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Abstract Thematrix formation associated to high-order dis-
cretizations is known to be numerically demanding. Based on
the existing procedure of interpolation and lookup, we design
a multiscale assembly procedure to reduce the exorbitant as-
sembly time in the context of isogeometric linear elasticity of
complex microstructured geometries modeled via spline com-
positions. The developed isogeometric approach involves a
polynomial approximation occurring at the macro-scale and
the use of lookup tables with pre-computed integrals incor-
porating the micro-scale information. We provide theoreti-
cal insights and numerical examples to investigate the perfor-
mance of the procedure. The strategy turns out to be of great
interest not only to form finite element operators but also to
compute other quantities in a fast manner as for instance sen-
sitivity analyses commonly used in design optimization.

Keywords Multiscale Mechanics ⋅ Matrix assembly ⋅
Isogeometric analysis ⋅ Additive Manufacturing ⋅ Geometric
modeling ⋅ Lattice structures.

1 Introduction
The present work follows the paradigm for the design of
microstructured geometries using functional composition as
originally introduced by Elber (29). This approach has shown
great flexibility to generate high-fidelity geometric models
with heterogeneities as for instance lattice structures, struc-
tures made of composite materials or even random porous
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structures. More importantly, it initiates a flexible design
framework of such structures since the geometries are natu-
rally parameterized. However, in order to elaborate a complete
methodology for the computational design of heterogeneous
structures (or in other words microstructured structures),
there is the need for efficient analysismethods adapted to these
geometric models. Thanks to the emergence of the concept
of IsoGeometric Analysis (IGA) introduced by Hughes et al.
(41), it is nowwell-establish that spline-based geometric mod-
els present excellent performance for numerical simulations
too (8; 17; 35; 47). Consequently, Massarwi et al. (53) and An-
tolin et al. (3) have been able to simulate themechanical behav-
ior of microstructured geometries by directly employing the
geometric models developed in Elber (29). Despite the shown
viability of the paradigm in Antolin et al. (3), there are sev-
eral challenges to handle in order to build a practical method
for designing complex heterogeneous geometries. The two
main ones regarding the analysis arise from the high-order
discretizations along with the explicit description of the het-
erogeneities that come with these geometric models. The nu-
merical cost is tremendous if standard methods are blindly ap-
plied to the considered models.

Indeed, the presence of heterogeneities can be a source of
complex local phenomena. Fine discretizations are often re-
quired to track them accurately in the context of the stan-
dard finite element method, which automatically leads to high
computational cost. A multitude of alternative numerical ap-
proaches have been dedicated to multiscale problems to re-
duce the required computing resources. Methods based on
model enrichment by means of augmented approximations
spaces and superposition of solutions have shown great per-
formances, particularly when the micro-scale is (drastically)
smaller than the length scale of the structure. Among many
others, let us mention the Multiscale FEM (MsFEM) (16;
19; 39) where numerically computed basis functions encode
themicro-scale heterogeneities, theGeneralized and Extended
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Fig. 1 Geometric modeling of a complex heterogeneous structure using functional composition.

FMs (GFEM/XFEM) (26; 62; 67) based on partition of unity
enrichment techniques, the multilevel FEM (FE2) (33; 65)
which employs higher-order homogenization scheme, or nu-
merical homogenization (20; 56; 57) where the effective
macroscopic description of the micro-heterogeneous material
is identified by means of simulation on representative volume
elements (RVE). Methods based on homogenization princi-
ple seems not applicable in our context. Here, the focus is on
heterogeneous structures in the context of Additive Manu-
facturing and 3D printing (45). The precision of the print-
ers constrains the achievable length scale range of the hetero-
geneities.We consider cases where the length scale of the het-
erogeneities is close to the length scale of the overall structures
(factor 2 to 50). Let us also notice that the envisaged geomet-
ric models (29) provides the explicit representation of the mi-
crostructures. Therefore, we do not face the difficulty of mesh
generation that motivates the use of some of the mentioned
enhanced FEMs.

For this reason, we aim at solving the full scale problem
and we concentrate on the use of fast assembly strategy in or-
der to reduce the overall computational complexity. Instead
of this first class of multiscale methods (superposition of mi-
cro/macro solutions), this work falls into a second class of nu-
merical approaches for multiscale problems based on Domain
Decomposition methods (13; 34; 43; 48). Instead of introduc-
ing the multiscale procedure during the modeling stage, here
the idea is to derive specific multiscale solvers capable of solv-
ing the fine-scale finite element problem efficiently. Despite
the resolution in itself, such a strategy is viable if and only
if the formation of the full-field problem can be made in an
acceptable amount of time. Our main source of inspiration

are methods introduced to allow fast assembly of high-order
IGA. In fact, this issue is known in the context of standard
IGA (40) and successful procedures have been developed to re-
duce the assembly time in comparison with the standard finite
element procedure based on element loop and Gauss quadra-
ture. The main idea behind those fast formation procedures
consists in taking advantage of the tensor-product nature of
spline patches and the possible high inter-element continuity.
More specifically, less costly quadrature rules have been de-
veloped as for instance reduced integration (31; 63) or specific
rules (6; 18; 40; 42), and alternative formation procedures have
been introduced as for instance sum factorization (2; 15) or the
use of lookup tables (49; 50; 64). By combining several of these
techniques, high order splines become tractable in isogeomet-
ric analysis (36; 58).

This leads us to develop a fast procedure to form the fi-
nite element operators associated to microstructured geome-
tries modeled via spline compositions. To this purpose, we
rely on the use of lookup tables as already investigated for
standard IGA, and on the concept of unit cell inherited from
multiscale strategies. Themethodology is presented as follows.
First, we present in Section 2 the employed geometric model-
ing approach based on spline composition. Section 3 starts by
dealing with the simple case of the computation of the vol-
ume (Section 3.1), and then presents the developed assem-
bly procedure (Section 3.2). Multiple numerical examples are
given in Section 3.3 in order to study the performance of the
strategy. Finally, Section 4 discusses the possible integration
of the approach into a computational design framework for
microstructured structures. Concluding remarks on our ob-
servations and findings are given in Section 5.
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2 Geometric Modeling of
Micro-structures
2.1 Multi-scale Modeling using Spline
Composition
Functional composition is an attractive approach to gener-
ate geometric models of complex heterogeneous structures.
The benefits of such an approach have been initially presented
by Elber (29) and this modeling approach starts to gain visibil-
ity, see for instanceMassarwi et al. (53); Antolin et al. (3). The
main idea is depicted in Figure 1. It involves two principal in-
gredients:

– a macro-representation of the structure where the hetero-
geneities are not represented,

– a reference micro-structure which defines the pattern
which will be tiled into the macro geometry.

Both geometric objects aremodeled using standardCAD tools,
as for instance splines. Without providing the theoretical de-
tails at the moment, let us mention that a discretization is re-
sulting from the spline representation of these objects. There-
fore, themacro-geometry can be viewed as a collection of non-
overlapping macro-elements. The final heterogeneous struc-
ture, with an explicit representation of the micro-structure, is
then obtained by embedding the reference micro-pattern into
each of these macro-elements. This process is a composition:
The overall geometric mapping that defines the geometry of
the heterogeneous structure is prescribed by the composition
of the mapping associated to reference micro-pattern and the
mapping associated to the macro-representation of the struc-
ture.

It should be noticed that, as a consequence of the com-
position, the micro-pattern is not simply repeated into the
macro-geometry but it is subjected to shape deformations too.
In the case of the cross-tile depicted in Figure 1, it could be
interesting to define the macro-mapping such that the arms
of the microstructures are aligned with the directions associ-
ated to the principal stresses. This offers great flexibility, es-
pecially in a context of design optimization (3; 46). Futher-
more, one can introduce more than one reference micro-
structure. Different reference micro-patterns can be set to
each macro-elements. All the examples tackled along this doc-
ument highlight the great flexibility of the considered model-
ing approach. Finally, functional composition is not only in-
teresting to model heterogeneous structures. For instance, it
has been used to model cable reinforcements into membrane
structures (7), or to model stiffened aerostructures (37).

2.2 Problem definition
2.2.1 Spline modeling

Splines are common tools in Computer Aided-Design as they
are able to provide parameterization of general free-form ob-
jects. We employ, in this work, B-Splines and NURBS but
the presented approach can be generalized to other spline

technologies without any particular additional requirements.
Mathematically, a spline is defined as a function of the form:

𝒮 ∶ Ω̄S → ΩS ; 𝑥̄ ↦ 𝒮 (𝑥̄), (1)

where the parameter 𝑥̄ take values in the parameter space Ω̄S
and is mapped to the codomain ΩS which describes the do-
main delimited by the geometric object. In the case of a single
B-Spline, the expression of 𝒮 is given by:

𝒮 (𝑥̄) =
𝑛

∑
𝑖=1

𝑅𝑖(𝑥̄) 𝐬𝑖 , (2)

where the 𝑛 basis functions 𝑅𝑖 are piece-wise polynomial
functions, which are weighted by the coefficients 𝐬𝑖. We re-
fer the reader to (22; 25; 32; 59) for the details on spline con-
structions. Here we just need to remind that splines are con-
structed on a non-uniform tensor product partition of the
unit cube Ω̄S. The lines and surfaces of such partition are
called “parametric” knot lines while their images through 𝒮
are called “physical” knot lines (or just knot lines) and consti-
tute a partition of ΩS.

This simple spline model can be enriched in many ways:
e.g., geometries can be described as a collections of spline
patches (multipatch geometries), or via NURBS in the case of
conic sections. We refer the interested readers to the follow-
ing non-exhaustive list of works which deal with key points
regarding the modeling with splines: theoretical description
and practical use of B-Spline and NURBS (22; 25; 32; 59),
the issue of trimming procedures and boundary representa-
tion (1; 14; 21; 24; 52), and the generation of analysis-suitable
geometric models for complex structures (4; 23; 51; 54).
2.2.2 Domain decomposition and Composition of mappings

Several mappings are involved in the geometric modeling ap-
proach presented in Section 2.1. The reader can refer to Fig-
ure 2 all along this section. We first consider a reference tile
(or reference microstructure) which, in our case, is prescribed
as a multi-patch spline model of the form:

𝒯 r(θ) =
𝑛T

∑
𝑖=1

𝑅ℎ
𝑖 (θ) 𝐭𝑖, θ ∈ Ω̄ T. (3)

The superscript (⋅)ℎ indicates that the basis functions are re-
lated to the fine scale (or micro-scale) of the problem.

Additionally, the model of the macro-geometry comes
into play. In this work, we mainly consider single-patch mod-
els and we express these mappings as follows:

ℳ(ξ) =
𝑛M

∑
𝑖=1

𝑅𝐻
𝑖 (ξ) 𝐦𝑖, ξ ∈ Ω̄ M. (4)

Analogously, the superscript (⋅)𝐻 indicates that the basis func-
tions are now related to the coarse scale (ormacro-scale) of the
problem. The knot lines of this macro-mapping decomposes



4 T. Hirschler et al.

𝑦

𝑧

𝑥

𝒯 r
ℳ(1)

ℳ(2)ξ1
ξ2

ξ3 [0, 1]3

ΩT
(θ, Ω̄T)

Ω(1)

Ω(1)
M

Ω(2)

Ω(2)
M

𝒯 (𝑡) = ℳ(𝑡) ∘ 𝒯 r

Fine Parameter Space Macro Parameter Space Physical Space

Fig. 2 Definition of the spaces and themappings involved in themultiscale geometricmodeling of heterogeneous structures via functional composition.

the codomain ΩM into a non-overlapping domain decompo-
sition (see Figure 3):

ΩM =
𝑚M

⋃
𝑒=1

Ω(𝑒)
M , (5)

where the subdomains are obtained by restricting the param-
eters to a subset Ω̄(𝑒)

M of the complete parameter space:

Ω(𝑒)
M = {x ∈ ℝ𝑑 | x = ℳ(ξ), ∀ξ ∈ Ω̄(𝑒)

M} . (6)

Even if it is not mandatory, let us rewrite these macro-
subdomains through a Bézier extraction (11):

Ω(𝑒)
M = {x ∈ ℝ𝑑 | x = ℳ(𝑒)(ξ), ∀ξ ∈ [0, 1] ̄𝑑

} . (7)

With this formulation, the parameter spaces associated to ev-
ery sub-domains become identical and what differs from one
macro-subdomain to the other is only the underlying geomet-
ric mapping. Each of them is equipped with its own Bézier
mapping:

ℳ(𝑒)(ξ) =
𝑛B

∑
𝑖=1

𝐵𝐻
𝑖 (ξ) 𝐦(𝑒)

𝑖 , ξ ∈ [0, 1] ̄𝑑 . (8)

where 𝐵𝐻
𝑖 denotes the Bernstein basis polynomials. A Bézier

mapping can be seen as a B-Spline with one single element.
TheBézier extraction is awell-established procedure and takes
the form of a linear application (i.e. the new coefficients 𝐦(𝑒)

are expressed as a linear combination of the initial ones 𝐦).
We now have in hand all the required ingredients to de-

scribe the fine-scale heterogeneous structure. The overall do-
main delimited by the full geometry is again given by a non-
overlapping domain decomposition (see Figure 3):

Ω =
𝑚M

⋃
𝑡=1

Ω(𝑡), Ω(𝑡) = {x ∈ ℝ𝑑 | x = 𝒯 (𝑡)(θ), ∀θ ∈ Ω̄ T} ,

(9)

where the mappings 𝒯 (𝑡) associated to the subdomains Ω(𝑡)

are obtained through the composition of the reference tile (3)
and the macro-elements (8):

𝒯 (𝑡)(θ) = (ℳ(𝑡)∘𝒯 r)(θ) =
𝑛B

∑
𝑖=1

𝐵𝐻
𝑖 (𝒯 r(θ))𝐦(𝑡)

𝑖 , θ ∈ Ω̄ T.

(10)

The compositions are possible under the condition that the
reference tile lies in the parameter space of the macro-
elements, i.e. ΩT ⊂ [0, 1] ̄𝑑 . Figure 2 summarizes the spaces
and the mappings that are involved in the geometric model-
ing approach.

2.3 IsoGeometric Analysis
2.3.1 Test and trial functions

Following the isoparametric concept that is at the basis of Iso-
Geometric Analysis (25; 41), the natural choices for trial and
test functions are, for object 𝒮 , of the type:

𝓊(x) =
𝑛

∑
𝑖=1

𝑅𝑖 ∘ 𝒮 −1(x) 𝐮𝑖 , (11)

where 𝑅𝑖 are the spline basis functions originated from
the considered geometric model of the structure (see Equa-
tion (2)). The construction of the corresponding stiffness or
mass matrices is cumbersome, due to the structure of these
functions, especially in the case of the introduced geometric
models which involve composition of mappings.
2.3.2 Challenges

The problem comes from the composition which may lead to
a geometric mapping of very high degree. Indeed, it is possi-
ble to rewrite the composed map (10) as (multi-patch) tensor-
product B-Splines (or NURBS) (69). However, if the reference



Fast and Multiscale Formation of Isogeometric matrices of Microstructured Geometric Models 5

Macro-scale decomposition

Fine-scale decomposition

A heterogeneous structure

≈ ≈ ≈ ≈ ...

Collection of analogous entities

Fig. 3 The considered geometric modeling approach naturally introduces a non-overlapping domain decomposition. Furthermore, the fine scale can
be seen as a collection of microstructural entities that share many commonalities.

microstructure𝒯 r is a trivariate of degree 𝑝T per direction and
the macro-geometry ℳ is a trivariate of degree 𝑝M per direc-
tion, then the composedmapping is a trivariate of degree 𝑝 per
direction, where 𝑝 is given by:

𝑝 = 3𝑝M𝑝T. (12)

Thus, as an example, composing two cubic trivariates gives
composed elements with degree 27. High degree is known
to be a source of troubles during, for example, the numeri-
cal integration that is performed to build the system. Standard
quadrature rules (and standard element-by-element assembly
strategies) are rarely employed in practice when the degree is
higher than 4: they become too expensive. In order to dealwith
large degree, more elaborate assembly strategies have been
developed, see for example (2; 5; 18; 36; 40; 42; 49; 50; 58).
The main idea of these approaches consists in exploiting the
tensor-product nature of B-Splines and the inter-element reg-
ularity during the assembly. However, tracking degrees higher
than 10 is still challenging. Especially here, the regularity of the
composed map is limited by the regularity of the underlying
reference micro-structural entity (i.e. the geometric map 𝒯 r )
which reduces the performances of the aforementioned fast-
assembly strategies. Finally, even if it was efficient, one might
question the pertinence of performing analyses with polyno-

mial functions of degree 20 and more (e.g., due to bad condi-
tioning and dense structure).

Consequently, we choose to limit the degree involved in
the approximation subspace. A versatileway to build this space
consists in recycling the basis functions𝑅ℎ

𝑖 involved in the ge-
ometric mapping of the reference micro-structure (remember
Equation (3)). More specifically, the displacement field is ap-
proximated over each subdomain as follows:

𝓊(𝑡)(x) =
𝑛T

∑
𝑖=1

(𝑅ℎ
𝑖 ∘ 𝒯 (𝑡)−1)(x) 𝐮(𝑡)

𝑖 , x ∈ Ω(𝑡). (13)

Besides keeping the degree of the solution under control, this
choice has also the advantage of discretizing the displacement
field identically for each subdomain. This is not always true
in the case of the isoparametric formulation (e.g. when the
global mapping is a NURBS). With this choice, we also do
not need to reformulate the composed maps with standard
(high-degree) B-Splines. The reference micro-structures and
the macro-elements are given separately in the data structure.
Finally, let us mention that a similar choice regarding the so-
lution spaces is done in Massarwi et al. (53).

However, the use of this non-isoparametric formulation
is not enough, as such, to build an efficient simulation strat-
egy for the targeted heterogeneous structures. Depending on
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the complexity of the reference microstructure and the num-
ber ofmacro-elements, the construction of the linear systemof
equations is still (very) demanding. As we said, in order to get
an attractive assembly strategy, we employ ingredients from
the fast assembly strategies that have been successfully devel-
oped in the standard isogeometric framework, but more im-
portantly, we seek to exploit the inherent repetitiveness inside
the heterogeneous structures as shown in Figure 3. Instead of
performing blindly an assembly strategy, the key to success is
to rely on the similarities between the subdomains in order to
avoid computing the same quantities multiple times.

3 Fast multi-scale Assembly of Finite
Element matrices
3.1 A preliminary illustrative example
Before tackling the case of the finite element operators, let us
start with a more simple quantity in order to present the phi-
losophy of the developed approach. To that purpose, let us try
to compute the volume of a heterogeneous structure.

3.1.1 Multi-scale philosophy

The first step consists in invoking the non-overlapping do-
main decomposition of our geometric model (remember Sec-
tion 2.2.2 and Figure 3). The overall volume is given by the
sum of the local volumes:

V =
𝑚M

∑
𝑡=1

V(𝑡), with V(𝑡) = ∫Ω(𝑡)
dV.

The second step involves the two mappings defining the sub-
domain. More specifically, we pull back the mapping defin-
ing themacro-element and themapping defining the reference
microstructure. According to Figure 2, we go from the physi-
cal space back to the fine parameter space. These two succes-
sive changes of variables lead to:

V(𝑡) = ∫̄Ω T
|det 𝐽𝒯 r ||det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) ∘ 𝒯 r| dθ, (14)

where det 𝐽𝒯 r and det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) denote the Jacobian determinants
of the mappings 𝒯 r and ℳ(𝑡), respectively. It is interesting
to notice that in the expression of the local volume as given
in Equation (14), there is only one quantity that differs from
one subdomain to the other. This quantity is marked by the
superscript identifying the current subdomain: it is the Jaco-
bian determinant associated to the current macro-element, i.e.
det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) . Due to this quantity, one can hardly exploit the re-
dundancies between the subdomains: One can, at best, store
large precomputed quantities, for instance, the evaluation of
det 𝐽𝒯 r at every integration point, but this does not represent
major savings with the price of increasing the computer mem-
ory.

The role of the third step is to a certain extent to approx-
imate the subdomain-dependent quantities (here the Jacobian

determinant associated to the macro-elements) from the inte-
grals. To do so, a projection step onto a spline space is intro-
duced. Without giving the details at the moment, let us for-
mulate the result of the projection:

(Π𝐻 |det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) |)(ξ) =
𝑛π

∑
𝑘=1

𝑁𝐻
𝑘 (ξ) 𝑑𝐻

𝑘
(𝑡), ξ ∈ [0, 1] ̄𝑑 . (15)

The macro-Jacobian determinant is now prescribed as a lin-
ear combination of macro-basis functions 𝑁𝐻

𝑘 weighted by
some coefficient 𝑑𝐻

𝑘
(𝑡). Importantly, the same projection space

is chosen for each subdomain. By substituting the projected
quantities (15) into the expression (14) of the volume, and
commuting the sum and the integral, we obtain:

V(𝑡) ≈
𝑛π

∑
𝑘=1 (𝑑𝐻

𝑘
(𝑡)

∫̄Ω T
|det 𝐽𝒯 r |(𝑁𝐻

𝑘 ∘ 𝒯 r) dθ) . (16)

As a result, the volume of each subdomain can be computed
through a dot product between two vectors:

V(𝑡) ≈ 𝖙ℎ ⋅ 𝐝𝐻 (𝑡), (17)

where 𝐝𝐻 (𝑡) ∈ ℝ𝑛π is the vector that collects the projection
coefficients, and 𝖙ℎ ∈ ℝ𝑛π is the vector that collects the inte-
grals:

𝔱ℎ
𝑘 = ∫̄Ω T

|det 𝐽𝒯 r |(𝑁𝐻
𝑘 ∘ 𝒯 r) dθ . (18)

The vector 𝖙ℎ constitutes the so-called lookup table. Despite
that the projection basis functions 𝑁𝐻 are defined at the
macro-scale, we identify the lookup table with the fine-scale
superscript ℎ because it contains all the information regard-
ing the reference microstructure (the fine scale). Finally, with
these quantities in hand, the overall volume is approximated
by:

V ≈
𝑚M

∑
𝑡=1

𝖙ℎ ⋅ 𝐝𝐻 (𝑡) = 𝖙ℎ ⋅
𝑚M

∑
𝑡=1

𝐝𝐻 (𝑡). (19)

With this last expression, one can see that the two scales have
been split. Interestingly, the exact same lookup-table is used
for each subdomain. It needs to be computed only once, no
matter the number of tiles there are in the heterogeneous
structures. In practice, the lookup-table is computed in a pre-
processing step and stored in a database. Figure 4 gives an
overview of the approach.
3.1.2 Projection at the macro-level

Let us examine the projection step already introduced in Equa-
tion (15) in more detail. In this work, this key step is done
through the application of a L2-projector occurring at the
macro-level:

Π𝐻 ∶ 𝘓2( [0, 1] ̄𝑑 ) → 𝘘𝑝π( [0, 1] ̄𝑑 ), (20)
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Fig. 4 Main philosophy of the fast assembly approach for heterogeneous structures: complex fine-scale quantities are computed through the combina-
tion of projected macro-scale quantities and precomputed micro-scale quantities.

where the target subspace is a spline space of dimension 𝑛π =
(𝑝π + 1) ̄𝑑 defined as:

𝘘𝑝π = span {𝑁𝐻
𝑘 }

𝑛π
𝑘=1 , (21)

where the macro-basis function 𝑁𝐻
𝑘 are taken as multivariate

Bernstein basis polynomials of degree 𝑝π. The projection may
introduce some approximation, for instance, if the input func-
tion is not a polynomial or if the projection degree is lower
than the degree of the input polynomial. For instance, if the
global mapping is a B-Spline, then the Jacobian determinants
associated to the macro-element are polynomials of degree:

deg (det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡)) = ̄𝑑𝑝M − 1. (22)

In order to get further numerical speed-ups, it can be interest-
ing to balance between projection error and accuracy by taking
the projection degree 𝑝π lower than the one of the Jacobian
determinants. Furthermore, let us mention that in the case
of NURBS, the Jacobian determinants might be rationals in-
stead of polynomials. Consequently, we consider that, in gen-
eral, some approximations are introduced during the projec-

tion step (either because the projection degree is lowered or
because the input quantity is not a polynomial function).

In practice, the projection step mainly involves the reso-
lution of a linear system of the form:

𝐌𝐻
π 𝐝𝐻 (𝑡) = 𝐫𝐻

π
(𝑡), (23)

which enables to get the projection coefficients 𝐝𝐻 (𝑡). The
components of the matrix 𝐌𝐻

π ∈ ℝ𝑛π×𝑛π and of the right-
hand side 𝐫𝐻

π
(𝑡) ∈ ℝ𝑛π defining the system to be solved are

respectively given by:

[𝐌𝐻
π ]𝑘𝑙 = ∫[0,1] ̄𝑑

𝑁𝐻
𝑘 𝑁𝐻

𝑙 dξ ,

(𝐫𝐻
π

(𝑡))𝑘 = ∫[0,1] ̄𝑑
𝑁𝐻

𝑘 |det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) | dξ .
(24)

Selecting the sameprojection space for every subdomains leads
to one unique projectionmatrix for each of the projection to be
done. Thus, this matrix can be built and factorized (or even in-
verted) only once. In order to reduce the numerical effort even
more, this matrix (or even its factorization/inverse) could be
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y
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x

Fig. 5 Definition of the boundaries where are prescribed external loads. Body forces are applied to the full solid body whereas the considered trac-
tions/surface forces are applied to the colored surfaces.

simply loaded from a database. In order to go even further,
the resolution of the system (23) involved during the projec-
tion can be included into the lookup tables. Indeed, substitut-
ing Equation (23) into Equation (17) gives:

V(𝑡) ≈ 𝖙ℎ ⋅ 𝐝𝐻 (𝑡) = 𝖙ℎ ⋅ 𝐌𝐻
π

−1𝐫𝐻
π

(𝑡) = 𝖙ℎ
π ⋅ 𝐫𝐻

π
(𝑡). (25)

The new lookup-table 𝖙ℎ
π now includes the inverse of the pro-

jection matrix:

𝖙ℎ
π = 𝐌𝐻

π
−1 𝖙ℎ. (26)

It is thus possible to somehow reduce the computational needs
to the construction of the right-hand side 𝐫𝐻

π
(𝑡) only. How-

ever, even if it is a bit more computationally demanding, em-
ploying 𝖙ℎ instead of 𝖙ℎ

π has the advantage of computing the
projection coefficients (by solving the system (23)). One can
then directly evaluate the projected field using Equation (15),
and therefore one can compute the projection error in a post-
processing step.

3.1.3 Preliminary results

Let us consider the heterogeneous structure presented in Fig-
ure 4. Firstly, we compute the volume with a standard ap-
proach based on a numerical integration over the full fine-
scale model. More specifically, we employ a Gauss-Legendre
quadrature with 6 points per direction which leads, for this
particular geometry, to compute the volume up to the ma-
chine precision. The computational time is about 𝑡1 ≈ 6.5 s.
Secondly, we employ the developed fast strategy. In order to
reach the machine precision too, quartic projection degree
is required here (no error is introduced during the projec-
tion of themacro-Jacobian determinant with this choice). The
computational time is more than 150 times lower, i.e. 𝑡2 ≈
0.04 s (average value over multiple calculations) which repre-
sents a great computational speed-up. The construction of the
lookup-table 𝖙ℎ is not taken into account in the computational
time, and, in what follows, we always consider that the tables
are built off-line, in a pre-processing step.

3.2 Application to Linear Elasticity
The strategy developed for the case of the volume computa-
tion in Section 3.1 can be applied analogously to the construc-
tion of common finite element operators.We detail in this sec-
tion its application to linear elasticity.

3.2.1 Elastostatics

IGA relies on the same variational formulation than standard
FEM. In the context of elastostatics, it consists in seeking the
kinematically admissible displacement field 𝒖 ∈ 𝓤 such that:

Wint(𝒖, 𝒗) + Wext(𝒗) = 0, ∀𝒗 ∈ 𝓥, (27)

where 𝓤 and 𝓥 over the physical domain are add-hoc func-
tional spaces that will contain the displacement solution and
test functions, respectively. The internal virtual workWint and
the external virtualworkWext in the equilibriumprinciple (27)
are expressed as:

Wint(𝒖, 𝒗) = − ∫Ω
𝛔(𝒖) ∶ 𝛆(𝒗) dΩ , (28)

Wext(𝒗) = ∫Ω
(𝒗 ⋅ 𝐛) dΩ + ∫Γ

(𝒗 ⋅ 𝐭) dΓ . (29)

where 𝛆 and 𝛔 denote the linearized Green-Lagrange strain
tensor and the linearized Cauchy stress tensor, respectively.
The external loads are of two kinds: 𝐛 denotes body forces (e.g.
attraction or inertia forces), and 𝐭 denotes tractions (or sur-
face forces as a pressure force, for example) prescribed at the
boundaries Γ of the body.We distinguish two loading scenar-
ioswhen dealingwith tractions, as defined in Figure 5: the case
where the load support is included in the macro-boundaries
(colored faces in Figure 5), and the casewhere the load support
lies inside the macro-elements (gray faces in Figure 5). This
last case will not be considered in the scope of this work, as,
in our practice, the loading scenarios and the material param-
eters are prescribed using the macro-model. Consequently,
only tractions applied to the colored surfaces in Figure 5 can
be described. The other scenario is automatically excluded.
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The discretization of problem (27) that we consider is the
Galerkin method applied on the functions constructed as in
Equation (13). This choice generates a linear system:

𝐊𝐮 = 𝐟, (30)

where 𝐊 is the so-called stiffness matrix, 𝐮 is the displacement
vector that collects the Degrees Of Freedom (DOF), and 𝐟 is
the load vector. In what follows, we use the procedure pro-
posed in Section 3.1 in order to perform fast assembly of the
stiffness matrix and the load vector.

3.2.2 Polynomial approximation at the Macro-scale

Pulling-back the macro-mappings The non-overlapping domain
decomposition enables to split the internal and external works
into local contributions:

Wint(𝒖, 𝒗) =
𝑚M

∑
𝑡=1

W(𝑡)
int (𝒖, 𝒗), Wext(𝒗) =

𝑚M

∑
𝑡=1

W(𝑡)
ext(𝒗), (31)

with:

W(𝑡)
int (𝒖, 𝒗) = − ∫Ω(𝑡)

𝛔(𝒖) ∶ 𝛆(𝒗) dΩ , (32)

W(𝑡)
ext(𝒗) = ∫Ω(𝑡)

(𝒗 ⋅ 𝐛) dΩ + ∫Γ(𝑡)
(𝒗 ⋅ 𝐭) dΓ . (33)

As for the case of the volume, these local works are expressed
at the level of the macro-parameter space after having pulled-
back the macro-mappings ℳ(𝑡). In order to identify the re-
peated quantities between the local works, one would need
to reformulate them with respect to the curvilinear coor-
dinates 𝜉𝑖 associated to the macro-elements (instead of the
Cartesian coordinates associated to the physical space). Even
if it is not mandatory, one can employ the curvilinear formal-
ism commonly adopted for shell formulations (as presented
in Bischoff et al. (9), for instance) to this purpose. We briefly
detail this formalism in A.1 for the sake of clarity. Conse-
quently, after pulling back the macro-mappings, we view the
local works (32) and (33) as follows:

W(𝑡)
int (𝒖, 𝒗) = − ∫ΩT

(𝛔(𝑡)(𝒖) ∶ 𝛆(𝑡)(𝒗)) |det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) | dξ , (34)

W(𝑡)
ext(𝒗) = ∫ΩT

(𝒗 ⋅ 𝐛̄(𝑡)) dξ + ∫ΓT
(𝒗 ⋅ ̄𝐭(𝑡)) dξ . (35)

At this step, the involved quantities (stress tensor, strain ten-
sor, and loads) are now marked with the sub-domain super-
script because their expressions incorporate terms associated
to the macro-mappings ℳ(𝑡). Again, we refer to A.1 for the
complete description of these quantities.

Identification of the macro-fields to project In contrast with the
case of the volume, identifying the repeated quantities in the
virtual works and thus the macro-quantities to project, is not
straightforward, at least by looking at the expressions (34)
and (35) only (especially for the internal work). Further ma-
nipulations of the integrands need to be performed, similarly
to what is done for sum-factorization techniques, see for ex-
ample (2) or (36). We detail in A.2 one way to rewrite the
virtual works such that the quantities of interest (i.e. the sub-
domain dependent quantities that will be projected) can be
identified. Those developments leads us to view the local in-
ternal virtual works as:

W(𝑡)
int (𝒖, 𝒗) = −

𝑑

∑
𝑖=1

𝑑

∑
𝑗=1 (∫ΩT

𝒖⊤
′ξ𝑖

𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 𝒗′ξ𝑗

dξ ) , (36)

where the macro-fields denoted 𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 involve quantities asso-

ciated to the macro-scale model only. These macro-fields are
expressed by:

𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 ∶ [0, 1]𝑑 → ℝ𝑑×𝑑 ,

ξ ↦ [𝐆̂(𝑡)
𝑖 𝐂̌(𝑡)𝐆̂(𝑡)⊤

𝑗 ] (ξ) |det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) |(ξ),
(37)

with 𝑑 = 2, 3 depending on the dimension of the problem.
All the quantities involved in Equation (37) are described in
detail in A.2. Importantly, the macro-fields do not only in-
volve the geometrical information of the macro-model but
they also include the material parameters. In this work, we
consider isotropic elastic material, commonly defined through
two parameters as for instance the Young’s modulus𝐸 and the
Poisson’s ratio 𝜈. We consider homogeneous material in the
numerical examples in section 3.3 but heterogeneous material
can also be modeled.

In contrast with the case of the volume where only one
scalar-field is involved in the integral (recall Equation (14) and
associated discussion), we end up here with a fourth-order
tensor field. In themost general case, there are 45 distinct com-
ponents for 3D problems (10 for 2D problems) due to follow-
ing symmetries:

𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 = 𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)

𝑗𝑖
⊤

. (38)

For simple macro-geometries and homogeneous materials,
the number of distinct components is then reduced. Figure 6
depicts the macro-fields involved in the internal work in the
case of a free-form geometry. In general, these macro-fields
are smooth rational polynomial functions defined over the
macro-geometry. The polynomial degree of the denominator
is the same than the one of the Jacobian determinant (recall
Equation (22)). The numerator is also of high polynomial de-
gree (50).

Regarding the external virtual work, the current multi-
scale approach is applicable under the condition that the un-
derlying quantities to project can be smoothly extended to the
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Fig. 6 Macro field involved in the stiffness matrix

full macro-parameter space (as it was the case for the quan-
tities involved in the internal work, i.e. the macro-fields are
well defined over [0, 1]𝑑 even if only their restrictions to ΩT
are used in the integrals). More specifically, the considered ex-
ternal works are expressed as:

W(𝑡)
ext(𝒗) = ∫ΩT

(𝒗 ⋅ 𝐛̄𝐻 (𝑡)) dξ + ∫ΓT
(𝒗 ⋅ ̄𝐭𝐻 (𝑡)) dξ , (39)

where 𝐛̄𝐻 (𝑡) and ̄𝐭𝐻 (𝑡) denote the extensions of the body and
surface force terms, respectively. The body force term is define
over the full macro-parameter space as follows:

𝐛̄𝐻 (𝑡) ∶[0, 1]𝑑 → ℝ𝑑 ; ξ ↦ 𝐛̄𝐻 (𝑡)(ξ),
such that 𝐛̄𝐻 (𝑡)|ΩT = (𝐛 ∘ ℳ(𝑡)) |det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) |.

(40)

In the case of the surface forces, their extensions do not need to
be defined over the complete macro-parameter space. Instead,
a better choice seems to extend the associated terms over the
macro-faces only:

̄𝐭𝐻 (𝑡) ∶Γ̄𝐻 → ℝ𝑑 ; ξ ↦ ̄𝐭𝐻 (𝑡)(ξ),
such that ̄𝐭𝐻 (𝑡)|ΓT = (𝐭 ∘ ℳ(𝑡)) |det 𝐼ℳ(𝑡) |.

(41)

By setting the boundary conditions using the macro-scale
model as discussed in Section 3.2.1, we directly have in hand
the required extensions of the load terms.

Performing the projection In order to get an exact spline repre-
sentation of the macro-fields as defined in Equation (37), one
would need to use a high degree NURBS (or rational Bézier).
In this case, the required projection space might be different
from one macro-element to the other (due to the weights)
which is incompatible with our strategy: It breaks the possibil-
ity to build and use an unique lookup-tablewith pre-computed
integrals that is common to every sub-domain. The required
(possibly very) high degree to get the exact representation im-
plies an important computational cost. Instead, we seek a bal-
ance between computational cost and precision: The macro-
fields are projected on a spline space defined by multivariate
Berstein polynomials of degree 𝑝π as for the volume case, see
Equation (21). The projector defined in Equation (20) is ap-
plied to get a polynomial approximation of the components of
macro-field involved in the internal work:

Π𝐻 𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 (ξ) =

𝑛π

∑
𝐶=1

𝑁𝐻
𝐶 (ξ) ⟨𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)

𝑖𝑗 ⟩𝐶 , ξ ∈ [0, 1]𝑑 . (42)

The projection coefficients marked as ⟨𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 ⟩𝐶 are obtained

by solving systems of the same form as (23).
A similar polynomial approximation is introduced in the

external virtual work (39). In order to deal with the surface
forces, we introduce additional L2-projectors defined over
each macro-face (or edges for 2D problem):

Π𝐻
𝐹 ∶ 𝘓2( Γ̄𝐻

𝐹 ) → 𝘘𝑝π( Γ̄𝐻
𝐹 ), 𝐹 = 1, … , 2𝑑. (43)
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It is then possible to introduce the following polynomial ap-
proximations:

Π𝐻 𝐛̄𝐻 (𝑡)(ξ) =
𝑛π

∑
𝐶=1

𝑁𝐻
𝐶 (ξ) ⟨𝐛̄𝐻 (𝑡)⟩𝐶 , ξ ∈ [0, 1]𝑑 , (44)

Π𝐻
𝐹 ̄𝐭𝐻

𝐹
(𝑡)(ξ) = ∑

𝐶∈I𝐹

𝑁𝐻
𝐶 (ξ) ⟨ ̄𝐭𝐻

𝐹
(𝑡)⟩𝐶 , ξ ∈ Γ̄𝐻

𝐹 . (45)

As for the other macro-quantities, the projection coefficients
are obtained through the resolution of linear systems similar
to Equation (23). It is however of reduced size for the field
associated to the surface forces: Only the active projection ba-
sis functions at the current face, i.e. contained in the set de-
noted I𝐹 in Equation (45), are involved in the system to be
solved.

Consistency error term in Strang’s first lemma The impact of
introducing polynomial approximations into the variational
formulation has been theoretical studied, for instance, in
(49). The projection error due to the polynomial approxima-
tion generates a consistency error that can be analyzed with
Strang’s first lemma. This enables to appropriately choose the
projection degree 𝑝π such that the difference between the nu-
merical solution and the original variational formulation is
under control.

More precisely, Strang’s first lemma (66) provides the fol-
lowing upper bound of the overall approximation error:

|𝒖 − 𝒖πℎ|𝐻1(Ω) ≤ β( sup
𝒘ℎ∈𝓥ℎ

|Wext (𝒘ℎ) − Wπ
ext (𝒘ℎ)|

|𝒘ℎ|𝐻1(Ω)
+

inf
𝒗ℎ∈𝓥ℎ(|𝒖 − 𝒗ℎ|𝐻1(Ω) + sup

𝒘ℎ∈𝓥ℎ

|Wint (𝒗ℎ, 𝒘ℎ) − Wπ
int (𝒗ℎ, 𝒘ℎ)|

|𝒘ℎ|𝐻1(Ω) )),
(46)

where β ∈ ℝ+ is a constant independent of the discretiza-
tion. The polynomial projections (42), (44), and (45) influ-
ence the consistency errors (i.e. the two suprema of the upper
bound). As shown in (49, Corollary 12), the approximate bi-
linear form Wπ

int satisfies the inequality:

sup
𝒘ℎ∈𝓥ℎ (

|Wint (𝒗ℎ,𝒘ℎ)−Wπ
int (𝒗

ℎ,𝒘ℎ)|
|𝒘ℎ|𝐻1(Ω) ) ≤ β2|𝒗ℎ|𝐻1(Ω) επ, (47)

where επ is the projection error given by:

επ = max
𝑡=1,𝑚M

{max
ξ∈ΩT

max
𝑖𝑗𝑘𝑙=1,𝑑

|𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 𝑘𝑙(ξ) − Π𝐻 𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)

𝑖𝑗 𝑘𝑙(ξ)|}. (48)

The constant β2 ∈ ℝ+ takes into account the equivalence
between the seminorms on the parameter domain and on
the physical space (8; 49), and the inequality (47) is simply a
Young’s inequality.

From Equation (47), it can be inferred that the consistency
error is kept under control during the projection. Indeed, we
can evaluate the projection error in Equation (47) since we
know the quantities we are projecting. This can be done by

relying on a simple sampling-based approach where the dif-
ferences between the exact macro-quantities and their projec-
tions are evaluated at each sample point. More importantly,
this is done a priori to the assembly of the finite element opera-
tors. Consequently, a simple approach for choosing the projec-
tion degree 𝑝π consists in prescribing a given tolerance to the
projection error (48) and an initial projection space. The pro-
jection degree is then increased recursively while the projec-
tion error gets below the given tolerance. A convenient choice
for the initial guess is to set the projection degree equal to
the spline degree of the macro-mappings. Regarding the pre-
scribed tolerance, it might not be necessary to set it too low
for two principal reasons. First, the discretization error might
be predominant and reducing the consistency error below the
discretization error does not improve the overall approxima-
tion error (see again Strang’s first lemma (46)). Second, the
computational cost for building the finite element operators
is directly linked to the chosen projection space. An inappro-
priately too low tolerance on the projection error will lead to
(possibly large) extra cost during the assembly. The numerical
studies in Section 3.3 enable to further understand the link be-
tween the projection error, the overall solution error, and the
assembly cost.

3.2.3 Forming lookup tables at the fine scale

Let us now elaborate a fast-assembly strategy of the stiffness
matrix and of the load vector based on the strategy previously
illustrated in Figure 4. At the current step, we know what are
the macro-fields to project. However, we still need to define
and build the so-called lookup tables as done for the case of
the volume. These lookup tables are the same to every mi-
crostructural entity under the condition that the finite dimen-
sional subspaces discretize the solution identically at the sub-
domain level. The choice associated to Equation (13) fulfills
this requirement.

The overall operators are obtained by assembling sub-
operators associated to the sub-domains. By invoking the ex-
pression of the internal virtual work as given by Equation (36),
the contribution to the local stiffnessmatrices associated to the
test basis function 𝑅ℎ

𝐴 and trial basis function 𝑅ℎ
𝐵 reads as:

𝐊(𝑡)
𝐴𝐵 =

𝑑

∑
𝑖=1

𝑑

∑
𝑗=1 ∫ΩT

𝑅ℎ
𝐴′ξ𝑖 𝑅

ℎ
𝐵′ξ𝑗 𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)

𝑖𝑗 dξ . (49)

By introducing the spline approximation of the macro-fields
as provided in Equation (42) into this last expression, we get:

𝐊π(𝑡)
𝐴𝐵 =

𝑑

∑
𝑖=1

𝑑

∑
𝑗=1

𝑛π

∑
𝐶=1

⟨𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 ⟩𝐶 ∫ΩT

𝑅ℎ
𝐴′ξ𝑖 𝑅

ℎ
𝐵′ξ𝑗 𝑁𝐻

𝐶 dξ
⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟

Independent of ℳ(𝑡)

. (50)

The remaining integrals are independent of the macro-
geometry and of the material parameters. The integrands only
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depend on the geometric model of the reference microstruc-
ture and the macro-projection space. Therefore, they can be
precomputed and stored in so-called lookup tables:

𝕶ℎ
r ∈ ℝ𝑛T×𝑛T×𝑛π×𝑑×𝑑 , (51)

which takes the form of elementary stiffness matrices asso-
ciated to the micro-geometry only, times some macro-basis
polynomial functions associated to the projection space. The
detailed expressions of the components are:

𝕶ℎ
r (𝐴, 𝐵, 𝐶, 𝑖, 𝑗) = ∫ΩT

{ …

d
dξ𝑖

(𝑅ℎ
𝐴 ∘ 𝒯 r −1)(ξ) d

dξ𝑗
(𝑅ℎ

𝐵 ∘ 𝒯 r −1)(ξ)𝑁𝐻
𝐶 (ξ)} dξ . (52)

These integrals cannot be computed analytically, in general,
due to the contribution of the geometric map describing the
reference micro-structure. Instead, they are evaluated via an
accurate enough numerical integration.

An identical procedure is followed in order to build the
load vector. The contribution to the local load vector associ-
ated to the test basis function 𝑅ℎ

𝐴 is approximated by:

𝐟π(𝑡)
𝐴 =

𝑛π

∑
𝐶=1

⟨𝐛̄𝐻 (𝑡)⟩𝐶 ∫ΩT
𝑅ℎ

𝐴𝑁𝐻
𝐶 dξ

⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟
Independent of ℳ(𝑡)

+
2𝑑

∑
𝐹 =1

∑
𝐶∈I𝐹

⟨ ̄𝐭𝐻
𝐹

(𝑡)⟩𝐶 ∫ΓT∩Γ̄𝐻
𝐹

𝑅ℎ
𝐴𝑁𝐻

𝐶 dξ
⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟

Independent of ℳ(𝑡)

.
(53)

Again, we end with integrals that are independent of the
macro-geometry and of the boundary conditions (Neumann
type). These integrals are concatenated into a lookup table de-
fined as:

𝕱ℎ
r ∈ ℝ𝑛T×𝑛π×(1+2𝑑), (54)

where the detailed expressions of the components are:

𝕱ℎ
r (𝐴, 𝐶, 0) = ∫ΩT

(𝑅ℎ
𝐴 ∘ 𝒯 r −1)(ξ)𝑁𝐻

𝐶 (ξ) dξ ,

𝕱ℎ
r (𝐴, 𝐶, 𝐹 ) = ∫ΓT∩Γ̄𝐻

𝐹
(𝑅ℎ

𝐴 ∘ 𝒯 r −1)(ξ)𝑁𝐻
𝐶 (ξ) dΓT ,

(55)

with 𝐹 ∈ ⟦1, 2𝑑⟧. Finally, as for the lookup table used for
the construction of the stiffness matrix, the lookup table for
the load vector is considered as precomputed and stored in a
database.

Implementation aspects The lookup tables should not be built in
practice as dense tensors since a lot of the components may be
zero. More specifically, the non-zero components that need
to be stored in the lookup table 𝕶ℎ

r can be identified by the
following set of basis function couples:

𝐼coo = {(𝐴, 𝐵) ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛T⟧2 |
𝐴 ≤ 𝐵, supp𝑅ℎ

𝐴 ∩ supp𝑅ℎ
𝐵 ≠ ∅}. (56)

The condition of selecting index𝐴 lower than index𝐵 is a way
of taking advantage of the symmetry of the stiffness matrix to
be built: Only the upper part is constructed (at least in a first
step). Consequently, the lookup-tables are viewed as matrix
objects:

mat[ 𝕶ℎ
r ] ∈ ℝ𝑛𝑛𝑧×𝑛π𝑑2 , with 𝑛𝑛𝑧 = card𝐼coo. (57)

Finally, all the non-zero components of the full stiffness ma-
trix can be computed by performing a single matrix-matrix
product:

nzdata[ 𝐊 ]⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟
(𝑛𝑛𝑧×𝑑2𝑚M)

= mat[ 𝕶ℎ
r ]⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟

(𝑛𝑛𝑧×𝑛π𝑑2)

⋅ mat[ ⟨𝐀̄𝐻 ⟩ ]⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟⏟
(𝑛π𝑑2×𝑑2𝑚M)

, (58)

where all the projection coefficients have been concatenated
into a rectangular matrix. Once the non-zero values of the
stiffness matrix in hand, one can employ any scientific library
that handles sparsematrix data structures to generate the over-
all matrix object.

3.2.4 The multiscale fast assembling strategy

Finally, let us summarize the main steps involved during the
fast multi-scale assembly strategy:

1. perform the L2-projection of the macro-fields (Equa-
tions (42), (44), and (45)),

2. load the lookup tables associated to the reference micro-
structure (Equations (52) and (55)),

3. compute the non-zero values of the stiffness matrix and of
the load vector (Equation (58)),

4. build the overall finite element operators using a sparse
data structure.

The projections occur at the macro-scale only and therefore
do not form the most expensive step. Step 3 is largely the most
demanding step as it involves amatrix-matrix product of quite
large matrices.

3.3 Numerical Examples
In order to analyze the performance of the presented multi-
scale assembly approach, we compute several quantities along
the numerical examples. We compare the results obtained
with this new fast assembly strategy against the very standard
procedure based on element loops with full Gauss quadra-
ture (36). More precisely, we define:
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Fig. 7 Influence of the projection space: We compare the numerical solution obtained with the operators involving different projection spaces with
the numerical solution obtained with the standard operators via Gauss quadrature. a) Mechanical settings, b) Relative error quantities as defined in
Equations (59)-(63), and c) Displacement and Stress fields.

– the relative projection error:

𝐸proj = max
𝑡=1,𝑚M

max
ΩT

‖𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡) − Π𝐻 𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)‖𝐹 /‖𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)‖𝐹 (59)

– the relative solution errors (displacement and stress fields):

𝐸disp = |𝒖• − 𝒖π|𝐻1(Ω)/|𝒖•|𝐻1(Ω), (60)

𝐸stress = ‖𝛔• − 𝛔π‖𝐿2(Ω)/‖𝛔•‖𝐿2(Ω). (61)

– the stiffness matrix and load vector differences:

𝐸mat = ‖𝐊• − 𝐊π‖𝐹 /‖𝐊•‖𝐹 , (62)
𝐸vec = ‖𝐟• − 𝐟π‖𝐹 /‖𝐟•‖𝐹 . (63)

– the speed-up that evaluates the computational savings:

𝑇cost = time (𝐊•, 𝐟•) /time (𝐊π, 𝐟π) . (64)

Note: the provided assembly times inwhat followsmeasure
only the time spent to compute the non-zero components
and not the formation of the full matrix. Regarding the
newmultiscale procedure,we consider the lookup tables as
pre-built. All the numerical experiments were computed

on a 1.90GHz i7-8665U (Intel Core) processor with 32 GB
RAM (serial computing). More importantly, the code that
enables both standard and new assembly procedures has
been developed by one single person into the same coding
environment.

The superscripts (⋅)• and (⋅)π indicate that the underlying
quantity is obtained with the standard and the fast procedures,
respectively. Considering the solutions, the results obtained
with the standard procedure are taken as the reference solu-
tions: We aim at obtaining results similar to those given by
the standard procedure. Considering the computational time,
we expect that the fast procedure reduces the time needed to
assemble the linear systems (speed-up greater than one).
3.3.1 Influence of the projection error

Following the discussion associated to Equation (47), we know
that there is a direct link between the projection error and
the consistency error. When comparing the standard proce-
dure based on Gauss quadrature and the new multiscale pro-
cedure, the projection error is directly linked to the solution
errors in the same manner (the first term representing the
discretization error vanishes when using 𝒖 = 𝒖• in Strang’s
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Fig. 8 Influence of the reference tile: We study here the assembly times for ten different reference microstructures.

lemma (46)). This theoretical behavior is observed numeri-
cally as shown in Figure 7. The reduction of the projection
error implies the decrease of all the computed errors. It can
also be seen that the solution obtained with the fast opera-
tors is very close to the one obtained with the standard op-
erators. Even for a projection degree equal to zero (𝑝π = 0),
the displacement field 𝒖π and the stress field 𝛔π are quasi in-
distinguishable from the reference fields obtained via the stan-
dard procedure (with Gauss quadrature), see Figure 7 again.
For higher projection degree, the differences between the so-
lutions are not clearly visible, as reflected by the low relative
errors.

It is however not necessary to select a too high projection
degree: Recall that the reference numerical solution (in our
case 𝒖•) might be far from the exact solution due to the dis-
cretization error. Finally, a practical strategy for selecting the
projection degree 𝑝π consists in setting amaximal tolerance on
the projection error. The selected projection degree is a solu-
tion of:

Find 𝑝π ∈ ℕ such that 𝐸proj(𝑝π) ≤ tol. (65)

In what follows, we fix the tolerance on the projection error
as tol = 10−3. With such a choice, the required projection
degree is 𝑝π = 4 for the microstrucure tackled in Figure 7,

which leads to numerical solution errors 𝐸disp = 2 ⋅ 10−5

and 𝐸stress = 8 ⋅ 10−5.

3.3.2 Influence of the reference microstructrure

Figure 8 summarizes the study of the influence of the reference
microstructure on the computational time required to form
the operators. Here, the macro-geometry is the same for each
case and we vary the reference tile. Thus, the projection space
is the same for each case (setting the tolerance on the projec-
tion error to 10−3 leads to 𝑝π = 4 again). Ten different ref-
erence tiles with different spline degree 𝑝T, mesh density 𝑛T,
or shape ΩT are successively used. More precisely, we report
in Figure 8 the computational time to build the operators with
either the standard procedure based on Gauss quadrature and
the presented fast procedure based on projection and lookup
tables. We also give the resulting speed-up and some infor-
mation regarding the underlying discretization (the spline de-
gree 𝑝T, the number of control points 𝑛T, and the number of
non-zero components in the full stiffness matrix).

By comparing the cases marked by the identifiers G1, G6,
and G10, or by comparing the cases marked by the identi-
fiers G2 and G8, one can observe the influence of the solution
degree 𝑝T. These reference tiles are identical in their shape
and their number of element but are discretized with different
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errors due). The assembly time in comparison with the standard procedure becomes more and more appealing as reflected by the increase of the
speed-up.

spline degrees (quadratic, cubic, or quartic). It is not surprising
that the speed-up increases with the solution degree. As men-
tioned, the presented approach originates from the assem-
bly procedure of Mantzaflaris and Jüttler (49). This approach
shows great benefits for high degree parametrization (49; 58).
It is also known that the standard procedure based on element
loop and Gauss quadrature is too expensive when it comes
to high degree, especially for 3D problems (it is rarely em-
ployed for quartic spline degree and above). Therefore, the
use of lookup tableswith precomputed integrals gives access to
high spline degree. Indeed, the assembly time for the case G10

(quartic solution space) is lower than 3 seconds with the fast
approach, whereas it takes more than 3 minutes to assemble
the operators with the standard procedure.

By comparing the cases marked by the identifiers G1, G3,
and G7, one can observe the influence of the mesh density 𝑛T.
The degree of the solution space is the same in these three cases
(quadratic). The computational time, with either the standard
or the fast procedures, increases with the refinement of the
solution space which is not surprising. However, the increase

for the fast procedure is slower than for the standard proce-
dure. Thus, the speed-up gets bigger while refining the mesh.
The fast procedure offers the possibility to handle finer mesh
sizes in an acceptable amount of time: The computation of the
non-zero components of the stiffness matrix is reduced from
3 minutes with the standard procedure to 6 seconds with the
presented multiscale approach.

Finally, the complexity of the shape of the reference tiles
does not play a major role on the computational time. The
cases marked by the identifiers G5 and G6 require the same
times to form the matrices.

3.3.3 Influence of the density of the macro-geometry

Figure 9 summarizes the study of the influence of the macro-
mesh density, i.e. the number of tiles. In this study, the ref-
erence tile is fixed and taken as the case G1 depicted in Fig-
ure 8. The macro-geometry is successively refined such that
the number of tiles is increased by one in every direction at
each step. If the projection degree is fixed then the speed-
up 𝑇cost rapidly reaches a plateau (for 𝑚M ≥ 30). The com-
putational cost increases similarly for both formation proce-
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Fig. 10 The microstructured torus-like shape subjected to an imposed displacement: definition of the problem and structural analysis results.

Projection Numerical solutions Assembly time
𝐸proj 𝑝π 𝐸disp 𝐸stress 𝐸mat 𝐸vec Gauss Fast 𝑇cost

Torus 1 7.2 × 10−4 4, 4, 4 8.1 × 10−5 9.3 × 10−5 5.8 × 10−5 4.3 × 10−6 5.3min 4.4s 71
Torus 2 7.2 × 10−4 4, 4, 4 2.0 × 10−4 1.6 × 10−4 8.1 × 10−5 1.5 × 10−4 4.0min 4.7s 51
Twist 1 1.9 × 10−4 3, 3, 4 3.9 × 10−3 3.6 × 10−3 2.5 × 10−5 6.2 × 10−6 1.1min 3.2s 36
Twist 2 1.9 × 10−4 3, 3, 4 6.5 × 10−3 3.9 × 10−3 2.6 × 10−5 8.5 × 10−4 11.min 6.1s 107

Table 1 Quantitative results associated to the problems depicted in figures 10 and 11.
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dures. For instance, the speed-up is about 𝑇cost = 11 (±1)
when the projection degree is 𝑝π = 4 when the number of
tiles is 𝑚M ≥ 30 (see again Figure 9). However, the pro-
jection error for a given projection degree decreases with
the refinement of the macro-geometry as shown in Figure 9.
When adopting the strategy defined by Equation (65), the re-
quired projection degree tends to decreasewhile increasing the
number of tiles. For instance, the required projection degree
is 𝑝π = 4 when the number of tiles is 𝑚M = 45, whereas
𝑝π = 2 when 𝑚M = 1573. Consequently, the computational
time for assembling the operators is kept low when following
the adaptive selection of the projection degree. All the cases,
from 𝑚M = 3 to 𝑚M = 2016, require less than 4 seconds
to compute the non-zero components of the operators. Inter-
estingly, the maximal time which is 3.5 seconds concerns the
case𝑚M = 1200 forwhich cubic projection degree is required.
The finest case, i.e. 𝑚M = 2016, requires less than 3 seconds to
generate the non-zero data. The speed-up is about 𝑇cost = 45
for this last case, which attests the drastic reduction of the
computational time in comparison with the standard proce-
dure where a bit more than 2 minutes are needed to form the
operators.

3.3.4 Influence of the complexity of the macro-geometry

Finally, Figures 10 and 11 present additionally test cases where
the macro-geometries are more challenging. The macro-
geometry in Figure 10 consists in a quarter torus with a cross-
section defined by the combination of three circles. This ge-
ometry is parameterized exactlywith a quadraticNURBS. This
macro-geometry is discretized into 63 elements. Using the tol-
erance on the projection error as tol = 10−3 leads to select
the projection degree as 𝑝π = 4 (which implies 𝐸proj = 7.2 ⋅
10−4 ≤ tol). Figure 10 also presents the mechanical settings
of the problem. Two referencemicrostructures are considered
here: a straight cross tile similar to the case G3 in Figure 8 but
discretized with cubic splines, and the reference microstruc-
ture with identifier G8 in Figure 8. Figure 10 presents several
results from the structural analyses for both microstructured-
geometries. The depicted results are obtained with the oper-
ators built with the presented multiscale procedure but very
similar results are obtained with the standard operators. To
highlight the similarities between these numerical solutions,
we provide in Table 1 the associated errors. This table also
provides the computational time required to form the opera-
tors. It can be seen that the new procedure leads to the same
results than the standard procedure within a much smaller
amount of time.

The macro-geometry in Figure 11 consists in a helix vol-
ume (twisted extrusion of a square). Interestingly, the com-
plexity of the geometry concerns the direction of the extrusion
only. The squared cross-section can be representedwith linear
polynomials whereas higher degree is required to represent
(approximately) the twist. Here, we employ aNURBSwith de-

gree one in the two cross-section directions and degree two in
the direction of the extrusion. In order to take into account
these geometrical differences during the assembly, it seems
natural to select a different projection degree in the cross-
section directions than in the direction of the extrusion. This
can be done by initializing the projection degrees by the ones
of the underlyingmacro-geometry. Then, the projection space
is enriched (or coarsened) until the projection error is below
the chosen tolerance (strategy described in Equation (65)). For
the macro-geometry of the twist as given in Figure 11, it leads
to a projection space with degrees 𝑝π = 3, 3, 4. Figure 11
also describes the mechanical problem: the microstructured-
geometries are subjected to their own weights. We use the
same projection space for approximating the body forces (re-
call Equation (40)) than the one used for the stiffness matrix.
Again, two reference microstructures are considered here: the
referencemicrostructureswith identifierG4 andG9 in Figure 8.
The observations are the same than for the previous example
of the torus-like microstructured geometry. The new multi-
scale approach requires much less computational time for the
formation of the finite element operators than the standard
procedure, and it leads to (visually) indistinguishable numeri-
cal results as evidenced by the results in table 1. The solution
errors are a bit higher than for the previous examples but are
still acceptably low.

Finally, let us point out that the new procedure is success-
ful due to the smoothness of the fields to be projected. Even
for complex macro-geometries like the torus or the twist, rel-
atively low projection degrees were found appropriate to get
satisfying numerical results. Surely, this is no longer valid in
case of geometrical singularities. When a macro-element is
degenerated, one would preferably used more standard pro-
cedure to form the local operators there.

4 Extension to other quantities of
interest

The presented fast assembling strategy can be extended to the
computation of other quantities of interest than the finite el-
ement operators. We show briefly in this section how the de-
velopedmulti-scale approach enables to perform, for instance,
sensitivity analyses commonly involved in design optimiza-
tion. We also discuss the construction of a matrix-free solver
for the resolution.

4.1 Sensitivity Analysis

The volume and the compliance are often involved in design
optimization problems. It is possible to perform the sensitivity
analysis of these response functions with respect to themacro-
geometry which follows the multiscale philosophy presented
in this work.
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Fig. 11 The microstructured twisted-square subjected to earth’s gravity: definition of the problem and structural analysis results.

4.1.1 Geometric quantities

Again, the case of the volume enables to highlight themethod-
ology. The goal is to evaluate the influence of the macro-
geometry on the volume. More specifically, we seek to com-
pute the gradient of the volume with respect to the control
point coordinates associated to the macro-mapping. Then,
this gradient can be employed in gradient-based optimization
algorithm to solve design optimization problems.

After the split of the scale (recall Figure 4), all the geomet-
ric information associated to the macro-geometry is concate-
nated into the projection coefficients. Thus, the differentia-
tion of the volume w.r.t. the macro-geometry concerns these
projection coefficients principally. All the other quantities in-
volved in the expression of the volume remain untouched (es-
pecially the lookup table) and can be concatenated into what
can be seen as an adjoint field. Mathematically, the mentioned
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derivatives w.r.t. a control point 𝐦 are expressed as:

dVπ(𝑡)

d𝐦 = ∫[0,1] ̄𝑑
𝑣r(ξ) d

d𝐦|det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) |(ξ) dξ , (66)

where 𝑣r denotes the adjoint field, that lives in the projection
space (21) and encapsulates all the information regarding the
micro-structure through the Bezier-coefficients:

𝑣r(ξ) =
𝑛π

∑
𝐶=1

𝑁𝐻
𝐶 (ξ)⟨𝖙ℎ

π⟩𝐶 . (67)

Here, the coefficients are basically the components of the
lookup table where the inverse of the projection matrix was
included (see Equation (26)). Interestingly, when taking 𝑝π =
0, the adjoint field is constant and equal to the volume fraction
filled by the reference microstructure.

Except this adjoint field, the differentiation of the Jaco-
bian determinant w.r.t. the control point coordinates in Equa-
tion (66) is a standard mathematical operation found also in
the classical isogeometric shape optimization framework, see
for example (38) for the calculation details. Finally, the com-
putational cost of the gradient as given by Equation (66) is al-
most the same than computing the gradient associated to the
macro-geometry without the microstructure. The speed-up is
therefore important (similar to the case of the volume itself)
in comparison with the standard computation based on full
quadrature rule occurring at the micro-scale. Figure 12 gives
the results of the sensitivity analysis of the volume w.r.t. the
control point of themacro-geometry for the samemicrostruc-
tured geometry than the one already studied in Section 3.1.

4.1.2 Compliance

The compliance characterizes the overall stiffness of the struc-
ture and how it deforms under the prescribed loads. In design
optimization, this quantity is often used as the objective func-
tion to be minimized, see for example (60). It is basically the
deformation energy and can be expressed as:

C = 1
2Wext . (68)

Then, the derivative of the local compliance w.r.t. the control
point coordinates associated to themacro-geometry can be ex-
pressed as:

dCπ(𝑡)

d𝐦 =
∂Wπ(𝑡)

ext
∂𝐦 + 1

2
∂Wπ(𝑡)

int
∂𝐦 . (69)

The remaining derivatives take the same form than the ones
introduced for the case of the volume, i.e. Equation (66). They
involve some adjoint fields and the derivatives of the macro-
fields involved in the formulation of the virtual works (i.e.
Equations (37), (40), and (41)). For instance, the differentia-
tion of the local internal work reads as:

∂Wπ(𝑡)
int

∂𝐦 = ∫[0,1] ̄𝑑 (
𝑑

∑
𝑖𝑗𝑘𝑙=1

𝐖ℎ(𝑡)
π,𝑖𝑗𝑘𝑙(ξ) d

d𝐦𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 𝑘𝑙(ξ)) dξ , (70)

where the corresponding adjoint quantities live in the projec-
tion space again:

𝐖ℎ(𝑡)
π,𝑖𝑗𝑘𝑙(ξ) =

𝑛π

∑
𝐶=1

𝑁𝐻
𝐶 (ξ)⟨𝐖ℎ(𝑡)

π,𝑖𝑗𝑘𝑙⟩𝐶 , ξ ∈ [0, 1]𝑑 . (71)
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Fig. 13 Computation of the gradient of the compliance with respect to the control points of the macro-geometry. The mechanical problem is the same
than in Figure 7.

The associated Bezier coefficients are obtained by solving lin-
ear systems of the form:

⟨𝐖ℎ(𝑡)
π,𝑖𝑗𝑘𝑙⟩ = 𝐌𝐻

π
−1⟨𝐖ℎ(𝑡)

𝑖𝑗𝑘𝑙⟩, (72)

where the right-hand sides involve the local state solution (13):

⟨𝐖ℎ(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗𝑘𝑙⟩𝐶 = ∫ΩT

𝑢(𝑡)
𝑘′𝑖 𝑢(𝑡)

𝑙′𝑗 𝑁𝐻
𝐶 dξ . (73)

These integrals are computed via the product of the lookup
table already introduced for the fast assembly of the stiffness
matrix and the displacement DOF. Let us mentioned that the
resolution of the linear systems as given in Equation (72), can
be done off-line by integrating the inverse directly into the

lookup table as done for the case of the volume (recall Equa-
tion (26) and the related discussion). Finally, the derivatives
of the macro-fields w.r.t. the control points in Equation (70)
are standard calculation steps in structural shape optimization,
see for example (38; 60) for the details. The differentiation of
the external work in Equation (69) is done similarly. Further-
more, this term might be neglected if the load support is kept
identical during the design optimization (which is often the
case). Employing semi-analytical differentiation schemes (10)
or even automatic differentiation tools (30) might good alter-
natives to perform these calculation steps too.

Figure 13 shows several results regarding the sensitivity
analysis for the case of the compliance. Several components of
the adjoint field, for two different sub-domains, are depicted.
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At the end, this gradient can be useful in an optimization pro-
cess to improve the design of the structure.

4.2 Toward a matrix-free approach
Despite the computational time, one another important re-
source is the computer memory. The full matrices associated
to a microstructured geometry can be large especially when
the macro-geometry and/or the reference microstructure are
finely discretized. The presented multiscale approach can be
the starting point to design amatrix-free approach (27; 55; 61).
The main idea consists in solving the linear system (30) with-
out assembling the full matrix in a preliminary step. To that
purpose, one can employ a Krylov subspace method along
with a preconditioner, where only matrix-vector multiplica-
tions are performed. Interestingly, it is possible to perform the
multiplication of a vectorwith the systemmatrixwith only the
lookup table and the projection coefficients at hand:

𝐊𝐮 =
𝑚M

∑
𝑡=1

LinOp (⟨𝐀̄𝐻(𝑡)⟩, 𝕶ℎ
r , 𝐮(𝑡)) . (74)

The linear operator LinOp computes somehow the local ma-
trices on-the-fly. However, the local matrices are never stored
but only the lookup table and the projection coefficients are.
For this matrix-free approach to be valid, the precondition-
ing step needs to follow the same philosophy. For that pur-
pose, the use of Domain-Decomposition Methods appears to
us very attractive, see for example (12; 34). In order to push
the multiscale philosophy during the resolution too, one may
apply multiscale DDMs (28; 44; 68).

5 Conclusions
We developed a novel procedure for the formation of the fi-
nite element operators associated to microstructured geome-
tries modeled via compositions of splines. The approach in-
volves two principal ingredients: a polynomial approximation
of the common factors in the integrals occurring at themacro-
scale and lookup tables with precomputed integrals associated
to the micro-scale. As a result, we exploited not only the mul-
tiscale nature of the problem, but also the repetitiveness of
the micro-scale pattern during the formation of the opera-
tors. We observed major computational savings in compar-
ison with the standard formation procedure based on Gauss
quadrature. Even for low degree solution space, the assem-
bly time is reduced fromminutes (standard procedure) to sec-
onds (new procedure) as revealed by the presented numeri-
cal examples. The speedup became overwhelming for high-
order and/or refined splines. We believe the developed mul-
tiscale approach constitutes an interesting basis for the com-
putational design of complex microstructured geometries. In
order to highlight this point, we extended this fast procedure
to sensitivity analyses commonly involved in design optimiza-
tion. We also briefly described the construction of a matrix-

free approach which consists a perspective of interest to set up
an efficient resolution of the large linear systems to be solved.
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A Macro-field in linear elasticity.
We provide here several intermediary calculation steps re-
quired to identify the quantities to project during the fast-
assembly via table lookup in the context of linear elasticity.
The following results can also be used in standard IGA to-
gether with the methodologies developed in (49; 50; 58), for
instance.

A.1 Elastostatics with curvilinear coordinates
The virtual work (32, 33) can be formulated with respect to
general curvilinear coordinates. For this purpose, one can em-
ploy the formalism commonly adopted for shell formulations,
as presented in Bischoff et al. (9) for instance. The following
steps consider 3-dimensional problems (i.e.we fix ̄𝑑 = 𝑑 = 3).

By pulling back the macro-mapping ℳ(𝑡), the virtual in-
ternal work is transformed as:

W(𝑡)
int (𝒖, 𝒗) = − ∫Ω(𝑡)

𝛔(𝒖) ∶ 𝛆(𝒗) dΩ , (75)

= − ∫ΩT
(𝛔(𝑡)(𝒖) ∶ 𝛆(𝑡)(𝒗)) |det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) | dξ . (76)

where the stress and strain tensors are expressed with respect
to themacro-curvilinear coordinates ξ𝑖 (recall the notations in
Figure 2). The strain tensors are represented by their covariant
components ̂ε𝑖𝑗 and the stress tensors are represented by their
contravariant components σ̌𝑖𝑗 :

𝛆(𝑡) = ̂ε(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 𝐠̌(𝑡)

𝑖 ⊗ 𝐠̌(𝑡)
𝑗 , 𝛔(𝑡) = σ̌(𝑡)

𝑖𝑗 𝐠̂(𝑡)
𝑖 ⊗ 𝐠̂(𝑡)

𝑗 , (77)

where the Einstein’s summation convention applies, and ⊗
defines the tensor product of two vectors. With this choice,
the scalar product of the strain and stress second-order ten-
sors (operator ∶ in the internal work) reads as:

𝛔(𝑡) ∶ 𝛆(𝑡) =
3

∑
𝑖=1

3

∑
𝑗=1

σ̌(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 ̂ε(𝑡)

𝑖𝑗 . (78)

The covariant basis vectors 𝐠̂𝑖 are obtained from partial
derivatives of the global mappings with respect to the macro-
parameters, which are abbreviated via subscripted comma for
short notation:

𝐠̂(𝑡)
𝑖 = ℳ(𝑡)

′ξ𝑖
. (79)
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Their orthogonal counterpart, i.e. the contravariant basis vec-
tors 𝐠̌𝑖, can be obtained through:

𝐠̌(𝑡)
𝑖 = ̌𝑔(𝑡)

𝑖1 𝐠̂(𝑡)
1 + ̌𝑔(𝑡)

𝑖2 𝐠̂(𝑡)
2 + ̌𝑔(𝑡)

𝑖3 𝐠̂(𝑡)
3 (80)

where the contravariant metrics ̌𝑔𝑖𝑗 result from inverting 3-
by-3 matrices formed by the covariant metrics ̂𝑔𝑖𝑗 :

[ ̌𝑔(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 ] = [ ̂𝑔(𝑡)

𝑖𝑗 ]−1, where ̂𝑔(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 = 𝐠̂(𝑡)

𝑖 ⋅ 𝐠̂(𝑡)
𝑗 . (81)

With these notations in hand, the covariant strains compo-
nents in Equation (78) are given by:

̂ε(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 (𝒖) = 1

2 (𝒖′ξ𝑖 ⋅ 𝐠̂(𝑡)
𝑗 + 𝒖′ξ𝑗 ⋅ 𝐠̂(𝑡)

𝑖 ) . (82)

In the case of isotropic materials with an elastic behavior,
the contravariant stresses components also involved in Equa-
tion (78) are given by:

σ̌(𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 (𝒖) =

3

∑
𝑘=1

3

∑
𝑙=1

̌𝐶 (𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 𝑘𝑙 ̂ε(𝑡)

𝑘𝑙 (𝒖), (83)

where the contravariant components of the material tensor
are:

̌𝐶 (𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 𝑘𝑙 = 𝜆 ̌𝑔(𝑡)

𝑖𝑗 ̌𝑔(𝑡)
𝑘𝑙 + 𝜇 ( ̌𝑔(𝑡)

𝑖𝑘 ̌𝑔(𝑡)
𝑗𝑙 + ̌𝑔(𝑡)

𝑖𝑙 ̌𝑔(𝑡)
𝑗𝑘) , (84a)

̌𝐶 (𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 𝑘𝑙 = ̌𝐶 (𝑡)

𝑗𝑖 𝑘𝑙 = ̌𝐶 (𝑡)
𝑖𝑗 𝑙𝑘 = ̌𝐶 (𝑡)

𝑘𝑙 𝑖𝑗 , (84b)

which involve twomaterial parameters, i.e. the so-called Lamé
constants 𝜆 and 𝜇. These coefficients are usually prescribed
using the Young’s modulus 𝐸 and the Poisson’s ratio 𝜈 of the
material.

The external virtual work also needs to be manipulated
in order to apply the fast assembly strategy. Similarly to the
internal work, the integrals defining the external work need
to be expressed with respect to the macro-curvilinear coordi-
nates. Performing the change of variables by pulling back the
macro-mappings is quite straightforward for the case of the
body forces. On the contrary, dealing with the tractions may
require more attention. Two loading scenarios should be dis-
tinguished as defined in Figure 5: the case where load support
overlaps the macro-boundaries, and the case where the load
support lies inside the macro-elements. This last case will not
be considered in the scope of this work. Consequently, after
the change of variables, the considered local external works
are of the form:

W(𝑡)
ext(𝒗) = ∫ΩT

(𝒗 ⋅ 𝐛̄(𝑡)) dξ + ∫ΓT
(𝒗 ⋅ ̄𝐭(𝑡)) dΓT . (85)

where

𝐛̄(𝑡)(ξ) = (𝐛 ∘ ℳ(𝑡))(ξ) |det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) |(ξ), ξ ∈ ΩT, (86)
̄𝐭(𝑡)(ξ) = (𝐭 ∘ ℳ(𝑡))(ξ) |det 𝐼ℳ(𝑡) |(ξ), ξ ∈ ΓT ∩ ∂[0, 1]3, (87)

and

det 𝐼ℳ(𝑡) = (𝐯(𝑡)
1 × 𝐯(𝑡)

2 ) ⋅ 𝐯(𝑡)
3 ,

𝐯(𝑡)
𝑖 =

{
𝐧(𝑡)

𝑖 = 𝐠̌(𝑡)
𝑖 /|𝐠̌(𝑡)

𝑖 | if ξ𝑖 ∈ {0, 1},
𝐠̂(𝑡)

𝑖 else.
(88)

Further information regarding continuum formulation with
curvilinear coordinates can be found, for instance in Bischoff
et al. (9).

A.2 Expression of the macro-fields in the internal
work
A.2.1 Matrix formulation

In order to reveal the macro-quantities to be projected, one
can use the followingmatrix formulation. The following steps
consider 3-dimensional problems (i.e. we fix ̄𝑑 = 𝑑 = 3). Due
to the symmetries in the strains, the stresses, and the material
tensors, a compactmatrix representation of theses quantities is
possible. By employing Voigt notation, the six distinct strains
components are concatenated into a vector given by:

̂𝛆(𝑡)(𝒖) = 𝐆̂(𝑡)⊤𝒖′𝛏, (89)

with ̂𝛆(𝑡) ∈ ℝ6, 𝐆̂(𝑡)⊤ ∈ ℝ6×9, and 𝒖′𝛏 ∈ ℝ9. According to
Equation (82), their expressions are:

̂𝛆(𝑡) =

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

̂ε11
̂ε22
̂ε33

2 ̂ε23
2 ̂ε13
2 ̂ε12

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

(𝑡)

, 𝐆̂(𝑡)⊤ =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

𝐠̂⊤
1

𝐠̂⊤
2

𝐠̂⊤
3

𝐠̂⊤
3 𝐠̂⊤

2
𝐠̂⊤

3 𝐠̂⊤
1

𝐠̂⊤
2 𝐠̂⊤

1

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

(𝑡)

, 𝒖′𝛏 =
⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

𝒖′ξ1
𝒖′ξ2
𝒖′ξ3

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

. (90)

Key sub-blocks denoted 𝐆̂(𝑡)
𝑖 ∈ ℝ3×6 can be identified in the

strains-displacement relations:

𝐆̂(𝑡)
1 = [𝐠̂1 𝟎 𝟎 𝟎 𝐠̂3 𝐠̂2]

(𝑡) , (91a)

𝐆̂(𝑡)
2 = [𝟎 𝐠̂2 𝟎 𝐠̂3 𝟎 𝐠̂1]

(𝑡) , (91b)

𝐆̂(𝑡)
3 = [𝟎 𝟎 𝐠̂3 𝐠̂2 𝐠̂1 𝟎]

(𝑡) , (91c)

such that:

𝐆̂(𝑡)⊤ = [𝐆̂(𝑡)⊤
1 𝐆̂(𝑡)⊤

2 𝐆̂(𝑡)⊤
3 ] . (92)

Then, the strains-stresses relation (the constitutive law, al-
ready introduced in Equation (83)) reads, in the matrix form,
as:

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

σ̌11
σ̌22
σ̌33
σ̌23
σ̌13
σ̌12

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

(𝑡)

=

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

̌𝐶11 11 ̌𝐶11 22 ̌𝐶11 33 ̌𝐶11 23 ̌𝐶11 13 ̌𝐶11 12
∗ ̌𝐶22 22 ̌𝐶22 33 ̌𝐶22 23 ̌𝐶22 13 ̌𝐶22 12
∗ ∗ ̌𝐶33 33 ̌𝐶33 23 ̌𝐶33 13 ̌𝐶33 12
∗ ∗ ∗ ̌𝐶23 23 ̌𝐶23 13 ̌𝐶23 12
∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ̌𝐶13 13 ̌𝐶13 12
∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ̌𝐶12 12

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

(𝑡)
⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

̂ε11
̂ε22
̂ε33

2 ̂ε23
2 ̂ε13
2 ̂ε12

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

(𝑡)

, (93)
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where the given matrix, later denoted 𝐂̌(𝑡), is symmetric and
contains the 21 distinct components of the material tensor. By
substituting Equation (89) in Equation (93), the stresses can be
expressed with respect to the displacement field via:

𝛔̌(𝑡)(𝒖) = 𝐂̌(𝑡) ̂𝛆(𝑡)(𝒖) = 𝐂̌(𝑡)𝐆̂(𝑡)⊤𝒖′𝛏 . (94)

Finally, this leads us to the following expression of the internal
virtual work:

W(𝑡)
int (𝒖, 𝒗) = − ∫ΩT

(𝛔̌(𝑡)(𝒖) ⋅ ̂𝛆(𝑡)(𝒗))|det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) | dξ , (95)

= − ∫ΩT
(𝒖⊤

′ξ𝐆̂(𝑡)𝐂̌(𝑡)𝐆̂(𝑡)⊤𝒗′ξ)|det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) | dξ , (96)

= −
3

∑
𝑖=1

3

∑
𝑗=1 ∫ΩT

(𝒖⊤
′ξ𝑖

𝐆̂(𝑡)
𝑖 𝐂̌(𝑡)𝐆̂(𝑡)⊤

𝑗 𝒗′ξ𝑗 )|det 𝐽ℳ(𝑡) | dξ . (97)

This last equation enables to identify the macro-fields to
project as provided in Equation (36).

A.2.2 A simple case for validation

For illustrative purpose (and code verification), themacro-field
involved in the internal work can be explicitly expressed for
simple geometries. Let us for instance consider the macro-
geometry as a cube of length 𝐿; i.e. the global mapping reads:

ℳ(ξ1, ξ2, ξ3) = (ξ1𝐿) 𝐱 + (ξ2𝐿) 𝐲 + (ξ3𝐿) 𝐳, (98)

with ξ1, ξ2, ξ3 ∈ [0, 1]. In this simple case, the macro-fields
are constants, and are given by:

𝐀̄𝐻
11 =

⎡⎢⎢⎣

𝛼1
𝛼2

𝛼2

⎤⎥⎥⎦
, 𝐀̄𝐻

22 =
⎡⎢⎢⎣

𝛼2
𝛼1

𝛼2

⎤⎥⎥⎦
, 𝐀̄𝐻

33 =
⎡⎢⎢⎣

𝛼2
𝛼2

𝛼1

⎤⎥⎥⎦
,

𝐀̄𝐻
12 =

⎡⎢⎢⎣

𝛼3
𝛼2

⎤⎥⎥⎦
, 𝐀̄𝐻

13 =
⎡⎢⎢⎣

𝛼3

𝛼2

⎤⎥⎥⎦
, 𝐀̄𝐻

23 =
⎡⎢⎢⎣

𝛼3
𝛼2

⎤⎥⎥⎦
.

(99)

where the three distinct coefficients are:

𝛼1 = (𝜆 + 2𝜇)𝐿, 𝛼2 = 𝜇𝐿, 𝛼3 = 𝜆𝐿. (100)
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