optimisation framework that directly contains

the geometric information of the unit cell. This is very friendly to general-purpose

computer-aided design (CAD) software and is suitable for the design and manufacture

of IGM. This method first maps the gradual microstructure in space to a periodic

microstructure in virtual space through a continuous mapping function. In this case,

the topological description function (TDF) of the IGM structure can be represented

by the TDF of the unit cell in the virtual space and the macro mapping function.
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This also naturally satisfies the condition of smooth connection between adjacent unit

cells. Then the homogenization formula under this description is derived through

asymptotic analysis, so that the description of GMC, compliance calculation and

topology optimisation are coordinately integrated into the new framework. Compared

with the above two methods, the AHTO plus method does not introduce additional

calculations, such as the solution of the Ricci flow equation in the conformal mapping

and the projection operation in the de-homogenization method. At the same time,

the unit cell in the AHTO plus method is no longer limited to a rectangle or a

cuboid. It not only allows the unit cell to be rotated, but also allows stretching and

shearing, which greatly increases the design freedom of the structure. However, this

method still requires finite element solution for the unit cell problem at each point,

which still consumes a lot of computational cost. In order to reduce the calculation

cost, the linearization operation [8] was used in Zhu et al.’s work in 2019, which

effectively reduces the calculation requirements, but also greatly limits the design

freedom of IGM. In order to solve this problem, Xue et al. [7, 35] then introduced a

zoning scheme, which greatly reduces the calculation. But this method is not accurate

enough when there are fewer zones, and increasing zones will bring calculations again.

Through the above description, it can be found that the difficulty of the asymptotic

homogenization problem is to find the connection between the macro and micro scales,

and this process often requires a huge amount of calculation. It leads to problems

such as low efficiency in the calculation of the algorithm, and restricts the application

of the algorithm. In this case, the feature that machine learning can fit arbitrary

functional relationships and express them explicitly has attracted attention.

In the early days, people’s typical research on machine learning included threshold

logic units [36] and perceptrons[37], etc.They laid the foundation for modern neural

networks and deep learning, but the machine learning algorithms at that time could

only learn linear equations, which had great limitations. In 1970, Linnainmaa pro-

posed a back-propagation model [38]. In 1986, Hinton et al. pioneered the application

of error back propagation in neural networks [39], and BP neural network was pro-

posed. Later, Cybenko proved that neural networks containing hidden layers can learn
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any equation. This discovery is also known as the Universal Approximation Theorem

[40], and this method is widely used in the field of prediction and recognition.

Considering that the macro and micro problems in the AHTO plus method can

be completely decoupled, in order to reduce the calculation amount of the AHTO

plus method, it is considered that the solution of the unit cell problem and the

calculation process of the homogenized elastic modulus to be replaced with a neural

network model to avoid the finite element solution to the unit cell problem point by

point. Specifically, the Jacobian matrix (corresponding to the conversion of virtual

and real space) is randomly generated as input in a certain range, and then it is

substituted into the unit cell problem to calculate the homogenised displacement,

and then the homogenised elastic properties are obtained as the output. Repeat the

process to generate a training database, and use the BP neural network to train the

database. After finding a suitable result, replace the corresponding part of the AHTO

plus method and apply it to the topology optimisation framework (use difference to

obtain sensitivity). This method effectively solves the problem of excessive calculation

caused by solving the unit cell problem point by point based on the finite element

method in the AHTO plus method. At the same time, for the zoning strategy, this

method makes it feasible to divide more zones. Within a certain error range, this

method greatly improves the calculation efficiency of the AHTO plus optimisation

framework, and provides more accurate and efficient numerical analysis tools for the

fine design of various functionally graded materials.

The remaining parts of this article are arranged as follows: In Sec. 2, first briefly

introduces the AHTO plus method, and analyzes its advantages and disadvantages.

Sec. 3 introduces the neural network model into the AHTO plus method to replace

the original unit cell problem solving and equivalent modulus calculation. This part

will focus on the method of generating the training database and the process of

establishing the network. Sec. 4 proposes the application of coupled machine learning

AHTO plus method in the maximum stiffness topology optimisation problem, and

gives the sensitivity calculation method. In Sec. 5, the corresponding 2D numerical

examples are given, and the calculation results and calculation time of the AHTO plus
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method with the zoning strategy are compared to prove the efficiency and accuracy

of the method in this paper. Finally, the conclusion and summary of this article are

given, and a reasonable outlook is made.

2. The AHTO plus framework

Facing the more diversified design requirements of lattice gradient structure, Zhu

et al. (2019) [8] proposed the AHTO plus method by extending the idea of scale sep-

aration. Its core module includes the topology description of graded microstructural

configuration (GMC), equivalent compliance analysis and topology optimisation. In

this section, the key ideas of this method is briefly summerised.

2.1. Topological description of graded microstructures

Given a porous design domain Ω, we use Ωs to denote the solid region within Ω.

Mathematically, Ωs can be identified by introducing a topology description function

φ(x) defined by:

φ(x)

≥ 0, x ∈ Ωs;

< 0, x ∈ Ω\Ωs.

(1)

Fig. 2. Generate gradient structure based on compound topology description method (3)

Under the AHTO plus framework,a GMC is generated as follows. As shown in

Fig. 2, a continuous mapping function y = y(x) is introduced to map a GMC in
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real space to a periodic structure in virtual space, which is composed of identical unit

cells of size h. Here we introduce

Y =
y(x)

h
. (2)

Here we use Υp = [−1/2, 1/2]n to denote this matrix cell, where n represents the

spatial dimension, and the superscript p represents periodicity. Under coordinates

Y, the micro-scale unit cell as given in the bottom-left panel of Fig. 2, becomes non-

dimensional and of unit size. The structure carried by the matrix cell can be described

by a microscopic topology description function denoted by φp(Y). The TDF of GMC

can be expressed by the composition of the macroscopic mapping function φp(Y) and

the microscopic TDF description function φp(·), i.e.,

φ(x) = φp

(
y(x)

h

)
. (3)

The TDF given by Eq. (3) essentially generates a GMC by filling the design space

with deformed matrix cells. The deformation operation includes stretching, rotating

and twisting. Mathematically, the actual deformation of the matrix cell in space is

controlled by the Jacobian matrix defined by

Jij =
∂yi
∂xj

. (4)

The advantageous features of the composite function (3) have been summarised

in existing literature (e.g. [8] [35]). It is worth noting that one can also constant

a GMC with more than one matrix cells, and the composite TDF (3) should be

modified accordingly (Xue et al. 2020 [7]). The method derived in this article can be

generalised to cover such scenarios with ease.

2.2. Scale separation

A GMC is associated with at least two length scales. In this paper, L represents

the macro-scale of the design domain, and h represents the micro-scale of the unit

cell. In theory, they should satisfy

ε =
h

L
� 1. (5)
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Directly analysing the mechanical properties of a GMC on a fine scale normally

renders very high computational cost. It is necessary to introduce an asymptotic

homogenization method for speeding the computation up.

The idea is to extend the treatments of scale separation for periodic microstruc-

ture. The key difference lying in the case of GMC, is that the homogenised elastic

moduli are no longer uniform in space, be cause of the microstructural variance in

space. For greater details about the asymptotic analysis of the GMC behaviours can

be found in Zhu et al. 2019 [8].Here we simply outline the key results.

The homogenised displacement field uH satisfies a macroscopic balance equation

given by:
∂

∂xj

(
CH
ijkl

∂uH
k

∂xl

)
+ fH

i = 0,x ∈ Ω, (6)

where CH =
(
CH
ijkl

)
(i, j, k, l = 1, · · · , n) represents the elastic moduli of the equivalent

continuum; fH =
(
fH
i

)
(i = 1, · · · , n) represents the homogenized body force density.

Here we let fH = 0. The homogenised elastic moduli CH
ijkl by Eq. (6) are calculated

by

CH
ijkl = Cijkl

∣∣Υs
p

∣∣− CijstJnt

∫
Υs

p

∂ξkls
∂Ȳn

Y, (7)

where the third-order tensor ξ(Y; x) =
(
ξjki (Y; x)

)
, i, j, k = 1, . . . , n are the gener-

alized displacements, Υs
p is volume fraction. The first term on the right side of Eq.

(7) measures the homogenised elastic moduli by meams of the volume fraction of the

matrix cell. The role of the third-order tensor ξjki , i, j, k = 1, . . . , n is then identified.

It helps capture the effect due to the materials structure with the unit cell. This

third-order tensor is then determined by a set of cell problems governed by

Jmj
∂

Ȳm

(
C̃ijklJnl

∂ξstk
∂Ȳn

)
= Jmj

∂C̃ijst

∂Ȳm
, Y ∈ Υp, (8)

imposed with periodic boundary condition, and the Jacobian matrix J is defined by

Eq. (4). Compared with conventional asymptotic homogenisation approaches for

periodic structures, the homogenised elastic moduli CH
ijkl are also dependent on the

Jacobean matrix J, which carries the information about how the matrix cell gets

deformed at a macroscopic point x.
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2.3. Compliance optimisation and sensitivity analysis

Upon homogenisation, the elastic energy stored in a GMC can be asymptotically

calculated by

min
y(x),φp(Y)

εH =
1

2
min

y(x),φp(Y)

∫
Ω

CH
ijkl

∂uH
i

∂xj

∂uH
k

∂xl
dx. (9)

For stiffness optimisation, one seeks to minimise the elastic energy of a GMC,

where the design variables can be roughly divided into two groups: the macroscopic

design variables dℵ controlly the spatial variance of the unit cell and the microscopic

design variables dβ controlling the material topology within the unit cell.

The optimisation process can be speeded up, if the sensitives of the design variables

to the elastic energy quantity ε are known. As from Xue et al. 2020 [35], we have

∂εH

∂dτ
= −

∫
Ω

∂CH
ijkl

∂dτ

∂uH
i

∂xj

∂uH
k

∂xl
dx. (10)

With Eq. (10) the derivatives are taken on the homogenised elastic moduli CH
ijkl.

This is the idea of the adjoint method [41].

The derivatives of the equivalent modulus CH
ijkl to the macro design variable dα

can be expressed as:

∂CH
ijkl

∂dα
=
∂CH[1]

ijkl

∂dα
+
∂CH[2]

ijkl

∂dα
, (11)

where
∂CH[1]

ijkl

∂dα
= −

∫
Υp

[
∂Jnq
∂dφ

∂ξijp
∂Ȳn

C̃pqkl +
∂Jmt
∂dφ

∂ξkls
∂Ȳm

C̃ijst

]
dY; (12)

∂CH[2]
ijkl

∂dα
=

∫
Υp

[
∂Jnq
∂dα

∂ξijp
∂Ȳn

(
C̃pqstJmt

∂ξkls
∂Ȳm

)
+
∂Jmt
∂dα

∂ξkls
∂Ȳm

(
C̃pqstJnq

∂ξijp
∂Ȳn

)]
dY. (13)

The derivatives of the equivalent modulus CH
ijkl with respect to the micro design

variable dβ can be expressed as:

∂CH
ijkl

∂dβ
=

∫
Υp

(
δipδjq − Jnq

∂ξijp
∂Ȳn

)
∂C̃pqst

∂dβ

(
δksδlt − Jmt

∂ξkls
∂Ȳm

)
dY, (14)

where δij, i, j = 1, . . . , n is Kronecker symbol.
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2.4. Major challenge

As the microstructure varies in space now, the homogenised elastic moduli become

heterogeneous in the effective continuum. Consequently, one may need to solve the

cell problem (8) as many times as the number of the finite elements for solving the

homogenised problem. To address this issue, schemes of linearisation ([8]) and zoning

([35], [7]) were proposed in separate. But either the design freedom is sacrificed

or computatioinal burden for the cell problem (8) is still considerable. Facing with

this challenge issue, the present article considers employing machine learning to fully

release the potentials of the AHTO plus method, and the effectiveness of such a

combinative use of asymptotic analysis and machine learning is then demonstrated

with numerical examples in Sec. 4.

3. Neural network representation of homogenised elastic moduli

The homogenised elastic moduli CH
ijkl, as from Eq. (7), calculated only with the

knowledge of the third-order tensor ξjki , and this is the sole reason for the introduction

of the cell, problem (8). And Eq. (8) implies that ξjki are actually determined by

the Jacobean J and the topology of the matrix cell carried by the TDF φp(·). This

indicates an implicit function relation between CH
ijkl and these two sets of variables,

i.e.,

CH
ijkl = CH

ijkl(J, φ
p(Y)). (15)

In this section, we seek to use machine learning to identify this implict, but fully

determined function relationship (15).

3.1. Neural network input and output

Before applying machine learning, one needs to clearly declare the inouts abd

outputs setting a neural network up. Here the identification of inputs and outputs is

conducted with following two criteria. Firstly, the inputs and outputs should all be

non-dimensional adn normalised. This is good for determining the ranges for data

generation. Secondly, the number of inputs should be minimised. So as to keep neural
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network’s complexity low. This is done by exploring the inter-relationship among the

input arguments. Thirdly and occasionally, certain key properties carried by the

output arguments can not be preserved automatically by neural networks. Hence one

may need to adjust the corresponding output argument to argument to maintain the

desired properties. We still soom see an example, where the homogenised elasticity

tensor should be positively defind.

3.1.1. Non-dimensionalisation

Note that the expected inputs of Eq. (15), J and the parameters of φp(Y), are

already non-dimensionalised. Here the ranges for J and the parameters of φp(Y) are

quite “normal”. This is because a too large component in J may result in severe

distortion of the matrix cell, which should be avoided during optimisation. Moreover,

φp(Y) is defind in a cell χP of unit size. Thus the parameters it carries should take

“normal” values.

Hence one just considers the non-dimensionalisation of the output of Eq. (15),

CH
ijkl, which is naturally carried out by

C̄H
ijkl =

CH
ijkl

E
, (16)

where E is Young’s modulus. Note that a bar is a top of a variable, to indicate that

it is defined through non-dimensionalisation.

3.1.2. Dimension reduction for input arguments

The inputs of Eq. (15) are from two sources: the spatially-varying deformation

of the matrix cell measured by J and the materials structure with the matrix cell

controlled by the coefficients of φp(·). To do dimension reduction for J, we refer to

Appendix 1, where the (non-dimensional) homogenised tensor is found to be inde-

pendent of det J, the determinant of J. Hence the actual (macroscopic) inputs can

be chosen to be J′, where

det J′ = 1. (17)

For an arbitrary J, when calling the trained nearul network, one simply rescales
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it by

J ′ij = (det J)−
1
nJij (18)

for use.

As for the microscopic TDF φp(·), there are many ways to represent it. Here the

MMC framework. This is because as an explict way of describing structural topology,

the MMC framework has fewer number of design variables, if compared with other

implicit topology optimisation approaches.

3.1.3. Positive definiteness of the homogenised elasticity tensor

The (non-dimensional) homogenised tensor C̄H is shown to bear symmetry as

follows (Zhu et al. [8])

C̄H
ijkl = C̄H

jikl = C̄H
klij, for i, j, k, l = 1, · · · , N. (19)

With such symmetry, the number of outputs can be reduced from n4 to ( (n+1)n
2

+

1) (n+1)n
4

.

Besides, it is also positively defind, i.e. for any second-order tensor εij, it satisfies

C̄H
ijklεijεkl > 0, (20)

provided that εijεij 6= 0.

Note that such posite definiteness of CH can not be guaranteed when the cor-

responding neural networks are trained. To ensure such positive definiteness, we

re-arrange the fourth-order tensor CH
ijkl as a symmetric matrix C. This is done by

merging i and j, and k with l, i.e. C̄H
ijkl = CIK , with I,K = 1, 2, · · · , n(n+1)

2
, and the

matrix C should be symmetric and positively defined.

Now we apply Cholesky decomposition [42] to the matrix C, i.e.,

C̄ = LLT, (21)

where L is an n(n+1)
2
− by −n(n+1)

2
lower-triangular matrix, and LT denotes the trans-

pose of L. Then instead of CH, one may seek to determine the transpose of L. Then
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instead of CH, one may seek to determine the interrelationship between L and the in-

put arguments, and the (non-dimensional) homogenised elasticity tensor is calculated

by Eq. (21).

3.1.4. A brief summary

What we expert from machine learning is a neural network representing the in-

terrelationship of

LIK = ZIK(J′; d1, · · · , dβ), (22)

where I ≥ K and I,K = 1, · · · , n(n+1)
2

; det J′ = 1; d1, · · · , dβ are the parameters of

the microscopic TDF φp(·) defined in the matrix cell Υp.

3.2. Data generation

3.2.1. General produce

Data are needed for training the neural network to represent Eq. (22). Now the

input and output arguments have been identified, and the asymptotic homogenisation

results ensure that complete determination of the outputs by the input arguments.

Then one may take the following steps to generate data training.

Step 1. Evaluation of the input arguments.

First, values are assigned to all the input arguments J′ and d1, · · · , dβ. Note that

if J is generated arbitrarily, Eq. (18) is used to ensure det J′ = 1. Also note that the

effective range for each input argument should be specified in advance. This issue

will be further illustrated with a two-dimensional example.

Step 2. Calculation of the resulting cell problem

Evaluating Jij in Eq. (8) by the evaluated J ′ij from the previous step, the governing

equation for the microscopic problem is ready. Inserting the evaluated microscopic

parameters d1, · · · , dβ into the TDF φp(·), the active domain of definition for the cell

problem is identified. Then with periodic boundary conditions imposed, the third-

order tensor ξjki can be solved for out of the cell problem.

Step 3. Calculation of the homogenised elasticity tensor.

Using Eq. (7), the (non-dimensional) homogenised elasticity tensor can be evalu-

ated.
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Step 4. Application of Cholesky decomposition.

Finally, Cholesky decomposition (21) is applied to the calculated C̄H or equiva-

lently, the n(n+1)
2
− by −n(n+1)

2
matrix C̄ based on Eq. (22). Then a lower matrix L

is obtained, which are the corresponding output values.

Thus a data point is obtained in the multi-dimensional space spanned by the input

and output arguments. The process can be repeated (in parallel) to generate more

data points.

3.2.2. Two-dimensional examples

A more detailed example on date generation is given with n = 2, where the design

domain is two-dimensional inspace.

Here the evaluation of J′ is emphasised. In theory, one may randomly assign four

values to a 2− by −2 matrix, say, J, and then calculate J′ with Eq. (18). But the

geometric information implied by J′ is fully missing. Alternatively, we can use four

other parameters in space of J. It is noted that in two-dimensional situations, the

Jacobean matrix J should correspond to a parallelogram configuration, which results

from the deformation of the unit cell, as shown in Fig. 3. The parallelogram can

be characterised by four parameters bearing geometrical meaning: the lengths of two

edges λ1 and λ2, a rational angle θ1 and an interior angle θ2. Since the expansion of

the parallelogram does not change the corresponding homogenised elasticity tensor,

we simply let λ1 = 1, and λ2 = λ.

Fig. 3. The mapping function converts a parallelogram unit cell to a square unit cell

Following the derivation by [8], the Jacobean matrix J identifying the parallelo-
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gram in Fig. 3 is formulated by

J =
1

λ sin θ2

 λ sin (θ1 + θ2) −λ cos (θ1 + θ2)

− sin θ1 cos θ1

 . (23)

Therefore, the evaluation of J can be done as follows. We first randomly assign

certain values to the three geometrical parameters λ, θ1 and θ2. Then we can evaluate

J through Eq. (23). And the values of J′ are finally obtained with the use of Eq.

(18).

Such way of evaluating J′ is goog for keeping their values with a reasonable range.

As discussed above, highly distorted cell is not expected for acuted design. Geometric

representation of a deformed matrix cell offers a way to expliciting control its shape.

Here are simply lets

1

λmax

≤ λ ≤ λmax, 0 ≤ θ1 < 2π, θmin ≤ θ2 ≤ π − θmin, (24)

when assigning values to J.

Here Low Discrepancy Sequence are introduced in order to make the generated

data cover the entire design space more evenly ([43]). Commonly used Low Discrep-

ancy Sequence include Radical Inversion, Van der Corput, Halton, Sobol sequences

and so on. Among them, the Sobol sequence can directly use bit operation to achieve

radical inversion, which is very efficient and is widely used in the fields of graphics,

rendering, and finance. In this work, Sobol sequence is used to generate random se-

quence in 3-dimensional space (λ, θ1 and θ2). Then according to Eq. (23) to find the

corresponding J. And normalize the determinant according to Eq. (18) to get J’as

the input variable of the neural network.

For date generation here, we set the matrix cell to be a “X” - shape of volume

fraction 30%. Hence the microscopic parameters d1, · · · , dβ in Eq. (22) are fixed, and

the number of active input variables is three, i.e., three of the components of J′. Then

following the procedure detailed in Sec. 3.2.1, 4000 data points are generated both

for Eq. (22). Notye that although 4000 data points do not sound many for machine

learning. But it is shown by the accuracy examples in Sec. 5 that the trained NNs are
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sufficiently accuracy for two-dimensional stiffness optimisation with only macroscopic

design variables.

3.3. Machine learning

The backpropagation (BP) neural network is a classic machine learning algorithm,

and has seen its successful applications in various occasions. The NN represents the

relationship (22). As the matrix cell configuration has been fixed, we only have J′ as

the input arguments for the NN. The input values are transited to the outputs across

several hidden layers.

3.3.1. NN training results

The fully connected neural network is used to train the date. The specific param-

eters of the network are shown in the following table:

Table 1. Fully connected feedforward neural network parameters list

Parameter Value/Method

Training function LM training function

Activation function Sigmoid

Maximum number of training 1000

Learning efficiency 0.01

Target mean square error 0

In order to show the effect of network training, the rotational symmetry of the

unit cell structure is tested here. We fix the values of λ and θ2, generate 100 sets of θ1

equidistant between 0-pi, and generate the corresponding 100 sets of homogenization

modulus CH
ijkl according to the steps in Sec. 3.2.1. Furthermore, using our trained

network can obtain the fitting effect diagram of 6 homogenised modulis as shown in

Fig. 4.

It can be seen from Fig. 4 that the trained neural network function is accurate and

smooth, so we can use differential sensitivity instead of analytical sensitivity, which

can also speed up the calculation.
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(a) Net1 test (rmse=0.062%) (e) Net4 test (rmse=0.12%)

(b) Net2 test (rmse=0.034%)

(c) Net3 test (rmse=0.18%)

(f) Net5 test (rmse=0.15%)

(g) Net6 test (rmse=0.15%)

Fig. 4. Fitting effect diagram of 6 homogenised modulis
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4. Stiffness optimisation of GMC

Up to now, the formulation with a combinative use of asymptotic analysis and

machine learning is derived. In this section, we discuss the critical issuses on imple-

menting it for the stiff optimisation of GMC. This partially the reason of bringing

the so-called projection method in other optimisation frameworks about GMC ([33]).

4.1. Design variables

As stated above, design variables for GMC can be divided into two categories.

One type is the control parameter of the macro mapping function y(x), which can

also be reflected only in the Jacobian matrix J . The other type is microscopic design

variable, which are reflected from the topology description function φp(·) defined on

the generating unit Υp. Because this article mainly examines the macro-gradient

features of GMC, and we fixed the generated unit cell to be the “X” type shown in

the lower left corner of Fig. 2. Therefore, the corresponding stiffness optimisation

problem has no sensitivity to microscopic design variables.

It is worth pointing out that we may express macroscopic design variables in two

ways. One is through the algebraic method, that is, the parameterized expression

of the mapping function y(x). The corresponding design variable is the control pa-

rameters of y. The other is in a geometric manner, where θ1, θ2 and λ shown in Fig.

3 are adopted for optimisation. Although it is more intuitive to describe the design

variables in a geometric manner, it challenges exist due to the following reasons.

From Eq. (23), we can obtain the values of J given θ1, θ2 and λ. Since J is derived

by taking a partial derivative of y, it is not easy to calculate y from J points, as

certain full differential conditions must be met. It should be noted that the inter-

relation among θ1, θ2 and λ is generally non-analytic, except for special circumstances

(for example, in two-dimensional cases where y(x) is a conformal mapping [34]). This

poses great difficulties in reproducing y(x), which is needed to produce the resulting

GMC. Therefore, although not intuitive enough, this article still uses the parameters

of y(x) as macroscopic design variables.
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The mapping function y(x) can be parameterised in the following form:

y(x) =
K∑
τ=1

hτφτ (x), (25)

where φτ (x) represents a series of basis functions, τ = 1, · · · , K; hτ is the corre-

sponding coefficient. Therefore, the mapping function can be expressed in a fully

displayed form. And the spatial change is completely determined by a finite number

of parameters hτ .

As stated above, the unit cell structure in the virtual space is fixed. The topology

of the macrostructure is controlled by the mapping function y = y(x), and the

design of the microstructure can adopt classic methods, such as SIMP method, level

set method, etc. However, if the unit cell shape changes too much, it is not easy to

manufacture. Therefore, this paper only considers the optimisation of macroscopic

design variables, that is, the control parameters of the mapping function. At the

same time, the microstructure parameters are kept unchanged and expressed by the

Moving Morphable Components (MMC) method.

Specifically, the polynomial mapping function is used as follows:

yi = aijxj +
1

2
bijkxjxk +

1

3
cijklxjxkxl, (26)

i = 1, · · · , n. Symmetry: bijk = bikj, cijkl = cijlk = cilkg = cikl. From Jik = ∂yi/∂xk,

the Jacobian is expressed as follows:

Jij(x) = aij + bijkxk + cijklxkxl, (27)

i, j = 1, · · · , n. So far, the design variables obtained for the optimisation of the

macroscopic problem are aij, bijk and cijkl. We use the MMA method as an optimizer

for overall topology optimisation. When using polynomials as the mapping function,

there are only 18 design variables for the 2D problem. This is conducive to the

optimisation of the macro design. However, because the polynomial function is related

to the coordinate, the mapping function at the larger coordinate makes the unit cell

change beyond the limit. See 5 for details.
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In summary, a filled-gradient microstructure can be directly generated by Eq. (25)

and the fixed and unchanging unit cell configuration in the virtual space. Only the

macro design variables need to be optimised.

4.2. Constraints

It is worth pointing out that considering that the training space of the machine

learning model only contains data within the range given by Eq. (24). Thus, we need

to restrict the values of θ2 and λ shown in Fig. 3. From the results of Example 2 in

Sec. 5, it is easier for θ2 to violate the constraints specified by Eq. (24). Therefore, we

have tighter requirements on the value range of θ2, that is, θ2 ∈ (π
4
, 3π

4
). In addition,

λ ∈ (1
3
, 3) is required. The above conditions are equivalent to:

1

9
≤ λ2 ≤ 9, sin (θ2) ≥

√
2

2
, (28)

As mentioned in Sec. 4.1, the real design variables are y(x) or the corresponding

parameters of J. In particular, it can be read from Eq. (23) that

λ2 =
J11

2 + J12
2

J21
2 + J22

2
, sin (θ2) =

J11J22 − J12J21√
J11

2 + J12
2
√
J21

2 + J22
2
. (29)

This means that the constraints given by Eq. (28) are implicit for the design

variables. We adopt p− norm constraint method. For this we introduce:

f1 = H

[[∫
Ω

(
λ2p +

1

λ2p

)
dx

] 1
p

− 9

]
, (30a)

f2 = H

[[∫
Ω

(
1

sin θ2

)p
dx

] 1
p

−
√

2

]
, (30b)

where H(·) is the Heaviside function satisfying

H(t) =

 1, t > 0;

0, otherwise .

(31)

Besides, as we know that

lim
pout∞

[∫
Ω

(
λ2p +

1

λ2p

)
dx

] 1
p

= max
x∈R

[
max

(
λ2,

1

λ2

)]
. (32)
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If Eq. (28) holds, the input of the Heaviside function in Eq. (30a) is negative.

Then f1 = 0. Thus does f2 for the second inequality of Eq. (28). For optimisation, the

constraints are integrated within the target function, which large numbers multiplied

by f1 and f2.

4.3. The optimisation formulation

In summary, the optimisation problem can be described as follows:

Find y = y(x) ∈ Uy, φ(Y) ∈ U (Yp)

Minimise F =

∫
ΩI

CH
ijkl

∂uH
i

∂xj

∂uH
k

∂xl
dx +K1f1 +K2f2∫

Ω

CH
ijklui,jvk,ldx =

∫
Ω

fH
i vi dx +

∫
Γt

tivi dS

∀v ∈ Uad

CH
ijkl = ELL T , I = 1, · · · , N

L = Z (J′(x)) , I = 1, · · · , N ;

uH = u, on Γu

Vf ≤ V̄

(33)

where v is the virtual displacement field, Uy and U (Yp) are the macro mapping

function space and the micro topological description function space, respectively;

K1, K2 are two larger constants; f1 and f2 are given by Eqs. (30a) and (30b); the

function Z(·) is the neural network function, and L is the lower triangular matrix

obtained by Cholesky decomposition.

4.4. Sensitivity analysis

According to the derivation of the sensitivity calculation formula in Sec. 2.3, the

sensitivity calculation is mainly
∂CH

ijkl

∂dγ
. Because the microscopic parameters d1, · · · , dβ

in Eq. (22) are fixed, only
∂CH

ijkl

∂dℵ
need to be calculated. According to Sec. 3.3.1, it

can be proved that the neural network function is smooth and stable, so here we use

differential sensitivity instead of analytical sensitivity.

By Chain Rule,
∂CH

ijkl

∂dγ
=
∂CH

ijkl

∂J ′pq

∂J ′pq
∂dγ

, (34)
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where d = (d1, . . . , dλ)
T contains all design variables, and ∂CH

ijkl/∂J
′
pq can be obtained

by central difference, namely

∂CH
ijkl

∂J ′pq
≈

CH
ijkt

(
J′|J ′

pq+∆Jpq

)
− CH

ijk

(
J′|J ′

pq−∆Jpq

)
2∆Jpq

. (35)

Therefore, the sensitivity of the overall objective function can be expressed as:

∂F
∂dγ

=
∂CH

∂dγ
+K1

∂f1

∂dγ
+K2

∂f2

∂dγ
. (36)

4.5. Numerical implementation

The following describes the numerical implementation process of the algorithm in

this paper. As shown in Fig. 5, the idea of zoning is adopted, dividing the entire

design domain into N zones. After obtaining the equivalent modulus of each zone,

the finite element method is used to calculate the homogenized displacement field

in the whole area. Furthermore, the equivalent flexibility of each zone is calculated

separately, and the overall flexibility is the sum of the flexibility values of each zone.

First, we give the initial value of the design variable d. Then divide the design

domain into N zones as shown in Fig. 5. Each subregion has a corresponding Jacobian

matrix JI = JI(x). Normalize these Jacobian matrices according to Eq. (18), and get

the Jacobian matrix of each zone after normalization: J′I = J′I(x). Xue et al. (2020)

[35] have proved that for two-dimensional problems, when each partition includes

no more than 25 finite elements, the accuracy of the flexibility calculation can be

guaranteed. The flexibility after partition can be expressed as follows:

ε =
N∑
I=1

∫
ΩI

CH
ijkl

∂uH
i

∂xj

∂uH
k

∂xl
dx, (37)

the constraints are:

f1 = H

(((
λ2

1

)p
+
(
λ2

2

)p
+ · · ·+

(
λ2
N

)p
+

(
1

λ2
1

)p
+

(
1

λ2
2

)p
+ · · ·+

(
1

λ2
N

)p) 1
p

− 9

)
,

f2 = H

(((
1

sin (θ1)

)p
+

(
1

sin (θ2)

)p)
+ · · ·+

(
1

sin (θN)

)p) 1
p

−
√

2

)
.

(38)
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Fig. 5. zone division

Numerical examples show that the optimisation process of present method is very

stable. Even if the constraints are not applied, the optimisation result will not exceed

the training space of the network.

In order to speed up the calculation, the parallel characteristics of the neural

network itself can be used. Combine the J′I of each subregion into an input matrix

J′:

J′ =


J ′111J

′2
11 J ′I11 J ′N11

J ′121J
′2
11 J ′I21 J ′N21

J ′112J
′2
11 J ′I12 J ′N12

J ′122J
′2
11 J ′I22 J ′N22

 =
{
J′1,J′2, · · ·J′N

}
, (39)

Substitute J′ directly into the machine learning model for calculation. At the same

time, output the lower triangular matrix J′ from the elastic matrix decomposition

corresponding to each zone:

L =
{
L1,L2, · · ·LN

}
, (40)

Then use NN model to calculate the homogenised elastic modulus CI
ijkl for each

sub-region. Then they are assembled into a macroscopic overall stiffness matrix.

Substitute into the macro balance equation (6) and use the finite element method to

solve it. We get the uniform displacement field uH. Furthermore, the objective

function value F corresponding to this configuration is obtained from Eq. (33).

Then through sensitivity analysis (36), combined with MMA optimisation method to
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update all design variables. Repeat the above process until the convergence condition

is met.

4.6. Flowchart

The flowchart of present algorithm numerical implementation is shown as Fig. 6.

Fig. 6. Optimization flow chart

5. Numerical examples and analysis

In this section, use the methods described in this article to complete two 2D

numerical examples. After that, compare the optimisation results of the numerical

example with the optimisation results of the original zoning strategy to analyze its

accuracy. And further compare the calculation time of the two methods to prove the

efficiency of the combined machine learning method.

Next, in order to verify the accuracy and efficiency of the AHTO plus method

combined with the machine learning model in this article, a short beam as shown in

Fig. 7 is established. And apply uniform load and concentrated load on the upper and
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left sides respectively to design and optimize the short beam microstructure. Finally,

the advantages and disadvantages of this method are explained by comparing with

the existing methods.

5.1. Optimal design of short beam with uniform load on the top

Now consider a short beam with a uniform load on the top, as shown in Fig. 7.

The short beam is fixed on the right side, and a uniformly distributed load with an

amplitude of 2 is distributed on the upper side. The design domain size is 2× 1. [35]

divides the design domain into 16×8 zones at most, and proves that it has converged

to the exact solution. Therefore, this article continues the zoning strategy and divides

more sub-areas. Consider dividing the design domain into 100× 50 sub-regions, and

take the center point of each sub-region as the representative point. The volume ratio

of solid materials to the entire space is set to 30%. Take the unit cell configuration

in the virtual space as shown on the left side of Fig. 8. Then optimize the design

domain according to the optimisation process in Fig. 6.

Fig. 7. Schematic diagram of uniformly distributed load above cantilever short beam

After the optimisation of this algorithm, an optimised result with a flexibility

value of 739.2 can be obtained, and its configuration is shown in Fig. 8. Compared

with the 852.5 optimised result using the zoning strategy (the number of sub-regions

is 16 × 8), the flexibility decreases by 13.3%. In order to verify the accuracy of this

optimisation result, a fine grid (1600× 800) is directly divided into the entire design

domain. To facilitate loading, take 1/200 of the beam as the solid structure. The

calculated result is 704.8. For the sake of comparison, we also take 1/200 of the beam
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as the solid material, and get the compliance value 710.6. The error between the

result of present algorithm and the result of the fine calculation is −0.83%, indicating

that the optimisation result of the present method converges to the exact solution.

At the same time, the calculation efficiency is greatly improved. The decrease in

flexibility value during the optimisation process is shown in Fig. 9. Compared with

the purely spatial periodic microstructure in the initial state, the optimised microfiber

transmits the uniformly distributed load from the top to the right fixed end along

a more reasonable force transmission path, which effectively improves the overall

rigidity of the structure.

Fig. 8. Optimization result graph

Fig. 9. Flexibility reduction graph
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5.2. Optimal design of short beam with concentrated load at the left midpoint

Now consider the case where the left midpoint of the short beam is subjected

to a concentrated load as shown in Fig. 10. The design domain size is the same

as in Example 1. The unit cell configuration in the virtual space still uses the X

configuration shown on the left side of the Fig. 8. Using the AHTO plus optimisation

method combined with machine learning introduced in this article, the flexibility value

of the optimisation result obtained is 273.4. Compared with the 282.6 optimised result

using the zoning strategy (the number of sub-regions is 16×8), the flexibility decreases

by 3.3%. By taking 1/200 of the beam as the solid structure, the compliance value

of the present method is 252.3. Compared with the fine calculation result 255.0, the

error is 1.1%. The final configuration is shown in Fig. 11, and the process of flexibility

reduction is shown in Fig. 12.

Fig. 10. Schematic diagram of the concentrated load at the left midpoint of the cantilever short

beam

Fig. 11. Optimization result graph
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Fig. 12. Flexibility reduction graph

From the two calculation examples above, we can find that the differential sen-

sitivity is more conducive to the optimisation algorithm to jump out of the local

optimal solution, so the present algorithm can find better optimisation results than

the original algorithm. In addition, the increase in computational efficiency allows

more zones to be divided, which is also conducive to the search for the optimisation

result. At the same time, computational efficiency has been greatly improved.

5.3. Calculation efficiency comparison

In the following, we will discuss the improvement of calculation efficiency by the

present method. The implementation process of the present algorithm has been given

above. The calculation efficiency comparison table between the present method and

zoning strategy is shown here:

From Table 2, it can be seen that the present method greatly improves the com-

putational efficiency compared to the original zoning strategy. For the case of 128

(16 × 8) zones, our method (1 core computing) saves 99.8% of time compared to

the original zoning strategy of 1 core computing. Compared with the original zon-

ing strategy using 4 cores, it saves 96.9% of time. The increase in computational

efficiency makes it possible to divide more sub-areas. From Table 2, it can be seen
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Tabel 2. Calculation efficiency comparison table

Number of zones
Zoning strategy

(1 core)(s)

Zoning strategy

(4 cores)(s)

Present algorithm

(1 core)(s)

2 13.93 4.15 0.910

8 32.91 4.90 0.897

32 118.95 9.99 0.940

128 459.88 32.75 0.986

5000 / / 3.436

that even if the number of zones reaches 5000 (100× 50), the calculation time is still

only 10.5% of the original zoning strategy of 128 zones using 4 cores. It can be seen

that the present method can improve the computational efficiency by two orders of

magnitude. This superiority makes this method have great application potential in

larger scale or three-dimensional problems.

6. Summary

In this article, an optimisation scheme incorporating machine learning into the

AHTO plus framework is proposed, so as to accelerate the mechanical behavior anal-

ysis and design of filled gradient microstructures. This algorithm effectively solves

the problem of excessive calculations caused by the existing AHTO plus method to

where the microscopic cell have to be solved for multiple times. Compared with the

linearized AHTO plus method, this algorithm increases the designability of the struc-

ture and allows the microstructure to have greater deformation in space. Compared

with the AHTO plus method that joins the partition strategy, this algorithm makes

it possible to divide more zones. And it can ensure that the calculation efficiency is

still higher even when more sub-areas are divided. At the same time, the optimisa-

tion results are compared with the fine calculation results to prove that the algorithm

can guarantee the accuracy of the calculation results within the range of the training

space.
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The characteristics of the unit cell problem are is fully considered when establish-

ing the machine learning model training database. Low Discrepancy Sequence are

introduced in order to make the generated data cover the entire design space more

evenly. And using Cholesky decomposition enables the machine learning model to

train the positive definiteness of the unit cell elastic matrix, ensuring that the output

elastic matrix meets the physical meaning of the real situation. Also, the network

training space is compressed by normalizing the Jacobian matrix determinant, and

the network training effect is improved. In addition, in order to improve the compu-

tational efficiency of the network, we can take advantage of the parallel calculation

characteristics of the neural network. First obtain the Jacobian matrix JI of all zones.

Then merge them into an input matrix and input the network together for calcula-

tion, and at the same time obtain the output variables of their respective regions.

This also improves the computational efficiency of solving the unit cell problem.

From the numerical examples in Sec. 5, it can be seen that the present method

greatly improves the computational efficiency and obtains better optimisation results

than the original partitioning strategy. This is due to the increase in computational

efficiency so that more zones can be divided. In addition, the use of differential

sensitivity is also conducive to jumping out of the local optimal solution. This efficient

algorithm provides tools for the analysis and design of larger-scale GMC structures

and 3D problems.

6.1. Future outlook

The AHTO plus method combined with machine learning model proposed in this

paper needs to be improved in the following four aspects.

(1)The selection of the mapping function y = y(x) needs to be improved. This

article continues the partition strategy, using polynomial functions as mapping func-

tions. The disadvantage is that its design variables are the corresponding polynomial

coefficients. The update of the polynomial coefficients has global relevance, that is,

the configuration of the local unit cell cannot be adjusted separately. This leads to a

larger change in the configuration of the unit cell on the side with a larger coordinate
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value (as shown in Figs. 8 and 11. It will exceed the training range of the machine

learning model earlier and stop the optimisation of the overall algorithm. To solve

this problem, we can consider using b-spline interpolation function and other func-

tions that can adjust the parameters locally without affecting the whole instead of

polynomials as a new mapping function in the future.

(2)In the previous numerical examples, it can be seen that the current database

is not perfect, and it is not enough to solve more complex optimisation problems. In

order to improve the universality of this algorithm, it is necessary to establish a ma-

chine learning database with a wider range and containing more unit cell properties.

For example, the chiral symmetry and rotational symmetry of the unit cell can be

considered to be added to the training database.

(3)In this paper, the difference method is used to calculate the sensitivity of the

machine learning part. We can also consider obtaining the corresponding sensitivity

by directly deriving the design variables. Another idea is to directly use the sensitivity

as the network output to train a new machine learning model. These two solutions

need to be tried.

(4)This article currently only uses a fully connected neural network for training.

In the future, a special network that is more suitable for fitting partial differential

equations can also be considered to further improve the fitting effect of the unit cell

problem.

In summary, although the AHTO plus method combined with machine learning

model proposed in this paper still has a lot of room for further improvement. But it

can be seen that it improves the computational efficiency by two orders of magnitude

while ensuring the accuracy of the optimisation results. This makes it a great appli-

cation prospect in larger-scale design problems or three-dimensional design problems,

and provides more accurate and efficient analysis tools for the fine design of various

functionally graded materials.
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Appendix 1

The following proves that each element in the Jacobian matrix J̃ is multiplied

or divided by a coefficient at the same time, which does not affect its corresponding

homogenized elastic modulus CH
ijkl.

Suppose Jij = αJ ′ij, where α is any constant, substituting it into the unit cell

problem governing equation (8) to get:

αJ ′mj
∂

∂Ȳm

(
CijklαJ

′
nl

∂ξstk
∂Ȳn

)
= αJ ′mj

∂C̃ijst

∂Ȳm
, in ΥF. (41)

Simplified:

J ′mj
∂

∂Ȳm

(
CijkJ

′
nl

∂ (αξstk )

∂Ȳn

)
= J ′mj

∂C̃ist

∂Ȳm
, in ΥP . (42)

Solve the third-order ξst
′

k = αξstk tensor corresponding to J′. And substituting the

homogenization modulus calculation formula (7) to get:

CH′

ijkl = Cijkk · |Υs
P| − CijstJ

′
nt

∫
ΥP

∂ξk′s
∂Ȳn

dY

= Cijkl · |Υs
P| − Cijst

Jnt
α

∫
ΥP

∂
(
αξkts

)
∂Ȳn

dY

= Cijkl · |Υs
P| − CijstJnt

∫
ΥP

∂ξkds
∂Ȳn

dY

= CH
ijkl , i, j, k, l = 1, . . . , N.

(43)
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