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Abstract

We develop a new neural network based material model for discrete fibrous materials that strictly
enforces constitutive constraints such as polyconvexity, frame-indifference, and the symmetry of the
stress and material stiffness. Additionally, we show that the accuracy of the stress and material
stiffness predictions is significantly improved for this neural network by using a Sobolev minimization
strategy that includes derivative terms. We obtain a normalized mean square error of 0.15% for the
strain energy density, 0.815% averaged across the components of the stress, and 5.4% averaged across
the components of the stiffness tensor. This machine-learned constitutive model was deployed in a
finite element simulation of a facet capsular ligament. The displacement fields and stress-strain curves
were compared to a multiscale simulation that required running on a GPU-based supercomputer.
The new approach maintained upward of 85% accuracy in stress up to 70% strain while reducing the
computation cost by orders of magnitude.

Keywords: multiscale analysis, facet capsular ligament, machine learning, constitutive relation, surrogate
model

1 Introduction

Biological materials are among the most complex
materials to model due to their microstructural
heterogeneity, innate length-scale spanning orders
of magnitude, and affinity for large deformation.
Alongside traditional analytical formulation of
hyperelastic material models, these complexities
have led to the emergence of various multiscale
methodologies that enable a greater understand-
ing of the interplay between scales. They are
gaining particular traction in modeling biological
tissues with a network-like microstructure made
of collagen fibers [1–3].

An upscaling multiscale approach is typical for
modeling biological tissues due to a strong scale
separation between the macroscale (e.g., model)
and the subscale (e.g., fiber) length scales. In these
methods, the subscale material behavior is homog-
enized to provide the constitutive properties for
the macroscale analysis. This homogenization can
either be done concurrently with the macroscale
solution or a priori.

In a priori homogenization, numerical pro-
cedures such as the finite element method are
typically used to perform a standard set of com-
putational experiments (e.g., uniaxial displace-
ment, biaxial displacement, pure shear, etc.) on
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a discrete material model to calibrate an analyti-
cal constitutive model, such as the neo-Hookean,
HGO, or Fung model [4, 5]. These constitu-
tive models generally contain a small number
of free parameters that need to be calibrated.
As a result, this approach is computationally
inexpensive because the needed set of numerical
experiments is kept to a minimum.

Another option is to use an upscaling multi-
scale method where the microstructure is homog-
enized concurrently with the macroscale solution.
One example of this scheme is the FE2 method
developed by [6] and others. In this procedure, the
representative microstructures are simulated con-
currently using the deformation gradient informed
by the macroscale problem (i.e., the deformation
gradient experienced by the finite elements of the
macroscale model). This mitigates the need for
an analytical constitutive response function and
can handle a broader range of emergent behaviors.
The microstructure may be a continuum or a dis-
crete model, with the latter being the case for soft
fibrous materials.

Both a priori and concurrent hierarchical
methods require strong scale separation and
homogenization over a large enough domain
that has representative material properties (i.e.,
the representative volume element (RVE)). The
homogenization literature typically describes this
as the size where the constitutive response remains
unchanged under equivalent loading conditions
(e.g., the Voigt and Reuss bounds converge). In
3D Voronoi networks, a common proxy for col-
lagen networks, the RVE size is ≫ 40 times the
mean fiber length [7]. However, microscale simula-
tions of this size are not tractable in the context of
concurrent upscaling multiscale analysis without
the use of supercomputers and specialized solution
procedures such as MuMFiM described in [8].

Due to this cost, the most common approach
is to use a priori homogenization methods. The
analytical material models for fibrous structures
are based on the affine assumption that the
fiber’s end-to-end vector will deform according
to a global deformation gradient. However, many
authors have shown that the non-affine behav-
ior of stochastic networks is critical to the overall
response [9–13]. Consequently, traditional analyti-
cal constitutive response functions cannot capture
behaviors that stem from micromechanical details

such as dynamic realignment of fibers and non-
locality, which are prominent in biological and
polymeric materials and lead to emergent proper-
ties. One such observed emergent behavior is that
networks exhibit Poisson’s ratios over the thermo-
dynamic limit for homogeneous elastic materials
[14]. This behavior is modified when fibers are
embedded into a matrix and is a strong function of
the ratio of the fiber and matrix stiffnesses [15, 16].
Fortunately, data-driven techniques such as neu-
ral network-based models present an alternative
pathway to develop material models without these
limiting assumptions, which is the topic of the
current study.

Over the past decade, machine learning mod-
els have become an increasingly important part
of the engineering design process, due to promis-
ing accuracy in predicting complex deformation
fields and in constitutive modeling of nonlinear
materials [17–22]. Mathematically, a neural net-
work is generally an involved composite function
that contains controlled nonlinearity and a large
number of free parameters that are calibrated to
model a plethora of phenomena. The mathemati-
cal formulation is generally discussed in terms of
’neural network architecture’ and can be chosen
so that the underlying functional form is con-
vex (e.g., Input Convex Neural Network (ICNN)
[23], which is particularly conducive to continuum
mechanics based material model formulation).
Once trained, these surrogate models have com-
putational efficiency comparable to traditional
hyperelastic models while being more capable
of handling nuances of complex microstructural
deformations. In this paper, we adopt this frame-
work to model fibrous network material using an
extensive dataset obtained using MuMFiM.

The primary contribution of this work is a
comprehensive numerical material model describ-
ing the constitutive response of fibrous material
without limiting assumptions such as affine defor-
mation or incompressibility. The model maps the
deformation gradient to the strain energy den-
sity function from which other relevant quantities,
such as stress and stiffness tensor, are obtained.
The particular choice of the neural network
ensures the resulting model is compatible with the
continuum mechanics framework. We further aug-
ment the material model’s accuracy through the
so-called Sobolev training protocol that considers
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stress and/or stiffness during ICNN training to
obtain noticeably better predictions than ICNN
trained using strain energy information only.

The overall computational framework we
adopt here targets the finite element-based analy-
sis of problems of practical interest. As a demon-
stration, we replace the computationally expen-
sive microscale simulation of MuMFiM package
with the trained model to analyze the deforma-
tion of facet capsule ligament (FCL) and com-
pare the result to that obtained using a con-
currently homogenized approach that requires
modern GPU-based supercomputers. The new
paradigm reduces the computational costs by
orders of magnitude while maintaining upward of
85% accuracy in stress response up to 70% uniax-
ial strain. Thus, we expect that the present work
will enable researchers without access to special-
ized resources to investigate engineering problems
involving fibrous materials with ease.

2 Methods

The numerical constitutive model developed here
is purposefully designed to work with numeri-
cal procedures such as finite element methods.
Thus, we describe the model’s merits and place
in a typical workflow involving fibrous materials
by summarizing the relevant components of the
overall analysis trajectory.

For macroscale problems of practical interest,
a multiscale method such as FE2[6] is gener-
ally necessary due to the microstructural com-
plexities of the fibrous material. A simplified
schematic of this approach is shown in Figure 1a.
In this workflow, two finite-element solution mod-
ules are utilized. The first module analyzes the
discretized macroscale problem, hereafter denoted
as the macroscale module. The deformation gradi-
ent experienced by a macroscale element is applied
to a representative volume element (RVE) by a
second finite element solver, hereafter referred to
as a microscale module. The output of this mod-
ule is used to compute material response in the
form of stress and stiffness tensor and passed back
to the macroscale solver. The process is repeated
for all finite elements in the macroscale problem
to complete one iteration/step in the macroscale
module. A set of GPU-accelerated solvers may be
used for the microscale module to solve multiple
RVEs concurrently [1].

For multiscale analysis involving fibrous mate-
rial in MuMFiMimplementation, the RVE is a
discrete fiber network model such as 3D Delau-
nay shown in Figure 1b. The material response
required at the integration point of a macroscale
element is obtained through numerical simula-
tion of the discrete models. Thus, the macroscale
procedure does not require any explicit material
model of RVE or assumptions regarding the defor-
mation of the fibers. However, as a consequence,
the microscale module is computationally expen-
sive for problems of practical interest. The current
study aims to develop a surrogate model to replace
this module.

To develop the numerical constitutive model,
we first systematically sample the deformation
gradient landscape and use the GPU-accelerated
solvers (microscale module) to produce a large
dataset that relates the deformation gradients to
corresponding stress and stiffness tensors (i.e., the
response of discrete RVEs). We then use a part of
the dataset to train an input convex neural net-
work (ICNN) that maps the deformation gradient
to strain energy density. The remaining data is
used as a test set for model verification purposes.
The trained model, along with methods to com-
pute stress and stiffness tensor, forms a complete
framework that replaces the microscale module in
Figure 1a. The merit is realized as an exceptional
gain in computational efficiency with an accept-
able margin of error, which is discussed in later
sections.

For the remainder of this section, we describe
in greater detail the key aspects of the overall
solution procedure, sampling method, and cer-
tain choices associated with the neural network
framework, ensuring that all interacting parts are
compatible and theoretically sound.

2.1 Multiscale Finite Element
Method

Here, we present the outline of an upscaling mul-
tiscale finite analysis scheme that was originally
developed by the authors in [1]. In our multiscale
scheme, the Cauchy stress (σ), and tangent mate-
rial stiffness (C) are computed from a set of con-
current subscale problems through computational
homogenization. This can be contrasted against
analytical constitutive models that may have been
constructed from a priori homogenization, such as
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Fig. 1 (a) Schematic of a typical workflow of MuMFiM
multiscale procedure that involves two finite element solu-
tion modules that handle the macro and microscale part
of the problem, respectively. The deformation gradient, as
informed by the macroscale module, is used to simulate
RVEs to estimate the material response. For fibrous mate-
rials, the RVE is a discrete fiber network model (e.g., 3D
Delaunay network shown in (b)). The machine learning
model presented in this study is intended to be an accu-
rate model of the RVE and aims to replace the ‘microscale‘
module in panel (a).

the HGO Model [4]. The inclusion of this subscale
problem is what distinguishes the computational
method used here from a run-of-the-mill nonlinear
finite element method. This methodology is known
as a hierarchical or upscaling multiscale method,
where we emphasize that the scheme employed
here computes subscale problems concurrently
with the macroscale solution procedure.

Two key assumptions in the upscaling mul-
tiscale formulation are that the subscale prob-
lems have behavior representative of a macroscale
continuum and the volume of the subscale prob-
lem is of a differential size compared with the
macroscale finite element within which it resides.

These requirements place strict bounds on the size
of the RVE.

2.1.1 Macroscale Problem

On the macroscale, we use a 3D updated-
Lagrangian displacement-based finite element for-
mulation to solve the balance of virtual power.

δP = δP int − δP ext = 0 ∀δv ∈ (1)

where

δP int =

∫
V

σijδDijdV, (2)

δP ext =

∫
∂V

tiδvi dΓ . (3)

Here, is the set of kinematically admissible veloc-
ity fields, σ is the Cauchy stress, D is the sym-
metric rate of deformation tensor, t is the surface
traction, V is the total volume of the body, and
∂V is the surface of the domain.

By pulling out the virtual velocities from the
integrals and noting the arbitrariness of the vir-
tual velocities, we obtain the typical nonlinear
discretized equations for the residual:

RkI =

∫
V

BijkIσij dV −
∫
∂Vj

NItk dΓj = 0, (4)

and the tangent stiffness:

KkIrJ =

∫
V

BijkIDijpqBpqrJ dV

+δij

∫
V

BijkIσpqBpqrJ dV ,

(5)

where majuscule indices correspond to nodal
degrees of freedom, and minuscule indices cor-
respond to spatial dimensions. BI is the shape
function derivatives at node I, NI is the shape
functions at node I, and D is the tangent mate-
rial stiffness. For the updated-Lagrangian finite
element procedure, the material stiffness is given
as the push forward of the derivative of the
second Piola-Kirchhoff with respect to the Green-
Lagrange strain. That is:

Dmnpq =
1

J
FmiFnj

∂Πij

∂Ers
FprFqs. (6)
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2.1.2 Downscaling

An upscaling homogenization scheme requires
information passing between the macro and sub-
scale model at each integration point. Downscaling
is the process of passing the macroscopic strains
down to the subscale. Here, we take the sub-
scale displacements as a Taylor series about the
macroscopic integration point, that is:

xs
(
XM,Xs

)
= XM+FM·(Xs−XM)+x̃s(XM,Xs),

(7)
where vbxs is the subscale coordinate, FM is the
macroscopic deformation gradient at the integra-
tion point, and x̃s are the higher-order terms that
are typically described as fluctuations. To pro-
ceed, we make the following choices, which can
be interpreted as orthogonality of the mean and
fluctuating fields [24, 25].

1. The RVE centroid is coincident with the macro-
scopic integration point:∫

V s

(Xs −XM) dV = 0. (8)

2. The macroscopic deformation gradient is the
volume average of the subscale deformation
gradient:

FM =
1

V s

∫
V s

Fs dV . (9)

Three types of boundary conditions are com-
mon: homogeneous displacement, homogeneous
traction, and periodic. However, any set of bound-
ary conditions that satisfies:∫

Γs

x̃s ⊗ ndΓ = 0 (10)

can be used. In this work, we use homogeneous
displacement boundary conditions.

Many authors argue for the use of periodic
boundary conditions because it reduces the size
of the RVE that is needed. However, fibrous
materials are not periodic, so this choice is not
appropriate. Instead, one may use the so-called
”Generalized Boundary Condition” of [26], which
has been extended to fibrous materials [7]. This
boundary condition can be used to help mitigate
the significant size effect that is present in these
materials [7].

2.1.3 Upscaling

Upscaling is the process of transferring data back
to the macroscopic problem from the subscale
problem. It requires application of the Hill-Mandel
criterion, which states that the volume average of
an increment in the microscopic power density is
equal to the macroscopic power density. Or:∫

V s

σs : δDs dV = σM : δDM. (11)

Based on equation (11), we identify the following
upscaling rule for the stress:

σM =
1

V s

∫
V s

σs dV . (12)

An additional rule is needed to upscale the
material stiffness as needed for the macroscale tan-
gent stiffness matrix calculation (equation (5)).
Determination of this upscaling rule is challeng-
ing, as it requires a derivative of the mean subscale
stresses with respect to the macroscale strains.

If Jacobians are available, one can use the
reduced stiffness method described in [27], or the
non-affine approach described in [2]. However,
fiber simulations typically have significant parts
of the load path that have singular Jacobians due
to nonlinearities. We have found that use of these
methods is not robust when large numbers (tens
of thousands to millions) of subscale problems
must be computed simultaneously. This is because
failed convergence of any single RVE prevents the
overall macroscale solution from proceeding.

Instead, we make use of an alternative, finite
difference approach that works well with the Jaco-
bian free dynamic relaxation solution procedures
we use to robustly solve the subscale network
problems (see 2.1.4). Making use of symmetries
does require six additional solves of the subscale
problem; however, these typically converge quickly
as they only represent small perturbations.

Here, we provide the key equations for comput-
ing the material stiffness with the finite difference
method; however, a more complete discussion can
be found in [1].

From equation (6), we note that we must find
the derivative of the macroscopic second Piola-
Kirchhoff stress with the macroscopic Green-
Lagrange strain and perform the push forward to
obtain D, which is used in the updated-Lagrangian
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finite element calculations. In the remainder of
this section, we will use square brackets to refer to
the Mandel form of symmetric fourth-order tensor
quantities.

The finite difference computation proceeds as
follows:

1. Compute the stresses in six perturbed direc-
tions and compute the finite difference tensor:

Pijpq =
Πij(Ulm + hTlmpq)−Πij(Ulm)

h
, (13)

where the directions are given by:

[
T
]
=

1

2


1 0 0 0

√
2
√
2

0 1 0
√
2 0

√
2

0 0 1
√
2
√
2 0

0 0 0 2 0 0
0 0 0 0 2 0
0 0 0 0 0 2

 , (14)

in Mandel form.
2. Solve: ([

M
] [

T
])T [

∂Π
∂E

]T
=

[
P
]T

(15)

where[
M

]
=

1

2


2U11 0 0 0

√
2U13

√
2U12

0 2U22 0
√
2U23 0

√
2U12

0 0 2U33

√
2U23

√
2U13 0

0
√
2U23

√
2U23 U22+U33 U12 U13√

2U13 0
√
2U13 U12 U11+U33 U23√

2U12

√
2U12 0 U13 U23 U11+U22

 ,

(16)

and U is the right stretch tensor.

As described in [1], the probing directions
[
T
]
are

not unique; however, they should correspond to
positive definite (tensor) directions.

2.1.4 Subscale

Network Generation

In this work, we use Delaunay fiber networks. The
network construction procedure proceeds as fol-
lows: First, a generation box is seeded with points
using a uniform random distribution. A Delaunay
triangularization is then constructed from the ini-
tial seed points. To avoid boundary effects, the
generation box is trimmed so that the new edge

length is half of the one used for the generation
box. New nodes are inserted at the intersection
of the trimming box and any crossing fibers. The
fiber segments that remain outside the trimming
box are deleted. This process will yield fiber net-
works with an average connectivity of z ≈ 14. This
is well above the isostaticity limit for 3D truss
networks. The constitutive model for each fiber is
given by:

Π = Eε, (17)

where Π is the second Piola-Kirchhoff stress, E is
the elastic modulus, and ε is the Green strain. This
can alternatively be represented as the force along
a fiber P = EA0λ1ε11, where A0 is the initial fiber
area.

Solution Procedure

Due to the difficulties in converging discrete
fiber network models, many authors make use
of explicit techniques to overcome large mate-
rial nonlinearities [28, 29]. In these papers, large
strains are achieved using dynamic explicit simu-
lations and maintaining the proportion of kinetic
energy to strain energy at below five percent. This
convergence difficulty was also observed with the
Delaunay networks used herein. However, adher-
ence to the Hill-Mandel criterion means that there
can be no remaining kinetic energy in the subscale
system. To overcome this, we use the dynamic
relaxation procedure that was developed in [1].
The dynamic relaxation solver makes use of the
insight that when a damped dynamic system
comes to rest in a state where the internal and
external forces (excluding damping) come into bal-
ance, this is a state of static equilibrium. Here,
a time-dependent central difference solver is used
with linear velocity damping (fdamp = cv). The
damping coefficient and density are parameters
that can be chosen to accelerate the convergence.

2.2 Machine Learning Model

The majority of the computational cost in the
multiscale method is incurred in the distributed
parallel analysis of RVEs, owing to the lack of
an analytical constitutive model [1]. The pri-
mary contribution of this work is toward provid-
ing a neural network-based framework that will
approximately model the fibrous network mate-
rial. Therefore, the trained model can act as
a drop-in replacement of subscale simulations,
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Fig. 2 Schematic of the input convex neural network
we implement. The input vector consists of invariants of
the right Cauchy-Green deformation tensor (C), and the
output is the predicted strain energy density (W). The
components of true stress (σ), and stiffness tensor (D), are
computed using automatic differentiation of the trained
model.

which reduces the FE2 method to the traditional
FE algorithm that executes at a fraction of the
computational cost of the MuMFiM[1]. To this
end, we assume the material behavior is hypere-
lastic up to the point of failure, which is supported
by numerical and experimental results [4, 30, 31].

The hyperelastic formulation entails find-
ing a non-negative, non-decreasing, and convex
scalar energy density function (W), in terms of
deformation-related quantities [32, 33]. The stress
and stiffness tensor components are then found
through appropriate first and second-directional
derivatives of W. The convexity condition implies
the machine learning algorithm must be chosen or
designed appropriately [23, 34]. Here, we employ
the Input Convex Neural Network (ICNN) model,
which guarantees that the overall mathematical
form of the neural network will be convex for
the proper choice of input and output quantities.
The ICNN network was originally pioneered in
[23]. Various authors have used the ICNN as a
basis for hyperelastic material modeling [17, 33–
36]. A schematic of the neural network model we
implemented is shown in Figure 2.

ICNN is a particular form of fully connected
neural network with restrictions on activation
functions and weights. The convexity of the model
is ensured by strictly adhering to (i) convex acti-
vation functions, and (ii) non-negative weights.
While the first requirement is trivial, non-negative
weights limit the scope of the neural network when
modeling complex phenomena [23]. To counter,
a number of pass-through layers without restric-
tions on weights or biases are introduced that

connect the input to the hidden layer neurons.
These pass-through layers amount to affine map-
ping of input to hidden layer neurons. Therefore,
if the ICNN output is a convex function of the
input, the convexity condition on the strain energy
density function is satisfied by construction.

Here, we aim to map the principal invariants of
the Right Cauchy-Green deformation tensor to the
deformed material’s strain energy density through
ICNN. Following [36], the input layer of ICNN
consists of modified invariants of the right Cauchy-
Green deformation tensor (I1 − 3, I2 − 3, and
I3 − 1). This choice helps to normalize the input
values. We employ the Soft Plus activation func-
tion defined as g(x) = 1/β log(1 + β exp(x)) with
β = 1, a choice inspired by [17, 34]. The function
is non-negative, non-decreasing, and convex in x.
A second function (f), of similar characteristics,
is applied over the weights to fulfill the require-
ments for positive weights. Here, we choose f = g
without loss of generality. Therefore, the resulting
general form of the strain energy density func-
tion is non-negative, non-decreasing, and convex
by construction.

This model, however, does not guarantee van-
ishing strain energy at zero strain (i.e., W(F =
I) = 0), due to the nature of activation func-
tions. The optimization algorithm can overcome
this shortcoming by adjusting the biases in the
pass-through layers. Figure 4 indicates that the
requirement is approximately satisfied. An alter-
native approach can be introducing standalone
bias terms to act as correction factors, for exam-
ple, in [17].

The ICNN we train contains five fully con-
nected hidden layers, each having four neurons
in the primary branch. The pass-through layers
connect the input vector to these hidden layer neu-
rons, giving a total of 164 trainable parameters.
Mathematically, the output of the neurons in the

i-th hidden layer is z(i) = g(f(A(i))z(i−1)+A
(i)
p x+

b
(i)
p ). Here, x is the input vector to the model, and

A(i) is the weight matrix for the i-th layer of the

primary branch. The final two terms (A
(i)
p and b

(i)
p )

represent the weight matrix and bias vector due
to the pass-through connection to the i-th layer,
respectively. The model is trained on 91,590 sam-
ples, with an 80/20 split for the train/test dataset.
We use Adams solver for parameter optimiza-
tion without any weight decay [37]. The model
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Fig. 3 Mean squared error (loss) of ICNN during training.
The average errors associated with strain energy density,
stress, and stiffness tensors are shown in the first, second,
and third columns, respectively. The top row shows the loss
for the training dataset, and the bottom row represents the
corresponding results for the test dataset. The legend Lk :=∑i=k

i=0 Hi indicates the variant of the loss function used to
train ICNN, with k being the highest order of derivative
included in the composite loss function.

parameters are initialized using Kaiming uniform
distribution [38]. We use the mean squared error
MSE(y) = (ypred − ytrue)

2 as the template for the
loss function.

In the original and most subsequent implemen-
tations of ICNN, the loss function is based on
the output variable only. For our purpose, this
translates to hyperparameter optimization based
on strain energy density. However, due to the
large number of trainable parameters, the pre-
diction accuracy for energy does not generally
translate to its derivative quantities such as stress
and stiffness, which are necessary for FE simula-
tions. To increase the prediction accuracy of the
derivatives, we implement the so-called Sobolev
training protocol such that the model is trained
on the target output and its derivatives concur-
rently [39]. Here, we include both the first and
second derivatives in the ICNN training procedure
as follows. For the i-th batch iteration within an
epoch, in addition to the loss in energy (H0 =
MSE(W)), we compute the component-average
loss in stress (H1 = ⟨MSE(σ)⟩) and stiffness
(H2 = ⟨MSE(D)⟩) through automatic differen-
tiation of the ICNN (updated in the i − 1-th
iteration). The total loss per batch is computed

as Lk =
∑j=k

j=0 Hj , with k = 2 being the highest

order of derivative considered. The model param-
eters are then updated based on the total loss, and
the cycle is repeated. The learning rate is adjusted
automatically at the end of an epoch based on the
mean loss such that the learning rate decreases by
a factor of ten if the loss exhibits a plateau for
five consecutive epochs. We use a moderately large
batch size, so the loss (especially in the gradients)
approximated from a batch is representative of
the population. Finally, we note that the construc-
tion of neural network determines the convexity
and smoothness of the model. Sobolev training
is an add-on intended for accurate prediction of
higher-order quantities only.

2.2.1 Training Data Generation

One of the major challenges with developing
machine learning models is that it is difficult to
know if a given input was reasonably covered by
the training dataset. We have developed a novel
sampling methodology that allows for explicit con-
trol over the range of principal stretch values in
which we may be interested. This explicit control
provides a mechanism to verify whether a given
deformation state is likely to be covered by the
training data.

Since our constitutive response must be frame-
indifferent, we can sample the set of positive
definite right stretch tensors. The standard rela-
tions can be used to map the resulting stress and
stiffness back to a rotated frame as needed for the
analysis procedures.

We employ the following algorithm to con-
struct our set of positive definite right stretch
tensors:

1. Sample principal stretches λ1, λ2, λ3 ∈ [λmin =
0.85, λmax = 1.15], using Latin hypercube sam-
pling

2. Construct base right stretch tensor:

U∗
i =

λ1 0 0
0 λ2 0
0 0 λ3

 (18)

3. Sample a random rotation matrix: Rj

4. Construct a realization of the stretch tensor
using the polar decomposition formula:

Uj = RiU
∗
iR

T
j (19)
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5. Repeat steps 3–4 until sufficient samples are
collected for this set of stretches .

6. Repeat steps 1–5 until a sufficient number of
base stretches are sampled.

If a constant number of samples is used within
each ellipsoidal shell that is represented by a given
base stretch U∗

i , then each data point will cover a
varying volume in phase space. To avoid this prob-
lem, the number of rotation samples constructed
for each set of base stretches is scaled by the
surface area of the ellipsoid, with λ1, λ2, λ3 form-
ing the ellipsoid axes. This will ensure that, in a
statistical sense, each sampled point will cover a
constant volume in phase space, which is critical
to avoid oversampling and associated overfitting.
These sampled deformations are used as inputs to
our GPU accelerated network solver in MuMFiM
to generate the neural network training and test
dataset.

2.2.2 Model Availability

The neural network model was implemented using
the PyTorch [40] framework and is available for
public use along with the dataset on which the net-
work was trained.1 2 The detailed numerical values
of model parameters omitted here for brevity are
available in the code repository.

3 Results and Discussions

In this section, we first present the model’s pre-
dictive capability and the improvements brought
forth by the Sobolev training protocol. We then
present a case study involving mechanical defor-
mation of the Facet Capsule Ligament, simulated
using the trained model. Finally, we compare the
output to the results of MuMFiMbased large-scale
numerical simulation to comment on the efficacy
of the current approach.

3.1 Sobolev Training of ICNN

We first discuss the overall predictive accuracy
of the input convex neural network (ICNN) in
terms of the average loss of desired quantities.

1The dataset is available at
https://zenodo.org/doi/10.5281/zenodo.11205879

2The source code is available at
https://github.com/LACES-LAB/ML-biotissues

Fig. 4 True (MuMFiM) vs ICNN-predicted strain energy
density for various deformation gradients (F ) in test
dataset using ICNN trained with L2 loss function. The
dashed red line indicates the ideal fit, and scatters indicate
predictions. The value of normalized mean squared error is
0.15% for this dataset.

This energy, stress, and stiffness result is shown in
the first, second, and third columns of Figure 3.
We compare three variants of the model emanat-
ing from the choice of the composite loss function
(i.e., k = 0, 1, 2 in Lk =

∑j=k
j=0 Hj), indicating the

highest derivatives included in the loss function.
The first column of Figure 3 shows the loss in

strain energy density for different choices of the
overall loss function. Expectedly, the choice of loss
function has a negligible effect on the predictive
accuracy of strain energy density. The derivative
quantities (such as stress), however, benefit from
including H1 in the loss function (curves cor-
responding to L1). This result is shown in the
second column of Figure 3. The additional infor-
mation passed to the optimizer also improved the
predictive accuracy of stiffness, as shown in the
final column of the figure. Naturally, including
the loss in stiffness in the overall loss function
(curves corresponding to L2) improved the predic-
tive accuracy of the stiffness for both the training
and test datasets. Comparing the loss function
variants, it is evident that including higher-order
derivatives of the output function improved the
accuracy of the derivative quantities at any given
epoch. The substantial improvement in stiffness
prediction accuracy is especially beneficial for
the downstream finite element algorithm, which
would be a typical use case of the ICNN-based
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model developed here. Consequently, subsequent
discussions focus on the L2 variant only.

3.2 Numerical Constitutive Model

At this point, we comment on the accuracy of
the trained ICNN for individual components of
the desired outputs. We use the normalized MSE,
computed as NMSE(y) = MSE(y)/mean(y2true),
as the measure of deviation from the true value
(numerical solution). To start, we present the true
vs predicted values of the strain energy density
function for the test samples in Figure 4. In this
figure, the ICNN-predicted strain energy density
corresponding to the numerical solution is shown
via scatters. The red line indicates the ideal match
between true and predicted value (i.e., slope = 1.)
The computed NMSE for strain energy density is
approximately 0.15%, indicating exceptional pre-
dictive accuracy. Similarly, the true vs predicted
values for the unique components of the Cauchy
stress tensor are shown in Figure 5. The average
NMSE for the stress tensor components is 0.815%,
with a maximum of 1.25% from σ22 component.

The mean normalized error increased to 5.4%
for the stiffness tensor components shown in
Figure 6. The maximum deviation was recorded
for D1312 at 23.35%, which is also reflected in
the figure as a visible drift from the ideal fit.
The loss of accuracy for stiffness is not necessarily
surprising. Two potential reasons are: (i) an ampli-
fication of noise due to numerical differentiation
techniques used to compute the derivative quan-
tities, and (ii) the near-constant gradient of the
activation functions at large inputs. The modeling
is further complicated by the fact that the under-
lying data relates to a stochastic fibrous material,
which is not guaranteed to have a smooth energy
landscape. Despite these challenges, the machine-
learned constitutive model is able to faithfully
reproduce results on a single RVE (Figure 7)
and on an exemplar Facet Capsular Ligament
geometry (Figure 8).

3.3 Single RVE Results

To understand the applicability of the ICNN-
based model across a range of multiaxial loading
states, we performed a comparison against a sin-
gle MuMFiM RVE shown in Figure 7. We applied
homogeneous displacement boundary conditions

Fig. 5 True (MuMFiM) vs ICNN-predicted values for
unique components of Cauchy stress tensor for various
deformation gradients (F ) in test dataset. The component
averaged value of normalized MSE is 0.815%. The result is
based on ICNN trained with the L2 loss function.

described with the following three deformation
gradients:

• Pure Shear

F =

 1 α/2 0
α/2 1 0
0 0 1

 (20)

• Uniaxial

F =

1 + α 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 (21)
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Fig. 6 True (MuMFiM) vs ICNN-predicted values of the unique components of stiffness tensor for various deformation
gradients (F ) in test dataset using ICNN trained with L2 loss function. The average normalized MSE score is 5.4% (maxi-
mum: 23%, minimum: 0.03%).

• Isochoric

F =

1 + α 0 0
0 1/

√
1 + α 0

0 0 1/
√
1 + α

 (22)

We observe that for each case, increasing the
number of derivative terms in the composite loss
function increases the regime where the ICNN-
based model accurately predicts the constitutive
response. This is most pronounced in uniax-
ial extension. We additionally observe that with
the L2 composite loss function, the ICNN-based
model maintains accuracy outside the training
regime (0.85 ≤ λ ≤ 1.15). These results indi-
cate that it is beneficial to include higher than
second derivatives into the training process. How-
ever, obtaining numerical or experimental values

of these derivatives presents a considerable chal-
lenge since derivatives tend to amplify noise. To
further emphasize the utility of the ICNN-based
models undergoing complex multiaxial load states,
we apply them in a 3D finite element simulation
of the Facet Capsular Ligament.

3.4 Case Study: Uniaxial Tension of
Facet Capsular Ligament

To demonstrate the efficacy of the ICNN-based
model, we present a comparison of the results of a
boundary value problem with a 3D model of facet
capsular ligament geometry (FCL). To this end,
we consider “bone” boundary conditions on the
left and right surfaces of the FCL model. In this
setup, the left surface is held encastre, and the
right surface is fixed in the y and z directions and
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Fig. 7 Comparison of Cauchy stress (σ) vs deformation gradient (F ) between a single MuMFiM RVE and ICNN-predicted
values for each considered composite loss function undergoing pure shear (left), uniaxial deformation (center), and isochoric
deformation (right). For each case, the ICNN neural network with the L2 composite loss function maintains accuracy outside
the training regime (0.85 ≤ λ ≤ 1.15).

displaced in the x direction. The meshed geometry
and boundary conditions are shown schematically
in Figure 8(a). The remaining boundaries are in
a traction-free condition. We solve this problem
in two ways: First, we use the MuMFiM pack-
age to obtain a fully numerical solution. Next, we
solve the same problem with trained ICNN as the
material model. In other words, we replace the
’microscale module’ in Figure 1a with an ICNN-
based framework. We treat the MuMFiM solution
as the reference result for this comparison. A more
detailed study of this problem is available in [1].

The deformed configurations at approximately
70% global strain obtained from ICNN and
MuMFiM-based simulations are shown in Figure
8b and 8c, respectively. The color represents the
true stress in the elements along the loading
direction. Visually comparing these results, it is
immediately clear that the ICNN-based approach
closely replicates the predictions of MuMFiM,
including the shear-band-like phenomena appear-
ing due to the geometry of the ligament. We also
show the result obtained with a calibrated com-
pressible neo-Hookean model in 8d. This model
predicts a more diffused band with a far smaller
maximum stress. Although neo-Hookean is the
simplest material model for hyperelastic behavior,
it captures the essence of the difficulties associated
with classical continuum models in the context of
fibrous network materials. The small parameter
space of classical models and strict assumptions
regarding the shape of the strain energy density
functions fail to capture the complexities arising
from the kinematics of the fibers in fibrous mate-
rials. A neural network model such as the one
developed here thus presents a trade-off between
explainability and generality.

The stress-strain response of the facet capsular
ligament extracted from the MuMFiM and ICNN-
based simulation are presented in Figure 9. Both
approaches predict exponential stiffening, which is
a hallmark behavior of soft biological tissues [30,
41, 42]. The neo-Hookean model calibrated at the
small strain limit is also shown for completeness.
The results indicate that the ICNN-based method
retains reasonable accuracy up to a very large
strain, while reducing the computational resource
requirement by orders of magnitude—from GPU-
accelerated super-computers to consumer-grade
laptops. The inset of Figure 9 shows the measured
relative error of the ICNN result for stress with
respect to MuMFiM. The maximum relative error
is in the small-strain regime and upward of 50%.
The deviation, however, falls rapidly below 20% at
approximately 10% strain. The discrepancy in the
small strain regime is related to a similar deviation
in the predicted stiffness, where the true values
are close to zero (Figure 6) and the relative dom-
inance of numerical noise when the true value is
small. In fibrous network materials such as bio-
logical tissues, however, the large strain regime is
the principal concern [9]. Given the computational
cost for large-scale simulation of fibrous materials
and the technical difficulties required to develop
efficient algorithms such as those employed in [1],
the current model presents an excellent pathway
for obtaining approximate results involving the
deformation of fibrous materials. Although our
work does not obviate the need for large-scale
numerical simulations, it does provide a pathway
for those in the community to make use of results
from those expensive simulations with modest
computational resources.
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Fig. 8 (a) Geometry and boundary conditions for numer-
ical simulation of facet capsule ligament (FCL) under
uniaxial tension along the x-axis. (b) Deformed configu-
ration at 70% strain based on large scale MuMFiM/FE2

simulation. (c) Deformed configuration at same strain using
standard finite element method with trained ICNN (L2

variant) as the constitutive descriptor, and (d) with cal-
ibrated neo-Hookean material model. The color indicates
the true stress in the elements along the loading direction.

Fig. 9 Cauchy stress as a function of Green-Lagrange
strain in the loading direction based on MuMFiM neo-
Hookean, and ICNN-based simulations of FCL under uni-
axial tension. The relative error of ICNN-based prediction
with respect to MuMFiM output is shown as inset.

3.5 Limitations

The ICNN-based model developed here suffers
from several limitations. The major shortcomings
are enumerated below.

1. Limited availability of training data: Our model
relies on the higher-order derivatives of the
energy function to achieve superior predictive
accuracy for quantities such as stiffness tensor
components. These datasets are generally not
readily available, especially for novel materials.
Under these limiting circumstances, we suggest
making use of alternative models that rely on
available datasets only while being mindful of
the loss of accuracy for higher-order quantities.

2. Limited accuracy in the small strain regime:
Our model does not enforce W = 0 for F = I
due to the model architecture, specifically, the
same constraints that ensure the model con-
vexity. However, the optimizer can adjust the
bias in pass-through layers without any con-
straints to pushW arbitrarily close to zero. The
trained model indeed shows such convergence
for strain energy density and stress (Figure 4
and 5). Additionally, the numerical derivatives
used to compute the higher-order quantities
amplify the noise. We speculate these two
factors combined produce this discrepancy.

3. Anticipated loss of accuracy for extreme defor-
mation: We anticipate the model will gradually
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lose accuracy beyond the scope of the train-
ing dataset. This is particularly important if
the problem of interest contains singularities
such as sharp cracks. In such use cases, the pre-
dictions should be scrutinized carefully, or the
model should be re-trained with an extended
dataset if necessary.

We hope the published code and dataset will
increase interest in this approach and lead to more
general models encompassing other microstruc-
tural aspects such as fiber prealignment and
flocculation.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we have developed a novel numeri-
cal constitutive model based on an Input Convex
Neural Network (ICNN) that is able to accu-
rately predict energies, stresses, and stiffnesses
for fibrous materials without limiting assumptions
such as affine deformation of microscale fibers or
incompressibility. This neural network preserves
important constitutive constraints such as poly-
convexity and frame indifference through its struc-
ture. The strict enforcement of these constraints
is critical to obtaining outputs that can be used
in well-posed finite element simulations. By con-
struction of higher-order tensor quantities through
back-propagation of derivatives, we are addition-
ally able to obtain symmetric stiffness tensors
as required by the mathematical description of
hyperelastic materials.

We show that constitutive constraints alone
are not enough to construct accurate models of
stress and stiffness. The contributions of this
work stem from: First, the incorporation of the
Sobolev training protocol, which involves includ-
ing higher-order derivatives in the loss function,
significantly improves the model’s prediction accu-
racy for stress and stiffness. Second, the trained
model, when used as a replacement for the sub-
scale segment of multiscale procedure such as FE2

or as a material model in standard finite element
procedures, provides a quantitatively similar solu-
tion to practical problems of interest at a fraction
of the computational cost. Despite their accuracy,
performing FE2 multiscale simulations requires
significant computational resources that are out
of reach for most biomechanical researchers. Our
material model provides a bridge between the

computational demands of multiscale simulations
and the typical accuracy needed to derive impor-
tant biomechanical insights. We exemplify this
through the analysis of a Facet Capsular Ligament
and believe that others can benefit from applying
this method to their research.
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Dal, H.: Data-driven hyperelasticity, Part II:
A canonical framework for anisotropic soft
biological tissues. Journal of the Mechanics
and Physics of Solids 181, 105453 (2023)
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmps.2023.105453

[34] Linden, L., Klein, D.K., Kalina, K.A., Brum-
mund, J., Weeger, O., Kästner, M.: Neural
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