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Abstract

Real-world physical systems, like composite materials and porous media, exhibit
complex heterogeneities and multiscale nature, posing significant computational
challenges. Computational homogenization is useful for predicting macroscopic
properties from the microscopic material constitution. It involves defining a rep-
resentative volume element (RVE), solving governing equations, and evaluating
its properties such as conductivity and elasticity. Despite its effectiveness, the
approach can be computationally expensive. This study proposes a tensor-train
(TT)-based asymptotic homogenization method to address these challenges. By
deriving boundary value problems at the microscale and expressing them in
the TT format, the proposed method estimates material properties efficiently.
We demonstrate its validity and effectiveness through numerical experiments
applying the proposed method for homogenization of thermal conductivity and
elasticity in two- and three-dimensional materials, offering a promising solution
for handling the multiscale nature of heterogeneous systems.

Keywords: homogenization, composite, thermal conductivity, linear elasticity, tensor
train

Introduction

Real-world physical systems are inherently complex due to pronounced heterogeneities.
Such heterogeneities, including composite materials and porous media, are charac-
terized by their length scales, which present the multiscale nature of heterogeneous
systems. Although numerical simulation techniques serve to comprehend and predict
the behavior of such systems, the detailed resolution of material constitution is often
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beyond current computational capabilities, which results in significant challenges in
material science and engineering.

Computational homogenization [1–4] is a technique mainly used in material science
and engineering to numerically predict the macroscopic properties of heterogeneous
materials based on their microscopic material constitution e.g. different phases, grains,
or fibers. It serves as a powerful tool for bridging the gap between different scales–
from microscopic material constitution, i.e. microscale, to a macroscopic structure of
a material, i.e. macroscale. Computational homogenization procedures typically con-
sist of (1) defining a representative volume element (RVE), (2) solving the governing
equations (GEs) in the RVE, and (3) evaluating the macroscopic properties, such as
conductivity, elasticity, and permeability, using the solutions of GEs. The RVE is cho-
sen to include full features of heterogeneities so that the macroscopic material can be
represented by the periodic structure of the RVE. Computational homogenization has
been widely applied to various multiscale systems, including composite materials [5, 6],
crystal [7], and porous media [8]. The GEs in the microscale are usually described as
partial differential equations, which are solved by the finite element method (FEM),
though some studies dealt with molecular dynamics as well [9, 10]. Since homogeniza-
tion assumes the periodicity of microscale features, its computational cost can still be
expensive when the periodical scale is much larger than the minimum length scale of
material features due to the requirement of high-resolution numerical analysis.

The tensor-train (TT) format [11–14], one of the tensor decompositions, is a
powerful tool to represent a high-dimensional array efficiently in computational
science and can be used for efficient high-resolution numerical analysis. The TT for-
mat is also known as matrix product states (MPSs) and matrix product operators
(MPOs) [15, 16], which are components of tensor networks [17–20], in quantum physics.
Oseledets and Dolgov showed that the TT format can solve linear systems of equations
faster than conventional full linear system solvers derived from elliptic partial differen-
tial equations [21]. There are also several studies for solving PDEs in the TT format or
using the MPSs, including phase field models [22] and fluid flows [23, 24]. Particularly,
Gourianov et al. [23] applied the TT format to simulating turbulence and revealed
that the scale-locality of the turbulence, that is, the feature of eddies with a certain
length scale mainly interacting with other eddies with a similar scale, is well-suited to
the TT format, analogous to local interactions in quantum many-body systems. This
motivates us to use the TT format or MPSs for computational homogenization where
the heterogeneities can have scale-locality even in the RVE.

In this study, we propose the tensor-train-based asymptotic homogenization
method to examine the effectiveness of the use of the TT format in multiscale systems.
Asymptotic homogenization [25–28] is a kind of computational homogenization which
relies on asymptotic expansions of the field variables (e.g. displacement, temperature,
etc.) in terms of an infinitesimal parameter representing the ratio of the microscale
dimensions to the macroscale dimensions. We derive the boundary value problems at
the microscale, discretized using the finite difference method, and express them includ-
ing the material configuration in the TT format. We demonstrate the validity and
the effectiveness of our proposed method by applying it to the homogenization of the
thermal conductivity and the elasticity for both two- and three-dimensional materials.
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Fig. 1 A conceptual diagram of computational homogenization.

Results

Target systems and asymptotic homogenization

Consider a heterogeneous material domain Ωϵ in the d dimensional space consisting
of materials A and B where ϵ is an infinitesimal parameter characterizing the length
scale of heterogeneities. Due to the heterogeneous property, the material constants
depend on the spatial coordinate x in the material domain Ωϵ. The homogenization
techniques enable us to regard the heterogeneous material as a macroscopically equiv-
alent homogeneous material Ω. Let Y denote the RVE of the heterogeneous material
where materials A and B occupy the domains Y A and Y B(= Y \ Y A), respectively.
We also consider the homogeneous material Ω equivalent to the heterogeneous mate-
rial Ωϵ and introduce the characteristic length scales LΩ and LY to the homogeneous
material Ω and the RVE Y , respectively. We can characterize the heterogeneity of Ωϵ

by the ratio of the length scales ϵ := LY /LΩ. We illustrate the conceptual diagram of
the homogenization in Fig. 1. By solving a characteristic equation defined on the RVE,
we can estimate the homogenized material properties that characterize the macro-
scopic behavior of the material. Specifically, let us consider the steady-state thermal
conduction and the linear elasticity.

Thermal conductivity

Let κA and κB denote the thermal conductivities of the isotropic materials A and B,
respectively, and κ(x) denote the spatially varying thermal conductivity which takes
κA or κB depending on the coordinate x. The steady-state heat equation governing
the heterogeneous material Ωϵ is given as

∂

∂xi

(
κ(x)

∂T ϵ(x)

∂xi

)
= Qϵ(x) in Ωϵ, (1)

where T ϵ is the temperature, Qϵ is the heat source, and xi is the i-th component of
the coordinate x at an orthonormal basis {ej}d−1

j=0 . The asymptotic homogenization
technique enables us to estimate the effective thermal conductivity tensor κ of a
heterogeneous material, as follows [26, 27]:

κij =
1

|Y |

∫

Y

κ(y)

(
δij −

∂ϕj(y)

∂yi

)
dy, (2)
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where κij is the (i, j)-component of the thermal conductivity tensor κ at an
orthonormal basis {ej}d−1

j=0 , and {ϕj(y)}d−1
j=0 is the characteristic temperature field

satisfying

{
∂

∂yi

(
κ(y)∂ϕ

j(y)
∂yi

)
= ∂κ(y)

∂yj
in Y

ϕj : Y -periodic,
(3)

for j ∈ 0, . . . d− 1. The characteristic temperature field ϕj represents the temperature
field induced by a unit macroscopic heat flux along with the yj-axis. The asymp-
totic homogenization technique consists of two steps: we first solve Eq. (3) in the
RVE to obtain the characteristic temperature field {ϕj(y)}d−1

j=0 , and then calculate the
homogenized thermal conductivity tensor by Eq. (2).

Linear elastic material

We consider the static equilibrium of a linear elastic material. The static equilibrium of
the Cauchy stress tensor σϵ(x) and the external force vector f ϵ derives the governing
equation as

∂σϵ
ji(x)

∂xj
+ f ϵ

i (x) = 0, (4)

where σϵ
ji and f ϵ

i are the components of the Cauchy stress and the external force,
respectively. Let us assume that materials A and B are isotropic linear elastic materials
with the Lamé’s constants (λA, µA) and (λB, µB), respectively, and let (λ(x), µ(x))
denote the spatially varying Lamé’s constants, which take either (λA, µA) or (λB, µB)
depending on the coordinate x. The constitutive equation derived by the Hooke’s law
is

σϵ
ij(x) = Cϵ

ijkl(x)εkl(x)

= λ(x)δijεkk(x) + 2µεij(x), (5)

where we use the relationship between an elastic tensor Cijkl of an isotropic mate-
rial and its Lamé’s constants (λ, µ) of Cijkl = λδijδkl + µ(δikδjl + δilδjk) with the
Kronecker’s delta δij . The strain tensor εij(x) is given by the strain-displacement
relationship:

εij(x;u
ϵ) =

1

2

(
∂uϵ

i(x)

∂xj
+

∂uϵ
j(x)

∂xi

)
, (6)

where uϵ(x) = (uϵ
0(x) . . . , u

ϵ
d−1(x))

⊤ is the displacement vector. Together with
Eqs. (4)–(6), we derive the governing equation in the displacement formulation, as
follows:

δij
∂

∂xj

(
λ(x)

∂uϵ
k

∂xk

)
+

∂

∂xj

(
µ(x)

(
∂uϵ

i(x)

∂xj
+

∂uϵ
j(x)

∂xi

))
+ f ϵ

i (x) = 0. (7)
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Similar to the case of thermal conduction, the asymptotic homogenization technique
enables us to estimate the effective elastic tensor Cijkl, as follows [25, 27]:

Cijkl =
1

|Y |

∫

Y

(λ(y)δijδk′l′ + µ(y)(δik′δjl′ + δil′δjk′))

(
Iklk′l′ −

∂ξklk′ (y)

∂yl′

)
dy, (8)

where Iklk′l′ := (δkk′δll′ + δlk′δkl′)/2, and ξkl(y) = [ξkl0 (y), . . . , ξkld−1(y)]
⊤ is the

characteristic displacement field satisfying





∂
∂yi

(
δijλ(y)

∂ξkl
k′ (y)
∂yk′ + µ(y)

(
∂ξkl

i (y)
∂yj

+
∂ξkl

j (y)

∂yi

))

= δijδkl
∂λ(y)
∂yi

+ (δikδjl + δilδjk)
∂µ(y)
∂yi

in Y

ξkl(y) : Y -periodic,

(9)

for k, l ∈ 0, . . . , d−1. Owing to the symmetry that k and l, Eq. (9) gives the relationship
that ξkl = ξlk. Therefore, if suffices to solve Eq. (9) for k ≤ l. The characteristic
displacement field ξkl represents the displacement induced by a unit macroscopic strain
εkl(x;u). The asymptotic homogenization technique consists of two steps: we first
solve Eq. (9) in the RVE to obtain the characteristic displacement field ξkl(y), and
then calculate the homogenized elastic tensor by Eq. (8).

Tensor train format

The tensor-train (TT) format [11–14] is a representation scheme of high-dimensional
arrays, or tensors, and is mainly used in computational science. It is particularly
useful for representing high-dimensional tensors in a compressed manner. The TT
format is also known as matrix product states (MPSs) and matrix product operators
(MPOs) [15, 16], which are components of tensor networks [17–19], in quantum physics.

The TT format of a 2m-order tensor A ∈ Rdm−1×···×d0×d′
m−1×···×d′

0 is given as

Apm−1...p0qm−1...q0

=

0∑

αm=0

rm−1−1∑

αm−1=0

· · ·
r1−1∑

α1=0

0∑

α0=0

A[m−1]
αmpm−1qm−1αm−1

. . . A[0]
α1p0q0α0

, (10)

where Apm−1...,p0qm−1...,q0 is the component of A, A[s] ∈ Rrs+1×ds×d′
s×rs is called the

core of the TT format, and rs is called the TT rank, also called the bond dimension
in tensor networks. We herein set rm = r0 = 1. Note that the TT format in Eq. (10)
corresponds to the MPO when ds = d′s for all s, and corresponds to the MPS when
d′s = 1 for all s. When ds = 2 for all s, which is a typical case in quantum physics, we
particularly call the TT format the quantized tensor train (QTT). For readability, we
simply notate the TT format in Eq. (10), as follows:

Apm−1...p0qm−1...q0 = A[m−1]
pm−1qm−1

· · ·A[0]
p0q0 , (11)

5



where A
[s]
psqs is the matrix whose (αs+1, αs)-component is A

[s]
αs+1psqsαs . Arbitrary ten-

sors A ∈ Rdm×···×d1×d′
m×···×d′

1 can be exactly represented by the TT format by
the successive application of the singular value decomposition (SVD) [13]. Also, an

arbitrary matrix M ∈ R
∏m−1

i=0 di×
∏m−1

j=0 d′
j with the (i, j)-component Mij can be rep-

resented in the TT format by associating this matrix with a 2m-order tensor A by
Apm−1...p0qm−1...q0 = Mij where i :=

∑m−1
l=0 pl

∏l−1
k=0 dk and j :=

∑m−1
l=0 ql

∏l−1
k=0 d

′
k, as

described in Supplementary information S1. By truncating the ranks rs to a small
value at each SVD, we can also obtain the compressed TT format where the trunca-
tion is locally optimal at each SVD but may not be globally optimal [29]. Representing
the spatial derivative and the spatially varying material properties in the TT for-
mat, we can apply TT-based numerical approaches to solve the problems (3) and (9)
defined on RVEs. We validate our proposed method by applying it to a microstruc-
ture whose homogenized properties can be analytically estimated, which is provided
in Supplementary Information S2.

Effect of the volume fraction of microstructures on the
computational efficiency

We examine the effect of the volume fraction, which is an important aspect of
microstructures, on computational efficiency. We applied the asymptotic homogeniza-
tion of the thermal conductivity tensor and the elastic tensor for randomly generated
RVEs using the Voronoi tessellation, which mimics the polycrystalline dual-phase com-
posite, by the procedure described in Supplementary information S3. We searched for
the lowest value of the maximum rank of TT to estimate the homogenized material
tensor within the relative error of 0.01 to those calculated by the full-rank FDM for
high-resolution RVE. Here, we used a homogenized material tensor by the full-rank
FDM as a reference. For randomly generating RVEs by the Voronoi tessellation, we
generated 100 points uniformly at random in RVEs and assigned a binary 0 or 1 to
each point where the probability of assigning 0, was 0.5, 0.7, or 0.9, which corresponds
to the volume fraction. Using the notation in Supplementary information S3, these
are Npoint = 100, Vf = 0.5, 0.7, 0.9. We generated 10 RVEs in both two- and three
dimensions which are shown in Supplementary information S3 and estimated their
homogenized thermal conductivity and elastic tensor. We set the thermal conductiv-
ity of each phase to κA = 1 and κB = 0.5 and set the Young’s modulus of each phase
to EA = 1 and EB = 0.5 while we set the Poisson ratio to 0.3.

Figure 2 illustrates the lowest value of the maximum rank of TT versus the num-
ber of degrees of freedom of the asymptotic homogenization for various settings of
the volume fraction of randomly generated RVEs. This figure clearly shows that the
higher the volume fraction of RVEs is, the lower the required number of TT ranks is to
accurately estimate the homogenized material tensors, which implies that microstruc-
tures with a skewed composition ratio can be efficiently represented by TT with low
ranks. This trend applies to all cases of two-dimensional and three-dimensional ther-
mal conduction and linear elasticity. It is worth noting that the TT rank for the case
of the thermal conduction problem for both two and three dimensions is significantly
low and almost independent of the problem size when Vf = 0.9. In contrast, the TT
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Two dimension

Three dimension

Thermal conductivity Linear elasticity

Fig. 2 The lowest value of the maximum rank of TT to estimate the homogenized tensors of ten
randomly generated RVEs within the error of 0.01 for various values of the number of degrees of
freedom. Lines represent the medians and shaded areas show the first and third quantiles for 10 RVEs.

rank for the case of the linear elasticity problem for three dimensions depends on the
problem size almost polynomially. This implies that the use of the TT format does not
bring significant computational benefit for estimating the elastic property of materials
with heterogeneity in three dimensions.

Figure 3 shows the computational time required to estimate the homogenized
material properties versus the number of degrees of freedom of the asymptotic homog-
enization for various settings of the volume fraction of randomly generated RVEs. In
all cases, the increase of the computational time of the proposed method (denoted by
TT) as the increase of the degree of freedom is gradual compared to that of the con-
ventional finite difference method (FDM), which we call full-rank FDM. Therefore,
the proposed method can bring computational benefits for large-scale problems. How-
ever, the overhead of the proposed method is much higher than that of the full-rank
FDM, especially in the case of the linear elasticity problem for three dimensions. This
overhead depends on the maximum rank of TT required for accurate calculation. For
handling the vector field involved in the linear elastic problem, we used the TT format,
the rightmost core of which corresponds to each component of the vector field while
other cores correspond to the spatial coordinate as we describe in Method section.
This would result in the long-range interaction of TT, which leads to large TT ranks
compared to the case of thermal conduction problems. We would like to explore other
formats widely used as tensor networks [17–20] in our future works.

7



Two dimension

Three dimension

Thermal conductivity Linear elasticity

Fig. 3 The computational time required to estimate the homogenized tensors of ten randomly
generated RVEs using the number of ranks achieving an error lower than 0.01 for various values of
the number of degrees of freedom. Lines represent the medians and shaded areas show the first and
third quantiles for 10 RVEs.

Discussion

Our results clearly show the potential of the tensor-train (TT) format in enhancing
the efficiency of computational homogenization for multiscale systems. By lever-
aging the TT format, we have demonstrated its effectiveness in estimating the
homogenized properties of heterogeneous materials for complex, randomly generated
microstructures.

We explored the influence of microstructural volume fractions on the efficiency of
the TT-based method, using the randomly generated RVEs by Voronoi tessellation. By
observing the TT ranks required to achieve a certain accuracy for RVEs with various
volume fractions, we demonstrated that microstructures with higher volume fractions
(e.g., Vf = 0.9) require fewer TT ranks compared to those with more balanced com-
positions (e.g., Vf = 0.5), as illustrated in Fig. 2. This is a significant observation as it
suggests that the TT format is particularly suited for materials with pronounced het-
erogeneities, where certain phases dominate. This aligns with previous studies showing
that tensor networks can effectively capture localized interactions [23, 24], analogous to
those in quantum many-body systems. As shown in Fig. 3, the computational time for
the proposed method increases gradually with the degree of freedom compared to that
of the conventional finite difference method, which implies that the proposed method
can bring computational benefit for large-scale problems. Thus, our findings support
the TT format as a powerful tool for bridging the computational gap in multiscale
material analysis.

Despite these positive results, this study has certain limitations. Although the pro-
posed method exhibited good scaling with respect to the increase in the number of
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degrees of freedom, its actual computational time can be much longer than that of
the conventional FDM, especially in the case of the linear elasticity problem for three
dimensions. As we mentioned in the Result section, it would be because of the long-
range interaction of TT for handling the vector field involved in the linear elastic
problem, which leads to large TT ranks compared to the case of thermal conduction
problems. We would like to explore other tensor networks, including projected entan-
gled pair states (PEPS) [17, 30] and tree tensor networks (TTN) [31, 32], to effectively
deal with the long-range interaction in our future works. Furthermore, the TT-based
asymptotic homogenization method was evaluated only on thermal conductivity and
elasticity problems. While these are common in material science, further validation is
needed for other physics and material systems, including non-linearity. We are also
interested in integrating the TT format with more sophisticated but computation-
ally expensive computational homogenization techniques, such as the coupling with
molecular dynamics simulation [9, 10], which could further enhance its efficiency and
broaden its applicability in computational material science.

In conclusion, our study highlights the significant benefits of using the TT format
for computational homogenization, offering an efficient and scalable method for multi-
scale material analysis. We believe that this approach opens new avenues for exploring
complex material properties in a computationally efficient manner.

Methods

In this paper, we use the index starting from zero because we often use the binary
representation of numbers, and counting from zero fits the binary representation.

Finite difference operators

To numerically solve the partial differential equations such as Eqs. (3) and (9), we
have to discretize the differential operators. Here, we use the finite difference method
(FDM). Let us consider a one-dimensional closed domain [0, L] where L is the length
of the domain. We discretize the domain by uniformly distributed N + 1 points with
the interval h := L/N , i.e., the coordinate of the i-th points is xi = hi where we count
i from zero to N . Let u(x) denote the scalar value at the position x ∈ [0, L]. The finite
difference method discretizes the scalar field u using its value on the N + 1 points;
the discretized scalar field is represented by ũi := u(xi). The central difference scheme
approximates the first-order difference as

∂u

∂y

∣∣∣∣
x=xi

=
ũi+1 − ũi−1

2h
+ o(h2) for i = 0, · · · , N, (12)

where ũ−1 for i = 0 and ũN+1 for i = N are determined from the boundary condi-
tion (BC). In this study, we consider the periodic boundary condition, which imposes
u(0) = u(L), i.e., ũ0 = ũN and thus ũ−1 = ũN−1 and ũN+1 = ũ1. In such a scenario,
we no longer need to consider ũN as a variable and it suffices to deal with N points con-
sisting of x0, . . . xN−1. Hence, we define a variable to represent the discretized scalar
field as ũ := (ũ0, ũ1, · · · , ũN−1). The central difference operator under the periodic
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Fig. 4 The lattice Ỹ in two dimensions (d = 2) when N = 4.

boundary condition can be represented by a sparse matrix of N ×N , denoted by D,
as follows:

D :=




0 1 0 · · · 0 −1
−1 0 1 · · · 0 0
0 −1 0 1 · · · 0
...

. . .
. . .

...
0 · · · 0 −1 0 1
1 0 · · · 0 −1 0




. (13)

Actually, it acts on ũ as

(Dũ)i =
ũi+1 − ũi−1

2h
. (14)

Let the representative volume element (RVE) Y be a square in two dimensions or
a cube in three dimensions and be discretized by a uniform lattice, denoted by Ỹ , of
(N + 1)d nodes with the interval spacing h := 1/N where d(= 2, 3) is the number of
spatial dimensions. Since nodes on the edge of the lattice coincide with nodes on the
edge on the opposite side due to the periodicity of the RVE Y , we only consider the
partial lattice consisting of Nd independent nodes. Let {ej}d−1

j=0 be the orthonormal
basis along with the edges of the RVE Y . We number the gj-th node along with the

yj-axis as the g =
∑d−1

j=0 N
jgj as shown in Fig. 4. Then, the first-order derivative along

with the yj-axis, denoted by D(yj), is represented as

D(yj) = I⊗(d−j−1) ⊗D ⊗ I⊗j , (15)

where ⊗ represents the Kronecker’s product. That is, D(yj) is the sparse matrix with
the size of Nd ×Nd. In the subsequent sections, we introduce the tensor-train format
to efficiently represent the difference operator and a scalar field (also a vector field)
discretized on the lattice Ỹ .
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Finite difference operators in quantized tensor-train format

Here, we describe the finite difference operators with the periodic boundary condition
in the QTT format based on the work by Kiffner and Jaksch [24]. We first introduce
the following two 2× 2 matrices:

σ01 :=

(
0 1
0 0

)
, σ10 :=

(
0 0
1 0

)
. (16)

We can represent the central difference operator with the periodic boundary condition
in Eq. (15) in the QTT format, as follows:

D(yj)
pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

:= L




(j+1)n∏

s=dn−1

Ipsqs






jn∏

s=(j+1)n−1

Dpsqs



(

0∏

s=jn−1

Ipsqs

)
R, (17)

where Dpsqs , Ipsqs , L and R are the cores in the QTT format defined as

Dpsqs :=




δpsqs σ01
psqs σ10

psqs 0 0
0 σ10

psqs 0 0 0
0 0 σ01

psqs 0 0
0 0 0 σ10

psqs 0
0 0 0 0 σ01

psqs




(18)

Ipsqs :=




δpsqs 0 0 0 0
0 δpsqs 0 0 0
0 0 δpsqs 0 0
0 0 0 δpsqs 0
0 0 0 0 δpsqs




(19)

L :=
1

2h

(
1 0 0 1 1

)
(20)

R :=




0
1
−1
1
−1




. (21)

The lower-right 2×2 components of the core contribute to the periodic boundary condi-

tion. The value D
(yj)
pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0 corresponds to the ((pdn−1 . . . p0)2, (qdn−1 . . . q0)2)-

component of the matrix D(yj) in Eq. (15). For example, when d = 2, g =
(p2n−1, . . . , pn, pn−1, . . . , p0)2 corresponds to the node number in Fig. 4 where (g0, g1)
with g0 = (pn−1, . . . , p0)2 and g1 = (p2n−1, . . . , pn)2 is the coordinate of the node.
That is, this representation in the QTT format relates the node number to the
binary variables (pdn−1 . . . p0)2 to which the binary representation of each coordinate
(p(j+1)n−1 . . . pjn)2 along the yj-axis are concatenated. Along with each axis, the least
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significant bit corresponds to the minimal scale while the most significant bit the
maximum scale.

Spatially varying material properties in quantized tensor-train
format

To represent spatially varying material constants, it is useful to introduce a charac-
teristic function χ ∈ L∞(Y ) defined as

χ(y) :=

{
1 for y ∈ Y A

0 for y ∈ Y B,
(22)

where L∞(Y ) is the Lebesgue space. The spatially varying thermal conductivity κ(y)
of the composite at the coordinate y can be expressed using the characteristic function,
as follows:

κ(y) = κAχ(y) + κB(1− χ(y)). (23)

Similarly, we represent the spatially varying Lamé’s constants of the composite, (λ, µ),
as follows:

λ(y) = λAχ(y) + λB(1− χ(y)), (24)

µ(y) = µAχ(y) + µB(1− χ(y)). (25)

Now, we consider to represent the material distribution χ(y) in Eq. (22) by the
quantized tensor-train (QTT) format.

Now, let N be the power of two, i.e., N = 2n for n ∈ N and g =
(pdn−1, . . . , pd(n−1), . . . , pn−1, . . . , p0)2 be the binary representation of the node num-
ber g depending on the QTT format of the difference operator. We represent the
characteristic function χ(y) in Eq. (22) on nodes of the lattice Ỹ by the QTT format,
as follows:

χ(yg) =: χ̃pdn−1...p0

= χ̃[dn−1]
pdn−1

· · · χ̃[0]
p0
, (26)

where yg is the coordinate of the g-th node, χ̃ is the dn-order tensor whose components

correspond to the characteristic function value on the lattice Ỹ , and χ̃[s] is the core
of the QTT format. Here, we set d′s = 1 for s = 1, . . . dn, which makes the index qs
take only a single value in the TT format in Eq. (10). Thus, we omit the index qs.

Material homogenization by tensor-train format

Here, we discretize the cell problems in Eqs. (3) and (9) on the lattice Ỹ . The thermal
conductivity in the RVE is given in the QTT format as

κ̃pdn−1...p0 = (κA − κB)χ̃pdn−1...p0 + κB1pdn−1
· · ·1p0

12



= κ̃[dn−1]
pdn−1

· · · κ̃[0]
p0
, (27)

where κ̃pdn−1,...,p0
= κ(yg) with g = (pdn−1, . . . , p0)2, 1ps

= 1 for arbitrary s, and we
used the formula for addition in the QTT format in Supplementary information S4.
Similarly, we obtain the QTT format of the Lamé’s constants, as follows:

λ̃pdn−1...p0
= (λA − λB)χ̃pdn−1...p0

+ λB1pdn−1
· · ·1p0

= λ̃[dn−1]
pdn−1

· · · λ̃[0]
p0
, (28)

µ̃pdn−1...p0
= (µA − µB)χ̃pdn−1...p0

+ µB1pdn−1
· · ·1p0

= µ̃[dn−1]
pdn−1

· · · µ̃[0]
p0
, (29)

where λ̃pdn−1,...,p0 = λ(yg) and µ̃pdn−1,...,p0 = µ(yg).

Cell problem for thermal conductivity tensor

We herein discretize the cell problem in Eq. (3) onto the lattice Ỹ . First, we approx-
imate the derivative in the left-hand side of Eq. (3) by the central difference scheme,
as follows:

∂

∂yi

(
κ(y)

∂ϕj(y)

∂yi

)∣∣∣∣
y=yg

=

d∑

i=1

D
(yi)
pdn−1...p0q′dn−1...q

′
0
diag (κ̃)p′

dn−1...p
′
0q

′
dn−1...q

′
0
D

(yi)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0qdn−1...q0

ϕ̃j
qdn−1...q0

+ o(h2),

(30)

where diag(κ̃) is diagonalized QTT defined as

diag (κ̃)p′
dn−1...p

′
0q

′
dn−1...q

′
0
=

{
κ̃p′

dn−1...p
′
0

if ∀s ∈ {0, . . . , dn− 1}, p′s = q′s
0 otherwise.

(31)

We also use the central difference scheme to approximate the derivative in the right-
hand side of Eq. (3), as follows:

∂κ(y)

∂yj

∣∣∣∣
y=yg

= D(yj)
pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

κ̃qdn−1...q0 + o(h2). (32)

Eventually, we obtain the cell problem in the QTT format, as follows:

d∑

i=1

D
(yi)
pdn−1...p0q′dn−1...q

′
0
diag (κ̃)p′

dn−1...p
′
0q

′
dn−1...q

′
0
D

(yi)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0qdn−1...q0

ϕ̃j
qdn−1...q0

= D(yj)
pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

κ̃qdn−1...q0 , (33)
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where ϕ̃j
qdn−1...q0

is the unknown variable. Now, since we have both the operator and
the right-hand side in the QTT format, we can solve Eq. (33) by linear system solvers in
the TT format. Specifically, we employ the modified alternating least square (MALS)
method [14], which sequentially optimizes the cores of the TT format of variables with
dynamical rank adaptation by solving linear equations for each core. We now evaluate
the homogenized thermal conductivity tensor in Eq. (34) using the QTT format, as
follows:

κij =
1

|Y |

∫

Y

κ(y)

(
δij −

∂ϕj(y)

∂yi

)
dy

≈ hd
(
1pdn−1

· · ·1p0
κ̃pdn−1...p0

δij − κ̃pdn−1...p0
D(yi)

pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0
ϕ̃j
qdn−1...q0

)
,

(34)

where 1ps = 1 for arbitrary s.

Cell problem for linear elastic material

Here, we discretize the cell problem in Eq. (9) onto the lattice Ỹ . In the following, we
discuss the two-dimensional problems, but we can easily apply the following discussion
for three-dimensional problems. First, we expand the summation in Eq. (9), as follows:

(
K00(y) K01(y)
K10(y) K11(y)

)(
ξkl0 (y)
ξkl1 (y)

)
=

(
F kl
0 (y)

F kl
1 (y)

)
, (35)

where

K00(y) :=
∂

∂y0
(λ(y) + 2µ(y))

∂

∂y0
+

∂

∂y1
µ(y)

∂

∂y1
(36)

K01(y) :=
∂

∂y0
λ(y)

∂

∂y1
+

∂

∂y1
µ(y)

∂

∂y0
(37)

K10(y) :=
∂

∂y1
λ(y)

∂

∂y0
+

∂

∂y0
µ(y)

∂

∂y1
(38)

K11(y) :=
∂

∂y1
(λ(y) + 2µ(y))

∂

∂y1
+

∂

∂y0
µ(y)

∂

∂y0
(39)

F kl
0 (y) := δkl

∂λ(y)

∂y0
+ δ0l

∂µ(y)

∂yk
+ δ0k

∂µ(y)

∂yl
(40)

F kl
1 (y) := δkl

∂λ(y)

∂y1
+ δ1l

∂µ(y)

∂yk
+ δ1k

∂µ(y)

∂yl
. (41)

Then, we introduce the TT format for the vector (ξkl0 (yg), ξ
kl
1 (yg))

⊤ written as

ξ̃pdn−1...p0j = ξ̃[dn]pdn−1
. . . ξ̃[1]p0

ξ̃
[0]
j , (42)
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where ξ̃
[s+1]
ps and ξ̃

[0]
j are the cores of the TT where ξ̃

[0]
j is the core for representing

each component of the vector (ξkl0 (y), ξkl1 (y))⊤. We call ξ̃pdn−1...p0j the TT format

because the TT format ξ̃pdn−1...p0j is no longer a QTT for three-dimensional problems
(d = 3), where j = 0, 1, 2, but we do not have to distinguish TT and QTT in the
following discussion. Now, we discretize the matrix of the left-hand side in Eq. (35).
Using the central difference operator, we obtain the QTT formats of each component
of the matrix, as follows:

(K̃00)pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

= D
(y0)
pdn−1...p0q′dn−1...q

′
0
diag

(
λ̃+ 2µ̃

)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0q

′
dn−1...q

′
0

D
(y0)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0qdn−1...q0

+D
(y1)
pdn−1...p0q′dn−1...q

′
0
diag (µ̃)p′

dn−1...p
′
0q

′
dn−1...q

′
0
D

(y1)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0qdn−1...q0

(43)

(K̃01)pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

= D
(y0)
pdn−1...p0q′dn−1...q

′
0
diag

(
λ̃
)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0q

′
dn−1...q

′
0

D
(y1)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0qdn−1...q0

+D
(y1)
pdn−1...p0q′dn−1...q

′
0
diag (µ̃)p′

dn−1...p
′
0q

′
dn−1...q

′
0
D

(y0)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0qdn−1...q0

(44)

(K̃10)pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

= D
(y1)
pdn−1...p0q′dn−1...q

′
0
diag

(
λ̃
)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0q

′
dn−1...q

′
0

D
(y0)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0qdn−1...q0

+D
(y0)
pdn−1...p0q′dn−1...q

′
0
diag (µ̃)p′

dn−1...p
′
0q

′
dn−1...q

′
0
D

(y1)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0qdn−1...q0

(45)

(K̃11)pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

= D
(y1)
pdn−1...p0q′dn−1...q

′
0
diag

(
λ̃+ 2µ̃

)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0q

′
dn−1...q

′
0

D
(y1)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0qdn−1...q0

+D
(y0)
pdn−1...p0q′dn−1...q

′
0
diag (µ̃)p′

dn−1...p
′
0q

′
dn−1...q

′
0
D

(y0)
p′
dn−1...p

′
0qdn−1...q0

(46)

(F̃0)
kl
pdn−1...p0

= δklD
(y0)
pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

λ̃qdn−1...q0

+ δ0lD
(yk)
pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

µ̃qdn−1...q0 + δ0kD
(yl)
pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

µ̃qdn−1...q0 (47)

(F̃1)
kl
pdn−1...p0

= δklD
(y1)
pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

λ̃qdn−1...q0

+ δ1lD
(yk)
pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

µ̃qdn−1...q0 + δ1kD
(yl)
pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

µ̃qdn−1...q0 , (48)

where (K̃jj′)pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0 = Kjj′(yg) and (F̃j)
kl
pdn−1...p0

= F kl
j (yg). With the

operators σ01 and σ10 in Eq. (16) and operators σ00 and σ11 defined as

σ00 :=

(
1 0
0 0

)
, σ11 :=

(
0 0
0 1

)
, (49)
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these components {(K̃jj′)pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0}1j,j′=0 and {(F̃j)pdn−1...p0}1j=0 are concate-
nated into a QTT as

K̃pdn−1...p0jqdn−1...q0j′ = (K̃00)pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0σ
00
jj′ + (K̃01)pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0σ

01
jj′

+ (K̃10)pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0σ
10
jj′ + (K̃11)pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0σ

11
jj′

= K̃ [dn]
pdn−1qdn−1

· · · K̃ [1]
p0q0

(
σ00
jj′ σ01

jj′ σ10
jj′ σ11

jj′
)⊤

(50)

F̃ kl
pdn−1...p0j = (F̃0)

kl
pdn−1...p0

(e0)j + (F̃1)
kl
pdn−1...p0

(e1)j

= F̃ kl[dn]
pdn−1

· · · F̃ kl[1]
p0

(
(e0)j (e1)j

)⊤
, (51)

where we use the addition formula in the TT format in Supplementary information S4.
We eventually obtain the cell problem in the TT format, as follows:

K̃pdn−1...p0jqdn−1...q0j′ ξ̃
kl
qdn−1...q0j′ = F̃ kl

pdn−1...p0j , (52)

where ξ̃klqdn−1...q0j′ is the unknown variable and is obtained by linear system solvers

in the TT format. We employ the MALS method [14] to solve Eq. (52) in the same
manner as Eq. (33).

We finally approximate the homogenized tensor in Eq. (8) by TT formats, as
follows:

Cijkl =
1

|Y |

∫

Y

(λ(y)δijδk′l′ + µ(y)(δik′δjl′ + δil′δjk′))

(
Iklk′l′ −

∂ξklk′ (y)

∂yl′

)
dy

≈ hd1pdn−1
· · ·1p0

(
λ̃pdn−1...p0δijδkl + µ̃pdn−1...p0(δikδjl + δilδjk)

)

− hd
(
λ̃pdn−1...p0

δijδk′l′ + µ̃pdn−1...p0
(δik′δjl′ + δil′δjk′)

)

D(yl′ )
pdn−1...p0qdn−1...q0

ξ̃klqdn−1...q0k′ . (53)

Procedure for homogenization analysis

We now describe the procedure for material homogenization analysis via the tensor-
train format.

1. Encoding a pixel or voxel data χ(y) representing the material distribution in a
RVE into the QTT format by using the scheme in Supplementary information S1.
Here, we truncate the ranks of the QTT by a maximum value of r.

2. Construct the operator and the right-hand side of a cell problem in Eq. (33) or
(52) in the QTT format. Here, we truncate the ranks of the QTT of operators and
the right-hand side by setting a threshold of the truncation error ε described in
Supplementary information S5.

3. Solve the cell problem in Eq. (33) or (52) by a linear system solver in TT format.
Specifically, we use the MALS method [14]. We truncate the ranks of the QTT by
a maximum value of r.

4. Evaluate the homogenized material property by Eq. (34) or (53).
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All of these above procedures can be computed in linear with the number of cores dn
of TT and polynomial with respect to the maximum rank r. Specifically, since the time
complexity of the MALS is O(max(rx, rb)

3r2An) for a system of linear equations Ax = b
where A, x and b are given by the TT format with the bond dimensions of rA, rx and
rb, respectively [14], the time complexity for solving Eqs. (33) and (52) is O(r5dn).
On the other hand, the complexity of conventional full linear solvers scale as O(2dn)
because the number of grid nodes is 2dn. Therefore, if we can obtain a good approx-
imation of the homogenized macroscopic properties even with the maximum ranks r
in polynomial with respect to d and n, the use of TT formats can be advantageous.
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Supplementary information: Efficient computational
homogenization via tensor train format
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1Toyota Central R&D Labs., Inc., 1-4-14, Koraku, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo, 112-0004, Japan

S1 Encoding a matrix into a tensor-train format

Let M ∈ R
∏m−1

i=0 di×
∏m−1

j=0 d′
j be an arbitrary matrix with the (i, j)-component Mij . We can represent

this matrix as a 2m-order tensor A whose components are related with Mij as Apm−1...p0qm−1...q0 = Mij

where i :=
∑m−1

l=0 pl
∏l−1

k=0 dk and j :=
∑m−1

l=0 ql
∏l−1

k=0 d
′
k. Let us regard the tensor Apm−1...p0qm−1...q0

as the dm−1d
′
m−1 ×

∏m−2
i=0 did

′
i matrix whose components are denoted by A(pm−1,qm−1)(qm−2,qm−2,...,p0,q0)

and apply the singular value decomposition, as follows:

A(pm−1,qm−1)(qm−2,qm−2,...,p0,q0)

=

rm−1−1∑

αm−1=0

U
[m−1]
(pm−1,qm−1)αm−1

S[m−1]
αm−1

V
[m−1]
(qm−2,qm−2,...,p0,q0)αm−1

, (S1)

where rm−1 := min(dm−1d
′
m−1,

∏m−2
i=0 did

′
i), U

[m−1]
(pm−1,qm−1)αm−1

and V
[m−1]
(qm−2,qm−2,...,p0,q0)αm−1

are the uni-

taries and S
[m−1]
αm−1 is the singular value. Similarly, we then regard the tensor S[m−1]

αm−1 V
[m−1]
(qm−2,qm−2,...,p0,q0)αm−1

as the rm−1dm−2d
′
m−2×

∏m−3
i=0 did

′
i matrix whose components are denoted by A(pm−2,qm−2,αm−1)(qm−3,qm−3,...,p0,q0)

and apply the singular value decomposition, as follows:

A(pm−2,qm−2,αm−1)(qm−3,qm−3,...,p0,q0)

=

rm−2−1∑

αm−2=0

U
[m−2]
(αm−1,pm−2,qm−2)αm−2

S[m−2]
αm−2

V
[m−2]
(qm−3,qm−3,...,p0,q0)αm−2

, (S2)

where rm−2 := min(rm−1dm−2d
′
m−2,

∏m−3
i=0 did

′
i), U

[m−2]
(αm−1,pm−2,qm−2)αm−2

and V
[m−2]
(qm−3,qm−3,...,p0,q0)αm−2

are the unitaries and S
[m−2]
αm−2 is the singular value. The successive application of the singular value

decomposition eventually yields

Apm−1...p0qm−1...q0

=

rm−1−1∑

αm−1=0

· · ·
r1−1∑

α1=0

U
[m−1]
(pm−1,qm−1)αm−1

U
[m−2]
(αm−1,pm−2,qm−2)αm−2

. . . U
[1]
(α2,p1,q1)α1

S[1]
α1
V

[1]
(p0,q0)α1

=

0∑

αm=0

rm−1−1∑

αm−1=0

· · ·
r1−1∑

α1=0

0∑

α0=0

A[m−1]
αmpm−1qm−1αm−1

. . . A[1]
α2p1q1α1

A[0]
α1p0q0α0

, (S3)

where we set rs = min
(
rs+1dsd

′
s,
∏s−1

i=0 did
′
i

)
and





A
[m−1]
0pm−1qm−1αm−1

= U
[m−1]
(pm−1,qm−1)αm−1

A
[s]
αs+1psqsαs = U

[s]
(αs+1,ps,qs)αs−1

for 1 ≤ s ≤ m− 2

A
[0]
α1p0q00

= S
[1]
α1V

[1]
(p0,q0)α1

.

(S4)

This is exactly the tensor-train format. By truncating the rank rs by the certain value r, we can obtain
the TT format approximating the tensor A.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

18
87

0v
1 

 [
cs

.C
E

] 
 2

6 
Ju

l 2
02

4



x0

x1

y0

y1

RVEComposite material

Figure S1: A schematic image of representative volume element (RVE) having the analytical homoge-
nized thermal conductivity.

Table 1: The lowest value of the maximum rank of TT to estimate the homogenized thermal conductivity
tensor within the error of 0.01 for various values of the number of degrees of freedom and the threshold
for truncating TTs.

Number of degrees of freedom
Threshold 212 214 216 218 220

10−4 5 5 5 5 4
10−5 5 5 5 5 5
10−6 5 5 5 5 5
10−7 5 5 5 5 5

S2 Comparison of the proposed method with the analytical so-
lution

Here, we provide a result applying our proposed method to a microstructure whose homogenized prop-
erties can be analytically estimated. Figure S1 illustrates the representative volume element (RVE)
considered here. Let the dark gray and white regions have the thermal conductivity of κA and κB,
respectively. Since this composite material has the layered property, the effective (homogenized) thermal
conductivity parallel to each phase (i.e., the vertical direction in the left figure) is given as

κ∥ :=
1

2
κA +

1

2
κB, (S5)

where the factor 1/2 corresponds to the volume fraction of each material A and B [S1], while the effective
thermal conductivity in the transverse direction (i.e., horizontal direction in the left figure) is given as

κ⊥ :=
1

1
2κA + 1

2κB

. (S6)

Here, we considered the RVE where the coordinate system is rotated 45◦ clockwise from composite ma-
terial in Fig. S1 so that the asymptotic homogenization could not fall into the simple one-dimensional
problem. Thus, the homogenized thermal conductivity κexact of the RVE is obtained through the coor-
dinate transformation, as follows:

κexact =

(
cos(π/4) − sin(π/4)
sin(π/4) cos(π/4)

)(
κ∥ 0
0 κ⊥

)(
cos(π/4) sin(π/4)
− sin(π/4) cos(π/4)

)

=
1

2

(
κ∥ + κ⊥ κ∥ − κ⊥

κ∥ − κ⊥ κ∥ + κ⊥

)
. (S7)

Setting κA = 1 and κB = 0.5, we applied asymptotic homogenization for this material using the
tensor-train (TT) format; the detailed homogenization method is described in Method section. We
searched for the lowest value of the maximum rank of TT to estimate the homogenized thermal conduc-
tivity tensor within the error of 0.01, that is, ∥κ−κexact∥2/∥κexact∥2 ≤ 0.01 where κ is the homogenized
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Figure S2: Computational time required for asymptotic homogenization.

thermal conductivity tensor computed by the TT-based asymptotic homogenization. We set the same
maximum rank for TTs representing the material distribution and the solution of a cell problem for
asymptotic homogenization.

Table 1 lists the lowest value of the maximum rank of TT for various values of the number of degrees
of freedom of the cell problem of the asymptotic homogenization and the threshold for truncating TTs.
Since the cell problem for the homogenized thermal conductivity is the problem for a scalar field, the
number of degrees of freedom corresponds to the number of grid nodes, which discretizes the RVE.
How to truncate TTs is described in Supplementary information S5, which dramatically reduces the
computational cost while keeping the accuracy. We can see in Table 1 that the required number of ranks
is independent of the problem size (the number of degrees of freedom), which implies the required number
of ranks is inherently determined by the feature of microstructures. Figure S2 shows the computational
times for asymptotic homogenization via the conventional finite difference method (FDM), which we call
full-rank FDM, and the TT format with various values of the truncation threshold ε. We observe the
computational time of the proposed TT-based method is less dependent on the number of degrees of
freedom compared to that of the full-rank FDM, owing to the low necessary rank. This means that the
TT format can efficiently perform asymptotic homogenization when the number of degrees of freedom is
high.

S3 Generating random microstructures
In this study, we prepare the representative volume element (RVE) in a random manner using a Voronoi
tessellation. The procedure is as follows:

1. Generate Npoint in [0, 1]d uniformly at random where d(= 2, 3) is the number of spatial dimensions.

2. Assign a binary 0 or 1 to each point randomly where 0 is selected at the probability of the volueme
fraction Vf .

3. Copy the Npoint points periodically in an enlarged domain [−1, 2]d, which results in 3dNpoint points.

4. Perform Voronoi tessellation for 3dNpoint points in the enlarged domain.

5. Discretize the RVE [0, 1]d to Nd grid.

6. Assign the binary 0 or 1 to each node so that the binary could coincide with that of the nearest
point, which results in the characteristic function χ(y) representing the heterogeneous material
property.

The generated RVEs for volume fractions Vf = 0.9, 0.7, 0.5 are shown in Fig. S3 for two dimensions
and in Fig. S4 for three dimensions.

3
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Figure S3: Randomly generated RVEs in two dimensions for various volume fractions Vf .

S4 Addition in tensor-train formats
Let A and B be 2m-order tensors both in Rdm−1×···×d0×d′

m−1×···×d′
0 and have the TT format respectively

written as

Apm−1...p0qm−1...q0 = A[m−1]
pm−1qm−1

A[m−2]
pm−2qm−2

· · ·A[0]
p0q0 ,

Bpm−1...p0qm−1...q0 = B[m−1]
pm−1qm−1

B[m−2]
pm−2qm−2

· · ·B[0]
p0q0 . (S8)

The addition C := aA+ bB for a, b ∈ R can be written in the TT format, as follows:

Cpm−1...p0qm−1...q0

= aApm−1...p0qm−1...q0 + bBpm−1...p0qm−1...q0

= aA[m−1]
pm−1qm−1

A[m−2]
pm−2qm−2

· · ·A[0]
p0q0 + bB[m−1]

pm−1qm−1
B[m−2]

pm−2qm−2
· · ·B[0]

p0q0

=
(
aA

[m−1]
pm−1qm−1 bB

[m−1]
pm−1qm−1

)(A[m−2]
pm−2qm−2 O

O B
[m−2]
pm−2qm−2

)
· · ·
(
A

[1]
p1q1 O

O B
[1]
p1q1

)(
A

[0]
p0q0

B
[0]
p0q0

)
, (S9)
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Vf = 0.9
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Vf = 0.5

Figure S4: Randomly generated RVEs in three dimensions for various volume fractions Vf .

where O represents the zero matrix with the appropriate size. That is, for addition, it suffices to define
the core of C, as follows:

C [m−1]
pm−1qm−1

:=
(
aA

[m−1]
pm−1qm−1 bB

[m−1]
pm−1qm−1

)
, (S10)

C [s]
psqs =

(
A

[s]
psqs O

O B
[s]
psqs

)
for 0 < s < m− 1, (S11)

C [0]
p0q0 =

(
A

[0]
p0q0

B
[0]
p0q0

)
. (S12)

S5 Truncation of a tensor-train format
Let A ∈ Rdm−1×···×d0×d′

m−1×···×d′
0 be a 2m-order tensor given in the TT format as

Apm−1...p0qm−1...q0

=

0∑

αm=0

r′m−1−1∑

αm−1=0

· · ·
r′1−1∑

α1=0

0∑

α0=0

A[m−1]
αmpm−1qm−1αm−1

. . . A[0]
α1p0q0α0

. (S13)
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Here, we discuss how to truncate the ranks r′1, . . . r
′
m−1 and obtain a compressed TT format with the

least truncation error. First, let us contract the cores A
[m−1]
αmpm−1qm−1αm−1 and A

[m−2]
αm−1pm−2qm−2αm−2 and

apply the singular value decomposition to the contracted matrix, as follows:

r′m−1−1∑

αm−1=0

A
[m−1]
0pm−1qm−1αm−1

A[m−2]
αm−1pm−2qm−2αm−2

=

rm−1−1∑

αm−1=0

U
[m−1]
(pm−1,qm−1)αm−1

S[m−1]
αm−1

V
[m−1]
(qm−2,qm−2,αm−2)αm−1

, (S14)

where rm−1 := min(dm−1d
′
m−1,

∏m−2
i=0 did

′
i), U

[m−1]
(pm−1,qm−1)αm−1

and V
[m−1]
(qm−2,qm−2αm−2)αm−1

are the uni-

taries and S
[m−1]
αm−1 is the singular value. By taking the summation about αm−1 corresponding to only the

first rm−1 largest singular values, we truncate the ranks with the truncation error

ε2 :=

∥∥∥∥∥∥

rm−1−1∑

αm−1=0

U
[m−1]
(pm−1,qm−1)αm−1

S[m−1]
αm−1

V
[m−1]
(qm−2,qm−2,αm−2)αm−1

−
rm−1−1∑

αm−1=0

U
[m−1]
(pm−1,qm−1)αm−1

S[m−1]
αm−1

V
[m−1]
(qm−2,qm−2,αm−2)αm−1

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

F

=

rm−1−1∑

αm−1=rm−1

(
S[m−1]
αm−1

)2
. (S15)

In the similar manner, we successively truncate the ranks by contracting the neighboring cores A[s]
αs+1psqsαs

and A
[s−1]
αsps−1qs−1αs−1 for an index s and applying the singular value decomposition to the contracted

matrix, as follows:

r′s−1∑

αs=0

A[s]
αs+1psqsαs

A[s−1]
αsps−1qs−1αs−1

=

rs−1∑

αs=0

U
[s]
(αs+1,ps,qs)αs

S[s]
αs
V

[s]
(qs−1,qs−1,αs−1)αs

, (S16)

where rs := min(rs+1dsd
′
s,
∏s−1

i=0 did
′
i), U

[s]
(αs+1,ps,qs)αs

and V
[s]
(qs−1,qs−1,αs−1)αs

are the unitaries and S
[s]
αs is

the singular value. Taking the summation about αs corresponding to only the first rs largest singular
values, we truncate the ranks with the truncation error of

∑rs−1
αs=rs

(S
[s]
αs)

2 in the sense of the squared
Frobenius norm. Although the above procedure sequentially applies the singular value decomposition
from the left-most core to the right-most core, it also works from the right-most core to the left-most
one.
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